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E lectronic N oise in O ptical H om odyne Tom ography
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The e ect of the detector electronic noise in an optical hom odyne tom ography experim ent is
shown to be equivalent to an optical loss if the detector is calbrated by m easuring the quadrature
noise of the vacuum state. An explicit relation between the electronic noise level and the equivalent
opticale ciency is obtained and con m ed in an experin ent w ith a narrowband squeezed vacuum
source operating at an atom ic rubidiim wavelength.
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a. Introduction Optical homodyne tom ography
OHT) is a method of characterizing quantum states of
light by m easuring the quantum noise statistics of the
electrom agnetic eld quadratures at di erent phases.
T heoretically proposed in [1] and rst experin entally
Inplem ented In the early 1990s R], OHT has becom e
a standard tool of quantum technology of light, in
particular In quantum inform ation applications.

OHT is prone to a variety of Ine ciencies, of which
the main one | the optical losses (OLs) | is due to
absorption in beam paths, non-unitary e ciency of the
photodiodes, in perfect balancing of the detector, and,
partially, i perfect m ode m atching between the signal
and the local oscillator m odes [B]. A 1so, the presence of
non-m ode-m atched signal light appears as added noise
In the detector, raising the apparent noise oor B]. A1l
OLs can be m odeled by an absorber in the signalbeam
path. The e ect of OL in quantum state reconstruction
iswellunderstood, and there are ways ofboth is quanti-
tative evaluation and com pensation for ise ects in the
quantum state reconstruction procedure §, 5].

An in portant additional ne ciency source is the elec—
tronic noise EN) of the hom odyne detector. Its e ect
is the addition of a random value to each quadrature
m easurem ent, which blurs the m argihal distrdbution and
causes errors In quantum state reconstruction. Unlike
the optical Ine ciency, the EN, to our know ledge, has
not yet been studied, and is usually neglected whenever
an e clency analysis ism ade [6{12].

T he purpose of this paper isto 1 this gap and to an—
alyze the rolke of the electronic noise In OHT . W e show
is e ect to be equivalent to that of optical losses. The
key to this equivalence is the detector calbration proce—
dure, which involves m easuring the quadrature noise of
the vacuum state. Applying this procedure to the vac—
uum state contam inated w ith the EN results in rescaling
of the eld quadratures, analogous to that taking place
due to optical absorption.

W e con m our experin ental ndings in a squeezing
experim ent, in which we vary the local oscillator power
to achieve di erent signalto-noise ratiosofthe hom odyne
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detector. T he squeezed vacuum source is a narrow band,
tunable continuousw ave opticalparam etric am pli er op—
erating at a 795-nm wavelength.

W e begih our theory by writing the e ects of both
Ine ciency types on the reconstructed W igner function
W F).

b. The beam splitter m odel for optical signal loss
A coording to thebeam splitterm odelofabsorption, non—
unitary opticale ciency modiestheW F W (X ;P) of
the signal state as follow s []:

727
w X;P) = # W (
o a )
0y2 0y2
exp X X)1+CP P)dXOdPO:

This transform ation can be understood by visualizing
the absorber asa ctionalbeam splitter w ith the signal
beam entering one port and the vacuum state entering
the other. Transm ission of the signal eld through the
beam splitter rescales the eld am plitudes by a factor of

=2 The vacuum state re ected from the beam split—
ter into the signalm ode adds noise, which expressesasa
convolution of theg\l F wih a two-dim ensional G aussian
function ofwidth = 1

c. E ectoftheekctronicnoise In theabsenceofthe
electronic noise, the electric signal (voltage or current) V
generated by the hom odyne detector is proportional to
the quadrature samplke X : V = X . The coe cient
hasto be detem ined when quantum state reconstruction
isthe goal This isusually done by m eans ofa calbration
procedure, w hich consists ofacquiring a set ofquadrature
noise sam ples fVyig of the vacuum state, prepared by
ktting only the local oscillator into the detector. The
vacuum m arginaldistribution,

1=2

pr X )= exp (X ?); @)

is Joss-ndependent, and has a m ean square of X 21 =
1=2. O ne can thus use the experim entaldata to obtain

q
= 2WAi: ®)

W hen the EN ispresent, the observed probability dis—
trbbution of the electric signal is a convolution of the
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scaled m argihaldistribution prX ) ofthe statem easured
and the electronic noise histogram p. (V ):
1 0 0 0
Py V)= — pr — p.(V V)V @)
(the factor of is added to retain the nomn alization of
the m arginaldistribution) . Under realistic experim ental
conditions of a broadband electronic noise, its distriou-—
tion can be assum ed G aussian:
1 v ?2
Pe V)= p=—=exp — (5)
T T
where T isthe m ean square noise m agniude.
Consider the detector calbration procedure in the
presence of the EN . A ccording to Egs. ), @), and (),
the vacuum state m easurem ent yields a distribution

\25
2+ T

(6)

1
Prozn Vo) = ptPTTeXP

with am ean squareoflWV?i= ( %+ T )=2. Ifno correction
for the EN ism ade, the quantity

q

0= 2wli=

24+ T (7)

is Interpreted according to Eq. (3) as the conversion fac—
tor betw een the electric signaland the eld quadrature.

