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A bstract. The Interaction of m esoscopic interference devices with nonclassical
electrom agnetic elds is studied. The extemal quantum elds induce a phase factor
on the electric charges. This phase factor, which is a generalization of the standard
Aharonov-Bohm phase factor, is in the case of nonclassical electrom agnetic elds a
quantum m echanical operator. Its expectation valie depends on the density m atrix
describing the nonclassical photons and determ ines the interference. Severalexam ples
are discussed, which show that the quantum noise ofthe nonclassical photons destroys
slightly the electron interference fringes. A n Interesting application arises in the context
ofdistant electron interference devices, irradiated w ith entangled photons. In this case
the interfering electrons In the two devices becom e entangled. The sam e ideas are
applied In the context of SQUID rings irradiated w ith nonclassical electrom agnetic

elds. It is shown that the statistics of the Cooper pairs tunneling through the
Josephson junction depend on the statistics of the photons.
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1. Introduction

Interference of electrons In the presence of a m agnetostatic ux hasbeen studied fora
Jong tin e since the work of A haronov and Bohm [I]. The Aharonov-Bohm phase factor
is acquired by electric charges that encircle a m agnetic ux, even ifthe ux vanishes In
the vicinity ofthe paths ofthe charges. The e ect has nspired num erous applications in
solid state physics [1]. In particular we m ention extensive theoretical and experin ental
research on persistent currents In m esoscopic rings I, &, B, &, B, 2.

E kctron interference in the pressnce of a tin edependent m agnetic ux (ie.,
electrom agnetic elds) hasalso been studied [, 0, B0, B0, B0, 0], T he intention here is
not to prove the reality of the vector potential, but to study how electrom agnetic elds
a ect interfering electrons.

T he next step In this Ine ofresearch isto considernonclassicalelectrom agnetic elds

0 ]which are carefully prepared In a particularquantum state, and study theire ect
on quantum Interference [,00]. In this case it is shown that the quantum noise in the
electrom agnetic eld destroys partly the electron interference fringes. D i erent types
of nonclassical electrom agnetic elds are characterized by di erent quantum statistics;
and we w ill show explicitly that the electron interference resuls depend on the photon

An in portant feature ofm ultin ode quantum electrom agnetic elds isentanglem ent.
Two electrom agnetic eld modes can be factorizabl (uncorrelated); or separable
(classically correlated); orentangled (Quantum m echanically correlated) []. Entangled
electrom agnetic elds have been produced experim entally in Jaboratories fora long tin e

]. In the context of this review article, we consider two distant m esoscopic electron
Interference devices that are irradiated with a two-m ode nonclassical electrom agnetic
ed []. Each eld mode is coupled to one of the m esoscopic devices. For entangled
electrom agnetic elds, the elctric currents in the distant m esoscopic devices becom e
correlated. M oreover the Induced correlations of the electrons depend on the nature of
the correlation between the extemal photons.

Sin ilar phenom ena can be studied In the context of superconducting quantum
Interference devices (SQU ID ) [, 10, 00, ], E xperin entalw ork has so far concentrated
on the interaction ofm esoscopic devices w ith classical electrom agnetic elds. However
the Interaction ofa Jossphson device w ith a sihgle m icrow ave photon has recently been
studied experim entally in reference [1].

T he Interaction ofm esoscopic SQU ID ringsw ith nonclassical electrom agnetic elds
has been studied theoretically in [, B0, B, B]. In this case the Jossphson current is
a quantum m echanical operator, whose expectation value w ith respect to the density
m atrix ofthe extemalphotons, yields the observed current. T he interaction ofentangled
electrom agnetic elds with two spatially ssparated SQU ID rings has been studied In

, ]. It has been shown that the photon correlations can be transferred to the
C ooper pair currents m easured in the two distant SQU ID rings.

In this Interdisciplinary work we bridge the gap between elctron coherence
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In mesosoopic physics and nonclassical phencm ena in quantum optics. W ork on
entanglem ent of severalm esoscopic devices has been reported in [0].

T he paper is organized as follow s. Tn section 2 we describbe certain one-m ode and
two-m ode nonclassical elds, which are relevant to the rest of our work, and derive the
corresponding W eyl function [1]]. In section 3 we discuss the m agnetic ux and the
electrom otive force operators, which are the dualquantum variables In our context.

W e subsequently tum our attention to electron interference phenom ena. In section
4 we describe the standard A haronov-Bohm phase factor In electron interference that
is iInduced by a m agnetostatic ux. In section 5 we describe the electron phase factor
operator that is Induced by nonclassical electrom agnetic elds []. It is explained that
the expectation value of the phase factor and, consequently, of the electron intensity
distribution depend on the quantum state of the extermal photons.

W e stress that accurate know ledge of the quantum state of the electrom agnetic

eld enables us to calculate not only the average Intensity of the interfering electrons,
but also their full statistics (higher order correlations). In section 6 we quantify the
quantum statistics of the Interfering electrons using the autocorrelation fiinction and
its Fourer transformm , the spectral density. Tt is shown that the quantum statistics
of the interfering electrons depend on the quantum statistics of the photons []. In
section 7 we describe how two spatially ssparated electron interference experim ents,
which interact with entangled elds, becom e correlated 1.

In section 8 we study the interaction of nonclassical electrom agnetic elds w ith
m esoscopic SQU D rings. In the case of two distant SQU ID rings, which are coupled
to two entangled electrom agnetic elds, we show that the quantum currents tunneling
through the distant Jossphson jinctions becom e entangled [1]. W e conclude wih a
summ ary of the results in section 9.

2. N onclassical electrom agnetic elds

In this section we Introduce the nonclassical states of the electrom agnetic eld that are
relevant to the rest of our work. W e de ne the W eyl fiinction and provide its value in
the case of number, ooherent, squeezed, and themm al states. It is noted that we use
theoreticalunits, n which kg = h= c= 1.

2.1.0nemode quantum states of the electrom agnetic eld

N onclassical electrom agnetic elds are carefiilly prepared in a particular quantum state
and aredescribed by a density m atrix . In thiscaseweknow the average valueshE i;B i
of the elctric and m agnetic elds, the standard deviations E; B and also their
higher m om ents. A nother quantity which descrbes the elds is the photon counting
distrbution finction

PE) HjNi: 1)

Various exam ples of nonclassical electrom agnetic elds are given below .
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21J1.Numbker states The number states N 1 are de ned as:

Ni= i(ea%j’m @)
2.1 2. Coherent states T he coherent states A i are de ned as:

Ai=D @A)Pi 3)
whereD () is the displacam ent operator

D (z) = exp (z& z4): “)

T he photon counting distrioution is in this case Poissonian.

