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The non-classicalproperty ofsubpoissonian photon statisticsisextended from one to two-m ode

electrom agnetic �elds,incorporating the physically m otivated property ofinvariance underpassive

unitary transform ations. Applications to squeezed coherent states,squeezed therm alstates,and

superposition ofcoherentstatesare given.D ependencesofextentofnon-classicalbehaviouron the

independentsqueezing param etersare graphically displayed.

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

Non-classicalproperties and e�ects ofradiation [1]have received considerable attention in the past two decades

and continue to be an active area ofresearch.Q uadraturesqueezing [2],subpoissonian photon statistics(SPS),and

antibunching[3]ofphotonsarethreeprom inentexam plesofsuch propertiesleadingtom easurablee�ects.Q uadrature

squeezing isrelated to thereduction ofnoisein oneofthetwo quadraturecom ponentsbelow thecoherentstatevalue,

and hasbeen both theoretically and experim entally studied forone-m odeaswellasm ulti-m ode�elds.Antibunching

ariseswhen thephoton num berdistribution becom essubpoissonian leading to anticorrelation in thephotonsdetected

in a typicaldetection experim ent.In allthesecases,thediagonalcoherentstatedescription ofthe�eldsinvolved does

nothave a classicalinterpretation and hence no classicaldescription can explain these e�ects. The extension from

one to two orm orem odesforthe caseofquadraturesqueezing isnontrivialand leadsto new physicale�ects[4][5].

The phenom enon ofSPS hasbeen form ulated [6]and observed [7]prim arily forone-m ode situations. Forsituations

involving two orm ore m odes,in the existing literature,such propertiesare invariably studied forone ofthe m odes

ora prede�ned linearcom bination ofthe m odes[8]. Such an analysiscannotbe used to m ake any clearstatem ent

aboutthe classicalornon-classicalnature ofthe �eld involved,because the linearcom bination ofm odeswhich m ay

show SPS m ay in generalbedi�erentfrom them odechosen fortheanalysis.Anotherkind ofgeneralisation ofSPS to

two-m ode�eldshasbeen doneusing a particularinequality involvingthecorrelation between thetwo m odes;however

thisdoesnotexhaustthepossibilitiesavailableatthelevelofquadraticexpressionsin photon num ber[9].Thisclearly

indicatesthe need fora m ore satisfactory way oflooking atnon-classicalstatistics,for�eldsinvolving two orm ore

m odes.

O uraim in thispaperisto develop a notion ofSPS fortwo-m ode�eldswhich isintrinsically two-m odein character,

can be used in an unam biguous way to m ake a statem ent about the classicalor non-classicalnature ofthe �eld,

and has physically reasonable invariance properties. The group oflinear,hom ogeneous,canonicaltransform ations

Sp(4;<),the sym m etry group basic to the quantum m echanicaldescription ofthe two-m ode �eld,naturally splits

into two parts: the photon num ber conserving (m axim alcom pact)passive subgroup U (2),and the photon num ber

nonconserving (non-com pact)active part. The m axim alcom pactsubgroup U (2),while acting on the Hilbertspace

ofthe two-m ode system through itsunitary representation,isincapable ofgenerating a non-classical(classical)state

starting from a classical(non-classical) one because the diagonalcoherent state distribution function is covariant

under such transform ations. Therefore,it is reasonable to require that any signature ofnon-classicality for a two-

m ode system ,in particularSPS,be U (2)invariant.To achieve thiswe regard allm odesrelated to the originalones

by passive U (2)transform ationsasbasically equivalent;then a survey ofthe SPS properties foreach m ode in this

equivalenceclassofm odesleadsto theform ulation ofa U (2)invariantde�nition ofSPS.W esearch overthesetofall

m odesforthatone which m inim izesthe relevantparam eterm easuring num beructuation m inusthe m ean. In this

way,we arrive at thatU (2) com bination ofthe two m odes which is m ost likely to be m anifestly subpoissonian. A

m uch widerclassofnon-classicalstatescan beexplored using thisform alism com pared to theearlierwaysofhandling

two-m odesituations.

The m aterialin thispaperisarranged asfollows:In Section IIwe recapitulate the basic kinem aticsoftwo-m ode
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system sand theaction ofthegroup Sp(4;<)on thenonherm itian annihilation and creation operators.Theherm itian

generatorsofthis action,and the m axim alcom pact subgroup U (2)2 Sp(4;<),are recorded. The notion ofU (2)-

invariantSPS isthen developed by regarding allm odesrelated to oneanotherby (passive)SU (2)transform ationsas

equivalent,and by m inim izing the variable one-m ode Q param eteroverthe group SU (2). The algebraic m achinery

needed to carry thisout,foran arbitrary given state ofthe two-m ode system ,issetup. In Section IIIwe consider

three applications: squeezed coherent states,squeezed therm alstates and a generalsuperposition oftwo coherent

states.In each casetheanalyticwork iscarried outasfaraspossible,and then weresortto num ericalstudieswhich

aregraphically displayed.Section IV containsconcluding rem arks.

II.U (2) IN VA R IA N T D EFIN IT IO N O F SU B P O ISSO N IA N P H O T O N STA T IST IC S FO R T W O -M O D E

SY ST EM S

W e consider two orthogonalm odes ofthe radiation �eld, their orthogonality being achievable by their having

di�erentfrequencies,orthogonalpolarizationsor di�erentdirectionsofpropagation. These m odes can be quantum

m echanically described by photon annihilation operatorsar and corresponding photon creation operatorsayr,where

r= 1;2.These operatorscan be arranged asa colum n vector�(c):

�
(c)

= (�
(c)
a )=

0

B
B
@

a1

a2

a
y

1

a
y

2

1

C
C
A
; a = 1� � � 4: (2.1)

Thesuperscript(c)on � indicatesthattheentriesherearecom plex i.e.nonherm itian.Thequadraturecom ponentsof

these operators,which arethe herm itian phasespacevariablesq’sand p’s,can be written asanothercolum n vector,

related to �(c) by a �xed num ericalm atrix 
:

