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Intensity correlations and entanglem ent by frequency doubling

in a dualported resonator

O .-K . Lim � and M . Sa� m an

Departm entofPhysics,University ofW isconsin,1150 University Avenue,M adison,W I 53706.

(D ated:April1,2022)

W e show that non-classical intensity correlations and quadrature entanglem ent can be gener-

ated by frequency doubling in a resonator with two outputports. W e predicttwin-beam intensity

correlations 6 dB below the coherent state lim it,and that the product ofthe inference variances

ofthe quadrature 
uctuations gives an Einstein-Podolsky-Rosen (EPR) correlation coe�cient of

VE P R = 0:6 < 1. Com parison with an entanglem ent source based on com bining two frequency

doublerswith a beam splittershowsthatthedualported resonatorprovidesstrongerentanglem ent

at lower levels of individualbeam squeezing. Calculations are perform ed using a self-consistent

propagation m ethod thatdoesnotinvoke a m ean �eld approxim ation.Resultsare given forphysi-

cally realistic param etersthataccountforthe G aussian shape ofthe intracavity beam s,aswellas

intracavity losses.

PACS num bers:42.50.Lc,42.50.D v,03.67.M n,42.65.K y

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

The process ofparam 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 variables[1]. At the m i-

croscopic level non-classicalcorrelations and entangle-

m ent arise due to the possibility ofconverting 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 correlationsthatare strongerthan would be ob-

tained with individualcoherentstates[2,3,4,5,6,7,8].

Twin beam shave been successfully applied to sub-shot-

noisespectroscopy [9]and quantum nondem olition m ea-

surem ents [10]. The generation ofentangled beam s in

param etric down conversion waspredicted by Reid and

Drum m ond in the late80’s[11,12,13],and iscrucialfor

studiesofquantum teleportation and networking[14,15,

16,17,18].

The process of second harm onic generation (SHG )

where a fundam ental� eld at !1 is frequency doubled

to create a harm onic at frequency !2 = 2!1 is com ple-

m entary to param etricdown conversion,and can also be

used for creating nonclassicallight. The possibility of

using frequency doubling m ay beconvenientforreaching

spectralregionsthatare notreadily accessible by down

conversion. It is wellknown that quadrature squeezing

ofboth the fundam entaland harm onic � elds occurs in

second harm onic generation[19,20,21]. The generation

of m ultibeam correlations in second harm onic genera-

tion is less wellstudied than in the case ofparam etric

down conversion. Calculations have dem onstrated the

existence ofcorrelations between the fundam entaland

harm onic � elds [22,23,24,25]including entanglem ent

�Electronic address:oklim @ wisc.edu

FIG .1: (color online) A dualported singly resonant cavity

which providestwo harm onic outputs.

between thefundam entaland harm onic� elds[26,27]and

entanglem ent in type IISHG in the fundam ental� elds

alone[28,29].The possibility ofnonclassicalspatialcor-

relations in either the fundam ental or harm onic � elds

alone[30,31,32]and ofentanglem entin the fundam en-

tal� eld[33]hasalso been shown in m odelsthatinclude

di� raction.

In this work we investigate the production of two

beam sattheharm onicfrequency thatexhibitnonclassi-

calintensity correlationsand quadrature entanglem ent.

Thedeviceweanalyzeisthedualported resonatorshown

in Fig.1.Thepum p beam at!1 isresonantin thecavity,

while the generated harm onicexitsatboth end m irrors.

As we show below the harm onic outputs exhibitstrong

quantum correlations.Thiscan beunderstood naively as

follows.W hiletraversing thecrystalto therightsqueez-

ing isgenerated in thefundam entaland harm onic� elds,

aswellascorrelationsbetween thefundam entaland har-

m onic. Even though allofthe harm onic leavesthe cav-

ity attherighthand m irror,theintracavity fundam ental

that generates a harm onic � eld on the backwards pass

through the crystalis correlated with harm onic output

1.Theintracavity � eld transfersthecorrelationsto out-

put2,leading to a nonzero correlation between outputs

1 and 2.

In orderto describethisprocesstheoretically weneed

to go beyond the usualm ean � eld description ofSHG

squeezing[21],and accountforvariationsin the � eldsat

di� erent locations inside the cavity. To do so we com -

http://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0603079v2
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bine the linearized solutions for propagation of quan-

tum 
 uctuations in traveling wave SHG [34,35]with a

self-consistentapplication ofthe cavity boundary condi-

tions as was � rst done by M aeda and K ikuchi[36]. It

was shown in Ref. 36 that the propagation m odelre-

producesthem ean � eld resultsatlow coupling strength,

butpredictslargerquantum noisereduction athigh cou-

pling strength. Since the propagation m odelrelies on

a linearized description ofthe quantum 
 uctuations its

validity m ay breakdown in thelim itofverylargesqueez-

ing,wherethe
 uctuationsin theunsqueezed quadrature

arenolongersm all.Theaccuracyofthelinearized m odel

wasstudied by com parison with num ericalsolutionsofa

quantum phase space m odel[25]. It was found that the

linearized m odelprovidesaccurate predictionsprovided

the norm alized interaction length �[34,35]doesnotex-

ceed 2-3. In the results presented here,using realistic

physicalparam etersand G aussian beam s,wehave� < 1.

W earethereforecon� dentthatthelinearized theory pro-

videsan accurate description ofthe nonlinearresonator

forthe rangeofparam etersconsidered here.