2.1.3. Squeezed states T he squeezing operator is de ned as
r . 2 r . 2
S ()= exp Zexp( 1’)é’+zexp(l’)a (5)
where the r;’ are realnumbers and r is known as the squeezing param eter. Squeezed
states A ;r’ iarede ned by acting on the coherent state A i, w ith the squeezing operator

A;ri=S @ )Ai= S @)D @)Pi: ©)
In thiscase P (N ) can be sub-Poissonian. T he average num ber of photons is
_ , r 2 r , r ?
W i, = shh 5t cosh 5 sinh 5 AFf: @)

In gure 1 we have plotted the electric eld as a function of tine In the case of
coherent and squeezed light. B oth the average value IE iand the quantum noise E are
shown. The param eters are chosen <o that the average value of the electric el is the
sam e In both exam ples. It isseen thatthetwo eldsdi er in the quantum noise E.The
antibundching of photons In squeezed states, in com parison to the Poissonian statistics
In the case of coherent states, isalso shown in the gure. T hese two types ofnonclassical
electrom agnetic eldsw illbe used Jater, in the context of electron interference (ie. we
w ill study the situation where these nonclassical electrom agnetic elds are coupled w ith
electron Interference devices). It w illbe shown there that they produce di erent results
for the electron interference.

2.14. Themalstates The them alstates are de ned through the density m atrix

m= 1 ep( !lexp( Fa)

®
L epl ] exp( 'n)nimj @®)

n=20

where isthe Inverse tem perature. In this case the average num ber of photons is
1

WNipg= ———: 9
ey eo( 1) 1 )
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Figure 1. The electric eld of ocoherent and squeezed light as a function of tin e.
Both the average value IE i and the quantum noise E are shown. The antibunching
of photons in squeezed states, In com parison to the P oissonian statistics in coherent
states, is also shown.

22.W eyl fuinctions

TheW igner and W eyl (or characteristic) functions play an In portant role in quantum
m echanics [[]]. The W eyl function that corresponds to a quantum state described by a
density operator isde ned in tem s of the displacem ent operator of equation W) as

W z) Tr[D @)]I: 10)

The tilde in the notation re ects the fact that the W eyl function W is the two—
din ensional Fourder transform of the W igner function W . The W (z) is a com plex
function, In general, whose absolute value obeys

0O v @3 1: 11)

For later use we give the W eyl function for various states. W e start with the
follow ing relation ]

|
'y !
, N ! 27 .

MP@Ni= = 2 Tew — Ly" G (12)
where the L, are Laguerre polynom ials [11]]. T herefore the W eyl finction for a number
state N iis

!
7 .
W @)= &P == Lu (31): (13)
The W eyl function for a coherent state A i is
n #
55 S
Wen ()= exp —+ i2Azjsh@gz argA) : 14)

2
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The W eyl function for a squeezed state A;r’ iis

Wea(2) = exp( Y + iX); 15)
X = 2Azj cosh l; sin @rgz argh) sjnhl; sh@gz+ argAh + ') ;

_ ¥ . ,
Y = 7 [cosh (r) + sihh (r) cosRargz+ 7 )]:

Finally for them al states we have
n L4
2 1

Woz= &'5=exp Eooth 7 ; (16)

where isa realnumber. These relations have been given in reference [11].

2.3. Twomode quantum states: separability versus entanglm ent

N onclassical electrom agnetic elds wih several m odes allow for correlations between
the distinct eld m odes. T he nature of the correlation can be classical or quantum ]
Let Dbethe density m atrix that describes a tw o-m ode nonclassical electrom agnetic

eld. Then the density m atrices ofthe two elds are

a Ts(); g Tr(): a7

The density matrix  for the twom ode electrom agnetic eld state is factorizable if

fct = A B . The density m atrix  is separable if
X
sp = Py ax Bk 18)
k

where P, are probabilities. In all other cases the density m atrix .+ is entangled.
23.1. Twomodenumbker states Forlaterusswe considerthe n ixed) ssparable density
operator
1
sp = E(j\IlNZi}NlNZj+ j\Tlelelej: (19)

W e also consider the (pure) entangled state i= 2 2 (N N,i+ N,N;i), Prexample.
T he corresponding density operator is

1
ent = sep T E(j\llNzﬂNlej+ NN AN N, ) (20)

Clarly in this exampl the 4, and the . dier only In the above nondiagonal
elem ents. In both the ssparable and the entangled case the reduced density operators
ofequation M) are given by

1 . . .
sep/A T ent;A T sepB T entB 5 (:N 1111\‘[13+ j\TZﬂNZj): (21)



E kctron interference phenom ena in m esoscopic devices 7

23.2. Two-mode coherent states W e consider the two-m ode coherent states in the
classically correlated state

1
s«p = > (R1ALIMA AT+ PRAIMALA L ): 22)
In this case the reduced density operators are
1 . . .
spA = sepB T > (A1iA 1+ AiAL): 23)

W e also consider the entangld state i = N (AA.1i+ ALA;i) with density
operator

ent = 2N ? oo + N 2 (R 1A,10A A 3+ PoA A A L) (24)
w here the nom alization constant is given by
h 11
N = 2+2exp A AT : @25)
In this case the reduced density operators are
entn = entp = N Z(R1dA I+ PpdiBs g+ RodALI+ RodA) (26)
where |
= W, Pri= exp ?‘2132 ﬁ;f +AA, 27)

3. M agnetic ux operator

W e consider a m onochrom atic electrom agnetic eld of frequency !, at su ciently low
tem peratures T !, =0 that the quantum noise is greater than the them alnoise. In
this case the vector poten‘tjalAA ; and the ekctric eld E; are dual quantum variables.
Fora JoopAC ,Awhich is an all In com parison to the wavelength of the e]ecHtrom agnetic
eld, the A ;;E; are jnte%mted agouild C and yield them agnetic ux ~ = c AAidxi and
the electrom otive force Vg r = . E ;dx;, correspondingly, as dual quantum variables.
In tem s of these variables the photon creation and annihilation operators are