� = (�a)=

0

B
@

q1
q2

p1
p2

1

C
A = 


� 1
�
(c)
; 
 = (


� 1
)
y
=

1
p
2

0

B
@

1 0 i 0

0 1 0 i

1 0 � i 0

0 1 0 � i

1

C
A (2.2)

Thecanonicalcom m utation relationsobeyed by thecreation and annihilation operatorscan bewritten in term sof�

or�(c):

[�a;�b]= i�ab;

[�
(c)
a ;�

(c)

b
]= �ab;

(�ab)=

0

B
@

0 0 1 0

0 0 0 1

� 1 0 0 0

0 � 1 0 0

1

C
A ; (2.3)

A generalreallinearhom ogeneoustransform ation on the q’sand p’swhich preservesthese com m utation relations

isdescribed by a 4� 4 realm atrix S obeying the condition:

S � S
T
= �: (2.4)

Thisisthe de�ning property forthe elem entsofthe non-com pactgroup Sp(4;<):

Sp(4;<)=

n

S = 4� 4 realm atrix

�
�
�S � S

T
= �

o

: (2.5)

W hen � undergoesa transform ation by S 2 Sp(4;<),the nonherm itian operators�(c) transform through a com plex

m atrix S(c),obtained from S by conjugation with 
:

S 2 Sp(4;<): �0= S� )

�(c)0= S(c) �(c);

S(c) = 
 S 
 y: (2.6)
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Thecom plex m atricesS(c) area faithfulrepresentation ofthe realm atrix group Sp(4;<).In thissensewewilltreat

them aselem entsofSp(4;<).

The m axim alcom pactsubgroup U (2)ofSp(4;<)can be identi�ed asfollows:

K � U (2)= fS
(c)
(U )2 Sp(4;<)jU 2 U (2)g� Sp(4;<);

S
(c)
(U )=

�
U 0

0 U ?

�

: (2.7)

The block diagonalform isresponsible forthe factthatsuch transform ationsdo notm ix a and ay;in factK isthe

largestsubgroup with thisproperty.

LetH betheHilbertspaceon which � and �(c) actirreducibly.Itfollowsfrom theStone-von Neum ann theorem [10]

that,since the canonicalcom m utation and herm iticity relationsareinvariantunderthe transform ation (2.6)forany

S(c) 2 Sp(4;<),itispossibleto constructa unitary operatorU(S(c))on H im plem enting (2.6)via conjugation:

S
(c)

2 Sp(4;<):S
(c)

ab
�
(c)

b
= U(S

(c)
)
� 1
�
(c)
a U(S

(c)
);

U(S
(c)
)
y
U(S

(c)
)= 1 on H : (2.8)

ThegeneratorsoftheoperatorsU(S(c))aregiven by ten independent,herm itian,quadraticexpressionsin ar and a
y
r.

W ede�nethefourphoton num berconservinggeneratorsJ0,Jj and thesix photon num bernon-conservinggenerators

K j,Lj,j= 1;2;3:

J0 =
1

2
(N + 1)=

1

2
(a

y

1
a1 + a

y

2
a2 + 1); (2.9a)

J1 =
1

2
(a

y

1
a2 + a

y

2
a1);

J2 =
i

2
(a

y

2
a1 � a

y

1
a2);

J3 =
1

2
(a

y

1
a1 � a

y

2
a2); (2.9b)

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

1
a
y

2
+ a1a2); (2.9c)

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

1
a
y

2
� a1a2): (2.9d)

Thesegeneratorsobey the com m utation relations

[Jj;Jk]= i�jklJl;

[J0;Jj]= 0; (2.10a)

[Jj;K k orLk]= i�jkl(K lorLl);

[J0;K j � iLj]= � (K j � iLj); (2.10b)

[K j;K k]= [Lj;Lk]= � i�jklJl;

[K j;Lk]= i�jkJ0: (2.10c)

From the above com m utation relations,itis clearthatJ0 and Jj form the algebra ofU (2)and hence generate the

unitary operatorscorrespondingto theelem entsofthem axim alcom pactsubgroup K ofSp(4;<).O n theotherhand,

K j and Lj are the generatorsofthe unitary operatorscorresponding to the non-com pactelem entsofSp(4;<)and

they do notform a closed algebra.Thesenon-com pactelem entsareactually thesqueezing transform ationsand their

com plete classi�cation hasbeen given elsewhere[4].
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W e now considerthe notion ofSPS forthe physicalstatesofa two-m ode system .Forone-m ode system s,such an

analysisissim pleand isbased on M andel’sQ param eter[6]:

Q =
hay2a2i� hayai2

hayai
(2.11)

where a and ay are the annihilation and creation operatorsforthe one-m ode radiation �eld,the expectation values

being taken for the state ofinterest. The Q param eterdistinguishes between physicalstates as having poissonian,

subpoissonian and superpoissonian photon statistics,as Q is 0;< 0 and > 0 for the above cases respectively. In

particular,thestateswith negativeQ arenon-classical,in thesensethatsuch adistribution cannotbederivedfrom any

classicalstatisticalensem ble.Therefore,in thislim ited sense,theQ param etercan beused toclassifystatesasclassical

and non-classical.M oreprecisely,Q < 0(> 0)isa su�cient(necessary)condition fornon-classicality(classicality).

For a situation involving two m odes,the notion ofSPS de�ned above is not appropriate. At the m ost,one can

analyzethephoton statisticsofoneofthem odes,ora preselected linearcom bination ofboth.Then again,fora given

state,thism odewhich onechoosesneed notbetheonein which thephoton num berdistribution m ay benon-classical.

Hencethesign ofQ forthepreselected m odem ay notdisclosethenon-classicalnatureofthetwo-m odestate,even if

itisnon-classical.Thisclearly indicatesthatan intrinsically two-m odenotion ofSPS isrequired.

