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Intensity correlations and entanglem ent by frequency doubling
in a dualported resonator
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W e show that non-classical intensity correlations and quadrature entanglem ent can be gener-
ated by frequency doubling In a resonator w ith two output ports. W e predict tw nJoeam intensity
correlations 6 dB below the coherent state lin i, and that the product of the inference variances
of the quadrature uctuations gives an E instein-Podolsky-Rosen (EPR) correlation coe cient of
Vepr = 06 < 1. Comparison wih an entanglem ent source based on combining two frequency
doublers w ith a beam splitter show s that the dualported resonator provides stronger entanglem ent
at lower levels of ndividual beam squeezing. Calculations are perform ed usihg a selfconsistent
propagation m ethod that does not Invoke a m ean eld approxin ation. Resuls are given for physi-
cally realistic param eters that account for the G aussian shape of the intracavity beam s, as well as

Intracaviy losses.

PACS numbers: 42.50.Lc,42.50Dv,03.67M n,42.65Ky

I. NTRODUCTION

T he process of param etric down conversion has been
used widely to generate non-classical optical elds at
the level of single photons, as well as m any photon

elds described by continuous var_iab]e!]. At them i
croscopic level non—classical correlations and entangle—
m ent arise due to the possbility of converting a single
high frequency photon into a pair of correlated lower
frequency photons. The down conversion process can
be used to generate so called twin beam s that have in—
tensity correlations that are stronger than would be ob—
tained w ith individual coherent states, I, I, 8, 1, H1.
Tw In beam s have been successfully applied to sub-shot—
noise spectroscopy l] and quantum nondem olition m ea—
surem ents ]. The generation of entangled beam s in
param etric down conversion was predicted by Reid and
D rumm ond in the Jate 80’sil, I, ], and is crucial or
s.mdiesifquantum teleportation and netw orkjng.,.,

o, ]

The process of second ham onic generation (SHG)
where a fundamental eld at ! is frequency doubled
to create a ham onic at frequency !, = 2!; is comple-
m entary to param etric dow n conversion, and can also be
used for creating nonclassical light. The possbility of
using frequency doubling m ay be convenient for reaching
spectral regions that are not readily accessible by down
conversion. It is well known that quadrature squeezing
of both the findam ental and ham onic elds occurs in
second ham onic generation .,.,.]. T he generation
of multibeam ocorrelations in second ham onic genera—
tion is less well studied than in the case of param etric
down conversion. Calculations have dem onstrated the
existence of correlations between the fiindam ental and
ham onic elds ., ., ., .] Including entanglem ent
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FIG.1l: (color online) A dual ported singly resonant cavity
w hich provides two ham onic outputs.

betw een the findam entaland ham onic e]ds.,.] and
entanglem ent in type IT SHG in the fuindam ental elds
a]onei, .] . The possibility of nonclassical spatial cor-
relations in either the fundam ental or ham onic elds
a]one.,., .] and of entanglem ent in the fundam en-
tal e]c.] has also been shown in m odels that include
di raction.

In this work we Investigate the production of two
beam s at the hamm onic frequency that exhiit nonclassi-
cal Intensity correlations and quadrature entanglem ent.
T he device we analyze isthe dualported resonator shown
inFig.M. Thepum p beam at !; is resonant in the cavity,
w hile the generated ham onic exits at both end m irrors.
Aswe show below the ham onic outputs exhdbit strong
quantum correlations. T his can be understood naively as
ollow s. W hile traversing the crystalto the right squeez-
Ing is generated in the fundam entaland ham onic elds,
aswellas correlationsbetw een the fundam entaland har-
monic. Even though all of the ham onic leaves the cav-
iy at the right hand m irror, the Intracaviy fuindam ental
that generates a ham onic eld on the backwards pass
through the crystal is correlated w ith ham onic output
1. The intracavity eld transfers the correlationsto out—
put 2, leading to a nonzero correlation between outputs
1 and 2.

In order to describe this process theoretically we need
to go beyond the usualmean eld description of SHG
squeezjng.], and account for variations in the eldsat
di erent locations inside the cavity. To do so we com —
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bine the linearized solutions for propagation of quan-
tum uctuations in traveling wave SHGI 1, lJwih a
self-consistent application of the caviy boundary condi-
tions as was st done by M aeda and K kuchi]. It
was shown in Ref. . that the propagation m odel re—
producesthemean eld resultsat low coupling strength,
but predicts larger quantum noise reduction at high cou—
pling strength. Since the propagation m odel relies on
a linearized description of the quantum  uctuations its
validiy m ay break down in the Ilin it ofvery large squeez—
Ing, where the uctuations in the unsqueezed quadrature
areno longer an all. T he accuracy ofthe linearized m odel
w as studied by com parison w ith num erical solutions ofa
quantum phase space m odel]. Tt was found that the
linearized m odel provides accurate predictions provided
the nom alized interaction length [, 01] does not ex—
ceed 2-3. In the results presented here, using realistic
physicalparam etersand G aussian beam s, wehave < 1.
W e are therefore con dent that the linearized theory pro—
vides an accurate description of the nonlinear resonator
for the range of param eters considered here.