The structureofthe paperisasfollows.In Sec.IIwe

de� nenotation and presentthesolutionsforthequadra-

ture 
 uctuationsand squeezing spectra ofthe harm onic

outputs. These results are used to calculate the in-

tensity correlations in Sec. III. EPR correlations and

inseparability[37]oftheoutputsaredem onstrated in Sec.

IV.W ecom paretheEPR correlationscreatedin thedual

ported resonatorwith the alternative approach ofcom -

bining two separateSHG resonatorsata beam splitterin

Sec. V,and give a discussion ofthe resultsobtained in

Sec.VI.

II. P R O PA G A T IO N M O D EL O F

IN T R A C AV IT Y SH G

The dualported resonatorofFig. 1 isshown in m ore

detailin Fig.2wherewehaveseparated theforward and

backward passes to create an equivalent ring resonator

m odel.Sincethecounterpropagatingbeam sarestrongly

phase m ism atched in the crystalwe can neglectany di-

rectinteraction between them . The pum p beam atfre-

quency !1 entersthrough an inputcouplerdescribed by

transm ission and re
 ection m atricesT1;R 1 (de� ned be-

low).Thesecond harm onicoutputsareallowed toescape

through inputand outputm irrors.Thecavityisassum ed

to beresonantatthefrequency !1 oftheexternalpum p

beam .

The coupled propagation ofthe slowly varying wave

envelopesofthe fundam ental(frequency !1)and second

harm onic (frequency !2) in the crystalis described by

the classicalequations

@E1

@z
= i�1E

�
1E2e

�i� kz
; (1a)

@E2

@z
= i�2E

2
1e

i� kz
: (1b)

The intensities ofeach � eld are given by Ii=
�0
2
nicjEij

2,

ni isthe refractive index atfrequency !i,c isthe speed

oflight in vacuum , and the phase m ism atch is � k =

2k1 � k2 where ki = !ini=c:The coupling constantsare

given by �i = !1d=(cni);whered isthee� ectivesecond-

ordersusceptibility ofthe crystal.

These equations are valid for plane waves whereas

realexperim ents are typically perform ed with G aussian

beam s.In orderto obtain the correctvalue forthe cou-

pling constantwhen using G aussian beam sweavailour-

selvesoftheresultsoftheBoyd-K leinm antheory[38].W e

assum ethatthefundam ental� eld isalowestorderG aus-

sian beam with waist w (1=e2 intensity radius) that is

sym m etrically located in thecenterofthecrystaland in-

troduce scaled � eld am plitudes Ai = i
p
�ocni=(2~!i)Ei.

The characteristic � eld strength Ei is chosen such that

jA ij
2 givesthenum berofphotonspersecondatfrequency

!i carried by theG aussian beam .Thecoupled equations

forthe scaled am plitudesthen takethe form

@A 1

@z
= � �

�
A
�
1A 2; (2a)

@A 2

@z
=
�

2
A
2
1; (2b)

where the com plex coupling coe� cientis

� =

�
2n1~!1E N L

n2L
2
c

� 1=2

e
{�h (3a)

E N L =
2!21d

2

�0c
3n21n2

L2
c

�w2
jhj

2
(3b)

h =

Z 1=2

�1=2

d�
e{� kL c�

1+ i
L c

zR 1

�
; (3c)

where �h = arg(h);Lc isthe length ofthe crystal,and

zR 1 = �n1!1w
2=(2�c)isthe Rayleigh length ofthe fun-

dam entalbeam . The single pass conversion e� ciency

isdeterm ined by E N L =
P2(z= L c)

P 2

1
(z= 0)

,where P1;P2 are the

powersofthetwo� elds.TheBoyd-K leinm ansolution as-

sum esthatthe harm onic isgenerated with a waistthat

gives equalRayleigh lengths for both frequencies, and

thattheattenuation ofthe fundam ental� eld due to up-

conversion is sm all. As shown in Appendix A the frac-

tionaldepletion ofthe intracavity � eld due to a single

passthrough the crystalis alwayssm allforthe param -

etersconsidered here. Forparam eterswhere this isnot

thecaseitwould benecessary touseam orecum bersom e

m ultim ode theory thataccountsforthe coupling ofdif-

ferentspatialm odes[39]which isoutsidethescopeofthe

presentwork.

To solve for the transform ation ofquantum 
 uctua-

tions we replace the classical� elds in Eqs. (2) by an-

nihilation operators Â j:The propagation equations for

Â j are the sam easthe classicalEqs.(2).These nonlin-

ear operator equations can be solved perturbatively by

putting Â j(z;t)= A j(z)+ âj(z;t) where A j(z) are the

(classical)m ean � eldsand âj(z;t)tim eand spacedepen-
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FIG .2: (color online) Propagation m odelofsingly resonant

SHG cavity with dualoutputports.

dent 
 uctuation operators which satisfy the com m uta-

tion relations [̂ai(z;t);̂a
y

j(z
0;t0)]= �ij�(z � z0)�(t� t0);

[̂ai(z;t);̂aj(z
0;t0)]= 0:W e then linearize in the 
 uctu-

ation operators,and write the resulting operator equa-

tions as equationsfor classical
 uctuations with the re-

placem ents âj(z;t) ! aj(z;t), â
y

j(z;t) ! a�j(z;t). The

sem iclassicaltheory[40]expressesthe expectation values

ofsym m etrically ordered quantum operatorsin term sof

the classicalc-num bersaj;a
�
j.

The solutionsto the linearized propagation equations

areknown[34,35].W ecan writethesolutionsin theform

x(�;t)= N (�)x(0;t)wherex = (x1;x2;y1;y2)
T and

xj(z;t) = aj(z;t)+ a
�
j(z;t);

yj(z;t) = � i[aj(z;t)� a
�
j(z;t)];

are the am plitude and phase quadrature 
 uctuations.