The standard way [1]ofdistinguishing the classicalfrom the non-classicalstates (already im plicitly assum ed in

the above)is through the diagonalcoherentstate description. The generaltwo-m ode coherentstate with com plex

two-com ponentdisplacem ent~z = (z1;z2)isde�ned by

j~zi= exp
�
~z� ~a

y
� ~z

?
� ~a
�
j0;0i

= exp

�

�
1

2
jz1j

2
�
1

2
jz2j

2

�

exp

�

z1a
y

1
+ z2a

y

2

�

j0;0i: (2.12)

These are norm alized statesand form an over-com pleteset. A given two-m ode density operator� can be expanded

in term softhem :

� =

Z
d2z1d

2z2

�2
�(z1;z2)jz1;z2ihz1;z2j (2.13)

The unique norm alized weight function �(z1;z2) gives the com plete description ofthe two-m ode state and can in

generalbe a distribution which isquite singular[11]. In the case when �(z1;z2)can be interpreted asa probability

distribution (i.e.itisnonnegative and isnowhere m oresingularthan a delta function),equation (2.13)im pliesthat

the state � is a classicalm ixture ofcoherent states which have a naturalclassicallim it. Such quantum states are

referred to as classical;in contrast the others for which �(z1;z2) either becom es negative or m ore singular than a

delta function som ewhere,are de�ned asbeing non-classical. Thisclassi�cation isgeneraland can be done forany

num berofm odes.In particular,forthe one-m ode case,the stateshaving negativeQ are a subsetofthe stateswith

non-classicaldiagonalcoherentstate distribution functions.

W hen thetwo-m odestate,with densitym atrix�,transform sunderaunitaryoperatorcorrespondingtothecom pact

U (2) subgroup ofSp(4;<),the distribution �(z1;z2) undergoes a point transform ation given in term s ofthe U (2)

m atrix U 2 U (2):

�
0
= U(S

(c)
(U ))�U(S

(c)
(U ))

� 1
, �

0
(z1;z2)= �(z

0
1;z

0
2);

�
z01
z02

�

= U

�
z1

z2

�

(2.14)

Thus,under U (2)transform ationsclassicalstates m ap on to classicalones and non-classicalstates to non-classical

ones;these transform ations are incapable ofgenerating a non-classicalstate from a classicalone. Therefore,it is

reasonableto dem and thatany signatureofnon-classicality be invariantundersuch transform ations.

At this stage, we recapitulate and collect som e interesting and im portant properties of the m axim alcom pact

subgroup K ofSp(4;<):

(a) Asisclearfrom eqn.(2.7),when �(c) undergoesa U (2)transform ation,the annihilation operatorsar’sare not

m ixed with the creation operatorsayr’s.

(b) Theaction oftheelem entsofU (2)(generated by J0 and Jj)on a statedoesnotchangethetotalphoton num ber

oritsdistribution.
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(c) Thediagonalcoherentstatedistribution function iscovariantunderU (2)transform ations.

(d) O ne requiresonly passiveopticalelem entsto experim entally im plem entany U (2)transform ation on a state of

the two-m odeelectrom agnetic�eld [12].

M otivated by the aboveconsiderationswenow de�ne an intrinsically two-m odeand U (2)invariantnotion ofSPS.

Forthe purpose ofourpresentanalysisitisconvenientto de�ne U (2)transform ed m ode operatorsin term softwo

colum n vectorsA and �:

A =

�
a1

a2

�

; � =

�
�1

�2

�

(2.15)

where�1 and �2 arecom plex num berssuch that:

U (�)=

�
�?1 �?2
� �2 �1

�

2 SU (2); j�1j
2
+ j�2j

2
= 1;

U (�; )=

�
�?1 �?2

� ei �2 ei �1

�

2 U (2); 0�  � 2� (2.16)

W hen �(c) undergoes a U (2) transform ation given by U (�; ),the annihilation and creation operatorsfor the �rst

transform ed m ode can be written in term sofA and � alone:

a(�)= �
y
A = �

?
1a1 + �

?
2a2

a(�)
y
= A

y
� = �1a

y

1
+ �2a

y

2
: (2.17)

Thusthe m ostgeneralnorm alized "�rstm ode" afterthe U (2)transform ation isdeterm ined by SU (2)2 U (2)inde-

pendent of . This particular m ode willhenceforth be called the SU (2)transform ed m ode,and � willbe used to

denote theSU (2)elem entinvolved.

Let� be the density m atrix forany (pureorm ixed)stateofthetwo-m oderadiation �eld.Then wecan de�ne the

following function:

Q (�;�)=
ha(�)y2a(�)2i� � ha(�)ya(�)i2�

hA yA i�

=
Tr(�a(�)y2a(�)2)� (Tr(�a(�)ya(�)))2

Tr(�AyA )
(2.18)

which issim ilarto the M andelQ param eterforthe SU (2)transform ed m ode a(�).

W hen the state � istransform ed by the unitary operatorU(S(c)(U ))forsom e U 2 U (2),the function Q (�;�)can

be shown to changecovariantly:

S
(c)
(U )2 K : �

0
= U(S

(c)
(U ))�U(S

(c)
(U ))

� 1
)

Q (�
0
;�)= Q (�;�

0
); �

0
= U � (2.19)

Now an overallphase change corresponding to elem ents in the U (1) subgroup ofU (2) actually leaves Q (�;�) un-

changed,thereforeno dependence on  hasbeen shown.So wehavethe freedom ofrunning overall�’s2 SU (2)i.e.

wecan choosevariouslinearcom binationsofthetwom odesinvolved,related to each otherby SU (2)transform ations.

Sincewewantto unearth thesignatureofthenon-classicalnature(ifpresent)ofthe photon statistics,wevary � till

wereach the m inim um valueofthe function Q (�;�):

Q (�)= M in
overall
� 2 S U (2)

Q (�;�)= Q (�;�) s.t. Q (�;�)� Q (�;�) (2.20)

IfQ (�)< 0 weconcludethatthephoton num berdistribution forthetwo-m odestate� hasa non-classicalfeatureand

we callitsubpoissonian,oram plitude squeezed. ThisisourU (2)invariantde�nition ofSPS forstatesoftwo-m ode

�elds.The m odein which the subpoissonian natureism anifestto the m axim um degreeisa(�).