T he structure of the paper is as ©llows. In Sec. lwe
de ne notation and present the solutions for the quadra—
ture uctuations and squeezing spectra of the ham onic
outputs. These results are used to calculate the In-
tensity correlations in Sec. . EPR correlations and
Inseparability 1] of the outputs are dem onstrated in Sec.
. W e com parethe EPR correlations created in the dual
ported resonator w ith the altemative approach of com —
bining two separate SHG resonators at a beam splitter in
Sec. I, and give a discussion of the results cbtained in

Sec. .

IT. PROPAGATION MODEL OF
INTRACAVITY SHG

T he dual ported resonator of F ig. ll is shown in m ore
detailin Fig. llwhere we have separated the forward and
backw ard passes to create an equivalent ring resonator
m odel. Since the counterpropagating beam s are strongly
phase m ign atched In the crystalwe can neglect any di-
rect interaction between them . The pump beam at fre—
quency ! enters through an input coupler described by
trangm ission and re ection m atrices T;;R ;1 (de ned be—
low ). T he second ham onic outputs are allow ed to escape
through input and outputm irrors. T he caviy isassum ed
to be resonant at the frequency !; ofthe extemalpum p
beam .

The coupled propagation of the slow Iy varying wave
envelopes of the fundam ental (frequency !1) and second
ham onic (frequency !,) in the crystal is described by
the classical equations

e,

o - i,E Eyet *%; 1a)
QE .
—@22 = i ,E2e! %2, (lb)

T he intensities of each  eld are given by I= 2nicE: T,
n; is the refractive index at frequency !, c is the speed
of light in vacuum , and the phase misnatch is k =
2k, k where k; = !;in;=c: The coupling constants are
given by ;= !1d=(ni); whered isthee ective second—
order susceptibility of the crystal

These equations are valid for plane waves whereas
real experin ents are typically perform ed w ith G aussian
beam s. In order to obtain the correct value for the cou—
pling constant when using G aussian beam s we availour—
selvesofthe results ofthe Boyd-K leinm an theory []. W e
assum e that the undam ental eld isa Iowest orderG aus—
sian beam with waist w (1=e® intensity radius) that is
symm etrically located in the center oftf;e crystaland in—
troduce scaled eld amplitudesd; = 1 cn;=@~!;)E;.
The characteristic eld strength E is chosen such that
A ;F givesthe num ber ofphotons per second at frequency
!'; carried by the G aussian beam . T he coupled equations
for the scaled am plitudes then take the form

@A
1= A,A5; a)
Qz
@AZ 2
— = —A7; 2b
Qz 27t o)
w here the com plex coupling coe cient is
1=2
2ni~!'1E
_ 1 11BN L e( N (3a)
nng
2128 L2
E = —— ¢ 3b
N 0031'1%112 W2 :hjz ( )
Z -
1=2 e( kL o
h= d — (3c)
1=2 1+ iﬁ
where , = argh); L. is the length of the crystal, and
Zr1= ni!1w?=@2 c) isthe Raylkigh length of the fin—

dam ental beam . The sihgle pass conversion e ciency
is detem ined by Ey 1, = 713;12(2(;:;))
powersofthetwo elds. TheBoyd-K keinm an solution as-
sum es that the ham onic is generated w ith a waist that

gives equal Raykigh lengths for both frequencies, and

that the attenuation of the fundam ental eld due to up—
conversion is small. As shown in Appendix [l the frac—
tional depletion of the intracaviy eld due to a singlke
pass through the crystal is always sn all for the param —
eters considered here. For param eters w here this is not

the case it would be necessary to use a m ore cum bersom e

m ultin ode theory that accounts for the coupling of dif-

ferent spatialm odes 1] which is outside the scope ofthe

present work.

To solve for the transfom ation of quantum  uctua-
tions we replace the classical elds in Egs. ) by an-
nihilation operators £ 5+ The propagation equations for
AAj are the sam e as the classicalEgs. B) . These nonlin-
ear operator equations can be solved perturbatively by
putting AAj (z;t) = A5 (z) + &4 (z;t) where A5 (z) are the
(classical) mean eldsand § (z;t) tim e and space depen-—

, where P, ;P, are the
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FIG.2: (color online) P ropagation m odel of singly resonant
SHG caviy wih dualoutput ports.

dent uctuation operators which satisfy the comm uta—
tion relations B (z;t);&85@%))1= 5 @ 2 € B;
Bi(z;0);85 %] = 0:W e then lhearize in the uctu-
ation operators, and w rite the resulting operator equa-
tions as equations for classical uctuations w ith the re—
placem ents &5 (z;t) ! aj(z;t), &5 @z;t) ! a;@z;t). The
sam iclassical theory ] expresses the expectation values
of sym m etrically ordered quantum operators in tem s of
the classical cnum bers a5 iay.