W hen A 2(0)= 0 the transform ation m atrix isgiven by

N =

0

B
@

N 11 N 12 0 0

N 21 N 22 0 0

0 0 N 33 N 34

0 0 N 43 N 44

1

C
A : (4)

Expressionsforthe m atrix elem entsN ij(�)are given in

Appendix B.Thenorm alized propagation length isgiven

by

� =
1
p
2
jA 1(0)jj�jLc: (5)

Using Eqs. (3)we can express� in term sofexperim en-

tally accessibleparam etersas

� =

�
n1P1(0)E N L

n2

� 1=2

: (6)

Atthispointwe note thatthe transform ation m atrix

(4)isonly valid when � isreal.In them oregeneralcase

of com plex � propagation m ixes the x and y quadra-

tures. W e willlim it our study to the case ofreal� for

which theanalyticalsolutionscan beexpressed in term s

ofsim plehyperbolicfunctions(them oregeneralcasein-

volves elliptic functions). W e therefore wish to have �

realwhich is the case when � k = 0:Unfortunately the

m axim um value ofE N L and hence � is obtained for[38]

zR 1 = 0:176Lc and � kLc = 3:26which im pliesacom plex

value of�:For the analysis presented below we choose

� k = 0 in order to m ake � real. For zero phase m is-

m atch the optim um value ofthe beam focusing corre-

sponds to zR 1 = 0:325Lc,which gives a value ofE N L

that is about40% sm aller than could be obtained with

nonzero phase m ism atch. W e willassum e these focus-

ing conditionsin allthe subsequentanalysis.Num erical

results willbe given for a K NbO 3 crystal,fundam ental

wavelength of�1 = 860 nm ,Lc = 1 cm ;d = 11 pm =V;

n1 = n2 = 2:2;and � k = 0 for which the optim um

focusing isw = 21:1 �m which givesE N L = 0:015 W �1 :

A self-consistent solution for the 
 uctuations in the

cavity ofFig. 2 isfound by com bining the transferm a-

trix forthecrystalpropagation with thee� ectsofm irror

re
 ectionsand transm issionsaswellasintracavitylosses.

W e� rsttransform to frequency dom ain variablesde� ned

by

aj(z;
 )=

Z

dtaj(z;t)e
{
 t

(7a)

a
�
j(z;� 
 )� [aj(z;� 
 )]

�
=

Z

dta
�
j(z;t)e

{
 t
:(7b)

The corresponding frequency dom ain quadrature
 uctu-

ationsare

xj(z;
 ) = aj(z;
 )+ a
�
j(z;� 
 ); (8a)

yj(z;
 ) = � i[aj(z;
 )� a
�
j(z;� 
 )]: (8b)

Note thatin the frequency dom ain the quadrature am -

plitudesx(z;
 );y(z;
 )arecom plex variables.

W e introduce the 4 � 4 m atrices for trans-

m ission and re
 ection with nonzero diagonal el-

em ents T j = diag(
p
T1j;

p
T2j;

p
T1j;

p
T2j),

R j = diag(
p
1� T1j;

p
1� T2j;

p
1� T1j;

p
1� T2j),

whereTij denotesthepowertransm ittanceforfrequency

iatm irrorj. Residualintracavity lossesdue to crystal

absorption, re
 ections at crystal surfaces, and m irror

losses are lum ped into e� ective loss beam splitters

indicated by L3;L4 in Fig.2.Theselossesaredescribed

by coe� cients Lij for frequency !i at position j and

corresponding re
 ection and transm ission m atrices

T L j
= diag(

p
1� L1j;

p
1� L2j;

p
1� L1j;

p
1� L2j),

R L j
= diag(

p
L1j;

p
L2j;

p
L1j;

p
L2j).

The phase shift acquired in one cavity

round trip is represented by the m atrix D =

diag(e{
 =�c1;e{
 =�c2;e{
 =�c1;e{
 =�c2), where the cav-

ity free spectralrange is �ci = c=(2niLc + 2La),and

2La is the round trip length ofair in the cavity. W e

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 with the quadrature 
 uctuation vector
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x(z;
 )which containscom ponentsat� 
 :Ifthe cavity

were detuned itwould m ix the x;y quadraturesand the

round trip phase would haveto be calculated separately

fora(z;
 )and a�(z;� 
 ):

Vacuum noise sourcesenterthe cavity atm irrors1;2

and through thelossports.W edescribetheseby quadra-

turenoisevectorsvj = (u1j(
 );u2j(
 );v1j(
 );v2j(
 ))
T ;

whereuij(
 );vij(
 )arefrequencydom ain am plitudeand

phasequadrature
 uctuationsoffrequency !i atposition

j:

Using Eqs. (4-8) and the above de� nitions the self-

consistentsolution fortheintracavity 
 uctuationsto the

rightofbeam splitter1 is

x1 = [I� D R1T L 4
N (�2)R 2T L 3

N (�1)]
�1
D [T 1v1 + R 1T L 4

N (�2)T 2v2 � R1T L 4
N (�2)R 2R L 3

v3 � R1R L 4
v4]

(9)

whereIistheidentity m atrix.Theresultdependson thepropagation lengths�1 and �2 which in turn arefunctionsof

thepum p beam powerand resonatorparam eters.Expressionsforthepropagation lengthsin term sofexperim entally

accessible param etersare given in Appendix A. The vectorsofoutputquadrature 
 uctuationsare de� ned asXj =