Thenum eratorin ourde�nition ofQ (�;�)consistsoftwoterm s,onearisingfrom theexpectation valuesofquadratic

expressionsin the creation and annihilation operatorsand the other arising from the expectation values ofquartic

term s.Thequadraticterm can be written:
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Tr(�a(�)
y
a(�))= s+ ~u:~q;

~q= ~q(�)= �
y
~��; (2.21)

with the dependence on the state � and on � 2 SU (2)being clearly separated.The state dependentvariabless and

~u transform underSU (2)likea scalarand a cartesian vectorrespectively,and can be evaluated from the equation

Tr(�a
y
ras)= s�rs + uj(�j)rs r;s= 1;2: (2.22)

The term involving the expectation values ofquartics in ar and ayr can be written in term s ofthe non-com pact

generators ~K and ~L ofSp(4;<),and a vector~� representing the SU (2)elem entinvolved:

Tr(�a(�)
y
2

a(�)
2
)=

1

4
�j�

?
kH jk;

H jk = H
?
kj = Tr(�(K j � iLj)(K k + iLk)); j;k = 1;2;3;

~� = ~�(�)= � i�
T
�2~��;

~�(�):~�(�)= 0: (2.23)

The herm itian m atrix H can be written in term softwo realm atrices,the realsym m etric R and realantisym m etric

S,as H = R + iS. The m atrix R transform s under SU (2) as a second rank tensor whereas the m atrix S can be

represented by a cartesian vector~v underSU (2),related to S by vj =
1

2
�jklSkl.

The denom inatorofQ (�;�)isU (2)invariantsince the operatorA yA = a
y

1
a1 + a

y

2
a2 isU (2)invariant;itdoesnot

depend upon � and can be written in term sofs as:

D (Q (�;�))= Tr(�A
y
A )= 2s (2.24)

Aftersom ealgebra,thecom plex vector~� can beelim inated in favouroftherealvector~q,and Q (�;�)can bewritten

in term softhe statedependentsym m etric second rank tensorR,the vectors ~u;~v and the scalars as:

Q (�;�)= Q (�;~q(�))=
1

8s
(TrR � qjqkR jk + 2~v:~q� 4(s+ ~u:~q)

2
) (2.25)

Using the U (2)covarianceofQ (�;�),we can assum e withoutlossofgenerality thatthe realsym m etric m atrix R is

diagonal,and eq(2.25)then takesthe sim plerform :

Q (�;~q(�))=
1

8s
(TrR �

X

j

q
2

jR jj + 2~v:~q� 4(s+ ~u:~q)
2
) (2.26)

The dependence ofQ (�;~q(�)) on � 2 SU (2)is through the realunitvector ~q(�),which can be represented on the

surfaceofa unitsphere.In orderto obtain theinvariantM andelparam eterQ (�)fora given two-m odestate,wehave

to m inim ize Q (�;~q(�))with respectto ~q(�),the param etersR;~v;s;~u being determ ined by �. The m ostconvenient

coordinates which one chooses on the surface ofthe sphere to carry out this m inim ization willdepend upon the

physicalstate� underconsideration.

III.A P P LIC A T IO N T O T W O -M O D E SQ U EEZED C O H ER EN T STA T ES,SQ U EEZED T H ER M A L

STA T ES A N D SU P ER P O SIT IO N O F C O H ER EN T STA T ES

In thisSection,we apply the form alism developed in the previousSection to variousinteresting two-m ode states.

Herewewillsee the relation with the classi�cation oftwo-m odesqueezing transform ationsgiven in [4].

A .T he case ofsqueezed coherent states

The m ost generalsqueezed coherentstate is obtained by applying the operator U(~k;~l) = ei(
~k:~K + ~l:~L ) to the two-

m ode coherent state jz1;z2i de�ned in eqn.(2.12),for som e com plex z1;z2,where ~K and ~L are the non-com pact

generators of Sp(4;<) de�ned in eqn.(2.9) and ~k and ~l are realvectors. The operator U(~k;~l) is conjugate to

U(0)(a;b)= expi(aK 2 + bL1)forsom ea � b� 0,via an operatorU(Sc(U )):
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U(~k;~l)= U
� 1
(S

(c)
(U ))U

(0)
(a;b)U(S

(c)
(U ));

U
(0)
(a;b)= exp

�
(a� b)

4

�

a
y
2

1
� a

2

1

��

:exp

�
(a+ b)

4

�

a
y
2

2
� a

2

2

��

(3.1)

Each U(0)(a;b)isa representativeofan equivalence classoftwo-m odesqueezing transform ations.Fora = bwehave

theessentially singlem odecase,whileforb= 0 wehavem axim alinvolvem entofthetwom odes.Forthem inim ization

ofU (2)covariantQ (�;�),theoverallU (2)factorU� 1(S(c)(U )isirrelevant.Also,theaction oftheoperatorU(S(c)(U ))

on jz1;z2i transform sit into anothercoherentstate jz01;z
0
2i,with z01;z

0
2 related to z1;z2 through the corresponding

U (2)transform ation.Thusitsu�cesto exam inethe particularclassofsqueezed coherentstates

jz1;z2;a;bi= U
(0)
(a;b)jz1;z2i: (3.2)

A com pletediscussion ofthe two-m odesqueezing transform ationsand squeezed stateshasbeen given in [4].

The M andelparam eter Q (z1;z2;a;b;~q(�)) for the SU (2) transform ed m ode for squeezed coherent states can be

calculated by straightforward algebra and turns out to be rather lengthy. The com plete expression is given in the

appendix (eqn.(A1)). Q (z1;z2;a;b;~q(�)) depends on a;b through hyperbolic functions and on jz1j;jz2jthrough

polynom ialfunctions. Its dependence on the phases ofz1 and z2 and the polar coordinates on the surface ofthe

unitsphere describing the unitvector ~q(�),isthrough trigonom etric functionsand isoscillatory in nature.In order

to obtain the invariantM andelparam eter,thisfunction hasto be m inim ized with respectto ~q(�). Since thisisnot

possibleanalytically,the resultsobtained num erically aredisplayed in Figures(1),(2)and (3)[13].