1 A

RN 1 L A
aY=p7( 1 Vowr); a=p— "+ “Vemr (28)

where isa constant proportionalto the area enclosed by C . C onsequently them agnetic
ux operatoris ~ (0) = 22 @+ &) and its evolution in tin e is given by
") = exp (it )" (0)exp ( itH ): 29)
The Ham iltonian H ofthe system is
H="!@%a+ 1=2)+ H y: (30)

In the extermal eld approxin ation we ignore the interaction Ham iltonian H i and we
cbtain
N h i
t) = p—E exp ! &'+ exp( iltv)a : (31)
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T his is a good approxin ation when the ux due to badk reaction is sm all In com parison
to the extemal ux.
T he expectation value ofthe ux and the quantum uncertainty " are given by
h"©i= Tl ")) "= pPoi B oefr: (32)

Forexam ple, In the case of number states = N ilN jwe get
1=2

h" ©doun = 07 ( Dpum = N + S (33)
For coherent states = A iA jwe have

h” ©ien = 272 R joos(lt  argA);  ( Den=2"7: (34)
In the case of squeezed states = A;r’ i ;r’ jwe obtain

h" ©ig= 27 AIF joos(!t+ argZ); (35)

A

( Ngg=2""[osh(r) sinh@E)cosR!t+ )I7;
Z = shh (=2)expif@rghA + ’)] oosh@=2)exp( iargA):
Finally for the them al states of equation W) we get

A N 1 1 =2
h ®in = 0; ( Jn= P—z coth > ! : (36)

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

W e consider a two-path electron Interference experim ent, as shown in gure 2.

G
C,

Figure 2. Aharonov-Bohm experin ent. T he electrons follow the lowest w inding paths
Cp;C1 Ina eld-free region. The oop Cy C; isthreaded by a m agnetostatic ux

T he wavefunctions corresoonding to paths Cy and C; are ( and 1, resgectively.
In the presence of magnetic ux  threading the loop C C,, we get the electron
Intensity

I&)=Jof+ 315+ 250 1joosxk e ); 37)
where x is the phase di erence between the two paths:
x() awg( o) amg(q1): (38)
Ifwe assum e equal splitting (ie., j oF = 1=2= j ;) then
IX)=1+ cosx e): 39)
T he visbility of the intensity I, de ned as
Crorn

isequalto one In this case.
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5. Phase factor operator induced by nonclassical electrom agnetic elds

In this section we consider a m esoscopic electron Interference device ( 01 m) in a
m icrow ave waveguide at low tem peratures (10 100mK). The electric eld is parallel
to the plane of the electron paths and them agnetic eld isperpendicular to it ( gure 3).
T he electron Intensity is given by equation [ll) wherethe ux isnow tim edependent.

W e next consider the case where the m icrow aves are nonclassical. In thiscase is
a quantum m echanical operator and is expectation value w ith respect to the density
matrix ofthem icrowaves gives the observed electron intensity:

I, )= 1+ Tr[ cosix €)= 1+ <E*W ()]= 1+ I ( )joostx  argW ( )Ig: (41)

Here W isthe W eyl function of the density matrix de ned in equation M), and we
de ne

e
= igexp (i!'t); g= 19—5: 42)

If we com pare and contrast equation [l) for classicalm icrowaves, w ith equation [l
for nonclassical m icrow aves we see that the visbility is reduced in the second case from

1to 3 ( )3. This is due to the quantum noise in the nonclassical m icrow aves as can be
seen from the expansion

a4 a4
2 2
whereX = '7,P = (0 )'Vgur,and X; P are the corresponding uncertainties.
The 0 ( )jis kess than 1 due to the non—zero values of the quantum noise X ; P .
Results are given below for the electron Intensity I (x;t) that corresponds to

Irradiation w ith several quantum states. W e choose the point x = 0, for sim plicity.

Wo()F=1 (X)?+ (P)?] [(X)2 (P)?loos@!t) ::: 43)

X B

Figure 3. M odi ed Aharonov-Bohm experin ent in the presence ofan electrom agnetic
eld. The el travels in the waveguide w ith the m agnetic eld perpendicular to the
plane of the electron paths C(;C; and the electric eld parallelto it.

5.03. Number states For the number states of equation W), using equation M), we
get

Tom © = 1+ exp % Ly ¢ (44)
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Figure 4. Vacuum -induced phase factor or the charges as a function oftine, ! t, or
1 =10 4, corresponding to the case of num ber states (oroken line), coherent states
(solid line), squeezed states (line of circles), and themm al states (line of stars). The
average num ber of photons N i is zero; the squeezing param eter r is 0.5. In subplot
(@) the 3 ( )jis shown and in () the argW" ( )] is shown.

5.0.4. Coherent states For the coherent states of equation M), using equation [ll), we
get

Tn )= 1+ exp % cos RgA joos(lt argA)]: 45)

In this case the resul is very sim ilar to the classical result of equation [l) but the
visbility is slightly reduced from 1 to exp % . The quantum noise of the ocoherent
states slightly destroys the Interference and reduces its visbility. Even In the absence of
m icrowaves (vacuum state) we get a reduction In the visbility due to the vacuum noise.

In gure 4 we have plotted the expectation value of the phase factor operator,
which is induced by the electrom agnetic vacuum , the coherent states of equation W),

the squeezed states of equation M) or r= 0:5, and the them al states of equation W).

5.0.5. Squeezed states For the squeezed states ofequation M), using equation [ll), we
get

Io =1+ exp( Y)oosXq); (40)
Y, = %[oosh (r) shh(r)cosR!'t+ ")]);
X1 = 2gP j ocosh l; cos(!'t argh) sjnhl; cos(!t+ argA + 7))

W e note that in the case of squeezed vacuum @A = 0) the intensity I (£) contains all
the frequencies 2K ! where K is an integer (@fter a Fourer expansion). In contrast in
the case of ocoherent states we get all the frequenciesK ! . The factor of 2 in the case of
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Squeezed vacuum is related w ith the fact that the squeezed vacuum is a superposition
ofeven num ber states only. T herefore the electrons can only absorb an even num ber of
photons (there are no odd num ber states in this quantum state). In this case the result
is qualitatively di erent from the classical result.