(X 1j;X 2j;Y1j;Y2j)
T ,where j labelsthe spatialposition. The outputscan be written in term softhe self-consistent

intracavity � eld as

X 1 = T 2T L 3
N (�1)x1 � R2v2 � T2R L 3

v3 (10a)

X 2 = T 1T L 4
N (�2)R 2T L 3

N (�1)x1 � R1v1 + T 1T L 4
N (�2)T 2v2 � T1T L 4

N (�2)R 2R L 3
v3 � T1R L 4

v4: (10b)

Equations (10) are quite generaland can be used to

describe singly ordoubly resonantcavitiesprovided the

nonlinear propagation is phase m atched and the cavity

ison resonanceatboth frequencies.Thegeneralexpres-

sionsforthe outputquadraturesthatresultfrom evalu-

ation ofthese equations are very cum bersom e. W e will

restrictourselvesto the case ofa resonantfundam ental,

and com plete transm ission ofthe harm onic at m irrors

1;2,i.e. T21 = T22 = 1:W e willassum e that the in-

tracavity lossesL3;L4 only a� ectthefundam ental� elds

so L23 = L24 = 0:This last assum ption is not a loss

ofgenerality since harm onic lossescan be accounted for

atthe detectorsexternalto the cavity.Finally,since we

willtake L13 6= 0 which accounts for fundam entalloss

between the two passesthrough the crystal,we can put

T12 = 0 withoutlossofgenerality. W ith these assum p-

tionstheresultsfortheharm onicoutputquadrature
 uc-

tuationscan be written as

X 21 = f11u11 + f13u13 + f14u14 + f21u21 + f22u22

(11a)

Y21 = g11v11 + g13v13 + g14v14 + g21v21 + g22v22

(11b)

X 22 = h11u11 + h13u13 + h14u14 + h21u21 + h22u22

(11c)

Y22 = j11v11 + j13v13 + j14v14 + j21v21 + j22v22:

(11d)

Explicitexpressionsforthecoe� cientsf;g;h;jaregiven

in Appendix B. Exceptwhen needed forclarity we will

in whatfollowssuppressthe dependence on z and 
 for

brevity.

W ecan usethesolutions(11)to calculatethenorm al-

ized squeezing spectra ofthe harm onic � elds at output

portj de� ned by

SX j =
hX 2j(
 )X

�
2j(
 )i

hu21(
 )u
�
21(
 )i

; (12a)

SY j =
hY2j(
 )Y

�
2j(
 )i

hv21(
 )v
�
21(
 )i

: (12b)

Thespectra SX j;SY j arenorm alized by theinputnoise

so thatS < 1 correspondsto a squeezed quadrature.To

evaluatethe spectra wem aketheusualassum ption that

the inputnoise � eldsatdi� erentlocationsand frequen-

ciesareuncorrelated so that

< uij(
 )u
�
kl(


0
)> = < vij(
 )v

�
kl(


0
)> = �ik�jl�(
 � 


0
):

(13)

UsingEq.(13)wecan writetheoutputsqueezingspectra

ofthe harm onic� eldsas

SX 1 = jf11j
2
+ jf13j

2
+ jf14j

2
+ jf21j

2
+ jf22j

2
;

(14a)

SY 1 = jg11j
2
+ jg13j

2
+ jg14j

2
+ jg21j

2
+ jg22j

2
;

(14b)

SX 2 = jh11j
2
+ jh13j

2
+ jh14j

2
+ jh21j

2
+ jh22j

2
;

(14c)

SY 2 = jj11j
2
+ jj13j

2
+ jj14j

2
+ jj21j

2
+ jj22j

2
:

(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.The righthand plotshowsthe uncertainty productwhich isalm ostidenticalforthe two outputports.

Itcan be readily veri� ed using the expressionsgiven in

Appendix B that when �1 = �2 = 0 which corresponds

to a purely linearresonatorallthesqueezing spectra are

identically unity.

Representative results for the squeezing spectra are

given in Fig. 3. The results are shown as a function

ofthe pum p beam power externalto the cavity for pa-

ram eters E N L 1 = E N L 2 = :015 W �1 ;T11 = :01;and

L13 = L14 = 0:005:The dependence of�1;�2 on pum p

powerisshown in Appendix A.Thesm allersqueezingef-

fecton thesecond outputbeam can beattributed to the

factthatthem ean � eld valueoftheintracavity poweris

reduced due to the SHG processafter the forward pass

through the crystal. Since,asisshown in Appendix A,

thenorm alized propagation lengthsarelessthan 0.25 at

the highest pum p power used, we can expect the lin-

earized sem iclassicalresultsto be accurate[25].

III. N O N C LA SSIC A L IN T EN SIT Y

C O R R ELA T IO N S

G iven thesqueezing spectra wecan evaluatethequan-

tum correlation ofthe intensity di� erence orsum ofthe

two outputbeam s. Using two detectorswe m easure the

intensity di� erence ofthe harm onicoutputsas

I� = I1 � gI2

where g is an electronic gain factor. As the intensities

ofthe two harm onicoutputsarenotequaldue to di� er-

entpropagation lengths�1;�2 aswellasthepossibility of

unequaldetectorsensitivitieswe introduce an electronic

gain param eterg thatcan be adjusted to m inim ize the

noise ofthe intensity di� erence orsum . W e can express

the variance ofthe detected intensity di� erence 
 uctua-

tionsin term softhe squeezing spectra calculated above

as follows. The 
 uctuations ofa beam with intensity I

are �I(
 )=
p
2IX (
 ):The variance ofthe 
 uctuations

isgiven by

(� j�Ij)
2
= hj�Ij

2
i� jh�Iij

2

= 2IhjX (
 )j
2
i: (15)