In each �gure,weplotthem inim um valueofQ (z1;z2;a;b;~q(�))asafunction ofthesqueezefactorsa and b,keeping

the com plex displacem ents z1 and z2 �xed. Figure (1(a)) displays the results for the squeezed vacuum ;this never

showsSPS.TheplotsofFigures(1(b),(c)and (d))on theotherhand areobtained by varying thephaseofoneofthe

displacem ents(z2),keeping itsm agnitude�xed,with theotherdisplacem ent(z1)being zero.Di�erentvaluesforthe

phase ofthe non-zero displacem entgive qualitatively di�erentresults;in particularwhen thisphase is �

2
,asisclear

from Figure(1(d))even som eoftheessentially singlem odestateslying alonga = bshow SPS.In Figure(2)wechoose

equalm agnitudesofdisplacem entsforthe two m odes;plotshavebeen generated fordi�erentvaluesoftheirphases.

Thedisplacem entparam etersin Figure(3)areunequalin m agnitude;fourplotshavebeen given forthesam echoices

ofphasevaluesasin thecorresponding plotsin Figure(2).The qualitativefeaturesofindividualplotsaresim ilarto

the corresponding plotsin Figure(2)though the actualvaluesofthe invariantM andelparam eteraredi�erent.

W e now m ake som e generalrem arksaboutthe resultsdescribed above. In allthe plotsofthe three Figures(1),

(2)and (3),every pointin the region b> a can be m apped onto a corresponding unique pointin som e region a > b

(which isin generalnotin the sam e�gure),through thatU (2)transform ation ofthedisplacem entsz1 and z2,which

e�ectively changesU (0)(a;b)to U(0)(b;a).W heneverthe displacem entparam etersareinvariantunderthisparticular

U (2)transform ation,theplothasa sym m etry aboutthelinea = b;asin alltheplotsofFigure(1).Such a sym m etry

isnotexhibited by theplotsofFigures(2)and (3).In alltheplotstheinvariantM andelparam eteriszero ornegative

along thelinea = bi.e.forthesubsetofessentially singlem odesqueezed states.Thishappensbecause,even though

the choice ofdisplacem entparam etersissuch thatthe single m ode which issqueezed hassuperpoissonian statistics,

(Q > 0),the m inim isation chooses the other m ode which is in a coherent state (Q = 0). Apart from the case of

squeezed vacuum (Figure (1a))allotherchoicesofdisplacem entshow SPS forsom evaluesofthe squeezeparam eters

a;b. W hen squeezing becom es large in com parison to the displacem ent,and we are away from the line a = b,SPS

disappearsand the statestend to becom e m oreand m oresuperpoissonian.

B .T he case ofsqueezed therm alstates

W e next look atthe case ofa two-m ode isotropic therm alstate subjected to squeezing. The norm alized density

operatorcorresponding to the inversetem perature � = �h!=kT isexplicitly U (2)invariantand described in the Fock

representation by:

�0(�)= (1� e
� �
)
2
exp

h

� �(a
y

1
a1 + a

y

2
a2)

i

= (1� e
� �
)
2

1X

n1;n2= 0

e
� �(n 1+ n2)jn1;n2ihn1;n2j; (3.3)

with U (2)invarianceexpressed by:

e
i�J0 �0(�)e

� i�J0 = e
i~� �~J

�0(�)e
� i~� �~J

= �0(�): (3.4)
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Thereforeitsu�cesto exam inethe propertiesofthedensity operatorobtained by conjugating � 0(�)with U
(0)(a;b):

�(�;a;b)= U
(0)
(a;b)�0(�)U

(0)
(a;b)

� 1
: (3.5)

The M andelparam eterQ (�;a;b;~q(�))forthe state�(�;a;b)iscalculableby straightforward algebra:

Q (�;a;b;~q(�))=
�
(e

�
� 1)(2(1� e

�
)+ 2(1+ e

�
)cosh(2a)cosh(2b))

�� 1
�

�
1

4

�
(1� q

2

3)(2(1� e
�
)
2
+ 4(1� e

2�
)cosh(2a)cosh(2b)+ (1+ e

�
)
2
(cosh(4a)+ cosh(4b)))

+ (1+ e
�
)
2
(q1

2
� q2

2
)(cosh(4a)� cosh(4b))

�
1

2
(1+ q3

2
)(10� 12e

�
+ 10e

2�
+ 16(1� e

2�
)cosh(2a)cosh(2b)+ 6(1+ e

�
)
2
cosh(4a)cosh(4b))

�

�
1

2
((1+ e

�
)q3 (4� 4e

�
+ 6(1+ e

�
)cosh(2a)cosh(2b))sinh(2a)sinh(2b))

�
1

2
((2� 2e

�
+ 2(� 1+ e

2�
)cosh(2a)cosh(2b))+ ((1+ e

�
)q3 sinh(2a)sinh(2b)))

2

�

(3.6)

hereq1;q2;q3 arethe cartesian com ponentsof~q with q
2
1 + q22 + q23 = 1.

The m inim um value ofthe function Q (�;a;b;~q(�)),the param eter Q (�(�;a;b)),can be calculated analytically.

The state �(�;a;b) being the squeezed therm alstate is always superpoissonian. For a given tem perature(given �)

thissuperpoissonian nature isleastforthe case when only one m ode issqueezed(a = b),increasesasthe squeezing

becom esincreasingly two m odein natureand �nally ism axim um when thestateism axim ally two m odesqueezed i.e.

when a = 0(b= 0)fora given b(a).W hen thetem peratureischanged thestateswith highertem peratures(lower�)

are m ore superpoissonian com pared to the onesatlowertem peratures(higher�).Thus for�xed a and b,Q (�;a;b)

increasesas� decreases.The actualplotsofQ (�(�;a;b))asa function ofa;bare given atdi�erenttem peraturesin

Figure(4)[13].

