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A bstract

W e consider an SU(1,1) interferom eter em ploying four-wave m ixers that is fed with two-m ode

stateswhich are both coherentand intelligentstatesofthe SU(1,1)Lie group. Itisshown that

thephasesensitivity oftheinterferom etercan be essentially im proved by using inputstateswith

a largephoton-num berdi�erencebetween the m odes.

Theim provem entofm easurem entaccuracy in interferom etersisofsigni�cantim portancein m odern

experim entalphysics. M uch work has been done on the reduction ofthe quantum noise in inter-

ferom etersby using inputlight�eldsprepared in nonclassicalphoton states. Itwaspointed outby

Caves[1]and Bondurantand Shapiro [2]thatthe quantum 
uctuationscan bedim inished by feed-

ing squeezed statesoflightinto the interferom eter. The interferom etersconsidered in [1,2]em ploy

passive lossless devices,such as beam splitters. Yurke,M cCalland K lauder [3]showed that such

interferom eters can be characterized by the SU(2) group. They also introduced a class ofinterfer-

om eterswhich em ploy activelosslessdevices,such asfour-wavem ixers,and arecharacterized by the

SU(1,1) group. It was shown [3]that the use ofsqueezed light in SU(2) interferom eters can yield

a phase sensitivity �� � 1=N (where N isthe totalnum berofphotonspassing through the inter-

ferom eter),while SU(1,1)interferom eterscan achieve a phase sensitivity of1=N with only vacuum


uctuationsentering the inputports.

In thepresentwork westudy thepossibility to im provefurthertheaccuracy ofSU(1,1)interfer-

om etersby using specially prepared states (other than vacuum ). W e apply the idea ofHillery and

M lodinow [4]who proposed to use intelligent states (IS) [5]for im proving the phase sensitivity of

interferom eters.They analysed [4]the case ofSU(2)IS.Since we discusshere interferom eterschar-

acterized by SU(1,1),itisnaturalto use IS ofthisgroup [6,7,8].Thereisa problem ofgenerating

IS since,in general,they areconstructed by nonunitary operators[5,6].However,therearesom eIS

which sim ultaneously aregeneralized coherentstates(CS)[9,10]ofthecorrespondingLiegroup,i.e.,

an intersection occursbetween thesetwo typesofstates[6].Thisintersection isofspecialim portance

in physicsbecause IS thatalso are CS can be created by Ham iltoniansforwhich a given Lie group

isthe dynam icalsym m etry group. Recently we developed [7]a generalgroup-theoreticalapproach

to SU(1,1)IS by representing them in the corresponding coherent-state basis.Thisapproach yields

them ostfullcharacterization ofthecoherent-intelligentintersection.Theabove resultswillbeused

in the presentwork foranalysing SU(1,1)interferom etersfed with stateswhich are both IS and CS

ofthe SU(1,1)Lie group.

An SU(1,1)interferom eterisdescribed schem atically in �gure1.Two lightbeam srepresented by

m odeannihilation operatorsa1 and a2 enterinto theinputportsofthe�rstfour-wavem ixerFW M 1.

After leaving FW M 1,beam s accum ulate phase shifts �1 and �2,respectively,and then they enter

�
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thesecond four-wavem ixerFW M 2.Thephotonsleaving theinterferom eterarecounted by detectors

D1 and D2.

Fortheanalysisofsuch an interferom eteritisconvenientto considerthe Herm itian operators
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Theseoperatorsform the two-m ode boson realization ofthe SU(1,1)Liealgebra:

[K 1;K 2]= � iK 3; [K 2;K 3]= iK 1; [K 3;K 1]= iK 2: (2)

Itisalso usefulto introduce raising and lowering operators

K + = K 1 + iK 2 = a
y

1
a
y

2
; K � = K 1 � iK 2 = a1a2: (3)

TheCasim iroperator
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forany unitary irreduciblerepresentation isthe identity operatorI tim esa num ber:

K
2
= k(k � 1)I: (5)

Thus a representation of SU(1,1) is determ ined by a single num ber k that is called Bargm ann

index. For the discrete-series representations [11] the Bargm ann index acquires discrete values

k = 1

2
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;2;:::.By using the operators(1),one gets
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The photon-num ber di�erence between the m odes n0 = ha
y

1
a1 � a

y

2
a2i is a constant (chosen to be

positive)foreach irreduciblerepresentation and itisrelated totheBargm ann index viak = 1

2
(n0+ 1).