W e have norm alized the � elds such that for a coherent

state ScohX (
 ) = hjX coh(
 )j2i=hju(
 )j2i = 1;thus the

norm alized variance ofthe detected signaldue to a co-

herentstatewith intensity I isjust2I:

Thecorresponding form ula fortheintensity di� erence


 uctuationsis

�I� =
p
2I1X 21 � g

p
2I2X 22:

The variance of the intensity di� erence 
 uctuations is

thus

(� j�I� j)
2
= hj�I� j

2
i� jh�I� ij

2

= 2I1hjX 21(
 )j
2
i+ g

2
2I2hjX 22(
 )j

2
i

� 2g
p
I1I2 ~CX ;

where we have introduced the correlation coe� cient
~CX = hX 21(
 )X22

�
(
 )+ X21

�
(
 )X22(
 )i:Norm alizing

by the sum ofthe shotnoise variance forcoherentstate

outputs with the sam e totalintensity (2I1 + g22I2)�(0)

weobtain

(� j�I� j)
2
norm =

I1SX 1 + g2I2SX 2

I1 + g2I2
� g

p
I1I2CX

I1 + g2I2
;(16)

whereCX = ~CX =�(0):W hen thesecond term isnegative

the variance can be less than unity which represents a

nonclassicaltwin beam correlation.

The optim um value ofg which m inim izes the 
 uctu-

ationsisfound by putting @(� j�I� j)
2
norm =@g = 0 which

gives

gopt =

r
I1

I2

SX 1 � SX 2 �
p
(SX 1 � SX 2)

2 + C 2
X

CX

:

Asshown in Appendix A the intensity ratio isgiven by

I1=I2 = �1=�2 which can be determ ined from Eqs. (A1-

A2). For input powers up to a few W atts I1 ’ I2 and

Sx1 ’ Sx2:Thusthe optim um g valuesaregopt ’ � 1:

The case ofg ’ 1 corresponds to an intensity di� er-

ence which has noise greater than the shot noise lim it,

whileg ’ � 1which correspondsto thesum ofintensities

givesa strong nonclassicalcorrelation.Thereisa sim ple

physicalexplanation ofthise� ect.A positive am plitude
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FIG .4: (color online) Norm alized 
uctuations ofthe di�er-

ence and sum intensities at 
 = 0 using g = � 1:The inset
shows gopt for the intensity sum . The param eters used were

the sam e asin Fig.3.


 uctuation in theharm onicoutputatport1corresponds

to an increased depletion ofthefundam entalbeam .The

weakened fundam entalthen results in a sm aller am pli-

tude output ofthe harm onic at the second port. Thus

the correlation function CX is negative and the sum of

the outputintensitieshasa reduced expectation value.

Usingtheoptim um valuesgopt thenorm alized variance

given by Eq.(16)can be written as

(� j�I� j)
2
norm =

SX 1 + SX 2 �
p
(SX 1 � SX 2)

2 + C 2
X

2
;

(17)

where the m inus sign corresponds to the case g ’ � 1:

The norm alized intensity noise is shown in Fig. 4 as a

function ofpum p power.The
 uctuationsoftheintensity

sum forg = gopt areindistinguishablefrom the caseg =

� 1 for the range ofpum p powers shown. W e see that

thenonclassicalintensity correlation isstrongerthan the

squeezing ofeach outputbeam shown in Fig.3.

IV . EP R C O R R ELA T IO N S A N D

EN TA N G LEM EN T

The presence of nonclassicaltwin beam correlations

m otivates evaluating the presence of EPR correlations

and entanglem entbetween the two output beam s. O p-

ticalbeam s with quadrature 
 uctuations that em body

EPR correlations were � rst dem onstrated in 1992[41].

The essence ofthe EPR paradox is the ability to infer

an observable ofone system from a m easurem ent per-

form ed on a second system spatially separated from the

� rst. Hence a conditionalvariance is used to quantify

the degree ofEPR correlation. Asshown by Reid[12]a

linearestim ateoftheinferencevariancecan beused asa

su� cientcondition forthepresenceoftheEPR paradox.

FIG .5: (color online) Norm alized inferred variance of the

harm onic outputs at 
 = 0:The param eters used were the

sam e asin Fig.3.

W e de� ne the norm alized inference variancesas

(� X )
2
inf = hjX 21 � gX X 22j

2
i=�(0)

(� Y )
2
inf = hjY21 � gY Y22j

2
i=�(0): (18)

Here gX ;gY are realgain param etersthatare chosen to

m inim izetheinferencevariances.Thecondition forEPR

correlationsis

VEPR � (� X )
2
inf(� Y )

2
inf < 1:

The variances are individually m inim ized with the

choices

gX ;opt =
CX

2SX 2

(19a)

gY;opt =
CY

2SY 2

(19b)

whereCY = hY21(
 )Y22
�
(
 )+ Y21

�
(
 )Y22(
 )i=�(0):The

m inim um ofthe inferenceproductisthus

VEPR =

�
SX 1SX 2 �

1

4
C 2
X

��
SY 1SY 2 �

1

4
C 2
Y

�

SX 2SY 2

: (20)

W e plot the inferred variance product in Fig. 5 as a

function ofthe fundam entalpum p power. The variance

product is less than 1,im plying the outputs are EPR

correlated,forpum p poweraboveabout30 m W .

The presence ofEPR correlationsare a su� cientbut

not a necessary condition for entanglem ent ofthe two

output beam s. A necessary and su� cient condition for

entanglem entofG aussian states is the inseparability of

the density m atrix describing the two output m odes.