Itisinteresting to note thatthe particularm ode forwhich the function Q (�(�;a;b);~q(�)) ism inim um turnsout

to be one ofthe originalm odes,corresponding to q3 = � 1. Thishappensbecause the therm alstate density m atrix

�0(�)isexplicitly U (2)invariantand therepresentativetwo-m odesqueezing operatorU
(0)(a;b)can befactorized into

two com m uting operators,each pertaining to oneoftheoriginalm odesseeeq.(3.1).In general,fora di�erentchoice

ofthe representativeoperators,the m inim a could occuratan arbitrary SU (2)transform ed �rstm ode.Allthe plots

ofFigure(4)aresym m etric aboutthe line a = bbecause ofthe explicitU (2)invarianceofthe therm alstatedensity

m atrix �0(�)(eqn.(3.4)).

C .T he case ofsuperposition ofcoherent states

Lastly we apply our form alism to the superposition oftwo two-m ode coherentstates. In this case,no squeezing

transform ation U(0)(a;b)isinvolved.Forsim plicity weconsideronly the casewith realdisplacem ents.

A generalsuperposition oftwo two-m odecoherentstateswith realdisplacem entsand a phasedi�erence� between

them isgiven by:

j (u1;u2;v1;v2;r;�)i=
1

N
(ju1;u2i+ rexp(i�)jv1;v2i)

where N
2
= 1+ r

2
+ 2r cos� exp

�

�
1

2
(u

2

1 + u
2

2 + v
2

1 + v
2

2)+ u1 v1 + u2 v2

�

(3.7)

W ith the help ofa U (2) transform ation,without any loss ofgenerality we can set v2 = 0 and thus it su�ces to

study only the states j (u1;u2;v1;0;r;�)i. The M andelparam eter for the SU (2) transform ed m ode,the function

Q (u1;u2;v1;r;�;~q(�))forthissuperposition ofcoherentstatesisgiven in term softhe polarcoordinates� and � on

the surfaceofthe sphererepresenting ~q as:

Q (u1;u2;v1;r;�;~q(�))=
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h

4

�

u
2

1 + u
2

2 + r
2
v
2

1 + 2e
� 1

2
(u1

2
+ u2

2
+ v1

2
)+ u1 v1 ru1 v1 cos(�)

�i� 1

�

h�

1+ r
2
+ 2e

� 1

2
(u2

2
+ (u1� v1)

2
)
r cos(�)

�

�

�

4
�
u1

4
+ r

2
v1

4
�
cos(

�

2
)

4

+ 4u2
4
sin(

�

2
)

4

+ 8u1
3
u2 cos(

�

2
)

2

cos(�)sin(�)

+ 8u1 u2
3
cos(�)sin(

�

2
)

2

sin(�)+ 2u1
2
u2

2
(2+ cos(2�))sin(�)

2

�

+ r

�

e
� 1

2
(u2

2
+ (u1� v1)

2
)
�
1+ r

2
�
+ 2e

� u2
2
� (u1� v1)

2

r cos(�)

�

�

�

8u1
2
v1

2
cos(

�

2
)

4

cos(�)

+ 8u1 u2 v1
2
cos(

�

2
)

2

cos(� + �)sin(�)+ 2u2
2
v1

2
cos(� + 2�)sin(�)

2

�

�

�

2
�
u1

2
+ r

2
v1

2
�
cos(

�

2
)

2

+ 2u2
2
sin(

�

2
)

2

+ 2u1 u2 cos(�)sin(�)

+
1

2
e
� 1

2
(u2

2
+ 2(u1� v1)

2
)
r

�

4u1 v1 cos(
�

2
)

2

cos(�)+ 2u2 v1 cos(� + �)sin(�)

�� 2
#

(3.8)

The m inim um valuesofthis function with respectto � and � have been com puted num erically and the resultsare

shown in Figure (5).Each plotin this�gure containstwo curvesshowing Q (�)asa function ofthe relativephase �

corresponding to two di�erentvaluesofrelative weightfactorr. The am ountofSPS varieswith the relative phase

in a sim ilar way for allthe plots. For allparam eter values in allplots Q (�) � 0. This happens because the m ost

generalsuperposition oftwo two-m ode coherentstates can be transform ed with the help ofa U (2) transform ation

into a productstate with one factorbeing a coherentstate,and the othera superposition oftwo one-m odecoherent

states:

1

N
(ju

0
1i+ rexp(i�)jv

0
1i)jv

0
2i=

1

N
U(S

(c)
(U ))(ju1;u2i+ rexp(i�)jv1;v2i) (3.9)

Thuswhen Q (�;�)turnsoutto benowherenegativethem inim ization choosesthatU (2)transform ed m odewhich is

in a coherentstate.

It is interesting to point out that for a factorized two-m ode state such as the expression on the left hand side

ofeqn.(3.9),the m ode a(�)which m inim izes Q (�;�) is generally neither ofthe two initialm odes but a nontrivial

com bination ofthem .

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

The m ain aim ofthispaperhasbeen to develop a speci�c signature ofnon-classicality fortwo-m ode states.Both

quadraturesqueezing and SPS arewellde�ned conceptsfora singlem ode.In thispaperwehaveextended thenotion

ofSPS totwom odesby showinghow to choosetheappropriatesinglem odewhich showsSPS to them axim um extent,

considering allm odes related to each other by passive U (2) transform ationsas equivalent. A sim ilar treatm ent of

quadraturesqueezing hasbeen given elsewhere.

