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Abstract

A generalanalysisofsqueezingtransform ationsfortwom odesystem sisgiven

based on the four dim ensionalrealsym plectic group Sp(4;<). W ithin the

fram ework ofthe unitary m etaplectic representation ofthisgroup,a distinc-

tion between com pact photon num ber conserving and noncom pact photon

num ber nonconserving squeezing transform ations is m ade. W e exploit the

Sp(4;<)� SO (3;2)localisom orphism and the U (2)invariantsqueezing cri-

terion to dividethesetofallsqueezing transform ationsinto a two param eter

fam ily ofdistinctequivalence classeswith representative elem entschosen for

each class.Fam iliartwo m odesqueezing transform ationsin theliteratureare

recognized in ourfram ework and seen toform asetofm easurezero.Exam ples

ofsqueezed coherentand therm alstatesare worked out.Theneed to extend

theheterodynedetection schem eto encom passallofU (2)isem phasized,and

known experim entalsituationswhereallU (2)elem entscan bereproduced are

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

Thetheoreticalanalysis[1]and experim ental[2],[3],[4]realization ofsqueezed statesof

radiation continue to receive a greatdealofattention. W hile m uch ofthe work so farhas

concerned itselfwith singlem odesituations[5],[6]som eanalysisoftwo-m odestateshasalso

been presented [7],[8].Othernonclassicale�ectsofradiation beyond second orderhavealso

received attention in theliterature[9].M orerecently,ageneralinvariantsqueezing criterion

forn-m odesystem shasbeen developed by som eofuselsewhere [10].

The purpose ofthe present paper is to study squeezing transform ations for two-m ode

system s, and to develop a classi�cation schem e for them m otivated by the above m en-

tioned invariant squeezing criterion. Basic to allsuch discussions is the four-dim ensional

realsym plectic group Sp(4;<),ofreallinearhom ogeneouscanonicaltransform ations,and

the unitary m etaplectic representation ofthis group acting on the Hilbert space ofstates

fora two-m ode quantum system . The structure ofthe noncom pact group Sp(4;<)(and

itsn-m odecounterpartSp(2n;<))leadsto a naturalseparation ofitselem entsinto passive

(com pact),and active (noncom pact) types. Here the adjectives passive and active m ean

totalphoton num ber conserving and nonconserving respectively. This group theoretical

fram ework givesusan unam biguousway ofde�ning precisely thefam ily ofsqueezing trans-

form ations;they aretheactiveelem entsofSp(4;<)and they do notform a subgroup.The

action ofthem axim alcom pact(passive)subgroup U(2)ofSp(4;<)on thesetofsqueezing

transform ationsby conjugation leadsto a naturalequivalencerelation,leading to theem er-

genceofequivalenceclassesand convenientrepresentativeelem entsaswell.In studying the

physicalproperties ofa state subjected to squeezing,therefore,we are able to isolate the

dependenceon intrinsicsqueezing param etersand separatethem from otherpassivefactors.

Asm ightbe expected,the single squeeze factor encountered in the studiesofsingle m ode

statesgetsenlarged hereto two independentintrinsic squeezefactors;and itturnsoutthat

the two m ode squeezing transform ationsso farstudied in the literature form a very sm all

subsetofalltheindependentavailablepossibilities.
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The m aterialin this paper is arranged as follows: Section II sets up the basic kine-

m aticsfortwo m ode system s,the Fock and Schr�odingerrepresentationsand the actionsof

Sp(4;<)on thecanonicalvariablesand states.Thevariancem atrix fora generalstateand

its change under Sp(4;<)are derived. After identifying the m axim alcom pact or passive

U(2) subgroup ofSp(4;<),the U(2) invariant squeezing criterion for two m ode system s

is discussed. Section III introduces the generators for the m etaplectic representation of

Sp(4;<)and brings out the connection to the SO (3;2)Lie algebra. The photon num ber

conserving com pact generators and the rem aining noncom pact ones are clearly identi�ed.

Based on thepolardecom position theorem forgeneralelem entsofSp(4;<)wearethen led

to a precise de�nition ofsqueezing transform ations:These aresingle exponentialsoflinear

com binationsofthenoncom pactm etaplectic generators.W e then proceed to break up the

setofallsqueezing transform ationsintoequivalenceclassesunderU(2)action.W e�nd that

these classesform a continuoustwo param eterfam ily describable by pointsin an octantin

a two dim ensionalplane.The fam iliesofCaves-Schum akertransform ationsand essentially

single m odetransform ationscorrespond to onedim ensionallinesbounding thisoctantand

so are ofm easure zero. Section IV applies ourform alism to two m ode squeezed coherent

and therm alstates.In Section V we seehow theheterodyne detection schem e �tsinto our

analysis. W e argue that itis necessary to experim entally realise allelem ents ofthe U(2)

subgroup ofSp(4;<);theheterodyneschem eonly handlesa oneparam etersubsetofU(2).

Two exam ples oftwo-m ode situations where allelem ents ofU(2) can be experim entally

realised arebriey described.Section VIcontainssom econcluding rem arks.

II.SY M P LEC T IC G R O U P FO R T W O M O D ES A N D T H E SQ U EEZIN G

C R IT ER IO N

W e consider two orthogonalm odes ofthe radiation �eld,with annihilation operators

aj;j= 1;2,and corresponding creation operatorsa
y

j.These two m odescould,forexam ple,

betwodi�erentfrequenciesforthesam eordi�erentpropagationdirectionsandpolarizations,
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twodi�erentpropagation directionsatacom m on frequency,twodi�erentpolarization states

ofplanewavesdegeneratein frequency and direction ofpropagation,etc.W earrangethese

operatorsin theform ofa four-com ponentcolum n vector:

�
(c) = (�(c)a )=

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

a1

a2

a
y

1

a
y

2

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

;

a = 1;2;3;4: (2.1)

Thesuperscript(c)indicatesthattheentriesherearecom plex,i.e.,nonherm itian,operators.

Fordiscussion ofquadrature squeezing,however,we need to also dealwith the herm itian

quadrature com ponents ofthese operators. Therefore we de�ne another colum n vector �

with fourherm itian entries,related to �(c) by a �xed num ericalm atrix,asfollows:

� = (�a)=

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

q1

q2

p1

p2

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

;

qj =
1
p
2
(aj + a

y

j) ; pj =
�i
p
2
(aj � a

y

j);

�
(c) = 
� ; � = 
� 1 �(c);


= (
 � 1)y =
1
p
2

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

1 0 i 0

0 1 0 i

1 0 �i 0

0 1 0 �i

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

: (2.2)

Thecanonicalcom m utation relationscan now bewritten eitherin term sof� or(in two

ways)in term sof�(c):

[�a;�b]= i�ab;

[�(c)a ;�
(c)

b ]= �ab;
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[�(c)a ;�
(c)

b
y]= (�3)ab;

(�ab)=

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

0 0 1 0

0 0 0 1

�1 0 0 0

0 �1 0 0

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

;

((�3)ab) =

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

1 0 0 0

0 1 0 0

0 0 �1 0

0 0 0 �1

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

: (2.3)

A generalreallinearhom ogeneoustransform ation on the q’sand p’sisdescribed by a

4� 4 realm atrix S acting asfollows:

� ! �
0= S�

�
0
a = Sab�b: (2.4)

Ifthe�0a areto satisfy thesam ecom m utation relationsasthe�a,thecondition on S is:

S � S
T = �: (2.5)

Thisisthede�ning property fortheelem entsofthegroup Sp(4;<),which isa noncom pact

group:

Sp(4;<)=
n

S = 4� 4realm atrix
�
�
� S � S

T = �
o

: (2.6)

Notethat� = ��� 1 itselfisan elem entofSp(4;<)whereas�3 isnot.Further,S 2 Sp(4;<)

im plies�S;ST;S� 1 = � ST�T 2 Sp(4;<)and detS = 1 forevery S 2 Sp(4;<).