Thiscan beveri� ed usingthecriterion ofDuan etal.[37].

In ournotation thiscriterion can be written as

m in

( �

� (jajX 21 +
1

a
X 22)

�2

+

�

� (jajY21 �
1

a
Y22)

�2
)

< 2�(0)

�

a
2
+

1

a2

�

;
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wherea isa realparam eter.W ehaveincluded thefactor

of2�(0) on the right hand side to account for our nor-

m alization ofthecom m utators[X̂ ij(t);Ŷkl(t)]= 2i�ik�jl,

which is di� erent than that used in Ref. [37]. For the

dualported cavity them inim um isobtained fora ’ 1 so

thatthe inseparability criterion can be written as

VD G C Z =
1

4
(SX 1 + SX 2 + CX + SY 1 + SY 2 � CY )< 1:

(21)

In order to facilitate com parison with VEPR de� ned in

Eq. (20)we have included a factorof1=4 in the de� ni-

tion ofVD G C Z:Thusentanglem entisindicated forboth

criteria by V < 1:Figure5 showsthatVD G C Z < 1 forall

� nitevaluesofthepum p power,and thatVD G C Z < VEPR :

These resultsverify thatthe harm onic � eldsatthe two

ouputports are alwaysentangled,but strong EPR cor-

relationsare only presentwhen the pum p powerexceds

a threshold value.

V . EP R C O R R ELA T IO N S O N A B EA M

SP LIT T ER

An alternative approach to creating EPR correlations

istocom binetwoindividually squeezed beam son abeam

splitter[14],asshown in Fig.6.Thetwoinputbeam sare

labeled with subscripts 1;2 and the two output beam s

are labeled a;b:Fornotationalconvenience we drop the

� rstsubscriptlabeling the harm onic frequency. W e can

choose the phase of the incident beam s such that the

harm onic� eld 
 uctuationstransform as

aa =
a1 � ia2
p
2

(22a)

ab =
a1 + ia2
p
2

(22b)

The quadrature
 uctuationsofthe output� eldsare

X a =
1
p
2
(X 1 + Y2) (23a)

X b =
1
p
2
(X 1 � Y2) (23b)

Ya =
1
p
2
(Y1 � X2) (23c)

Yb =
1
p
2
(Y1 + X 2): (23d)

Following thesam eprocedureasin theanalysisofthe

dualported cavity we de� ne the norm alized inference

variancesatfrequency 
 as

(� X )
2
inf =

hjX a(
 )� gX X b(
 )j
2i

�(0)
(24a)

(� Y )
2
inf =

hjYa(
 )� gY Yb(
 )j
2i

�(0)
: (24b)

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 optim um g factors which m inim ized the inferred

variancesaregiven by Eqs.(19)to be

gX ;opt =
hX a(
 )Xb

�
(
 )+ Xa

�
(
 )Xb(
 )i

2�(0)SX b

=
CX ab

2SX b

gY;opt =
hYa(
 )Yb

�
(
 )+ Ya

�
(
 )Yb(
 )i

2�(0)SY b

=
CY ab

2SY b

:

Hence,the inferenceproductis

VEPR =

�
SX aSX b �

1

4
C 2
X ab

��
SY aSY b �

1

4
C 2
Y ab

�

SX bSY b

:

Using Eqs.(23)we � nd

SX a = SX b =
1

2
(SX 1 + SY 2)

SY a = SY b =
1

2
(SY 1 + SX 2)

CX ab = SX 1 � SY 2

CY ab = SY 1 � SX 2:

W hen the input beam s 1;2 are generated in equivalent

resonatorswehaveSX 1 = SX 2,SY 1 = SY 2 and theEPR

correlation reducesto

VEPR =
4S2X 1S

2
Y 1

(SX 1 + SY 1)
2
;

where the condition for an EPR paradox is VEPR < 1:

Asseen in Fig. 3 second harm onic generation resultsin

nonidealsqueezed stateswith SX 1SY 1 = p > 1:W e can

then writeVEPR = 4S2X 1p
2=(S2X 1 + p)2:

The EPR correlation is shown in Fig. 7 for several

valuesofp:W e see thatforstrong am plitude squeezing

the EPR correlation isquite insensitive to the degree of

excessnoisein thephasequadrature.O n theotherhand

for m oderate levels ofsqueezing,less than about 4 dB,

VEPR increasessigni� cantlywith p:ReferringtoFig.3we

seethatPin = 0:5W givesSX = � 2dB and p = 2:2.For
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FIG .7: (color online) EPR (solid lines) and inseparability

(dashed line) correlation coe�cients for nonideal squeezed

beam scom bined on a beam splitter.

FIG .8:(coloronline)Correlation coe�cientV E P R produced

by m ixing outputsfrom dualand single portresonators.The

correlation iscalculated asafunction ofthetotalinputpower,

so thatin the case oftwo linearorring resonators,each one

ispum ped by Pin=2 asshown in Fig.6.

thesevaluestheEPR correlation obtained by m ixingtwo

individually squeezed beam son abeam splitterisVEPR =

1:1,so there isno EPR paradox.O n the otherhand for

Pin = 0:5 W thedualported resonatorgivesVEPR = 0:7:

Thusthedualported resonatorisableto generatem uch

strongerEPR correlationseven though theoutputbeam s

have a lowerlevelofsqueezing than is required using a

beam splitterto m ix two squeezed sources.

W hen com bining two equivalentsqueezed sourceson a

beam splitter the DG CZ criterion as given by Eq. (21)

takeson thesim pleform VD G C Z = SX ;which isindepen-

dent ofthe param eter p:Thus,as seen in Fig. 7,non-

separable beam s can alwaysbe created by beam splitter

m ixing,even using nonidealsqueezed sources.