W e would like to em phasize the subtle role played by the choice ofthe denom inatorofQ (�;�).Any choice which

iseverywherenon-negativewillnotchangethe qualitativeresultsobtained from the m inim ization ofQ (�;�)i.e.the

superorsubpoissonian nature ofthe state �. Howeverthe extentofSPS,and the location ofthe m ostnon-classical

m ode,depend upon theexactchoiceonem akesforthedenom inator.To illustratethispointwechoosethetwo-m ode

Fock state jn1;n2i.The M andelparam eterforthe SU (2)transform ed m ode isgiven by:

Q (n1;n2;~q(�))=
1

4 (n1 + n2)
�
�
� 2(n1 + n2)+ (n1 + n2)

2
+

(n1(1� n1)+ n2(1� n2))
�
q1

2
+ q2

2
�
� 2 (n1 � n2)q3 � (n1 + n2)

2
q3

2

�

(4.1)

Thisfunction reachesitsm inim um atq3 = + 1 with m inim um value �
n1

n1 + n2
forn1 > n2 and atq3 = � 1 with the

m inim um value�
n2

n1 + n2
forn2 > n1.ThusforourU (2)invariantchoiceofthe denom inatorTr(�A

yA ),fora Fock

9



state,the m ode with the largernum berofphotonsism ore non-classical.O n the otherhand ifone choosesthe U (2)

covariantdenom inatorTr(�a(�)ya(�)),fora Fock state,both the m odesareequally non-classicalirrespectiveofthe

num berofphotonspresentin each m ode: the m inim um value ofthisalternatively de�ned param eteris� 1 foreach

m ode.

For one-m ode �elds the M andelparam eter can be written as a function ofthe num ber operator aya and hence

is determ ined by (the m om ents of) the photon num ber distribution. In contrast,for two-m ode �elds the M andel

param eter for the SU (2) transform ed m ode can not be expressed as a function ofthe num ber operatorsa
y

1
a1 and

a
y

2
a2 and thereforeisnotdeterm ined by thephoton num berdistributionsin theoriginalm odes.Therecould beother

signaturesofnon-classicality which are m eaningfulat the one-m ode leveland can be extended in the spiritofthis

paper to m ore than one m ode. In contrast,it willbe interesting to explore the possibility ofhaving signatures of

non-classicality which arenotde�nableattheone-m odelevelatall,butarepresentonly atthetwo-m odelevel.These

willbe presented elsewhere.
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A P P EN D IX A :

W egiveherethefunction Q (z1;z2;a;b;�)forthesqueezed coherentstatewith z1 = uei’ u and z2 = vei’ v.The�rst

term isthe denom inator,followed by the num eratorterm sarranged according to theirdependence on a and b.First

theterm sindependentofa;bappear,followed by theonesdepending upon a orbalone,and then theonesdepending

on both a and b.Thelastthreeterm soriginatefrom quadraticexpressionsofcreation and annihilation operatorsand

arenotarranged.

Q (�;z1;z2;a;b)=

2
�
� 2+ cosh(2 (a� b))+ 2u

2
cosh(2 (a� b))+ cosh(2 (a+ b))+ 2v

2
cosh(2 (a+ b))

+ 2u
2
cos(2’u)Sinh(2 (a� b))+ 2v

2
cos(2’v)Sinh(2 (a+ b))

�� 1
�

�
1

8

�
5+ u

4
+ v

4
+ 2

�
u
2
+ v

2
��

+
1

8

�
v
4
cos(4’v)(� 1+ cos(�))

�

+
1

8

��
u
2
� v

2
� �

2+ u
2
+ v

2
�
cos(�)

�

�
1

8

�
u
4
cos(4’u)(1+ cos(�))

�

�
1

16

��
1+ u

2
�
2+ u

2
� u

2
cos(4’u)

�
+ v

2
�
2+ v

2
� v

2
cos(4’v)

��
sin(�)

2
�

+
1

4

�

uv cosh(2a)

�
� 8 cos(�)cos(’u � ’v)�

�
2+ u2 + v2 +

�
u2 � v2

�
cos(�)

�
sin(�)sin(’u � ’v)

� u2 (1+ cos(�))sin(�)sin(3’u + ’v)+ v2 (1� cos(�))sin(�)sin(’u + 3’v)

��

sin(�)

+
1

4

�

uv

�
� 8 cos(�)cos(’u + ’v)�

�
u2 � v2 +

�
2+ u2 + v2

�
cos(�)

�
sin(�)sin(’u + ’v)

� v2 (1� cos(�))sin(�)sin(’u � 3’v)� u2 (1+ cos(�))sin(�)sin(3’u � ’v)

�

sin(�)Sinh(2a)

�

+
1

4

�

uv cosh(� 2b)

�
8 sin(�)sin(’u � ’v)sin(�)+ cos(�)cos(’u � ’v)

�
2+ u2 + v2 +

�
u2 � v2

�
cos(�)

�

� cos(�)2u2 cos(3’u + ’v)cos(
�

2
)
2
� 2v2 cos(�)cos(’u + 3’v)sin(

�

2
)
2
sin(�)

��

+
1

4

�

uv

�
v2 cos(�)cos(’u � 3’v)(� 1+ cos(�))+ u2 cos(�)cos(3’u � ’v)(1+ cos(�))

� cos(�)cos(’u + ’v)
�
u2 � v2 +

�
2+ u2 + v2

�
cos(�)

�
� 8 sin(�)sin(’u + ’v)

�

sin(�)Sinh(� 2b)

�

+
1

8

�
3+ 12u

2
+ 6u

4
+ 2u

4
cos(4’u)

�
cos(

�

2
)

4

cosh(4(a � b))

+
1

8

�
3+ 12v

2
+ 6v

4
+ 2v

4
cos(4’v)

�
cosh(4(a + b))sin(

�

2
)

4

+
1

2

�

u
2
�
3+ 2u

2
�
cos(2’u)cos(

�

2
)

4

Sinh(4(a � b))

�

+
1

2

�

v
2
�
3+ 2v

2
�
cos(2’v)sin(

�

2
)

4

Sinh(4(a + b))

�

+ cosh(2(a� b))

 

�

�
�
1+ 2u

2
�
cos(

�

2
)

2
�

+
u2 v2 cos(2’u)sin(2�)sin(2’v)sin(�)

2

2

!

+ cosh(2(a� b))

 

�

�
�
1+ 2v

2
�
sin(

�

2
)

2
�

�
u2 v2 cos(2’v)sin(2�)sin(2’u)sin(�)

2

2

!

+

 

�
�
u
2
cos(2’u)(1+ cos(�))

�
+

�
1+ 2u2

�
v2 sin(2�)sin(2’v)sin(�)

2

4

!