The action ofSp(4;<)on the nonherm itian operators�(c)a is by a (generally) com plex

m atrix S(c) related to S by conjugation with 
:

S 2 Sp(4;<): �0= S� )

�(c)0= S(c) �(c);

S(c) = 
S 
 y: (2.7)
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W e denote the Hilbertspace on which � and �(c) actby H .Since the herm iticity prop-

ertiesand com m utation relationsofthe �a are m aintained by the transform ation (2.4)for

any S 2 Sp(4;<),and since the �a act irreducibly on H ,it follows from the Stone-von

Neum ann theorem [11]thatitshould be possible to constructa unitary operatorU(S)on

H im plem enting (2.4)via conjugation:

S 2 Sp(4;<):Sab�b = U(S)� 1 �a U(S);

U(S)y U(S)= 1 on H : (2.8)

ThisU(S),foreach S,isclearly arbitrary upto (and only upto by virtue ofirreducibility)

an S-dependentphase. Even afterm aking use ofthisfreedom ,however,itturnsoutthat

wecannotchoosetheoperatorsU(S)forvariousS so asto giveusa trueunitary represen-

tation ofSp(4;<)on H . Rather,afterm axim um sim pli�cation,they give usa two-valued

representation ofthisgroup [12]:

S1;S2 2 Sp(4;<):U(S1)U(S2)= �U(S1S2): (2.9)

AlternativelywecanregardtheU(S),chosen soastoobeythiscom position law,asproviding

a trueand faithfulunitary representation ofthefour-dim ensionalm etaplecticgroup M p(4),

which in turn isa two-fold coverofSp(4;<).In theliteraturetheoperatorsU(S)areoften

said to provide them etaplectic representation ofSp(4;<).The connection between M p(4)

and Sp(4;<)hassom esim ilarity with theonebetween SU(2)and SO (3)fam iliarin angular

m om entum theory.

Now weconsiderphysicalstatesofthetwo-m odesystem ,theaction ofSp(4;<)on them ,

and the statem ent ofa suitable squeezing criterion. Let� be the density operatorofany

(pure orm ixed)state ofthe two-m ode radiation �eld. W ith no lossofgenerality we m ay

assum e thatthe m eans Tr(��a)of�a vanish in thisstate. (Any non-zero valuesforthese

m eanscan alwaysbereinstated by a suitablephasespacedisplacem entwhich hasno e�ect

on the squeezing properties).Squeezing involvesthe setofallsecond ordernoise m om ents

ofthe quadrature operatorsqj and pj. To handle them collectively we de�ne the variance

ornoisem atrix V forthestate� asfollows:
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V = (Vab);

Vab = Vba =
1

2
Tr(�f�a;�bg): (2.10)

Thisde�nition isvalid fora system with any num berofm odes.Fora two-m ode system it

can bewritten explicitly in term sofqj and pj as:

V =

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

hq21i hq1q2i
1

2
hfq1;p1gi hq1p2i

hq1q2i hq22i hq2p1i
1

2
hfq2;p2gi

1

2
hfq1;p1gi hq2p1i hp2

1
i hp1p2i

hq1p2i
1

2
hfq2;p2gi hp1p2i hp2

2
i

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

(2.11)

Thism atrix isrealsym m etric positivede�niteand obeysadditionalinequalitiesexpressing

theHeisenberg uncertainty principleofquantum m echanics[10].

W hen thestate� istransform ed toanew state�0by theunitary operatorU(S)forsom e

S 2 Sp(4;<),we see easily from eqs (2.8,2.10) that the variance m atrix V undergoes a

sym m etric sym plectic transform ation:

S 2 Sp(4;<):�0= U(S)� U(S)� 1 )

V 0= S V S
T
: (2.12)

Thistransform ation law forV preservesallthepropertiesm entioned ateq.(2.11).

Towardssettingup asqueezing criterion,weidentify an im portantsubgroup ofSp(4;<),

nam ely itsm axim alcom pactsubgroup K � U(2). Thisconsistsofm atricesS 2 Sp(4;<)

having a speci�c block form determ ined by two-dim ensionalunitary m atricesbelonging to

U(2):

K = U(2)=
n

S(X ;Y )2 Sp(4;<)
�
�
� U = X � iY 2 U(2)

o

� Sp(4;<);

S(X ;Y )=

0

B
B
@

X Y

�Y X

1

C
C
A : (2.13)

]HereX and Y aretherealand im aginary partsofU;and theunitary condition U y U = 1

on U ensures that S(X ;Y ) obeys the sym plectic condition (2.5). W e also recognise that
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thissubgroup K istheintersection ofthesym plecticand theorthogonalgroupsin fourreal

dim ensions,nam ely

K = U(2)= Sp(4;<)\ O (4):

S(X ;Y )(� or1)S(X ;Y )T = � or1: (2.14)

Thecom plex form S(c)(X ;Y )corresponding toS(X ;Y ),and which actson �(c),israther

sim ple;itisgiven by

S
(c)(X ;Y )� S

(c)(U)

=

0

B
B
@

X � iY 0

0 X + iY

1

C
C
A (2.15)

Thusthem axim alcom pactsubgroup ofSp(4;<)m ixesa1 and a2 unitarily,butdoesnotm ix

theaj with thea
y

j.Thisfactm ay beexplained by saying thatthesubgroup U(2)ofSp(4;<)

consistsofpassive,ortotalphoton num berconserving,transform ations.

W e see that the physicalrequirem ent that the totalnum ber ofphotons be conserved

singlesoutauniquem axim alcom pactsubgroup ofSp(4;R)outofm any equivalentones.In

contrast,elem entsofSp(4;<)outsidethesubgroup U(2)arenon-com pactelem entswhich do

notconservetotalphoton num ber,andsodescribeactivetransform ations.(Theseproperties

ofcom pactand non-com pactelem entsofSp(4;<)willbecom etransparentwhen weidentify

theirgeneratorsin thefollowing Section).

Ashasbeen discussed in detailelsewhere[10],[13],foram ultim odesystem itisphysically

reasonable to set up a de�nition ofsqueezing which is invariant under the subgroup of

passive transform ations ofthe fullsym plectic group. For the present case oftwo-m ode

system s, we evidently need a U(2)-invariant squeezing criterion. That is,our de�nition

m ustbesuch thatifastate� with variancem atrix V isfound tobesqueezed,then thestate

U(S(X ;Y ))� U(S(X ;Y ))� 1 with variance m atrix V 0= S(X ;Y )V S(X ;Y )T m ustalso be

squeezed,forany U = X � iY 2 U(2).