W e can also com pare the EPR correlation generated

in the dualported resonatordirectly with beam splitter

m ixing as a function oftotalpum p power. As seen in

Fig.8thevalueofVEPR generated usingtwosourcesand

a beam splitter depends strongly on the characteristics

ofthe source. The upper curve labeled linearresonator

shows the results obtained by using one ofthe outputs

from a dualported resonatorswith the param etersused

in Figs.3 to 5.Thisisclearly suboptim alasonly halfof

thegenerated harm oniclightisbeing used,and no EPR

paradox isseen form oderate pum p powersin thiscase.

The lower curve labeled ring resonator corresponds to

an optim ized ring resonatorwhich hasthe sam e param -

etersasforthe dualported resonatorexceptE N L 2 = 0:

This resonator generates m uch stronger squeezing,and

also a sm allerVEPR than the dualported resonator.W e

defer untilthe next section a discussion ofthe optim al

approach to generating EPR correlationsusing SHG .

V I. D ISC U SSIO N

W ehaveshown thatSHG in a resonatorwith two out-

put ports can be used to generate output beam s that

exhibitnonclassicalintensity correlations,aswellasen-

tanglem ent. The analysisuses a propagation m odelfor

the quantum 
 uctuations that goes beyond the usual

m ean � eld approxim ation. W e have shown results for

the zero frequency noise 
 uctuations. The nonclassi-

cal correlations and entanglem ent will degrade as the

frequency considered is increased, with the frequency

dependence following the usual Lorentizan form for a

nonlinear cavity[21]. The use ofSHG to create entan-

gled beam s,asopposed to them orecom m only em ployed

m ethod ofparam etricoscillation oram pli� cation,m aybe

advantageousin thatitprovidesadditional
 exibility in

thechoiceofspectralregionfortheentangledbeam s.Itis

alsopossibletocom binetwoindividuallysqueezed beam s

with a 50-50 beam splitter to create entanglem ent[14].

The question therefore arises as to which m ethod,the

dualported resonatorortwoseparateresonators,ism ost

e� cientatcreating usable entanglem ent. Thisquestion

hasbeen considered forthecaseofdegeneratevs.nonde-

generateparam etricoscillation in Ref.[42]where itwas

shown thata single nondegenerate oscillatorwasgener-

ally preferred.

Referring to Fig. 8 we see thatthe EPR correlations

strength for a given available pum p power obtainable

with the dualported resonator lies in between the re-

sultsobtained by com bining theoutputsoftwo separate

dualported,orsingle portring resonators. The results

presented were obtained forresonatorparam etersgiven

in the text. Although di� erencesoccurfordi� erentpa-

ram eterchoiceswebelievethe resultspresented arerep-

resentative.G iven available nonlinearcrystalswhich � x

the value ofE N L the m ost im portant param eters that

can be varied are the internallosses and input coupler

transm issions. Results have been given for round trip

passive lossesofL13 + L14 = 1% . Reducing thisfurther

giveslargernonclassicale� ectsbutseem sunrealistic for

current experim ents. W e have also chosen a low input
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coupler transm ission ofT11 = 1% :W hile this does not

givethem axim um possibleharm onicconversion wehave

found thatitisclose to optim um forgenerating squeez-

ing.

Although Fig. 8 appearsto show that,asfarasEPR

correlations are concerned,it is m ore e� cient to com -

binetwo separateresonators,thisconclusion m ay notbe

warranted.The single outputresonatorwhich generates

the strongestEPR correlation in Fig. 8 doesso by pro-

ducing large am ounts ofsqueezing. For the param eters

used in the text and Pin=2 = 0:5 W the ring resonator

is predicted to give about 6 dB of am plitude squeez-

ing into a single harm onic output. O n the other hand

thelargestam ountofam plitudesqueezing everreported

in a SHG experim ent was, to the best of our knowl-

edge,m easured to be 2.4 dB,with an inferred squeez-

ing of5.2 dB[43]. It m ay therefore not be possible to

achieve the levelofsqueezing predicted in the theoreti-

calm odel. The di� culties include parasitic e� ects such

as blue light induced infrared absorption that becom e

prom inentwhen largeam ountsoftheharm onic� eld are

generated[44]. There are also m ore fundam entallim ita-

tions present in high conversion e� ciency SHG due to

the excitation ofcom peting param etric processeswhich

havebeen shown to lim itthelevelofharm onicsqueezing

thatisattainable[45].

G iven these considerations the use of a dualported

resonatorwhich generatesa strongEPR correlation even

though the squeezing leveland the powerofeach beam

arenotlargem ay beadvantageouscom pared to com bin-

ing separateSHG resonatorson a beam splitter.Finally,

we note that the dualported con� guration ofFig.1 is

also attractive in term sofexperim entalsim plicity,com -

pared to a two resonatorplusbeam splitterarrangem ent.
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A P P EN D IX A : EFFEC T IV E IN T ER A C T IO N

ST R EN G T H

In ordertouseEqs.(10)tocalculateoutputspectrawe

m ust� rstevaluatetheinteraction strength in each crys-

tal. Because the fundam entalis partially converted to

thesecond harm onicin the� rstpassthrough thecrystal

theinteraction in thesecond passwillbeslightly weaker.