T he solutions to the linearized propagation equations
areknown |, 1]. W e can w rite the solutions in the form
x( ;=N ()x0;t) wherex = (§;x2;y1;y2)" and

X4 (z;0)

vy (z;t) =

aj (zit) + ay (z;b);

iy (zit) g @iD);

are the am plitude and phase quadrature uctuations.
W hen A, (0) = 0 the transform ation m atrix is given by

ON11 N2 O 0 1
_BN21 N, 0 0¢C .
N=8 o o N33 N ° @)
E xpressions for the m atrix elem ents N i5 ( ) are given In

Appendixll. T he nom alized propagation length is given
by

[\)’TF'_‘

=p=R10)T Tc: ©)

Using Egs. ) we can express in tem s of experin en—
tally accessble param eters as

_ niP; O)Ey L = . ©)
np )

At this point we note that the transfom ation m atrix
B isonly valid when is real. Th the m ore generalcase

of complex  propagation m ixes the x and y quadra—
tures. W e will 1im it our study to the case of real for

w hich the analytical solutions can be expressed in tem s
of sin ple hyperbolic finctions (the m ore generalcase In—
volves elliptic functions). W e therefore w ish to have
realwhich is the case when k = 0:Unfortunately the
maxinum value ofEy; and hence is obtained for ]
zr1 = 0d76L.and kL.= 326which Inpliesa com plex
valie of :For the analysis presented below we choose

k = 0 in order to make real. For zero phase m is—
m atch the optinum value of the beam focusing corre-
soonds to zg1 = 0325L., which gives a value of Ey 1,
that is about 40% am aller than could be cbtained w ith
nonzero phase m ign atch. W e will assum e these focus—
Ing conditions in all the subsequent analysis. Num erical
results will be given for a KNbO ;3 crystal, fuindam ental
wavelength of ; = 860nm ,L.= 1an;d= 11 pm=V;
ny = ny, = 22;and k = 0 for which the optimum
ocusing isw = 2111 m which givesEyy = 0015W ! :

A selfconsistent solution for the uctuations In the
caviy of Fig. Ml is ound by com bining the transfer m a—
trix for the crystalpropagation w ith the e ectsofm irror
re ectionsand tranam issionsaswellas intracaviy losses.
W e rsttransfom to frequency dom ain variablesde ned
by

dta; (z;pe' ©
Z
dta, (z;jt)e' “: (7o)

ajz; )= (7a)

ay (z; )

B(z; )=

T he corresponding frequency dom ain quadrature uctu—
ations are

(8a)
(8b)

X4 (z; )

yvilz; ) =

a; (z;

)+ Ay (z; )i
i @i ) a@; )1z

N ote that in the frequency dom ain the quadrature am —
plitudes x (z; );y(z; ) are com plex variables.

We introduce the 4 4 matrices for trans-
m ission and re ection .ijh_n ZEero pdE]oEal_el—
am ents Tj dJag( lep' sz; le; sz),
Rj = dJag(p 1 le; 1 T2j; 1 le; 1 ng),
w here Ti; denotes the pow er tranam ittance for frequency
iatm irror j. Residual intracaviy losses due to crystal
absorption, re ections at crystal surfaces, and m irror
Iosses are limped Into e ective loss beam splitters
indicated by L3;L4 in Fig. . These losses are described
by coe cients Ly for frequency !; at position j and

corresponding re ectlgn and tﬁansmlssmﬁ m atrices
Ty, = diag 1_ lej; é—IQfJ'—l Loy; 1 Ipy),
Ry, =diag( Lij; L2y; Lij; Laj).

The ©phase <chit acquired In one caviy

round trip is represented by the matrix D =

djag(e{ = c1 ;e( = c2 ;e( = c1 ;e( =¢2), where the cav—
ity free spectral range is ;3 = <=@n;L. + 2L,), and
2L, is the round trip length of air in the caviy. We
have assum ed the cavity is on resonance, so that the
phase shift is an odd function of : This ensures that
D can be used wih the quadrature uctuation vector



X (z; ) which contains com ponents at : If the cavity
were detuned i would m ix the x;y quadratures and the
round trip phase would have to be calculated separately
fora(z; )anda (z; ):

Vacuum noise sources enter the cavity at m irrors 1;2
and through the lossports. W e describe these by quadra-
turenoisevectorsvs = 15 ( )ity ( );vs( )ives ()5

whereuys ( );wy () are frequency dom ain am plitude and
phase quadrature uctuations of frequency ! at position
J2

Using Egs. ) and the above de nitions the self
consistent solution for the intracaviy uctuationsto the
right of beam splitter 1 is

x; = [[ DRyTL,N (2)RT1,N (1)]1'D [1vi+ R1T,N (2)T2vs, RiT,N (2)RoR1,vs  RiRyp,v4]

9)

where T is the identity m atrix. T he result depends on the propagation lengths ; and , which in tum are functions of
the pum p beam power and resonator param eters. E xpressions for the propagation lengths in term s of experin entally
accessible param eters are given in A ppendix . T he vectors of output quadrature uctuations are de ned as X =