Conventionally a stateissaid to besqueezed ifany oneofthediagonalelem entsofV is

lessthan 1/2.Thediagonalelem entscorrespond,ofcourse,to uctuationsin the\chosen"
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set ofquadrature com ponents ofthe system . The U(2)-invariant de�nition is as follows:

thestate� isa quadraturesqueezed stateifeithersom ediagonalelem entofV islessthan

1/2 (and then we say thatthe state is m anifestly squeezed),orsom e diagonalelem ent of

V 0= S(X ;Y )V S(X ;Y )T forsom eU = X � iY 2 U(2)islessthan 1/2:

� isa squeezed state ,

�

S(X ;Y )V S(X ;Y )T
�

aa
<
1

2

forsom ea and som eX � iY 2 U(2): (2.16)

Thatis,runningoverS(X ;Y )2 K isthesam easrunningoverallpossiblesetsofquadrature

com ponents. W e m ay say thatsince any elem ent ofU(2)passively m ixes the two m odes,

theappropriateS(X ;Y )2 K which achievestheaboveinequality forsom ea (assum ing the

given V perm itsthe sam e)justchoosesthe rightcom bination ofquadraturesto m ake the

otherwisepossibly hidden squeezing m anifest.

To im plem entthisde�nition in practice,itwould appearthateven ifa stateisintrinsi-

cally squeezed,we m ay have to explicitly �nd a suitable U(2)transform ation which when

applied to V m akes the squeezing m anifest. This however could be com plicated. Here

the point to be noticed and appreciated is that diagonalisation ofa noise m atrix V gen-

erally requires a realorthogonaltransform ation belonging to SO (4)which m ay notlie in

U(2)= O (4)\ Sp(4;<).Itisthereforerem arkablethat,asshown in [10],theU(2)-invariant

squeezing criterion (2.16)can be expressed in term s ofthe spectrum ofeigenvalues ofV ,

nam ely:

� isa squeezed state , ‘(V )= leasteigenvalueofV <
1

2
: (2.17)

Thatis,while the diagonalization ofV isin generalnotpossible within K = U(2)which

isa propersubgroup ofO (4),any one particular(and hence the sm allest)eigenvalue ofV

can be m ade to becom e one ofthe diagonalelem ents ofV transform ed by an appropri-

ate S(X ;Y ) 2 K . In other words any quadrature com ponent can be taken to any other

quadraturecom ponentby a suitableelem entofU(2).W eshallin thesequelwork with the
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U(2)-invariantsqueezing criterion (2.16,2.17).

III.T H E SP (4;<)� SO (3;2) C O N N EC T IO N A N D C LA SSIFIC AT IO N O F

T W O -M O D E SQ U EEZIN G T R A N SFO R M AT IO N S

W e have shown in the previous Section that the group Sp(4;<) of linear canonical

transform ations contains two kinds ofelem ents: passive totalphoton-num ber conserving

elem ents belonging to the m axim alcom pact subgroup K = U(2);and active noncom pact

elem entslying outsidethissubgroup,and which do notconservetotalphoton num ber.Itis

clearfrom the U(2)-invariantsqueezing criterion (2.16,2.17)thatthe form erelem entscan-

notproduce squeezing. Thisisbecause the corresponding changesin the variance m atrix,

V 0 = S(X ;Y )V S(X ;Y )T,being sim ilarity transform ationspreserve the eigenvalue spec-

trum ofV ;hence‘(V )� 1=2 im plies‘(V 0)� 1=2 and conversely forevery S(X ;Y )2 U(2).

Thenoncom pactelem entsofSp(4;<),on theotherhand,whiletheydonotform asubgroup,

havethepotentialtoproduceasqueezed statestartingfrom anonsqueezed state.Thusthey

m aybecalled squeezingtransform ations.Thefollowingquestionsthen naturallyarise:what

arethereally distinctsqueezing transform ationswhich arenotrelated to each otherby just

passive transform ations,and how can they beinvariantly labelled orparam etrised?

To answerthesequestionsitisusefulto work attheleveloftheLiealgebra Sp(4;<)of

Sp(4;<),and theherm itian generatorsoftheunitarym etaplecticrepresentation U(S)acting

on H . As is wellknown,these generators are basically allpossible herm itian sym m etric

quadratic expressions in the canonicalvariables q and p. They m ay be expressed m ore

transparently forourpurposesin term sofa’sand ay’s. W hile itispossible to setup the

generatorsin a uniform m annerforallSp(2n;<),in the two-m odecase we can exploitthe

factthatthe group Sp(4;<)islocally isom orphic to the de Sittergroup SO (3;2)[14],as

they share the sam e Lie algebra. W e therefore choose the basisforSp(4;<)to m ake this

explicit;it helps us visualise geom etrically the analysis to follow [15]. W e de�ne the ten

generatorsQ,Jr,K r,Lr,r= 1;2;3 ofSp(4;R)as:
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Q =
1

2
(N + 1)=

1

2
(a

y

1a1 + a
y

2a2 + 1); (3.1a)

J1 =
1

2
(a

y

1a2 + a
y

2a1);

J2 =
i

2
(a

y

2a1 � a
y

1a2);

J3 =
1

2
(a

y

1a1 � a
y

2a2); (3.1b)

K 1 =
1

4
(a

y

1

2 + a
2

1
� a

y

2

2 � a
2

2
);

K 2 = �
i

4
(a

y

1

2 � a
2

1 + a
y

2

2 � a
2

2);

K 3 = �
1

2
(a

y

1a
y

2 + a1a2); (3.1c)

L1 =
i

4
(a

y

1

2 � a
2

1
� a

y

2

2 + a
2

2
);

L2 =
1

4
(a

y

1

2 + a
2

1
+ a

y

2

2 + a
2

2
);

L3 = �
i

2
(a

y

1a
y

2 � a1a2): (3.1d)

These particular quadratic expressions in aj and a
y

j are chosen because the com m utation

relationshavea suggestive sim pleform :

[Jr;Js]= i�rstJt;

[Q;Jr]= 0; (3.2a)

[Jr;K s orLs]= i�rst(K torLt);

[Q;K r � iLr]= �(K r � iLr); (3.2b)

[K r;K s]= [Lr;Ls]= �i�rstJt;

[K r;Ls]= i�rsQ: (3.2c)

Com paring and com bining the above two setsofequationswe see thatthe fouroperators

Q and Jr are the photon-num ber conserving generators of U(2) (being respectively the

generatorsoftheU(1)and SU(2)partsofU(2));whilethesix operatorsK r and Lr arethe

noncom pactgeneratorsofsqueezing transform ations.