Sinh(2(a� b))

+

 

v
2
cos(2’v)(� 1+ cos(�))�

u2
�
1+ 2v2

�
sin(2�)sin(2’u)sin(�)

2

4

!

Sinh(2(a� b))

+
1

4

���
1+ 2u

2
� �

1+ 2v
2
�
+ 2u

2
v
2
cos(2�)cos(2’u)cos(2’v)

�
cosh(2(a� b))cosh(2(a� b))sin(�)

2
�

+
1

8

��
4u

2
�
1+ 2v

2
�
cos(2’u)+ 2

�
1+ 2u

2
�
v
2
cos(2�)cos(2’v)

�
cosh(2(a� b))sin(�)

2
Sinh(2(a� b))

�
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+
1

8

���
1+ 2u

2
� �

1+ 2v
2
�
cos(2�)+ 8u

2
v
2
cos(2’u)cos(2’v)

�
sin(�)

2
Sinh(2(a� b))Sinh(2(a� b))

�

+
1

8

��
2u

2
�
1+ 2v

2
�
cos(2�)cos(2’u)+ 4

�
1+ 2u

2
�
v
2
cos(2’v)

�
cosh(2(a� b))sin(�)

2
Sinh(2(a� b))

�

+
1

2

�

uv cos(�)
�
3
�
1+ u

2
�
cos(’u � ’v)+ u

2
cos(3’u + ’v)

�
cos(

�

2
)

2

cosh(2(2a� b))sin(�)

�

+
1

2

�

uv cos(�)
�
u
2
cos(3’u � ’v)+ 3

�
1+ u

2
�
cos(’u + ’v)

�
cos(

�

2
)

2

sin(�)Sinh(2(2a� b))

�

+
1

2

�

uv cos(�)
�
3
�
1+ v

2
�
cos(’u � ’v)+ v

2
cos(’u + 3’v)

�
cosh(2(2a+ b))sin(

�

2
)

2

sin(�)

�

+
1

2

�

uv cos(�)
�
v
2
cos(’u � 3’v)+ 3

�
1+ v

2
�
cos(’u + ’v)

�
sin(

�

2
)

2

sin(�)Sinh(2(2a+ b))

�

+
1

2

�

uvcos(
�

2
)

2

sin(�)
�
�
�
u
2
sin(3’u � ’v)

�
+ 3

�
1+ u

2
�
sin(’u + ’v)

�
sin(�)Sinh(2(a� 2b))

�

+
1

2

�

uv sin(�)
�
v
2
sin(’u � 3’v)+ 3

�
1+ v

2
�
sin(’u + ’v)

�
sin(

�

2
)

2

sin(�)Sinh(� 2(a+ 2b))

�

�
1

2

�

uv cosh(� 2(a+ 2b))sin(�)
�
3
�
1+ v

2
�
sin(’u � ’v)+ v

2
sin(’u + 3’v)

�
sin(

�

2
)

2

sin(�)

�

+
1

2

�

uvcos(
�

2
)

2

cosh(2(a� 2b))sin(�)
�
� 3

�
1+ u

2
�
sin(’u � ’v)+ u

2
sin(3’u + ’v)

�
sin(�)

�

+
1

2

�

u
2
v
2
cos(2�)sin(2’u)sin(2’v)sin(�)

2
�

�

"

�
1

2
+
(1+ cos(�))

��
1+ 2u2

�
cosh(2(a� b))+ 2u2 cos(2’u)Sinh(2(a� b))

�

4

#

+
(1� cos(�))

��
1+ 2v2

�
cosh(2(a� b))+ 2v2 cos(2’v)Sinh(2(a� b))

�

4

+ uv sin(�)

�
sin(�)(cosh(� 2b)sin(’u � ’v)� sin(’u + ’v)Sinh(� 2b))

+ cos(�)(cos(’u � ’v)cosh(2a)+ cos(’u + ’v)Sinh(2a))

�� 2
#

(A1)
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FIG .1. PlotsoftheinvariantM andelparam eterQ (�)forsqueezed coherentstatesasa function ofsqueezeparam etersa and

b.Fig.1(a)showstheplotforsqueezed vacuum i.e.z1 = z2 = 0.Figures(1(b),(c)and (d))show theplotsforjz1j= 0;jz2j= 3:0

and the phase ofz2 taking the values0;�=4 and �=2 respectively.

FIG .2. Plots ofthe invariant M andelparam eter Q (�) for squeezed coherent states as a function ofsqueeze param eters a

and b forthe case when the m agnitudesofthe displacem entsin the two m odesare equal:jz1j= jz2j= 2:0. The valuesofthe

phasesofz1 and z2 in Figures(2(a),(b),(c)and (d))are (0;0);(0;�=4);(0;�=2)and (�=2;�=2)respectively.

FIG .3. Plots ofthe invariant M andelparam eter Q (�) for squeezed coherent states as a function ofsqueeze param eters a

and b for the case when the m agnitudes ofthe displacem ents in the two m odes are unequal: jz1j= 2:0 and jz2j= 4:0. The

valuesofthe phasesofz1 and z2 in Figures(3(a),(b),(c)and (d))are (0;0);(0;�=4);(0;�=2)and (�=2;�=2)respectively.

FIG .4. PlotsoftheinvariantM andelparam eterQ (�)forsqueezed therm alstatesasa function ofsqueezeparam etersa and

b atdi�erentinverse tem peratures;� takesthe values0:5;1:0;2:0 and 4:0 in Figures(4(a),(b),(c)and (d))respectively.

FIG .5. Plots ofinvariant M andelparam eter Q (�)for superposition oftwo two-m ode coherent states as a function ofthe

phase di�erence between the two statesare shown fortwo di�erentvaluesofrelative weight,r = 0:5 and r = 1:0,and a given

setofdisplacem ents.Valuesofdisplacem entsu1,u2 and v2 are (0:5;0:5;1:0); (0:5;1:0;1:0); (1:5;1:0;1:0)and (1:5;1:0;0:5)

forFigures(5(a),(b),(c),and (d))respectively.
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