5.0.6. Themalstates For the them al states of equation M), using equation [ll), we
have

" L4
|

I ) = 1+ exp %ooth ? : 47)

6. Quantum statistics of the interfering electrons

T here are various quantities that can be used to describe the quantum statistics of the
Interfering electrons. In the previous section we studied the electron Intensity and here
we consider higher order correlations [[]]. W e com pare and contrast the results for the
two cases of classical and nonclassicalm icrow aves.

6.1. Autocorrelation fiinction of the electron intensity in the case of classical
m icrowaves
In general for a function I () the autocorrelation finction is de ned as
Z T
()= lim — I ©Ic+ )dt: (48)
T!1 2T T
T he follow Ing properties are wellknown (e4g., see reference [1]):
( )= (); ©0) 0; JC)J 0): 49)

T he nom alized autocorrelation function is de ned as

() W; o 3 ()3 1: (50)

An expansion of ( ) Into a Fourer series yields the spectral density coe cients
Z ., _
Sk =5 02 ()exp( K )d (1)
®
()= Sk eXp(JK ):
K= 1

The property  ( ) = () ofequation M) guarantees that the coe cients S x are
real num bers. If the autocorrelation function is purely real then the soectral density
coe cients obey the relation Sy = Sk . But if ( ) is complex then, in general,

Sk & S ¢ and we refer to this as an asymm etry In the spectral density.
A s an exam ple we consider classical m icrow aves of frequency ! wih m agnetic ux
of the fom

©= 1sn(ly: (52)



E kctron interference phenom ena in m esoscopic devices 12

In this case the electron intensity at the point x = 0 on the screen is

T(t) = 1+ cosk ;si(!t)]: (53)
T herefore the autocorrelation fiinction is
xR
al( )=+ % )F+2 [Px € )FosK ! ); (54)
K=1

where the J, (z) are Bessel functions [[11], and the spectral density coe cients are

So= 0L+ Jole )F; Sk = P € 1T (55)
2 ", i RS
X x  Classical X
sz{}ng Number X;dﬁjﬂ
o><>< —— Coherent ><><O
185 % 2 fwem] B

1.6

— E £

12 o

e
08 L L X6 L L h
0 0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5 3
wt
Figure 5. I(0;t) for the elctrons as a function of time, !'t, or ! = 10 4,

corresponding to irradiation w ith num ber states (oroken line), coherent states (solid
line), squeezed states (line ofcircles), and them alstates (line ofstars). W e have chosen
W i= 17, in all our cases, and r = 42 for the squeezed states. For com parison, we
also show the electron intensity ofequation [ll) corresponding to classicalm icrow aves
(line of crosses), or 1 = @HV )12,

6.2. Autocorrelation function of the electron intensity in the case of nonclassical

m icrow aves

In this case the electron intensity f)= 1+ cosk” ©]isan operator. Consequently the

autocorrelation function ( ) ofequation M) is in this case de ned as

1% .
()= ln — Tr[fP@fc+ )dt (56)
T!1 2T T

The values of ( ) for the electric charges have been derived for irradiation w ith
various nonclassical m icrowave states n []]. In the follow ing we present num erical
resuls, which illustrate the electron correlation properties, and allow f©or a com parison

between the e ects of classical and nonclassical m icrow aves.
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Figure 6. Realand im agihary parts of ( ) of equation lll) r the electrons as a
finction oftine, ! , or ! = 10 %, corresponding to irradiation w ith num ber states
(oroken line), coherent states (solid line), squeezed states (line of circles), and them al
states (line of stars). The parametersare IN i = 17, r = 42, and for the case of
classicalm icrowaves (line of crosses) we have ; = (QH 1)172.

25 : :
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Figure 7. Spectral density coe cients S ¢ of equation [l) r the electrons as a
function of K , corresponding to irradiation with classical m icrowaves ( rst column
from the left), and nonclassicalm icrow aves in num ber states (second colum n), coherent
states (third colimn), squeezed states (Purth colimn), and them al states ( fth
column). The param etersare N i= 17, r= 42,and ;= (W )72,

6.3. Num erical resuls

In order to m ake the com parison m eaningfiil, In the num erical calculations ( gures 5-7)
the num ber of photons In the num ber states is equal to the average num ber of photons
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in the coherent, squeezed, and them al states; we have chosen

N = N iy, = N iy = IN iy, = 17: (67)
For com parison w ith the case of classicalm icrow aves we have chosen the am plitude of
the classicalm agnetic ux to be ; = @HN i)™2. The frequency of the m icrow aves is
! = 10% munitswhereks = h = c= 1. The squeezing param eter is r = 42 and the
other parametersare = 1,argA = 0,’ = 0.

In gure 5 we show the electron intensity I() forx = 0 as a function of !t for
irradiation w ith num ber states (oroken line), coherent states (solid line), squeezed states
(Iine of circles), and them al states (line of stars). For com parison, we also show the
electron Intensity ofequation [ll) corresponding to classicalm icrow aves (line of crosses) .

In gure 6 we show the real and im aginary parts of ( ) of equation lll) for the
electrons as a function of ! ocorresponding to irradiation w ith num ber states (oroken
line), ooherent states (solid line), squeezed states (line of circles), and them al states
(Iine of stars); we have also lncluded the results in the case of classicalm icrowaves (line
of crosses) for com parison. It is seen that di erent states of the electrom agnetic eld
lead to di erent electron correlation properties. The in aghary part of the nom alized
autoocorrelation fiinction vanishes only for irradiation w ith classical m icrow aves, but it
isnonzero for the four cases of nonclassicalm icrow aves.

In gure 7 we plot the spectral density coe cients S x of equation [l) for the
electrons asa function ofK , corresoonding to irradiation w ith classicalm icrowaves ( rst
colum n from the left), and nonclassical m icrow aves in num ber states (second colum n),
coherent states (third colum n), squeezed states (fourth colmn), and them al states
( fth colum n).