In a hom odynem easurem ent ofan unknow n state, one
acquires a set of sam ples from the hom odyne detector,
and then applies the calbration factor ° to rescale its
histogram pzn; y (V) and obtain the associated m arginal
distrbbution. Using Eq. 4), we w rite

%oy (X)) @®)
Z 0

0
\
- pr — pe(OX

Py ) =

v % av©:

Introducing a new integration variabke X °= v % ©and
utilizing the EN distribbution (5),Eqg. (8) can be rew ritten
as
e 2 0
Pey ®) = P=— Pr —x° )
® X9

" dax °:

exp
T his rescaled, noise contam inated m argial distrlbbution
is then used to reconstruct the W igner finction.
Because the m arginal distribution is tom ographically
linked to theW F,
Z
pr X )=

W X cos Psin ;X sin + P cos )dP;

(10)
theW igner fiinction reconstructed from a noisy m easure—
m ent is a convolition

(07} 27 0 0
ax%P’w —x%—p°

Wgy X;P) = 2

X 02 4 p 92
exp ® )ZozCP ) : (11)

d. Equivalnce of the e ciency lss mechanisms
Com paring the above expression wih Eq. (1) for the
W F ofa state a ected by optical losses, we nd that the
two are equivalent ifwe set

2 2

ea= T 12)

24T
In other words, we m ay treat the electronic noise as an
additional optical attenuator w ith a transm ission equal
to  ¢q- A ccordingly, the know n num erical procedures for
correcting for optical losses can be readily applied to the
electronic noise.

This result m ay appear surprising. The eld quadra-—
ture noise m easured in the presence ofthe EN isa convo—
lution of the W F’s m arginal distrdbution w ith the noise
histogram . In the case of OL, on the other hand, the
convolution is preceded by rescaling of the quadrature
variables. The sin ilarity between the e ects of the two
ne ciency em erges due to the detector calbration pro-
cedure. The vacuum state m easurem ent is distorted by
the EN but not the O L, hence there is additional rescal-
Ing of the quadratures in the presence ofthe EN .

Forexperim entalapplications, it ism ore convenient to
express the equivalent e ciency in termm s ofthe signalto—
noise ratio of the detector. By the latter we understand
the ratio betw een the observed m ean square noise of the
vacuum state (in the presence of the EN ) and the m ean
square electronic noise, ie. the quantity

P+ T a3)
T
Reexpressing Eq. (12) in term s of S yields
s 1
ca= —5 (14)

A s evidenced by this equation, reasonably low electronic
noise does not constitute a signi cant e ciency loss. For
exam ple, the origihal tin edom ain detector of Sm ithey
and co-workers R, 6], faturing a 6 dB signaltonoise
ratio (le. the m s quadrature noise being only tw ice as
high asthe m sEN ) hasan equivalent quantum e ciency
of 75% . A sin ilar equivalent e ciency is featured by
a high-speed detector by Zavatta et al. [13]. A 14-dB
tin edom ain detector of Hansen and co-workers [14] has
an equivalent e ciency of 96% , and a typical frequency-
dom ain detectorw ith a signalto-noise ratio 0o£20 dB has
an e ciency 0of 99% .

e. Experment W e verify our theoretical ndings In
a squeezing experin ent. T he squeezed vacuum source is
a continuousw ave optical param etric am pli er OPA),
operating at the 795-nm wavelength ofthe D 1 transition
In atom ic rubidim . W e have constructed this source
to perform experim ents on interfacing quantum nfor-
m ation between light and atom s, in particular storage
[15,16]and R am an adiabatic transferring [17, 18] of light
In atom ic vapor. Sim ilar sources have been reported very
recently by two groups [19, 20]
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FIG . 1l: Quadrature noise spectrum of the squeezed vacuum

generated by the OPA, obtained by a sin ultaneous scan of
the local oscillator phase and the detection frequency. The
green line is the shot noise spectrum .

T he optical cavity of the OPA is ofbow-tie con gura—
tion com posed of urm irrors, am ong which two are at
and two are concave w ith a curvature radits of100mm .
The caviy is singly resonant for the generated 795-nm
wavelength. A s the output couplerwe use one ofthe at
cavity m irrors, which had a re ectivity of 93% . O ther
cavity m irrorshad an over 99.9% re ectivity. W ith these
param eters, the cavity had a 460-M H z three free spectral
range w ith the resonant line width of6 M Hz

The source emplys a 5-mm long periodically poled
KTIO PO, crystalas the nonlinear elem ent. T he crystal,
m anufactured by Raicol, featuresa 3175 m poling pe—
riod and double antire ection coating on both sides. Tt
isplaced at the beam waist between the curved m irrors.