The corresponding state space isspanned by the com plete orthonorm albasisjk;ni(n = 0;1;2;:::)

thatcan beexpressed in term sofFock statesoftwo m odes:

jk;ni= jn + n0i1jni2: (7)

Theactionsoftheinterferom eterelem entson thevectorK = (K 1;K 2;K 3)can berepresented as

Lorentzboostsand rotationsin the(2+ 1)-dim ensionalspace-tim e[3].FW M 1 actson K asa Lorentz

boostwith thetransform ation m atrix

L(� �)=

0

B
@

1 0 0

0 cosh� � sinh�

0 � sinh� cosh�

1

C
A : (8)

Thetransform ation m atrix ofFW M 2 isL(�),i.e.,two four-wave m ixersperform boostsin opposite

directions.PhaseshiftersrotateK aboutthe3rd axisbyan angle� = � (�1+ �2).Thetransform ation

m atrix ofthisrotation is

R(�)=

0

B
@

cos� � sin� 0

sin� cos� 0

0 0 1

1

C
A : (9)

Theoveralltransform ation perform ed on K is

K out = L(�)R(�)L(� �)K : (10)

2



The inform ation on � is inferred from the photon statistics ofthe output beam s. O ne should

m easure the totalnum berofphotonsin the two outputm odes,N out,or,equivalently,the operator

K 3out =
1

2
(N out+ 1).Them ean-square 
uctuation in � dueto thephoton statisticsisgiven by [3]

(��)
2
=

(�K 3out)
2

j@hK 3outi=@�j
2
: (11)

From Eq.(10),we �nd

K 3out = (sinh� sin�)K 1 + sinh� cosh�(cos� � 1)K 2 + (cosh
2
� � sinh

2
� cos�)K 3: (12)

Ifonly vacuum 
uctuationsenterthe inputports,then Eq.(11)with K 3out ofform (12)reducesto

theknown result[3]

(��)
2
=
sin2� + cosh

2
�(1� cos�)2

sin2�sinh
2
�

: (13)

For� = 0 the(��)2 ism inim ized,(��)2 = 1=sinh2�.

W e would like to investigate a m ore generalcase when the interferom eterisfed with an SU(1,1)

intelligent state. The m otivation forusing IS isas follows. By putting � = 0,we can sim plify Eq.

(11)with K 3out given by (12)to theform

(��)
2
=

(�K 3)
2

sinh2�jhK 1ij
2
: (14)

Thecom m utation relation [K 2;K 3]= iK 1 im pliesthe uncertainty relation

(�K 2)
2
(�K 3)

2
�
1

4
jhK 1ij

2
: (15)

Therefore,

(��)
2
�

1

4sinh
2
�(�K 2)

2
: (16)

ForIS an equality isachieved in the uncertainty relation. Such K 2-K 3 IS with large valuesof�K 2

would allow usto m easure sm allchangesin �.Forthese statesEq.(16)reads

(��)
2
=

1

4sinh
2
�(�K 2)

2
: (17)

TheK 2-K 3 IS j�i23 aredeterm ined from the eigenvalue equation

(K 2 + i
K 3)j�i23 = �j�i23; (18)

where� isa com plex eigenvalue and 
 isa realparam etergiven by

j
j= �K 2=�K 3: (19)

Forj
j> 1 IS are squeezed in K 3 and forj
j< 1 IS aresqueezed in K 2.

In orderto beableto createIS,wem ustchoosestateswhich liein theintersection oftheSU(1,1)

intelligentand coherentstates.Thegeneralized SU(1,1)CS were introduced by Perelom ov [9]:

jk;�i = exp(�K+ � �
�
K � )jk;0i

= (1� j�j
2
)
k
exp(�K+ )jk;0i

= (1� j�j
2
)
k

1X

n= 0

�
�(n + 2k)

n!�(2k)

�1=2

�
n
jk;ni: (20)
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Here � = (�=j�j)tanhj�j,so j�j< 1. In the case ofthe two-m ode boson realization the SU(1,1)

CS can be recognized aswell-known two-m ode squeezed stateswith � being a squeezing param eter

[6]. Any intelligent state can be represented in the coherent-state basis[7]. By using thisanalytic

representation,wecan �nd thata K 2-K 3 intelligentstateisalso coherentwhen itseigenvalue� is[7]

� = � ik

q


2 + 1: (21)

Thecorresponding coherent-state am plitude� isreal:

� =
1


 �
p

2 + 1

: (22)

The condition j�j< 1 issatis�ed if
 > 0 foruppersign and 
 < 0 forlowersign. Squeezing in K3

(j
j> 1)correspondsto valuesj�j< 0:414.