The cavity geom etry is shown in Fig. 2. After som e

sim ple algebra we � nd for the conversion e� ciency of

crystal1

p
�1 =

4T11
p
E N L 1Pin

�
2�

p
1� T11

p
1� T12

�
2� L13 � L14 �

p
�1E N L 1Pin �

p
�2E N L 2Pin

��2: (A1)

W e have introduced the conversion e� ciencies �1 =

P21=Pin;�2 = P22=Pin;P21;P22 are the harm onic out-

putpowersafterthe � rstand second crystalpasses,Pin
is the fundam entalpum p power externalto the cavity,

and the otherparam etersare de� ned in Sec.II. W hen

E N L 2 = L14 = T12 = 0 Eq. (A1)reducesto the known

result[46]fora singlecrystalring cavity.

In the two crystalcase the conversion e� ciencies are

related by

�2 =
E N L 2

E N L 1

(1� T12)
2
(1� L13)

2
�1(1�

p
�1E N L 1Pin)

2
:

(A2)

Using this resultin (A1) we geta closed expression for

�1 thatcan besolved num erically.Thenorm alized prop-

agation lengthsarethen given by

�1 =

r
n1

n2

p
�1E N L 1Pin (A3a)

�2 =

r
n1

n2

p
�2E N L 2Pin: (A3b)

Num ericalexam plesusing the sam e param etersas in

Sec. II (E N L 1 = E N L 2 = :015 W �1 ;n1 = n2 = 2:2;

T11 = :01;T12 = 0;L13 = L14 = :005)areshown in Fig.

9. The conversion e� ciencies,second harm onic power,

and propagationlengthsareshown in Fig.9asafunction

ofthe input pum p power. The param eterswere chosen

to give strong nonclassicalcorrelations,butare notop-

tim alforpowerconversion since �1;�2 peak atquite low

power,and the cavity is undercoupled at higher input

powers.W eseethatthenorm alized propagation lengths

�1;�2 � 1 so the linearized analysisused in the paperis

reliable. In addition the fractionalpum p depletion due

to a single pass ofthe intracavity � eld with power Pc
through the crystalisgiven by � Pc=Pc =

p
�1E N L 1Pin:

For the param eters used the fractionaldepletion is al-

wayslessthan 5% ,so theBoyd-K leinm an analysiswhich

isbased on the assum ption ofan unaltered spatialform

forthe fundam ental� eld isa good approxim ation.
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FIG .9: (color online) Power conversion e�ciency,second harm onic power and norm alized propagation length,in the dual

outputcavity.

A P P EN D IX B :C O EFFIC IEN T S O F O U T P U T

Q U A D R A T U R ES

The coe� cientsappearing in Eqs.(11)are

f11 =
e{
 =�c1

p
T11N 21(�1)

F

f13 = �
e{
 =�c1

p
1� T11

p
L13

p
1� L14N 21(�1)N 11(�2)

F

f14 = �
e{
 =�c1

p
1� T11

p
L14N 21(�1)

F

f21 =
N 22(�1)� e{
 =�c1

p
1� T11

p
1� L13

p
1� L14N 11(�2)[N 11(�1)N 22(�1)� N12(�1)N 21(�1)]

F

f22 =
e{
 =�c1

p
1� T11

p
1� L14N 21(�1)N 12(�2)

F
(B1)

g11 =
e{
 =�c1

p
T11N 43(�1)

G

g13 = �
e{
 =�c1

p
1� T11

p
L13

p
1� L14N 43(�1)N 33(�2)

G

g14 = �
e{
 =�c1

p
1� T11

p
L14N 43(�1)

G

g21 =
N 44(�1)� e{
 =�c1

p
1� T11

p
1� L13

p
1� L14N 33(�2)[N 33(�1)N 44(�1)� N34(�1)N 43(�1)]

G

g22 =
e{
 =�c1

p
1� T11

p
1� L14N 43(�1)N 34(�2)

G
(B2)

h11 =
e{
 =�c1

p
T11

p
1� L13N 11(�1)N 21(�2)

F

h13 = �

p
L13N 21(�2)

F

h14 = �
e{
 =�c1

p
1� T11

p
1� L13

p
L14N 11(�1)N 21(�2)

F

h21 =

p
1� L13N 12(�1))N 21(�2)

F

h22 =
N 22(�2)� e{
 =�c1

p
1� T11

p
1� L13

p
1� L14N 11(�1)[N 11(�2)N 22(�2)� N12(�2)N 21(�2)]

F
(B3)
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j11 =
e{
 =�c1

p
T11

p
1� L13N 33(�1)N 43(�2)

G

j13 = �

p
L11N 43(�2)

G

j14 = �
e{
 =�c1

p
1� T11

p
1� L13

p
L14N 33(�1)N 43(�2)

G

j21 =

p
1� L13N 34(�1)N 43(�2)

G

j22 =
N 44(�2)� e{
 =�c1

p
1� T11

p
1� L13

p
1� L14N 33(�1)[N 33(�2)N 44(�2)� N34(�2)N 43(�2)]

G

(B4)

In theaboveexpressions,wehaveintroduced the de� -

nitions

F = 1� e
{
 =�c1

p
1� T11

p
1� L13

p
1� L14N 11(�1)N 11(�2);

G = 1� e
{
 =�c1

p
1� T11

p
1� L13

p
1� L14N 33(�1)N 33(�2):

The propagation m atrix elem entsare[34,35]

N 11(�) =
1� � tanh�

cosh�
; N 12(�)= �

p
2
tanh�

cosh�
;

N 21(�) =
1
p
2
(tanh� + �sech

2
�); N22(�)= sech

2
�;

N 33(�) = sech�; N34(�)= �
1
p
2
(sinh� + �sech�);

N 43(�) =
p
2tanh�; N44(�)= 1� � tanh�:
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