The OPA ispumped by up to 240 mW of 3975 nm
Iight. The pump eld is the second ham onic of a fre—
quency stabilized titaniim -sapphire m aster laser. The
sam e laser is used to provide the local oscillator for the
hom odyne detector. The OPA caviy is locked at reso—
nance by m eans ofan addiionaldiode laser phase locked
to the m aster oscillator at 3 free spectral ranges of the
OPA cavity. The cavity lock is im plem ented using the
P ound-D rever-H allm ethod, using a beam m odulated at
20 M H z and propagating in the direction opposite to the
pum ped m ode.

T he circuit for hom odyne detection uses two Ham a—
m atsu S3883 photodiodes of 94% quantum e ciency In
a \back-to-back" con guration, akin to that em ployed in
Refs. [13, 14], ollowed by a O PA 847 operational pream —
pli er. T he detectorexhbits excellent linearity and an up
to 12-17 dB signalkto-noise ratio over a 100-M H z band—
w idth, wih local oscillator powersup to 10 mW .At a
1-M H z sideband relevant for this experin ent, the high—
est signalto-noise ratio of the detector exceeds 17 dB,
which, according to Eqg. (14), corresponds to equivalent
opticallossesofonly 2% . T he detector output is observed
In the frequency dom ain using an A gilent E SA spectrum
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FIG . 2: Experin ental results. a) Observed shot noise as a
function of the local oscillator power. A lso displayed is a
linear tand theelectronic noise level b) O bserved squeezing
as a function of the local oscillator power. The solid line is
calculated using Eq. 4).

analyzer.

F igure 1 show sthe electronic spectrum ofsqueezed vac—
uum eld generated by the OPA .Up to 3 dB ofsqueezing
is observed w ithin the cavity linew idth.

To verify the predictions of Eq. (14), we stabilize the
pump levelat 140 mW and set the soectrum analyzer to
run in the zero span m ode at a detection frequency ofl
M Hz. The signalto-noise ratio of the detector is varied
by changing the local oscillator intensity. At each in—
tensity value, we record three spectrum analyzer traces:
electronic noise (measured by blocking both photodi-
odes of the hom odyne detector), shot noise m easured
by blocking the squeezed vacuum signal) and the phase—
dependent squeezed vacuum quadrature. The highest
(0?2 i) and lowest (Q? i) quadrature noise levels of the
squeezing m easurem ent are then determ ined and nomm al-
ized to the shot noise kevel. The uncertainty of D% 1 is
estin ated as 0 2 dB ; it ism uch an aller for the shotnoise
and electronicnoise data. T he resuls of these m easure-
ments are shown in Fig. 2.

To detem ine the quantum e ciency, we use the fact
that for the pure squeezed state, the product ofthem ean
square quadrature uncertainties is the m ininum allowed
by the uncertainty principle, ie. W2, .. 02, . i=

1=4, where the nom alization factor corresponds to the
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FIG .3: Equivalent quantum e ciency eq asa function ofthe
detector’s signaltonoise ratio S. This ratio is expressed in
decibels as 10 Iog;, S . Both the experin ental resuls and the
theoreticalpreediction (14) (m ultiplied by an opticale ciency

factor o£ 0.51) are displayed.

shot noise kvel. A fter undergoing an optical loss, the
squeezed state rem ainsG aussian, but loses tspuriy. U s
Ing the beam splitter m odel of absorption, we nd that
upon propagating through an attenuator of tranam ission

, the quadrature noise reducesby a factorof ,butgains
excess vacuum noise of intensity 1

)=2; (15a)

(15b)

ii=hQl .. i+ @

*i=hoZ . i+ @ )=2:

M easuring ) 2 i and 1 ? i and solving Egs. (15), we can

nd the value of , ie. how much loss a pure squeezed
state would have experienced to generate the state w ith
the quadrature noise levels observed R1]:

erzi 1)@ 2m?i)
= p - : (16)
21'Qf i+ 2m2%i 2

The result of applying this m ethod to our squeezed vac—
uum data is digplayed in Fig. 3 along wih a t wih
Eqg. (14) multiplied by an overalle ciency factor of 0 51
(em erging due to various optical losses) . T he experin en—
taldata m atches well to the theoretical prediction.

f. Conclusion W e have found that there is a strong
sin ilarity between the e ects of optical absorption and
electronic noise on the state reconstructed by m eans of
opticalhom odyne tom ography. T herefore, the detector’s
G aussian electronic noise can be treated as an additional
optical loss which is related to the detector’s signalto—
noise ratio by Eq. (14). The nding is veried In a
squeezing experin ent involving a narrowband nonclas-
sical light source suitable for experim ents on Interfacing
quantum inform ation between light and atom s.
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