Theconnection toSO (3;2)becom esevidentby regardingthesegeneratorsasthevarious

com ponentsofanantisym m etricsetM A B = �M B A ,wheretheindicesA;B goovertherange
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1;2;:::;5:

Q = M 45; Jr=
1

2
�rstM st;

K r = M r4; Lr= M r5: (3.3)

Then thecom m utation relations(3.2)takeon thedeSitterform

[M A B ;M C D ]= i(gA C M B D � gB C M A D + gA D M C B � gB D M C A );

gA B = diag:(+1;+1;+1;�1;�1): (3.4)

In thispicture,Q;Jr aregeneratorsofrotationsin the4-5 planeand in the1-2-3 subspace

respectively,togetherm akingup them axim alcom pactSO (2)� SO (3)subgroup ofSO (3;2).

W ith respectto the Fock ortwo m ode photon num berbasisjn1;n2iforH the situation is

thatallthesevectorswith a �xed totalnum bern = n1 + n2,(n + 1)in all,areeigenvectors

ofQ with a com m on eigenvalue (n + 1)=2;and they sim ultaneously provide the spin n=2

representation ofthe SO (3) subgroup generated by Jr. On the other hand,the K r and

Lr;r = 1;2;3 are noncom pact Lorentz boost generators in the r � 4 and r � 5 planes

respectively.

W ith thisalgebraic background,we go on to considertwo-m ode squeezing transform a-

tions. Itisa wellknown fact[15][16]thateach m atrix S 2 Sp(4;<)can be decom posed,

globally and uniquely,into the product oftwo particular kinds ofSp(4;<)m atrices: one

factorbelongsto thesubgroup K ,theotherto a subset� de�ned in thefollowing way:

�=
n

S 2 Sp(4;<)
�
�
� S

T = S = positivede�nite
o

� Sp(4;<): (3.5)

W eshallhereafterdenoteelem entsin � by P;P 0;:::.The decom position m entioned above

isthen:

S 2 Sp(4;<) : S = P S(X ;Y );

P 2 �;

X � iY 2 U(2); (3.6)
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with both factorsbeing uniquely determ ined by S.Thisisthe form in the presentcontext

ofthe fam iliarpolardecom position form ula [17]fora generalm atrix. Forthe m etaplectic

operatorsU(S)wehavethecorresponding statem ent

U(S)= U(P)U(S(X ;Y ));

U(P)= exp
h

i(reallinearcom bination of ~K and ~L)
i

;

U(S(X ;Y ))= exp
h

i(reallinearcom bination of Q and ~J)
i

: (3.7)

W e m ay now identify precisely the m ost generalsqueezing transform ation within the

Sp(4;<)fram ework,astheoperatorU(P)characterised by twonum ericalthree-dim ensional

vectors~k,~lappearing ascoe�cientsof ~K and ~L in theexponent:

U(~k;~l)= exp
h

i(~k�~K + ~l�~L)
i

: (3.8)

Thuswereservethenam esqueezingtransform ationsfortheseelem entsof�within Sp(4;<),

represented in the m etaplectic representation by a single exponentialfactor. (Itiswellto

keep in m ind that � is not a subgroup, so the product oftwo such single exponential

squeezing transform ationsisin generalnota sim ilarsingle exponential. Thisisanalogous

to thewellknown factthattheproductoftwo SO (3;1)Lorentz boostsisnotjusta boost

buta boostfollowed orpreceded by a rotation called theW ignerrotation [18]).

W e m ay relate the decom position (3.7) ofa generalm etaplectic transform ation to a

generalquadraticHam iltonian quitedirectly.Anysuch Ham iltonian containingboth photon

conservingand nonconservingterm swith possiblytim edependentcoe�cientswould lead via

theSchr�odingerequation to a unitary �nitetim eevolution operatorwhich can beuniquely

decom posed intotheproductform (3.7).Thus,integration oftheSchr�odingerequation leads

in generalto a speci�cpassivefactorand anotherspeci�csqueezing transform ation.In case

the Ham iltonian istim e independent and a com bination only ofthe generators ~K and ~L,

thisevolution operatorisalready oftheform U(P).

Since we have a U(2)-invariant squeezing criterion,as we have seen,elem ents ofU(2)

have no e�ecton the squeezed ornonsqueezed statusofany given state. Thism eansthat

14



the U(2) transform , by conjugation,ofa squeezing transform ation is another squeezing

transform ation which should be regarded asequivalentto the �rstone. Itisclearthat,in

any case,any equivalence relation am ong squeezing transform ationsasde�ned by usabove

should bebased on processeswhich takeonesqueezing transform ation to another.

Now from thecom m utation relations(3.2b)wecan seethatthegenerators ~K ,~L,and the

squeezing transform ationsU(~k;~l)de�ned in eq.(3.8),behave asfollowsunderconjugation

by elem entsofU(2):

e
i�Q

�
~K � i~L

�

e
�i�Q = e

�i�
�
~K � i~L

�

;

e
i~� �~J (K r orLr)e

�i~� �~J = R sr(~�)(K s orLs); (3.9a)

e
i�QU(~k;~l)e�i�Q = U(~k0;~l0);

0

B
B
@

~k0

~l0

1

C
C
A =

0

B
B
@

cos� � sin�

sin� cos�

1

C
C
A

0

B
B
@

~k

~l

1

C
C
A ; (3.9b)

e
i~� �~JU(~k;~l)e�i~� �

~J = U(~k00;~l00);

k
00
r orl

00
r = R rs(~�)(ks orls); (3.9c)

R rs(~�)= �rscos� + �r�s
1� cos�

�2
+ �rst�t

sin�

�
;

� = j~�j: (3.9d)

Herewehavelisted separately thee�ectsofU(1)and SU(2)within U(2)on thegenerators

and thesqueezing transform ations.Thequestionsraised atthestartofthisSection can now

be posed m ore precisely: Ifthe set ofsqueezing transform ations U(~k;~l) is separated into

distinctnonoverlapping equivalenceclassesbased on theU(2)action (3.9),how can wecon-

veniently chooseU(2)-invariantparam eterstolabeltheseclasses,and then pick aconvenient

representative elem entfrom each class? W eanswerthesequestionsin thissequence.

Itisclearthatweneed toconstructacom pletesetofindependentexpressionsin~k and~l,

invariantunderboth U(1)and SU(2)actions(3.9b,3.9c).W ebegin by de�ning them atrix

M ofscalarproductsam ong~k and ~l,which isthen SU(2)invariant:
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M (~k;~l)=

0

B
B
@

~k�~k ~k�~l

~k�~l ~l�~l

1

C
C
A : (3.10)

Thisisa real,sym m etricpositivesem i-de�nitem atrix.W ith respectto U(1)action,wesee

from eq. (3.9b)thatM (~k;~l)undergoesa sim ilarity transform ation by the rotation m atrix

ofangle�:

M (~k0;~l0)= R(�)M (~k;~l)R(�)� 1;

R(�)=

0

B
B
@

cos� � sin�

sin� cos�

1

C
C
A : (3.11)

Onenow seesthattherearetwo independentU(2)invariantsthatcan beform ed:

= 1(~k;~l)= detM (~k;~l)= j~k^ ~lj2;

= 2(~k;~l)= TrM (~k;~l)= j~kj2 + j~lj2; (3.12)

and itiseasily checked thatthereareno otherinvariantsindependentofthese.