X 14;X zj;Ylj;Yzj)T , where j labels the spatial position. T he outputs can be w ritten In temm s of the selfconsistent

Intracaviy el as
X1=T2Ty,N (1)x1 Ryvy TyRp,v3 (10a)
Xo=T1Ty,N (2)R2T1,N (1)x1 Ryvi+ T1Ty,N (2)T2ve  Ti1Ty,N (2)R2Rp,vy  TiRyp,vg: (10b)

Equations W®) are quite general and can be used to
describe singly or doubly resonant cavities provided the
nonlinear propagation is phase m atched and the cavity
is on resonance at both frequencies. T he general expres—
sions for the output quadratures that result from evalu—
ation of these equations are very cum bersom e. W e will
restrict ourselves to the case of a resonant fiindam ental,
and ocom plete tranam ission of the ham onic at m irrors
1;2, ie. Tp1 = Ty = 1:W e will assum e that the in—
tracavity lossesL;;L,4 only a ect the findam ental elds
0 Lyz = Lyy = 0: This last assum ption is not a loss
of generality since ham onic losses can be accounted for
at the detectors extemal to the caviy. Finally, shce we
w ill take L13 & 0 which accounts for findam ental loss
between the two passes through the crystal, we can put
T, = 0 wihout loss of generality. W ih these assum p—
tionsthe resuls forthe ham onicoutput quadrature uc—
tuations can be w ritten as

X1 = firiunn + fizuiz + figuig + fHruz + fouze
(11a)
Yo1 = Gu1Va1 t Guz3Viz t QuaVig + Qo1Var + Qoo
11b)
X2 = hiiuin + hiszuis + higuig + haiuz + hasuze
(11lc)
Yoo = J1vir+ J13viz + Juavig + hiver + hoveo:
(11d)

E xplicit expressions forthe coe cients f;g;h; jare given
in Appendix . Except when needed for clarity we will
In what follow s suppress the dependence on z and  for

breviy.

W e can use the solutions W) to calculate the nom al-
zed squeezing spectra of the ham onic elds at output
port jde ned by

S _ hXZj( )ij( )l.
3 gy (), ()1
hYZj( )YZj( )l.

o () ()i

(12a)

Syj = (12b)

T he spectra Sy §;Sy 5 are nom alized by the input noise
so that S < 1 corresponds to a squeezed quadrature. To
evaluate the spectra we m ake the usualassum ption that
the input noise elds at di erent locations and frequen—
cles are uncorrelated so that

wx 51 ( %:
13)

<up (g (9> = < v )y )>=

UsingEq. M®) we can w rite the output squeezing spectra
ofthe ham onic eldsas

Sx1 = Fuf+ Fsf+ fuf+ £auF+ £.F;

(14a)
Sy1 = Iuf+ Dsf+ maF+ maF+ s
(14b)
Sx2 = Jmf+ husF+ huaf+ haf+ haofs
(14c)
Sy = Inf+ T+ Tef+ T f+ e
(14d)
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FIG . 3: (color online) Am plitude squeezing (left) and phase antisqueezing (center) at =

0 for the param eters given in the

text. T he right hand plot show s the uncertainty product which is alm ost identical for the two output ports.

Tt can be readily veri ed using the expressions given in
Appendix Ml that when ; = , = 0 which corresponds
to a purely linear resonator all the squeezing spectra are
dentically unity.

R epresentative results for the squeezing spectra are
given in Fig. M. The results are shown as a function
of the pum p beam power extemal to the cavity for pa-
rameters Eyp; = Eyrny = 015W '; T;; = 01; and
Liz3 = Li4 = 0£005: The dependence of ;1; » on pump
power is shown in A ppendix[ll. T he sn aller squeezing ef-
fect on the second output beam can be attributed to the
fact that themean eld value ofthe Intracaviy power is
reduced due to the SHG process after the forward pass
through the crystal. Since, as is shown in A ppendix [l
the nom alized propagation lengths are less than 025 at
the highest pump power used, we can expect the lin—
earized sam iclassical resuls to be accuratel 1].

ITI. NONCLASSICAL INTENSITY

CORRELATIONS

G iven the squeezing spectra we can evaluate the quan—
tum correlation of the intensity di erence or sum of the
tw o output beam s. U sing two detectors we m easure the
Intensity di erence of the ham onic outputs as

I =5L gt
where g is an electronic gain factor. A s the intensities
of the two ham onic outputs are not equaldue to di er—
ent propagation lengths 1; , aswellasthe possbility of
unequal detector sensitivities we introduce an electronic
gain param eter g that can be adjisted to m inin ize the
noise of the intensity di erence or sum . W e can express
the variance of the detected intensity di erence uctua-
tions In termm s of the squeezing spectra calculated above
as follow s. Tlgle uctuations of a beam with intensity I

are I( )= EX( ): The variance of the uctuations
is given by
( 319 = nj13i  H 18
= 2IhK ( )3i: 15)