7. Entangled currents in distant electron interference experim ents induced
by entangled photons

In this section we oconsider two electron interference devices that are far from each
other l]l. A photon source irradiates the two experin ents w ith correlated two-m ode
nonclassical m icrowaves. Eadh m icrowave eld mode is coupled to one of the two
experin ents. The experim ent is depicted In gure 8. It willbe shown that the photon
correlations are transferred to the electron interference experim ents, which becom e
correlated. T he nature of their correlation depends on w hether the externalphotons are
separablke (classically correlated) or entangled (quantum m echanically correlated).
Let bethe density operator describing the tw o-m ode nonclassical electrom agnetic
eld. The st mode of frequency !; Interacts with electrons In experinent A and
its density matrix is given by p = T ( ). Sin ilarly the second m ode of frequency
!, Interacts wih electrons in experiment B and its density matrix is g = Tn ( ).
The density m atrix  can be factorizablk (ie., the eld m odes are independent of each
other), ssparable (the eld modes are classically correlated), or entangled (the eld
m odes are 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 experin ents which are far from each other are
irradiated w ith nonclassical electrom agnetic elds. The two electrom agnetic elds in
the tw o experim ents are produced by the source Sgy and are correlated.

7.1. Correlations of the ekctron intensity distributions

The nonclassical m agnetic ux ", that in uences the electron interference in A gives
rise to the phase factor operator exp (ie AA ). This phase factor induces the electron
Intensity distrbution I, ), which is given by

Ta (%3) = Trf A 1+ cos®a €a)lg= 1+ 3 ( n)Jjcosfxa argW® (a)lg (58)

where , = igexp (i!:t). Sim ilarly in experim ent B ,which isin uenced by a nonclassical
m agnetic ux "5 , one obtains the Intensity

Ts )= Trf g L+ cosixg  e€p)lg= 1+ 3 ( 5)jcosfxy argl (5)lg (59)

where 5 = igexp (i!,t).

The electron intensity on the interference screen of experinent A (or B) is
calculated by tracing the Intensity operator with respect to the density m atrix that
describes the corresponding electrom agnetic eldmode ( 5 or ). The results, I Xa)
and Iz Xg ), are proportionalto the probability of detecting an electron at a poInt x, In
A oraponhtxg In B .It isalso possibbl to de ne the pint electron intensity T Xa ;Xg ),
which is related to the probability of a sim ultaneous detection of electrons at x, and
Xg . This pint intensity is controlled by the full density matrix  for the two-m ode
electrom agnetic eld, that is,

T(pjxp)= Trf [+ cos® €3)]l+ cosks €3)g: (60)

If the two-m ode electrom agnetic eld is factorizable ( = ) then the
pint electron intensity I Xa ;xp) is sinply equal to the product Iy Xa )z Xg) of the
Independent intensities. However, if the two eld m odes are classically or quantum
m echanically correlated then this is not true, n general. In order to quantify thiswe
can de ne the ratio

I ®aixs)

R= ——F7—— (61)
I &)l xs)
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which isequalto one only for independent electron intensities. In otherw ords, w henever
R takes values not equalto one, the electron intensity In experim ent A is correlated to

the electron Intensity in experin ent B . In w hat follow s we consider particular exam ples

that illustrate the e ect.

72 . Exam ples and num erical resuls

A s an exam pl we oconsider two-m ode sgparable and entangled m icrowaves in num ber

]. W e com pare and contrast the e ects of the separable state

states

1

(©62)

= (POih00F+ L1ih119

2

and the entangled state 2 !

sep

2 (P0i+ l1i) with density m atrix

(63)

1
s+ 5 (POIHLLT+ J1H00J:

ent =

It isnoted that the «, and the < di eronly in the above nondiagonalelem ents. The

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

both cases,

(64)

(Pih03+ JLihl)

— | N

ent;B

= entA T  spB

sep;A

“ p i
.&sﬂ&m&&
(NI
OO
OXAAGCARRMAH
iy
o
::‘%

Here

;2 1.

[ 2

Rsp Of equation M) as a function of xa ;jxz 2
minRep) = 10001 andmax Rgp) = 12471. The frequenciesare ! ; = 12 10 4 and

1,=10 *.

Figure 9.

The ratio of equation [ll) corresponding to the separable state o, is given by

(63)

COSX, COSXp

oosxXp ) 1+ ©osxg)

(cosxa + cosxg) +
@+

1+
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where |

- 2 2Ciexp % ; =%exp< o+ @ PP (66)
Tt can easily be shown that

1+2 + 1 2 +

i+ 2 Reep Xa iX5) @ 7 67)

which In ourexampl lradstom N R &) = 1:0001 and max Rgyp) = 12471. In gure 9
we plot the R o, Xa 7Xg) against screen positions x, and Xg form icrow ave frequencies
;=12 10* and!,=10".
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Figure 10. Ry ofequation ) asa finction ofxp ;x5 2 [ 2 ;2 1for (I1+ !5)t=
The top and bottom plateaus show themax Reep) = 12471 and m In R &) = 10001,
respectively. The frequenciesare '; = 12 10 *and !, = 10 *.

In the case of the entangled state ., ofequation [ll) the ratio is

& Sin X, sin xg cos(! 1 + !5)t] .

R ixgit) = R i ’
ent ®a 7Xp ;1) sep (a7 %5) éexp( 1+ ocosxp)l+ cosxg)

(68)

The Rq oscillates in tine around the Ry, with frequency !; + !, and exceeds
periodically the bounds of the nequality or Rg,, n ). In gure 10 we plt the
Rent Xa 7Xp ) @gainst screen positions xp and xg for (1 + !))t = and the same

m icrow ave frequencies as In the previous gure. The two horizontal surfaces represent
the min Rgp) (ottom plateaux) and the max Rgp) (top plateaux). In gure 11 we
com pare the R, (Iine of circles) and the Re,: (s0lid Iine) against time (!, + !;)t for
xed screen positions x, = 0:9 and xz = 1:025
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1.5
1.4+ XA=O.9T[ jR:Z;
Xg = 1.025
1.3F
1.2
o
1.1¢
1
0.9+
0'80 2 4 6 8 10 12
(0, +w, )t

Figure 11. Com parison ofRene (s0lid line) and R, (line of circles) of equations [l
and M), respectively, orx, = 0:9 and xg = 1:025 asa function of din ensionless
tine. The frequenciesare !'; = 12 10 *and !, = 10 *.