Next let us tackle the problem s of�nding convenient param eters and representative

squeezing transform ationsfortheU(2)equivalence classes,oneforeach class.W eseefrom

eq. (3.12) that if= 1 > 0 (i.e. = 1 6= 0) then the two vectors~k and ~lare both nonzero

and nonparallel;while if= 1 = 0 they are parallel(and one ofthem could vanish). These

are therefore clearly di�erentgeom etricalsituations. Starting with the m atrix M (~k;~l),we

see from its U(1) transform ation law (3.11) that by a suitable choice ofthe angle � we

can arrange the transform ed m atrix M (~k0;~l0) to be diagonal,and in the case ofunequal

eigenvalues to place the larger eigenvalue in the �rst position. This m eans that in each

equivalenceclassofsqueezing transform ationstherecertainly areelem entsU(~k;~l)forwhich

~k �~l= 0 and j~kj� j~lj. Thisstillleaves usthe freedom ofaction by SU(2). W e m ay now

exploitthisfreedom to putthe (m utually perpendicular)vectors~k and ~linto a convenient

geom etricalcon�guration. A look atthe form softhe noncom pactgenerators ~K and ~L in

eq.(3.1)suggeststhatwechoose~k and ~lasfollows:

~k = (0;a;0); ~l= (b;0;0); a � b: (3.13)

16



(A furtherreason forthischoice willem erge shortly). = 1 and = 2 can now be evaluated in

term sofa;bto obtain therelations

= 1(~k;~l)= a
2
b
2
;

= 2(~k;~l)= a
2 + b

2
;

a � b� 0 ; (a;b)6= (0;0): (3.14)

W ith this param etrisation we can now say: there is a two-fold in�nity ofdistinct equiva-

lence classes ofsqueezing transform ationsfortwo-m ode system s,each classcorresponding

uniquely and unam biguously toa point(a;b)in theoctanta � b� 0in thereala� bplane,

excludingtheorigin.Di�erentpointsin theoctantcorrespond tointrinsically distinctequiv-

alence classes.W ithin an equivalence classdeterm ined by a point(a;b),ofcourse,onecan

connect di�erent squeezing transform ations U(~k;~l)by conjugation with suitable U(2)ele-

m ents.Given a squeezing transform ation P 2 �� Sp(4;<)itsclass(a;b)isdeterm ined by

solving theequations

Tr(P)= 2[cosh
(a� b)

2
+ cosh

(a+ b)

2
]

Tr(P 2)= 2[cosh(a� b)+ cosh(a+ b)] (3.15)

subjectto theconditionson a and bappearing in eq.(3.14).

Then wehavethefollowing convenienttwo-m odesqueezing transform ation representing

theequivalence class(a;b):

U (0)(a;b)= U (0)(a;0)U (0)(0;b);

U (0)(a;0)= exp(iaK 2)

= exp

�
�ia

2
(q1p1 + p2q2)

�

;

U (0)(0;b)= exp(ibL1)

= exp

"

ib

2
(q1p1 � q2p2)

#

: (3.16)

Thetwo factorsU (0)(a;0)and U (0)(0;b)com m uteand m ay bewritten in eitherorder,since

according to eq.(3.2c)thenoncom pactgeneratorsK 2 and L1 com m ute.
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Finallyonecaneasilycalculatethesym plecticm atrixS(0)(a;b)2 Sp(4;<),corresponding

to them etaplecticoperatorU (0)(a;b),by using eq.(2.8).Theresultis:

U (0)(a;b)� 1 � U(0)(a;b)= S
(0)(a;b)�;

S
(0)(a;b)= diag.

�

e
(a� b)=2

;e
(a+ b)=2

;e
� (a� b)=2

;e
� (a+ b)=2

�

: (3.17)

Now we can clarify that the particular choice (3.13) was dictated by the desire to have

S(0)(a;b) diagonal. This elem ent ofSp(4;<) describes independent reciprocalscalings of

thestandard quadraturecom ponentsofeach m ode.Thisam ountsto showing geom etrically

thatitispossibleto diagonaliseevery P 2 � using conjugation by U(2).

W e illustrate our classi�cation schem e oftwo-m ode squeezing transform ations by giv-

ing two exam ples. The extensively studied Caves-Schum aker [6]transform ation uses the

operator

U(C-S)(z)= exp
�

za
y

1 a
y

2 � z
?
a1 a2

�

: (3.18)

By appearance, this attem pts to involve or entangle the two m odes m axim ally. In our

notation thissqueezing transform ation correspondsto thegeneratorcom bination

za
y

1 a
y

2 � z
?
a1 a2 = i(~k�~K + ~l�~L);

~k = �2(0;0;Im z);

~l= 2(0;0;Rez): (3.19)

Thustheinvariantparam etersa and bhavevalues

a = 2jzj; b= 0: (3.20)

The Caves-Schum aker squeezing transform ations,and theirU(2)conjugates,alltaken to-

gether,form a one-param eterfam ily orone-dim ensionalline,in the a� b octant. In that

sensethey area setofm easurezero.

Anotherinteresting caseisa squeezing transform ation thatrefersessentially to a single

m odebutm asqueradesasa two-m odetransform ation:
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U(z;�;�)= exp
h

z(�?a
y

1 + �
?
a
y

2)
2 � z

?(�a1 + �a2)
2
i

;

j�j2 + j�j2 = 1: (3.21)

Aftersom esim plealgebra we�nd

U(z;�;�)= exp
h

i(~k�~K + ~l�~L)
i

;

~k+ i~l= 2z
�

�i(�?2 � �
?2);(�?2 + �

?2);2i�?�?
�

: (3.22)

Theassociated invariantsand param etersare

= 1 = 16jzj4; = 2 = 8jzj2;

a = b= 2jzj: (3.23)

Theseequivalence classesthusliealong thelinea = bin theoctant,again a one-param eter

fam ily ofzero m easure.Ourresultsaredepicted in Figure1.

W e note here that the size ofan equivalence class depends sensitively upon the point

(a;b).Sincefora 6= 0;b6= 0and a 6= bnoneofthegeneratorsofU(2)oralinearcom bination

ofthem com m ute with aK 2 + bL1,wehavea fullfourparam eterequivalenceclass.Forthe

casesa 6= 0;b= 0,and a = b,respectively,the vanishing ofthe com m utators[J2;K 2]and

[Q + J3;K 2 + L1]leadsto reduction ofthedim ensionality oftheequivalence classto three.