W e have nom alized the elds such that for a coherent
state S{°" () = hX " ( )Ji=hia( )Ji = 1; thus the
nom alized variance of the detected signaldue to a co—
herent state w ith Intensity T is just 2T:
T he corresponding form ula for the intensity di erence
uctuations is

21X 21

I = g 2I2X22:

The variance of the intensity di erence uctuations is

thus
(3139 =n1Fi Hhr1if
= lehg(Zl( )§i+ g*2LhK 00 ( )i
2g ECX;

where we have Introduced the correlation coe cient
Cx = o1 ( )Xz2 ( )+ X21 ( )X22( )i:Nom alizing
by the sum of the shot noise variance for coherent state
outputs w ith the sam e total ntensity @I + g?2I;) (0)
we obtain

o
LSx1+ 9 LSx2 L LCx
j I 92 = 16
€31 Inom L+ Lk gll + FL fe)
whereCyx = Cx = (0):W hen the second tem is negative

the variance can be less than unity which represents a
nonclassicaltw In beam correlation.

The optinum valie of g which m inim izes the uctu-
ations is found by putting @ ( j I J2,,, =@g= 0 which
gives
r___

LiSx1 %o (Sx 1

L Cx

S 2)2+ C .

Jopt =

A's shown in Appendix [l the intensity ratio is given by
L=, = 1=, which can be determ ined from Eqgs. -
Il . For nput powersup to a fow Watts I; / I, and
Sx1 " Sx2:Thusthe optinum g values are gept ’ 1:
The case of g’ 1 corresoonds to an intensity di er—
ence which has noise greater than the shot noise Ilim i,
whileg’ 1 which corresponds to the sum of Intensities
gives a strong nonclassical correlation. There isa sinple
physical explanation ofthis e ect. A positive am plitude
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FIG.4: (color online) Nom alized uctuations of the di er—

ence and sum Intensitiesat = 0 usihgg= 1:The hnset
show s gept for the intensity sum . T he param eters used were
the same as n Fig. .

uctuation in the ham onic output at port 1 corresgoonds
to an Increased depletion of the fundam entalbeam . The
weakened fundam ental then results in a an aller am pli-
tude output of the ham onic at the second port. Thus
the correlation function Cy is negative and the sum of
the output intensities has a reduced expectation value.

U sing the optin um valies gy« the nom alized vardiance
given by Eq. ) can be w ritten as

. 2 Sx1+ Sxo2 Sx1  S2)2+C:
(JI j)norm = 2 7
a7
w here the m inus sign corresoonds to the case g / 1:

T he nom alized intensity noise is shown in Fig. Ml as a
function ofpum p power. The uctuationsofthe intensity
sum for g = gyt are indistinguishable from the caseg=
1 for the range of pum p powers shown. W e see that
the nonclassical intensity correlation is stronger than the
squeezing of each output beam shown in Fig.Hl.

Iv.. EPR CORRELATIONS AND
ENTANGLEMENT

The presence of nonclassical tw In beam ocorrelations
m otivates evaliating the presence of EPR correlations
and entanglem ent between the two output beam s. Op—
tical beam s w th quadrature uctuations that em body
EPR correlations were rst dem onstrated in 1992 _1].
The essence of the EPR paradox is the ability to infer
an observable of one system from a m easurem ent per—
form ed on a second system spatially separated from the

rst. Hence a conditional variance is used to quantify
the degree of EPR correlation. A s shown by Reidl] a
linear estim ate of the Inference variance can be used as a
su clent condition for the presence ofthe EPR paradox.

VEPFE ’ VDGCZ

0575 2 4 6 8 1
I:’in (W)

FIG.5: (color online) Nom alized inferred variance of the
ham onic outputs at = 0: The param eters used were the
sam e as in Fig. M.

W e de ne the nom alized Inference variances as
( X)2:= h¥Xosn
( Y)2. = hiy

Here gy ;gy are realgain param eters that are chosen to
m inin ize the inference variances. T he condition forEPR
correlations is

% X22Fi= 0)

g Yo Fi= (0): 8)

VEPR ( Xinf( Y)J;nf< 1:

The variances are ihdividually m nin ized wih the
choices

Cx (19a)
. = a
(©)'¢ jopt ZSX 2
- G (19b)
Jy ;opt 2S¢,
whereCy = M1 ( )Yz ( )+ Y21 ( )¥22( )i= (0):The
m ininum of the inference product is thus
Sx1Sx2 $CZ SyiSys 3C?
VEpr = (20)
Sx 28y 2

W e plot the inferred variance product in Fig. Ml as a
function of the fuindam ental pum p power. T he variance
product is less than 1, in plying the outputs are EPR
correlated, for pum p power above about 30 mW .

The presence of EPR correlations are a su cient but
not a necessary condition for entanglem ent of the two
output beam s. A necessary and su cient condition for
entanglem ent of G aussian states is the inseparability of
the densiy m atrix descrbing the two output m odes.
Thiscan beveri ed using the criterion ofD uan et alf ].