8. Interaction ofm esoscopic SQU ID rings w ith nonclassical
electrom agnetic elds

In this section we Investigate application ofthe above ideas in the context ofm esoscopic
superconducting quantum interference device (SQU ID ) rings. In the rst instance we
Introduce m esoscopic SQU ID rings and describe how they interact with nonclassical
electrom agnetic elds [, B]. In this case the Jossphson currents are quantum
m echanical operators, w hose expectation values w ith respect to the density operator of
the extemal photons, yield the cbserved currents. Subsequently, we apply the general
concept described In the previous section to the case oftwo distant SQU ID rings, each
of which is coupled to a single m ode of a two-m ode nonclassical electrom agnetic eld

]. It is shown that the photon correlations are transferred to the Jossphson currents
in the distant superconducting devices.

8.1. M esoswopic SQUID ring

C onsider a superconducting ring of m esoscopic area 10° am 2, which is interrupted
by a Jossphson junction Wweak link), as shown In the gure below. In this case the
capacitance C across the Jossphson Jjunction is very snall and at low tem peratures
T < 01K thebehaviourofthe SQU ID isnonclassical ] In the sense that the Coulomb
charging energy for a C ooper pair of charge 2e,

B = 2, ©9)

C

becom es a signi cant param eter.
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Figure 12. M esoscopic SQU ID ring: superconducting ring of m esoscopic din ensions
is Interrupted by a Jossphson jinction.

U nder these conditionsthe charge d= iEee through the junction and the phase
di erence across the junction " are con Jugate operators, which cbey the com m utation
relation f ;QA] = j2e. In this case the Jossphson current also becom es an operator w hich
is a sihusoidal function of the phase di erence across the junction,
f=1Lsn™; (70)
where 1. is the critical current.

8.2. Interaction with clhssicalm icrowaves

W e consider a m esoscopic SQU D ring Interacting w ith a m onochrom atic electrom ag—
netic eld. Them agnetic ux () isthreading the SQU ID ring and the phase di erence
across the junction is = 2e ().

In the classical case the Jossphson current T and the phase di erence , are classical
num bers. Therefore for a m agnetic ux w ith a linear and a shusoidal com ponent,

(K= o+ Vit+ ush(!1t); (71)

we get the current

I=ILsnPRe (©)]= LshRe o+ 2eVit+ 2eusin(!0)]: (72)
U sing the weltknown identity
R
exp (iu sin z) = Jn () exp (inz); (73)

n= 1
we can easily show that the current can be expanded as

b
I=1 Jn Qeu) sn[ReV; + n!)t+ 2e (1t (74)

n= 1

C alculating the tin eaveraged value Iy, of the current T we see that when

2eVy = N ! (75)
where N is an integer, we get

Lic= Tidy (Qeu)sin e o); (76)

othemw ise the I, vanishes. These integral values of the volage are usually referred to
as Shapiro steps.
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8.3. Interaction with nonclassicalm icrowaves

W e now study the e ect of nonclassical m icrowaves on the Jossphson current of
a mesoscopic SQUIDD ring operating at low tem peraturesiW e use the extemal eld
approxin ation, and ignore the back-reaction. This is a good approxin ation when the
extermalelectrom agnetic eldsarem uch stronger than the elds induced by the currents
circulating the m esoscopic devices.

W e oconsider the irradiation of a mesoscopic SQUIDD ring with m onochrom atic
nonclassical m icrow aves of frequency !;. In addition to that the ring is threaded by

the classical ux o+ Vit and the total ux is A(t) = o+ Vit+ A(t). T herefore the
quantum current is in this case given by
n h io
fi = Isin 2e o+ 2eVit+ & exp ! 1D& + exp( iLD)a
= L= fexpi(lat+ 2e )P ifexp (!t (77)
w here
0 P
la=2eVy; g= 2e : (78)

It is noted that the scaled electric charge f has twice the value of g of equation
), because in this case we have pairs of electrons. The experin entally m easured
current is calculated by tracing w ith respect to the density operator , for the extermal
electrom agnetic elds, that is,

i Tr(afh)= h=Exp @ OW (4)]; a= idexp(!it): (79)

A san exam pl we considerm icrow aves In coherent states. For com parison w ith the
classical case of equation [M) we take coherent stateswith A = 2 2 u and argA = 0.
In this case we get Shapiro steps, as In the classical case, but the dc current is now
reduced by a an all factor:

!
(coh) _ qOZ

Tac =p - Tyc: 80)

W e also consider the case where the m icrowaves are In a squeezed vacuum . The
squeezed vacuum is a superposition of even num ber states only. In this case [l]we get
even Shapiro stepsonly. A physical nterpretation ofthis result isthat the electrons can
only absorb an even num ber ofphotons (there are no odd num ber states in this quantum
state) . Sim ilar results can be proved for even Schroedingercats N (Ai+ j Ai), which
are superpositions of even num ber states also. W e stress that In this case the resul is
qualitatively di erent from the classical resul, in the sense that the odd Shapiro steps
are absent.

8.4. Entanglm ent of distant m esoscopic SQU ID rings

W e consider tw o spatially ssparated m esoscopic SQ U ID rings, w hich we referto asA and
B .They are irradiated w ith m icrow aves that are described by a density operator . The
m icrow aves are produced by the sam e source and are correlated. P hotons of frequency
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|1 interact wih device A j;and photons of frequency !, Interact with device B. The
SQU D ringsA and B are also threaded by a classical tin edependent m agnetic uxes
that increase lnearly with tine (V, t and Vi t, respectively). T he proposed experin ent

is lustrated In gure 13.

Oy

[ Sa]

oy

Vit

L

Figure 13. Two distant mesoscopic SQUIDD rings A and B are irradiated wih
nonclassical m icrow aves of frequencies !; and !,, resgpectively. T he m icrow aves are
produced by the source Sgy and are correlated. C lassicalm agnetic uxesV, tand Vi t
are also threading the two rings A and B, respectively.

T he cbserved Jossphson current n SQU ID ring A or B is given by the expectation
value of the corresponding current operator,

hiyi= L,Tr(, s n); n = 26Vat+ 2272 ©; 81)
hfpi= LTr(pshs); 5= 2eVat+ 22™: (O); (82)
w here
N h i
A (0 = p—z exp 1D + exp (1D ; 83)
N h i
s 0= p—é exp !,y + exp ( iLDa ; 84)

In accordance w ith the form alism developed in section 3 and assum ing that both rings
have the ssme area . The lrfAihasbeen written in tem s ofthe W eyl function W ( )
in equation [M); and sin ilarly forB.