W econclude thisSection with a few com m ents.Each point(a;b)in theoctantdenotes

an equivalence classofsqueezing transform ations,whose dependenceson a and bwould be

ofphysicalsigni�cance and would show up in a variety ofU(2)-invariantproperties. The

two-m odetransform ationsso fardiscussed in theliteratureliebasically along thetwo lines

shown in Figure1.In thissense,m ostoftheintrinsically distincttwo-m odetransform ations,

theire�ectson variousstates,etc.,rem ain to be explored. Those equivalence classes(a;b)

forwhich a > binvolvethetwo m odesin an essentialway.W em ay say purely qualitatively

thatthe distance ofthe point(a;b)from the line a = b,orperhapsbetterthe expression

(1� b=a),isa m easure ofthe extentto which two independentm odesare involved in the

transform ation. In this sense,as rem arked earlier,the Caves-Schum aker transform ations

involve two m odesm axim ally.
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IV .SQ U EEZED C O H ER EN T A N D T H ER M A L STAT ES FO R T W O M O D ES

The generaltwo m ode coherent state with com plex two-com ponent displacem ent ~� =

(�1;�2)isde�ned by

j~�i= exp
�

~� � ~ay � ~�? � ~a
�

j0;0i

= exp

�

�
1

2
j�1j

2 �
1

2
j�2j

2

�

exp
�

�1a
y

1 + �2a
y

2

�

j0;0i: (4.1)

Forthisstatethem eansofthequadraturecom ponents�a do notvanish in general:

h~�j�j~�i=
p
2(Re�1;Re�2;Im �1;Im �2)

T
: (4.2)

Thevariancem atrix ishoweverindependentof~�:

V (j~�i)= V
�

j~0i
�

=
1

2
14� 4: (4.3)

The m ostgeneralsqueezed coherentstate isobtained by applying U(P)forsom e P 2

�� Sp(4;<)toj~�iforsom e ~�.ThisU(P)isconjugate,viasom eU(2)elem ent,toU (0)(a;b)

forsom ea;b.Now thee�ectofa U(2)transform ation on j~�iisto giveusanothercoherent

state j~�0i, ~�0 being the U(2) transform of ~�. But the variance m atrix is in any case ~�-

independent. To exam ine the U(2)-invariant squeezing condition,therefore,it su�ces to

exam inetheparticularclassofsqueezed coherentstates

j~�;a;bi= U (0)(a;b)j~�i: (4.4)

From eqs(2.12,3.17),thecalculation ofthevariancem atrix forthisstateistrivial,and itis

in factdiagonal:

V (j~�;a;bi) = S
(0)(a;b)V (j~�i) S(0)(a;b)

=
1

2
S
(0)(2a;2b)

=
1

2
diag.

�

e
(a� b)

;e
(a+ b)

;e
(b� a)

;e
� (a+ b)

�

: (4.5)

Sincea and barenonnegative,and in addition a+ b> 0,weseethattheleasteigenvalueof

thisvariancem atrix is

20



‘(V (j~�;a;bi))=
1

2
e
� (a+ b)

<
1

2
: (4.6)

Thesestatesarethusalwayssqueezed.

Ifwe apply any passive U(2)transform ation S(X ;Y )to any one ofthe states j~�;a;bi

de�ned above,thevariancem atrixwillin generalchangeasV ! V 0= S(X ;Y )V S(X ;Y )T;

butitseigenvalue spectrum ,and in particular‘(V ),rem ainsunaltered.Thusallthestates

sym bolically written asU(U(2))j~�;a;bi,forvariousU(2)elem ents,aresqueezed tothesam e

extentasj~�;a;bi,and have‘(V )given by eq.(4.6).

The Schr�odingerwave functionsforthe subfam ily ofsqueezed coherentstates(4.4)are

particularly sim ple,since they are products ofsingle m ode squeezed coherent state wave-

functions:

hq0
1
;q

0
2
j~�;a;bi=  

(0)(q0
1
;�1;a� b) (0)(q0

2
;�2;a+ b)

 
(0)(q0;�;a)=

e� a=4

�1=4
exp

�

i� Im � �
1

2

�

q
0
e
� a=2 �

p
2�

�2
�

: (4.7)

(For a generalstate U(U(2))j~�;a;bi,we do not expect such a product form ). W hen we

setb= 0 (Caves-Schum akerlim it),both factorsshow thesam e am ountofsqueezing;while

when we set a = b (essentially single m ode situation) we see squeezing only in the factor

referring to thesecond m ode.Thesefeaturesareaswewould haveexpected.

The next exam ple we look at is the case ofa two-m ode therm alstate subjected to

squeezing. The m otivation in m aking this choice is that the starting density operator is

explicitly U(2) invariant. The norm alized density operatorcorresponding to inverse tem -

perature� = �h!=kT isdescribed in theFock and Schr�odingerrepresentationsby:

�0(�)= (1� e
� �)2 exp

h

��(a
y

1 a1 + a
y

2 a2)
i

= (1� e
� �)2

1X

n1;n2= 0

e
� �(n1+ n2)jn1;n2ihn1;n2j; (4.8a)

�0(q
0
1;q

0
2;q

00
1;q

00
2;�)=

2

�
tanh

2
�

2
exp

"

�
1

2

 

tanh
�

2
+ coth

�

2

!
�

q
0
1

2 + q
0
2

2 + q
00
1

2 + q
00
2

2
�

�

 

tanh
�

2
� coth

�

2

!

(q0
1
q
00
1
+ q

0
2
q
00
2
)

#

; (4.8b)
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with U(2)invarianceexpressed by

e
i�Q

�0(�)e
�i�Q = e

i~� �~J
�0(�)e

�i~� �~J = �0(�): (4.9)

Therefore itsu�ces to exam ine the propertiesofthe density operatorobtained by conju-

gating �0(�)with U
(0)(a;b):

�(�;a;b)= U(0)(a;b)�0(�)U
(0)(a;b)� 1: (4.10)

Them ostgeneralsqueezed therm alstateisevidently

U(U(2))�(�;a;b)U(U(2))� 1; (4.11)

butthishasthesam esqueezing propertiesas�(�;a;b).

Forthetherm alstate�0(�)thevariancem atrix iswellknown [10]:

V (�0(�))=
1

2
coth

�

2
14� 4 (4.12)

Thereforefortheparticularsetofsqueezed therm alstates(4.10),wehavediagonalvariance

m atrices:

V (�(�;a;b)) = S
(0)(a;b)V (�0(�)) S

(0)(a;b)T

=
1

2
coth

�

2
S
(0)(2a;2b)

=
1

2
coth

�

2
diag.

�

e
(a� b)

;e
(a+ b)

;e
(b� a)

;e
� a� b

�

: (4.13)

Theleasteigenvalueisevidently

‘(V )=
1

2
coth

�

2
e
� (a+ b)

; (4.14)

so fora given tem perature,squeezing setsin when

a+ b> lncoth
�

2
: (4.15)

In Figure 1,this region consists ofallpoints in the a � b octant to the rightof the line

a + b = lncoth�=2,which is a line perpendicular to the line a = b and at a distance

lncoth(�=2)=
p
2 from theorigin.
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V . D ET EC T IO N SC H EM ES A N D R O LE O F U (2) T R A N SFO R M AT IO N S

W e have so farnotspeci�ed in any detailthe two orthogonalm odesofradiation being

subjected to squeezing.Letusatthispointconsiderasituation wellstudied experim entally

bytheheterodynedetection schem e[19].Herethetwom odesdi�eronlyslightlyinfrequency,

butareotherwise sim ilar.In thiskind ofexperim entalarrangem ent,whatisactually m ea-

sured isthe uctuation ofa certain photocurrent,and thisin turn givesthe uctuation or

varianceoftheq-quadraturecom ponentofaparticular(passive)com bination oftheoriginal

m odes.Thecom binationsofa1 and a2 thatareinvolved form theone-param eterfam ily

a( )=
1
p
2
(a1 + a2)e

� i =2
; 0�  < 4�: (5.1)