In our notation this criterion can be w ritten as
( )

2 2

1
m in (AKX + gxzz) +



where a isa realparam eter. W e have included the factor
of 2 (0) on the right hand side to account for our nor-
m alization of the com m utators D(Aij (t);fkl(t)] = 21 514

which is di erent than that used In Ref. [[l]. For the
dualported cavity them ininum isobtained fora’ 1 so
that the Inseparability criterion can be w ritten as
1
Vbecz Z(SX1+SX2+CX+SY1+SY2 Cy) < 1:
@1)

In order to facilitate com parison with Vgpr de ned in
Eq. W) we have included a factor of 1=4 in the de ni-
tion 0ofVpgcyg : Thus entanglem ent is indicated for both
criteria by V < 1:Figurell showsthat Vpgcyz < 1 Porall

nievaliesofthepum p power, and that b gcz < Vepr :
T hese results verify that the ham onic elds at the two
ouput ports are always entangled, but strong EPR cor—
relations are only present when the pum p power exceds
a threshold valie.

V. EPR CORRELATIONS ON A BEAM
SPLITTER

An alemative approach to creating EPR correlations
isto com bine tw o iIndividually squeezed beam son a beam
splitter||], as shown in Fig.ll. The two input beam sare
labeled with subscripts 1;2 and the two output beam s
are labeled a;b: For notational convenience we drop the

rst subscript labeling the ham onic frequency. W e can
choose the phase of the incident beam s such that the
ham onic eld uctuations transform as

a \

a, = _1195_182 (2a)
_ a; + j.az

ap = —pE— 22b)

The quadrature uctuations of the output eldsare

1

Xa= 19—5(541‘F Y2) (23a)
1

Xp= ?_E(Xl ) (23b)
1

Y, = ?—E(Y1 X3) 23c)
1

Yp = P—E(Y1+X2)Z (23d)

Follow ing the sam e procedure as in the analysis of the
dual ported cavity we de ne the nomn alized Inference
variances at frequency  as

) hKa.( ) @Xp()ji

- = 24

( X)2; o (4a)
hir, i

(v, - Yo ) g Yp( >ﬁl: 2ap)

)

2

FIG. 6: (color online) M ethod for generating EPR corre—
lations by m ixing individually squeezed beam s on a 50/50
beam splitter.

The optinum g factors which m Inin ized the inferred
variances are given by Eqgs. ) to be

_ L ()Xp ()+Xs ()Xp( )1 Cxap
9x ;opt 2 052 25 s

_ hYa( )Yb ( )+ Ya ( )Yb( )i= CYab.
gY;opt 2 (O)Syb ZSYb H

Hence, the inference product is

1~2 1~2
Sx aSxp ZCX ab SvaSvp ZCYab

V =
BER Sx bSyb

UsihgEqgs. ) we nd

Sxa= Sxp = é(sxr"syz)
Sya = Syp = é(SYl+SX2)
Cxab = Sx1 Sr2

Cyab = Syi1 &2

W hen the input beam s 1;2 are generated in equivalent
resonatorswe have Sx 1 = Sx 2, Sy 1 = Sy, and theEPR
correlation reduces to

2 2
4SX lSY 1

Sx1+ Svy1)?'

VEPR -

where the condition for an EPR paradox is Vgpr < 1:
A's seen in Fig. ll second ham onic generation results in
nonideal squeezed stateswih Sy 1Sy1 = p> 1:W e can
then write Vgpr = 4SZ ,p°=(SZ, + p)°:

The EPR correlation is shown in Fig. ll r several
valies of p: W e see that for strong am plitude squeezing
the EPR correlation is quite insensitive to the degree of
excess noise in the phase quadrature. O n the other hand
for m oderate levels of squeezing, less than about 4 dB,
Vgpr Increasessigni cantly with p:ReferringtoFiglwe
seethatPiy, = 05W givesSy = 2dB andp= 22.For
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FIG.7: (color online) EPR (solid lines) and inseparability
(dashed line) correlation coe cients for nonideal squeezed
beam s com bined on a beam splitter.
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FIG . 8: (color online) Correlation coe cient V g p r produced
by m ixing outputs from dualand sihgle port resonators. T he
correlation is calculated asa function ofthe total nputpower,
so that in the case of two linear or ring resonators, each one
is pum ped by Pi,=2 as shown in Fig. .

these valuesthe EPR correlation obtained by m ixing two
ndividually squeezed beam son a beam splitter isVgpr =

11, so there isno EPR paradox. O n the other hand for
Py, = 05W the dualported resonatorgivesVgpr = 0:7:
T hus the dualported resonator is able to generate m uch
strongerEP R correlationseven though the output beam s
have a lower level of squeezing than is required using a
beam splitter to m ix two squeezed sources.