T he expectation value of the product of the two current operators is given by:

A

hfy fii= LLTr( sh’y shp): (85)
T he correlations between the cbserved electron currents can be quanti ed by de nihg
the ratio
hfy £ 1

© _—
R - A AT
hl, ihfz 1

86)
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where the superscript () indicates that this quantity corresoonds to currents. For
factorizable density matrices g = a2 p we easily cbtain the ratio R(ﬁi):t = 1,
dentically. For ssparabk density m atrices o, of equation [ll) we get

P A . A .
1 pihly 3ihlg 31

RS(gI)D = =4 ~ — P ~ . . (87)
( xpchlaxd) ( 1pihlsid)
W e also calculate the higher m om ents of the currents
hf2i = I2Tr[, (sih"a)°J; (88)
hiZi = ETrls s %)°) 89)
L0 L2 22 A (2 A (2
h, IDi= T Tr[ (sih %) (sh "5 )°1: (90)

T he expectation value hf]f f,f 1 quanti es the quantum statistics of the electron pairs

tunneling the Junctions in the two SQU ID rings. C onsequently the ratio
nf? £24

hf2 ihf2 1

isam easure ofthe photon-induced correlations ofthe quantum statistics ofthe tunneling

electrons. For factorizable density m atrices we easily see that R (ﬁfié = 1. For ssparable

density m atrices we get

R = (91)

22 11 L2 .
spihly ihlg 1

R ) - P P H
( kpkl’]fszi)( 1Plhf§1i)

sep

92)

8.5. Exam ples and num erical resuls

W e present exam ples In which we com pare and contrast the In uence of a classically
correlated two-m ode m icrow ave state w th 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. Numbkerstates F irstly we considerthe separable density operator o, ofequation
) and the entangled density operator .. of equation [ll) for number states.
Forthe «, ofequation ) we caloulate the currents n A and B :

hiyi= LCosn(!at); (93)
hizi= LCosh(l5t); (94)
0, !
1 gq 0y 0
Co = EeXp BY Ly, @)+ Ln, @) (95)
where the L | (x) are Laguerre polynom ials ], Tt is noted that in this case the currents

th i;th i are independent of the m icrowave frequencies !;!,. The sscond m om ents
of the currents in A and B, de ned by equations {ll) and M), respectively, have also

been calculated:
N 17
hi?i= 51[1 CLos@!At)); (96)
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. I
hlgi= E[l Coos@lgt];

l 0. 0. 0.
Ci = Jem( 2) Ly, 4g?) + Ly, Ag?)]:

T he expectation value of the product of the two currents is

hfy i = TLLCos (at) sin (15 1);

Cy = exp( &)Ly, @)Ly, @2):
Consequently the ratio R © of equation [l is
go _ C2_ 4w, @)Ly, @)

=" 27 Ly @)+ Ly, @)

99)
(100)

(101)

In thisexam ple the R s‘g; is tim e-independent; it depends only on the num ber of photons

N ;N , In the two-m odem icrowave eld.

N.=1,N_=3, A =1, A =3"?
15 1‘ 2 ‘ 1 2‘

1.4r
1.31
1.2r
1.1

0.8
0.7-

0.6F
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0.9} ﬂ
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(c)

Figure 14. Com parison ofR sp Or the separable num ber state of equation [ll) (line

()

of circles) and R sp r the separable coherent state of equation [l (solid line) for
l,)t,where!; = 12 10 *

N;= 1;N, = 3andA; = 1;A, = 32 asa function of (!

and !, = 10 4.

1

For the .. ofequation [l the th i;thi are the sam e w ith those presented In
equations [ll), IM); and the hf? i;hf? i are the sam e as in equations ), M) . H owever

the hf, £, 1 is .n this case

hlp Ig dent = hlp Ipdeep + Iorosss

w here

Tws =  ILCslos(lat+ 'st)  ( I)' "?2cos(lat  lzt)loos(b);
1

C; = —exp( Ly " @)Ly "2 @):

2

(102)

103)

(104)
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TheIcmsscausesthethfBienttooschJatejntjmearoundthethfBisepwjthﬁ:equency
= N N)(: ) (105)

W e note that the tem T, is iInduced by the nondiagonal elem ents of .+ of equation
), and depends on the photon frequencies !;;!,. This tetm quanti es the di erence
between the e ect of ssparablk and entangled m icrow aves on the Jossphson currents.

(a) NUMBER, N.=1, N,=3
0.2 : : :

_02 L L L L L L

£ 0 1 2 3 4 5 6
(b) COHERENT, A=1, A=3"%

Figure 15. Thedi erenceR s‘f;;, R éi)t corresoonding to (@) the separable and entangled

num ber states of equations [ll), ll); and () the ssparable and entangled coherent
states of equations [ll), ), ©rN, = 1;N, = 3andA; = 1;A, = 3'"? asa fiinction
of !1 !,)t,where!; =12 10 *and!,= 10 “.

In the entangled case the ratio R © ofequation [l) can be sin pli ed in two distinct
expressions according to whether the di erence N; N, is even or odd. In the case
N; N, = 2k, theratio is

2k 0. 0.
R © o = (© + 4LN1 (qZ)LI%Ikz (qZ)
= Ly, @2)+ Ly, @)F
(©)

Tt is seen that the R, oscillates around the R £ w ith frequency  given by equation
). If there is no detuning between the nonclassical electrom agnetic elds, ie.
', = !,, then Re(rcl)t;2k is constant, although i is still RS, 6 RE. T the case

Nl N2=2k+ 1 the ratio is

cos( t): (106)

© © 4LN21k ' (qOZ)Lﬁk; L @?) cos( t)

Rt +1 = Rse 0 0 :
ent;2k+ 1 P U—'Nl (q2)+ Ly, (q2)]2 tan(!at)tan (!5 t)

107)

In both cases the Re(fl)t is tin edependent and it is a function of the photon frequencies
!17!2, In contrast to the case of R hich is tin e-independent).
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Figure 16. Dierence of currents de ned by equations @l and [l that are

Induced by separable and entangled photons In coherent states (forSQU ID ringA). @)
hlp igep  hla dene and () hI? ie, hI? ic,e corresponding to irradiation w ith separable
and entangled coherent states of equations ) and ), ©raA; = 1;A, = 3'? asa

fiinction of (!1  !,)t,where !; =12 10 *and !, = 10 *.