Thiscan beregarded asthe�rstcom ponentofa U(2)-transform ed paira0
1
,a0

2
:

0

B
B
@

a01

a0
2

1

C
C
A =

1
p
2

0

B
B
@

e� i =2 e� i =2

�ei =2 ei =2

1

C
C
A

0

B
B
@

a1

a2

1

C
C
A ;

a
0
1
� a( ): (5.2)

Theherm itian quadraturecom ponentwhoseuctuation ism easured is

q( )=
1
p
2

�

a( )+ a( )y
�

=
1
p
2
(q1 + q2) cos

 

2
+

1
p
2
(p1 + p2) sin

 

2
: (5.3)

The only experim entally adjustable param eter here is the angle  . The fam ily ofU(2)

elem entsrealised in the heterodyne schem e isthusonly the one-param etersetgiven in eq.

(5.2)param etrised by  ,and belonging to SU(2):

UH ( )=
1
p
2

0

B
B
@

e� i =2 e� i =2

�ei =2 ei =2

1

C
C
A 2 SU(2): (5.4)

W enoticethatthisisnotaone-param etersubgroup ofSU(2);in particulareven theidentity

elem entofthegroup isnotcontained here.

W ith thisdescription oftheheterodynesetup in ourfram ework,letusseetowhatextent

it can be used to detect U(2)-invariant squeezing. Now a generaltwo-m ode state � with
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variance m atrix V ,even ifit is squeezed in the intrinsic sense ofeq.(2.17),m ay not be

m anifestly squeezed. That is,itm ay happen thatVaa � 1=2 foralla = 1;:::;4. As our

discussion in Section (II)shows,weneed tobeabletoexperim entally realiseageneralU(2)-

transform ation applied to the state �,and change itsvariance m atrix to a form where one

ofitsdiagonalentries(say theleading one)becom eslessthan 1/2.Howevertheheterodyne

m ethod is generally unable to do thisjob forus,asitcan only realise the one-param eter

subsetofSU(2)transform ationsUH ( )for0�  < 4�.

In thetwo exam plesofsqueezed coherentstatesand squeezed therm alstatesstudied in

the previousSection,we have a fam ily ofstatesrelated to each otherby conjugation with

U(2)foreach pointin thea� bplane.Each equivalenceclasshasappropriatedim ensionality

depending upon thepoint(a;b)asexplained in Section III.Itturnsoutthatforeach (a;b)

theheterodyning schem ecan detectsqueezing in only a oneparam etersubsetofthefam ily

ofstates.Although heterodyning detection coversthewholea� bplaneitdoesnotreach all

thestatescorresponding to each pointin thea� bplane.Forexam ple,in therepresentative

chosen in eqs(4.4,4.10),forwhich the variance m atrix isalready diagonal,the squeezing

cannotbe detected by thisschem e because ofthe absence ofthe identity in UH ! Itshould

be possible to detectsqueezing in these statesby a suitably m odi�ed schem e. W e wish to

em phasize that there is a de�nite need to be able to experim entally im plem ent the m ost

generalelem entofU(2).Thiswould allow theexperim entertodetectthedegreeofsqueezing

unam biguously,ifthestateissqueezed,withoutany priorknowledgeoftheelem entsofthe

initialvariancem atrix.

Havingstressed theneed toim plem entarbitrary U(2)transform ationson thetwo m odes

ofradiation in orderto reach the properquadrature to exhibitsqueezing,we now describe

how itcan beachieved in som esituations.W ediscusstwoparticularcasesofthetwo m odes

involved,the �rst when the two m odes have the sam e frequency but di�erent directions

ofpropagation,and the second when the m odeshave the sam e frequency and direction of

propagation butdi�erentpolarisations.

The experim entalsetup forthe�rstcase isshown in Figure2.W eachieve an arbitrary
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U(2)transform ation on the two m odes by using a M ach-Zehnder interferom eter with two

50:50 beam splitters(BS1 and BS2)and appropriate phase shifters[20]. The inputm odes

with annihilation operatorsa1 and a2 are subjected to equaland opposite phase shiftsby

angles� and ��,then them odesarem ixed in thebeam splitterBS1,them ixed m odesagain

undergo equaland opposite phase shifts by angles � and �� and further m ixing through

the beam splitterBS2. Finally they undergo unequalphase shiftsby angles 1 and  2. If

the annihilation operatorsatthe outputare a0
1
and a0

2
then allthe above operationswhen

com bined areim plem ented through thetransform ation

0

B
B
@

a0
1

a02

1

C
C
A =

0

B
B
@

ei(�+  1)cos� �ie� i(��  1)sin�

�iei(�+  2)sin� e� i(��  2)cos�

1

C
C
A

0

B
B
@

a1

a2

1

C
C
A (5.5)

relating the two setsofannihilation operators.The above m atrix isthe m ostgeneralU(2)

transform ation m atrix.W enoteherethatif 2 = � 1 then thetransform ation m atrix isthe

m ostgeneralSU(2)transform ation. Going from SU(2)to U(2)isjusta m atterofoverall

phaseand can also beachieved by freepropagation.

Forthesecond casewhen thetwo m odesdi�eronly in polarisation weachieve thearbi-

trary U(2)transform ation by using two quarterwaveplates(Q 1,Q 2)and a halfwaveplate

H asshown in Figure3.Thedetailed discussion ofthissetup isgiven in [21].Itturnsout

thatthecon�guration Q-H-Q isnottheonly onebutQ-Q-H and H-Q-Q alsoaccom plish the

sam eresult,asshown in [21].W ebasically havethreeelem ents,a quarterwaveplateQ 1,a

halfwave plate H and a quarterwave plate Q 2 allthree ofthem being coaxially m ounted

and with theirslow axesin the x � y plane m aking anglesof�;� and  respectively with

the x̂ axis. The two m odes having annihilation operators a1 and a2 m oving along the ẑ

direction pass through this arrangem ent. Ifthe annihilation operators at the output are

a0
1
and a0

2
then they are related to the operatorsatthe inputby an SU(2)transform ation

given in term sof�;� and .By changing theseparam etersonecan reproduceany desired

SU(2)elem ent. Ashasbeen pointed outearliergoing to U(2)now isjusta m atteroffree

propagation.
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Inboththeabovecases,bygoingtotheproperU(2)elem entwecanm akethesqueezing(if

present)m anifestand bring itto theleading diagonalelem entofthevariancem atrix i.e.in

the quadrature q0
1
= 1p

2
(a0

1
+ a

y0

1). The squeezing in thisquadrature can now be m easured

by any standard onem odedetection m ethod.

These rem arks show on the one hand the way the heterodyning schem e �ts into our

generalanalysis,and on theotherhand theneed to devisenew schem escapableofrealising

allelem entsofU(2),tailored to thede�nition ofthetwo m odesinvolved.