W hen com bining tw o equivalent squeezed sourceson a
beam splitter the DG CZ criterion as given by Eq. )
takeson the sinpl form Vpgcz = Sy ;which is Indepen—
dent of the param eter p: Thus, as seen in Fig. ll, non-
separable beam s can always be created by beam solitter
m ixing, even using nonideal squeezed sources.

W e can also com pare the EPR correlation generated
In the dual ported resonator directly with beam golitter
m ixing as a function of total pump power. As seen In

Fig. M the value of Vgpr generated using two sources and
a beam splitter depends strongly on the characteristics
of the source. The upper curve labeled linear resonator
show s the results obtained by using one of the outputs
from a dualported resonatorsw ith the param eters used
in Figs.lltoM. T his is clearly suboptin alas only halfof
the generated ham onic light isbeing used, and no EPR
paradox is seen for m oderate pum p powers In this case.
The lower curve labeled ring resonator corresoonds to
an optim ized ring resonator w hich has the sam e param -
eters as for the dual ported resonator exocegpt Ey 2, = 0:
T his resonator generates m uch stronger squeezing, and
also a an aller Vgpr than the dualported resonator. W e
defer until the next section a discussion of the optim al
approach to generating EPR correlations using SHG .

VI. DISCUSSION

W e have shown that SHG in a resonatorw ith two out-
put ports can be used to generate output beam s that
exhibit nonclassical intensity correlations, as well as en—
tanglem ent. The analysis uses a propagation m odel for
the quantum uctuations that goes beyond the usual
mean eld approxin ation. W e have shown results for
the zero frequency noise uctuations. The nonclassi-
cal correlations and entanglem ent will degrade as the
frequency oconsidered is increased, wih the frequency
dependence follow ing the usual Lorentizan form for a
nonlinear cavity []]. The use of SHG to create entan—
gled beam s, as opposad to the m ore comm only em ployed
m ethod ofparam etric oscillation oram pli cation,m ay be
advantageous In that i provides additional exibiliy in
the choice of spectralregion forthe entangled beam s. tis
also possible to com bine tw o iIndividually squeezed beam s
wih a 50-50 beam splitter to create entanglem ent1].
T he question therefore arises as to which m ethod, the
dualported resonator ortw o separate resonators, ism ost
e cient at creating usable entanglem ent. T his question
hasbeen considered for the case ofdegenerate vs. nonde—
generate param etric oscillation in Ref. ] where i was
shown that a single nondegenerate oscillator was gener—
ally preferred.

Referring to Fig. ll we see that the EPR correlations
strength for a given available pump power obtamnable
w ith the dual ported resonator lies In between the re-
sults obtained by com bining the outputs of two separate
dual ported, or single port ring resonators. The results
presented were cbtained for resonator param eters given
In the text. A lthough di erences occur for di erent pa-—
ram eter choices we believe the results presented are rep—
resentative. G iven available nonlinear crystalswhich x
the value of Ey 1 the m ost in portant param eters that
can be varied are the Intemal losses and input coupler
tranam issions. Results have been given for round trip
passive losses 0of L1z + L1y = 1% . Reducing this further
gives larger nonclassicale ects but seem s unrealistic for
current experim ents. W e have also chosen a low input



coupler tranam ission of T;; = 1% : W hike this does not
give them axim um possible ham onic conversion we have
found that it is close to optin um for generating squeez—
ng.

A though Fig. Ml appears to show that, as faras EPR
correlations are concemed, it is more e cient to com —
bine tw o separate resonators, this conclusion m ay not be
warranted. T he single output resonator which generates
the strongest EPR correlation in Fig. [ll does so by pro-
ducihg large am ounts of squeezing. For the param eters
used in the text and Py,=2 = 05 W the ring resonator
is predicted to give about 6 dB of am plitude squeez-—
Ing into a single ham onic output. On the other hand
the lJargest am ount of am plitude squeezing ever reported
In a SHG experin ent was, to the best of our know
edge, m easured to be 24 dB, with an Inferred squeez—
Ing of 52 dB [1]]. Ik may therefore not be possbl to
achieve the level of squeezing predicted In the theoreti-
calmodel. The di culies inclide parasitic e ects such
as blue light induced Infrared absorption that becom e
prom inent when large am ounts of the ham onic  eld are
generated|[]]. There are also m ore fiindam ental lim ita-
tions present in high conversion e ciency SHG due to
the excitation of com peting param etric processes w hich
have been shown to Iim it the levelofham onic squeezing
that is attainable1].

resonatorw hich generates a strong EPR correlation even
though the squeezing level and the power of each beam

are not lJargem ay be advantageous com pared to com bin—
Ing separate SHG resonatorson a beam splitter. F inally,
we note that the dual ported con guration of Fig. Ml is
also attractive in tem s of experin ental sin plicity, com —
pared to a two resonator plis beam splitter arrangem ent.
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APPENDIX A: EFFECTIVE INTERACTION

STRENGTH

Th orderto useEgs. M) to calculate output spectrawe
must rst evaluate the interaction strength In each crys-
tal. Because the fundam ental is partially converted to
the second ham onic In the rst passthrough the crystal
the Interaction in the second passw illbe slightly weaker.