(2) NUMBER, N.=1, N,=3
0.04 : : ‘

00,04 ‘ ‘
= 004 2 4 6 10 12
|

(b) COHERENT, A=1, A,=3"%
4 ; ;

Figure 17. D i erence of the product of currents hl Iz isep  hIa Ig dent, de ned by

equation [l), that are induced by (a) the separable and entangled num ber states of
equations [ll), ll); and () the ssparable and entangled coherent states of equations
), W), ©rN; = 1;N, = 3and A, = 1;A, = 372, respectively, as a finction of

(1 !'2)t,where!;=12 10 *and !, = 10 *.
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8.52. Coherent states W e consider the ssparable density operator o, ofequation [ll)
and the entangled density operator o« ofequation [l).
For the ssparablk state of equation [l) the currents in A and B are

0.
a I az . .
hify deep = Elexp( st 2R Jos(lit )]
+ silat+ 2d"Asjoos(lit 2)lo; (108)
02
r. % ! n O = 1
hig i, = EeXP( 7)fSIl[-Bt+ 2qRijoos(it 1))
+ shllgt+ 2R joos(lot 2) g7 (109)

where ; = arg@), and , = arg@,). The expectation values of the product of the

currents, and hence the ratiosR s‘gg) and R ;gg’ , have been calculated num erically.

(2) NUMBER, N.=1, N,=3

o 0 1 2 3 4 5 6

N (b) COHERENT, A =1, A2=3”2
g9 02 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘
0.1+ ]
OWW\M\/N\M\I\/J\WW\/\LAM,__
-0.17 ]
-0.2 I I I I I I
05 2 4 6 8 10 12

Figure 18. The di erence R s(gé) Re(flzt) corresponding to (@) the separable and

entangled num ber states of equations [ll), ll); and () the separable and entangled
coherent states of equations [ll), ll), ©orN, = 1;N, = 3andA; = 1;A, = 3" asa
finction of (!1 !;)t,where !;1 =12 10 *and !, = 10 ‘.

For the entangled state of equation [l) the current in A is
|
02 .

hfy dene = 2N *hfy i, + N EF; exp % I; (110)
w here

E=expl A RF+2R1A000s(1 )] 111)
and

Fi1=fexplgPA1PFa s ® aqPePBap @]+ expl (%Al:sA;l (t) + qoﬁszA,-z O
siflatt PR 1Taa O+ PRTa, O 112)
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T he temm s entering the factor F; are trigonom etric fiinctions of the form
Saa = sn(lit 1); Sap=sn(it 2);
Can= oos(lit  1); Crp=cos(lit ) 113)

Sin flarly the current n SQU DD ring B is

by dene = 2N M i + NEF200 = T 114)
w here
Fo=fexplgPA1 P a0 gqhePr O]+ expl &ﬁlfB;l ) + P2 Ps 20
sllpt+t R 1L, 0+ PR2Le O 115)
and

Sg = sin(l,t  1); Sgp=sn(t 3);

r

Cg= oos(f,t  1); Cpp=cos(lt ) (116)

T he expectation values of the product of the currents, and hence the ratios Re(rcl)t and

Réndt) , have been calculated num erically.

8.53. Numerimlresults In gures14-18 we plot the resuls against din ensionless tim e
(‘1  !)t, where the photon frequencies are !'; = 12 10 and !, = 10*. Other

xed param eters are the num ber of photons in the number states: N; = 1;N, = 3; and
the average num ber of photons in the coherent states: A; = 1;A, = 3'2 (we take these
values so that the m icrow aves in num ber and coherent states contain the sam e average
num ber of photons).

In gurel4 wepresent theR s(g;) forthe separable num ber state ofequation [ll) (Iine
of circles) and the R £ for the separable coherent state of equation [ll) (sold line). Tt
is seen that ssparable photons in di erent quantum states nduce di erent correlations
R © between the Jossphson currents in the distant SQU ID rings.

n gure 15 we show the di erence R & R, corresponding to (a) the separablke
and entangled num ber states ofequations [ll), ll); and () the separable and entangled
ocoherent states ofequations [ll), ) . In this case the ssparabk and entanglkd photons
induce di erent correlations R © between the Jossphson currents.

In gure l6 wepresent @) hlaie,  hEdene and ©) hlZie, hE i corresponding
to irradiation w ith separable and entangled coherent states of equations [lll) and ).

In gurel7weshow thehly Igie, hhk Ig diene that are nduced by (a) the separable
and entangled num ber states ofequations [ll), ) ; and () the ssparabk and entangled
coherent states of equations [ll), ).

In gure 18 we plot the di erence R & R corregpponding to (a) the separablk
and entangled num ber states ofequations [ll), ) ; and () the ssparablk and entangled
coherent states of equations [ll), ).
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9. D iscussion

W e have studied electron Interference In mesoscopic devices in the pressnce of
nonclassical electrom agnetic elds. The phass factor is In this case a quantum
m echanical operator, w hose expectation value w ith respect to the density m atrix of the
electrom agnetic eld detem 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 is also the fact that the photon statistics a ects
the Interfering electrons. T hese ideashave also been applied in the context ofm esoscopic
SQUID rings.

In certain cases we get novel quantum phenom ena with no classical analogue.
For exam ple, In the case of a mesosoopic SQU D ring irradiated with m icrowaves in
a squeezed vacuum state we get Shapiro steps only at even m ultiples of the fundam ental
frequency.

An Inportant feature of nonclassical electrom agnetic elds is entanglement. W e
have considered tw o distant m esoscopic electron interference devices that are irradiated
w ith a two-m ode nonclassical electrom agnetic eld. Each eld m ode is coupled to one of
the m esoscopic devices. For entangled electrom agnetic elds, the electric currents and
their higher m om ents becom e correlated.

A 1l our resuls have been derived within the extemal eld approxin ation where
the back reaction (@dditional ux created by the electrons) is negligbl. This isa valid
approxin ation in devices w ith am all inductance.

M ost of the experin entalwork on m esoscopic devices has studied their interaction
w ith classical electrom agnetic elds, until recently [1]. Our resuls show that there
ismerit In having a full quantum system where both the m esoscopic device and the
electrom agnetic eld are quantum m echanical. In this case we can have purely quantum
phenom ena, w thout classical analogue, such as the entanglem ent of distant m esoscopic
devices.
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