By using the de�nition (20)ofthe SU(1,1)CS,one can easily calculate the variance ofK 2 [6]

(�K 2)
2
=
k(1+ j�j4 � �2 � ��2)

2(1� j�j2)2
: (23)

Fora coherent-intelligentstate,� isreal,so weobtain (�K 2)
2 = k=2.O therexpectation valuesover

jk;�iare

(�K 3)
2
=

2kj�j2

(1� j�j2)2
; (24)

hK 1i=
2kRe�

1� j�j2
: (25)

Then it is straightforward to check that an equality is achieved in the uncertainty relation (15)

provided that expectation values are calculated over an SU(1,1) coherent state with real�. It is

seen thatthestatesthatbelong to thecoherent-intelligentintersection lead to thebestm easurem ent

accuracy am ong allthe SU(1,1)CS.The m ean-square 
uctuation in � given by Eq.(17)is,forthe

interferom eterfed with an SU(1,1)coherent-intelligentstate,

(��)
2
=

1

2ksinh2�
: (26)

W eseethatthephasesensitivity isindependentofthevalueofsqueezingrepresented by �.Itdepends

only on param eter� ofthe four-wave m ixerand on the photon-num berdi�erence between the two

inputm odes(n0 = 2k� 1).Therefore,� can betaken to bezero,i.e.,onecan choose an inputstate

with a �xed num ber ofphotons in the one m ode and the vacuum in the other. The value of� is

restricted by propertiesofavailablefour-wavem ixers.W eseefrom Eq.(26)thatfora given valueof

� thephasesensitivity oftheSU(1,1)interferom eterscan beessentially im proved by choosing input

stateswith large valuesofthe photon-num berdi�erence between the two m odes. W hen n0 = 0 (in

particular,when the vacuum enters both input ports),the phase 
uctuations com e to the known

value(��)2 = 1=sinh
2
�.

Itisusualtoexam inetheinterferom etere�ciency by expressingthephasesensitivity �� in term s

ofthetotalnum berN ofphotonspassingthrough thephaseshifters.In thecaseoftheinterferom eter

considered here,N isthetotalnum berofphotonsem itted by FW M 1:

N = 2hK
0
3
i� 1; (27)

whereK 0= L(� �)K ,so K 0
3
= (cosh�)K 3 � (sinh�)K 2.By calculating theexpectation valueovera

coherent-intelligentstate,we obtain

N = 2k
1+ �2

1� �2
cosh� � 1: (28)
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Solving thisequation forsinh2� we �nally �nd

(��)
2
=

1

2k

2

4

 
1� �2

1+ �2

N + 1

2k

!
2

� 1

3

5

�1

: (29)

W eseethatthephasesensitivity �� approaches1=N .Thebestinterferom etere�ciency isachieved

for� = 0 and n0 = 0 (k = 1=2).Then one getsthe resultforthe vacuum input1 [3]:

(��)
2
=

1

N (N + 2)
: (30)

Fora given N ,(��)2 isoptim ized by taking thevacuum in both inputm odes.However,fora given

valueof� (dictated by practicalconsiderations),thephasesensitivity isim proved by choosing input

m odeswith a large photon-num berdi�erence between them .
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Figure captions

Figure 1: An SU(1,1) interferom eter. Two light m odes a1 and a2 are m ixed by four-wave m ixer

FW M 1,accum ulatephaseshifts�1 and �2,respectively,and then they areagain m ixed by four-wave

m ixerFW M 2.Thephotonsin outputm odesarecounted by detectorsD1 and D2.

1
Please notea m inordi�erencebetween thisresultand equation (9.31)ofRef.[3]where‘� 2’iserroneously printed

instead of‘+ 2’.
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