The cavity geom etry is shown in Fig. M. A fter some
sin ple algebra we nd for the conversion e ciency of

G ven these considerations the use of a dual ported crystall
|
P—
p— 4T17 Ex1iPn
1= 19 p—— @a1l1)
2 1 T; 1 T2 2 ILys  ILog 1ExiLiPin 2En12Pn

W e have introduced the conversion e ciencies 1 =
P21=Pin; 2 = Pop=Pin; Pri;Po are the ham onic out—
put powers after the rst and second crystalpasses, Py
is the findam ental pum p power extemal to the cavity,
and the other param eters are de ned in Sec.lll. W hen
Exwnz = Lig = T1, = 0Eqg. [l reduces to the known
result 1] for a sihgle crystal ring cavity.

In the two crystal case the conversion e ciencies are
related by

Enti2
,= L2

2
1Enz1Pin)7:
Exri

@z2)

Usig this resul in [l we get a closed expression for

;1 that can be solved num erically. T he nom alized prop—
agation lengths are then given by

T2 @ Liz)? 1

r
l'llp
1 = —  1Exy11Pin (A 3a)
np
r
l'llp
2 = —  2Eyx12Pin (A 3b)

N um erical exam ples using the sam e param eters as In
Sec. M Eyz1 = Eyp2= 015W ';n; = n, = 22;
T, = :Ol;T]_z = O;L13 = Lqig = :005) are shown In Fjg.
M. The conversion e ciencies, second ham onic power,
and propagation lengthsare shown in F ig. llasa fiinction
of the lnput pum p power. The param eters were chosen
to give strong nonclassical correlations, but are not op—
tin al for power conversion since 1; 2 peak at quite low
power, and the cavity is undercoupled at higher input
powers. W e see that the nom alized propagation lengths

17 2 1 so the linearized analysis used In the paper is
reliable. In addition the fractional pum p depletion due
to a sihgle pass of the ntracaviy eld v\bﬂ:h power B,
through the crystalis given by P.=P.= 1Ex11Pin:
For the param eters used the fractional depletion is al-
ways less than 5% , so the Boyd-K leInm an analysiswhich
is based on the assum ption of an unaltered spatial form
for the fundam ental eld is a good approxin ation.
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FIG. 9: (color online) Power conversion e ciency, second ham onic power and nomn alized propagation length, in the dual

output caviy.

APPENDIX B:COEFFICIENTS OF OUTPUT

QUADRATURES

The coe cients appearing in Egs. @) are

911

913

914

921

922

p__
el =T TN, (1)

F
_ b p_—pP_—
el =" 1T Ty Liz 1 LNy (1)Nq11(2)
P P ¥
el =<7 1T {; LigNi (1)
_FP P P
Nap(1) €771 Ty 1 I3 1 LgaNia(2)Na1 (1)N22 (1) Nip (1)N21(1)]
F
_ P P
e T T T 1 LygNor (1N 12 (o) ®1)
F
_ b—
el =<7 T Ny3( 1)
G
(-.P PP
et "t 1 T1 L1z 1 IqgNyg3(1)N33(2)
o G
el =17 1 Ty LigNas(1)
_Gp P P
Nas(1) €771 T; 1 1ILgz 1 LeaN33s(2)Ns33(1)Nas (1)  Nig(1)Ng3(1)]
G
_ P P
e T T Ty 1 IggNa3(1)Nsq(2) B2)
G
_ _p—pP_—
el =T Ty 1T LisNi1 (1)N21(2)
P F
L13N21(2)
_ Fp P P—
el =" 1 [y 1 Iy LiaNgp (1)No2p(2)
D F
1 ILi3Ni12(1))N21(2)
F_ P P P
Na(2) €771 T; 1 I3 1 LgaN1p (1) Na1 (2)N22(2)  Nip(2)N21(2)] ©3)

F
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pP—pP——
. el =e” Ty 1 IgsNs33(1)Ng3(2)
T =
G
Sy = L11N43(2)
13 G
_ P P P—
. el =" 1 T 1 Igs L1aN33(1)Nas(2)
e =
G
pi
. 1 Iq3N34(1)Ng3(2)
21 =
G
. p P
Yy = Nag(z) €71 T3 1 ILgz 1 LiaN33(1)N33(2)Naz(2)  Niag(2)Naz(2)]
5 =

In the above expressions, we have introduced the de
nitions

P p P

F=1 &7 1 T3 1 ILis 1 LN (1IN (2);
P p p

G=1 &7~ 1 T; 1 Iy3 1 IgqN33(1)N33(2):

T he propagation m atrix elem ents are| 1, [1]

N()—l tanh-N()_PEtanh.
11 cosh ’ 12 cosh ’
1
Na() = p=(anh + secf ); Ngp( )= seci ;
I
N33( ) = sech ; N3g( )= ?—E(Silnh + sech );
P
N43()= 2tanh ;N44()=1 tanh
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