V I.C O N C LU D IN G R EM A R K S

W ehavepresented aclassi�cation schem efortwo-m odesqueezingtransform ations,based

on thestructureoftherealfourdim ensionalsym plecticgroup Sp(4;<),and theseparation

ofitselem ents into passive (com pact)and active (noncom pact)types. The structure and

action ofthem axim alcom pactsubgroup U(2)in Sp(4;<),and theU(n)-invariantsqueezing

criterion form ulated elsewhereforageneraln-m odesystem ,haveguided ourconsiderations.

Allourwork isin them etaplectic unitary representation ofSp(4;<);and thelocalisom or-

phism Sp(4;<)� SO (3;2)hasled to a convenientgeom etricpicturization ofthesituation.

As em phasized in Section IIIthe squeezing transform ationsU(P),P 2 � � Sp(4;<),

do notform a subgroup ofSp(4;<).Thebreakup ofthesetransform ationsinto equivalence

classes,based on thee�ectofconjugation by elem entsofU(2)istheonly naturalavailable

classi�cation procedure. Thisisbecause the de�nition ofequivalence classesforany setof

objectshastobebased on an equivalencerelation de�ned on thatset.Thus,wehavetreated

two elem entsP,P 02 � asintrinsically equivalentif

P
0= S(X ;Y )P S(X ;Y )T forsom e X � iY 2 U(2): (6.1)

It should however be realised that the detailed e�ects ofaction by U(P)and U(P 0) on a

generalinitialtwom odestate�0,asseen in thechangescaused in thevariancem atrixV (�0),

need notbe identical. Since thisisa subtle and im portantpointwe spellitoutin detail.

Starting from a generalstate�0,action by a squeezing transform ation leadsto a new state
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� = U(P)�0 U(P)
� 1
: (6.2)

Asseen in Section III,any U(P)isexpressiblein term sofarepresentativeelem entU (0)(a;b)

as

U(P)= U(S(X ;Y ))U (0)(a;b)U(S(X ;Y ))� 1 (6.3)

forsuitableX � iY 2 U(2).Thereforewehave

� = U(S(X ;Y ))U(0)(a;b)U(S(X ;Y ))� 1 �0 U(S(X ;Y ))U
(0)(a;b)� 1 U(S(X ;Y ))� 1: (6.4)

Thisleadsby eq.(2.12)to therelation

V (�)= S(X ;Y )S(0)(a;b)S(X ;Y )T V (�0)S(X ;Y )S
(0)(a;b)S(X ;Y )T (6.5)

between the two variance m atrices. Now the �rst and lastfactors on the right hand side

here have no inuence on thespectrum ,and so on theleasteigenvalue,ofV (�).Therefore

the squeezed ornonsqueezed nature of� isactually determ ined by the leasteigenvalue of

them atrix

S(X ;Y )T V (�)S(X ;Y )= S
(0)(a;b)S(X ;Y )T V (�0)S(X ;Y )S

(0)(a;b): (6.6)

Butnow the righthand side isin generaldependentnotonly on the invariantparam eters

a;bbutalso on X ;Y .In theexam plesstudied in Section IV,nam ely where�0 isa coherent

state oran isotropic therm alstate,V (�0)happensto be a m ultiple ofthe identity m atrix,

so thaton the righthand side ofeq. (6.6)the dependence on X ;Y cancels. Butthisneed

not happen in general. Thus for instance ifwe take for �0 an anisotropic therm alstate

with unequaltem peraturesforthetwo m odes,wehaveonly U(1)� U(1),ratherthan U(2),

invarianceforthis�0;so theleasteigenvalue‘(V (�))ofV (�)willdepend on a;band on two

outofthe fourU(2)param eters present in X � iY . One can easily convince oneselfthat

theonly situation whereS(X ;Y )T V (�0)S(X ;Y )= V (�0)independentofX and Y iswhen

V (�0)isam ultipleoftheunitm atrix;and theisotropictherm alstatesdoreproduceallsuch
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cases. Therefore a m ore detailed study ofthe e�ectofa generalsqueezing transform ation

on initialstates�0 with nontrivialV (�0)isofconsiderableinterest.

A related im portantquestion isthefollowing:Letustaketwosqueezing transform ations

P1;P2 2 � belonging to equivalence classes(a 1;b1),(a2;b2)respectively,which could coin-

cide.TheproductP1P2 willin generalbeoftheform S(X ;Y )P with S(X ;Y )2 U(2)and

P 2 �.IfP belongsto theequivalence class(a;b)wewish to determ inethisclassin term s

ofP1 and P2.Using the factTr(P
2)= Tr((P1P2)(P1P2)

T)and eq. (3.15)we arrive atthe

following relations

2[cosh(a� b)+ cosh(a+ b)]= Tr((P1P2)(P1P2)
T)

2[cosh2(a� b)+ cosh2(a+ b)]= Tr(((P1P2)(P1P2)
T)2) (6.7)

which can besolved to �nd (a;b).W enoteherethat(a;b)do depend notonly upon (a1;b1)

and (a2;b2)butalso on theactualelem entschosen from each oftheseclasses.So wedo not

havea notion ofclassm ultiplication am ong theseequivalenceclasses.

Finally we callattention to ourconsiderations in Section V and to the need forbeing

able to experim entally im plem entorrealize generalpassive elem entsofthe subgroup U(2)

ofSp(4;<)foreach given choice ofthe independent m odes in a two-m ode system . Once

this is achieved,for any given state we can bring out in an explicit or m anifest fashion

its squeezing nature (provided it is squeezed) by altering its variance m atrix and m aking

the leasteigenvalue appearin the leading position on the diagonal. Thisalso m eansthat

we would be able to experim entally m easure the uctuation in the quadrature variable

isolatingtheleasteigenvalue.Asextensively discussed elsewhere,theseconsiderationswhich

exploittherichnessofthegeom etryunderlyingthesym plecticgroup donotrequirecom plete

diagonalization ofthevariancem atrix atall[10].

In thefollowing paperweshallexam ineU(2)-invariantpropertiesoftwo m odesqueezed

stateswhich go beyond thelevelofsecond orderm om entsofthequadratureoperators.
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FIG .1. Equivalence classes oftwo-m ode squeezing transform ations,Caves-Schum aker (C-S)

and single m odelim its,squeezed therm alregion.
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FIG .2. M ach-Zehnder Interferom eter im plem enting arbitrary U (2) transform ation on two

m odes at the sam e frequency but di�ering in their direction ofpropagation. BS1 and BS2 are

50:50 beam splitters and thick lines are phase shifters by angles indicated. a1,a2 are the an-

nihilation operators at the input port and a01,a
0
2 are the annihilation operators at the output

port
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FIG .3. Im plem entation ofarbitrary SU (2) elem ent on two m odes with the sam e frequency

and directionsofpropagation,butdi�erentpolarisations.HereQ 1,Q 2 arequarterwaveplatesand

H isthehalfwaveplate.�;�;and aretheangleswhich theslow axesofQ 1,H and Q 2 m akewith

the x̂ axisrespectively. a1,a2 are the annihilation operatorsatthe inputportand a01,a
0
2 are the

annihilation operatorsattheoutputport
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