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A bstract

W e consider an SU (1,1) Interferom eter em ploying fourwave m ixers that is fed with two-m ode
states which are both coherent and intelligent states of the SU (1,1) Lie group. It is shown that
the phase sensitivity of the Interferom eter can be essentially in proved by using input states w ith
a large photon—num ber di erence between the m odes.

T he in provem ent of m easurem ent accuracy in interferom eters is of signi cant In portance in m odem
experin ental physics. M uch work has been done on the reduction of the quantum noise in inter-
ferom eters by using input light elds prepared In nonclassical photon states. Tt was pointed out by
C aves ] and Bondurant and Shapiro E] that the quantum uctuations can be din inished by feed-
Ing squeezed states of light into the interferom eter. T he interferom eters considered in , E] an ply
passive lossless devices, such as beam splitters. Yurke, M cCall and K Jauder E] showed that such
Interferom eters can be characterized by the SU (2) group. They also introduced a class of interfer—
om eters which em ploy active losslkess devices, such as fourwave m ixers, and are characterized by the
SU (1,1) group. It was shown E] that the use of squeezed light in SU (2) interferom eters can yield
a phase sensitivity 1N (Where N is the total num ber of photons passing through the inter-

ferom eter), whilk SU (1,1) Interferom eters can achieve a phase sensitivity of 1=N w ith only vacuum

uctuations entering the input ports.

In the present work we study the possbility to in prove further the accuracy of SU (1,1) interfer-
om eters by using specially prepared states (other than vacuum ). W e apply the idea of H illery and
M lodinow E] who proposed to use intelligent states (IS) E] for In proving the phase sensitivity of
Interferom eters. T hey analysed @] the case 0of SU 2) IS. Since we discuss here interferom eters char—
acterized by SU (1,1), it is natural to use IS of this group E, I], E]. T here is a problem of generating
IS since, in general, they are constructed by nonuniary operators E, B]. H ow ever, there are som e IS
w hich sim ultaneously are generalized coherent states (C S) E,] ofthe corresponding L ie group, ie.,
an intersection occursbetween these tw o types of states @]. T his intersection is of special In portance
In physics because IS that also are CS can be created by H am iltonians for which a given Lie group
is the dynam ical sym m etry group. Recently we developed ﬂ] a general group-theoretical approach
to SU (1,1) IS by representing them in the corresponding coherent-state basis. T his approach yields
the m ost full characterization of the coherent-intelligent Intersection. T he above results w illbe used
n the present work for analysing SU (1,1) interferom eters fed w ith states which are both IS and CS
ofthe SU (1,1) Lie group.

An SU (1,1) Interferom eter is described schem atically in gure 1. Two light beam s represented by
m ode annihilation operators a; and a, enter Into the input portsofthe rst fourwavem ixerFW M 1.
A fter leaving FW M 1, beam s accum ulate phase shifts ; and ,, regpectively, and then they enter
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the second fourwavem ixerFW M 2. T he photons leaving the interferom eter are counted by detectors
D1 and D 2.
For the analysis of such an interferom eter it is convenient to consider the H ermm iian operators

1 1
Ki= 5 @al + ajaz); K,= 2—i(a31/a32’ aias); Ks= > @a; + axal): @)

T hese operators form the two-m ode boson realization of the SU (1,1) Lie algebra:
Ki;K2]l= iKgj; K2;K3]l= Ky; K3;K1]= iKy: @)
Tt is also useful to Introduce raising and low ering operators
K, =K1+ K, = ajay; K =K; 1iKy,= ajay: 3)

T he C asin ir operator
K?=KZ K{ Kj @)
for any uniary irreducible representation is the identity operator I tin es a num ber:
K?=kk 1)I: (5)

Thus a representation of SU (1,1) is determ ined by a single number k that is called Bargm ann
Index. For the discrete-series representations @] the Bargm ann index acquires discrete values
k= %;1;2;2; :::. By usihg the operators El), one gets

1 1
K?= 2 @a; alay)? 1 (6)

T he photon-num ber di erence between themodesng = hala; ajapi is a constant (chosen to be
posiive) foreach irreduchble representation and it is related to the Bargm ann Index via k = % no+1).
T he corresponding state space is spanned by the com plete orthonom albasis k;ni h = 0;1;2;::2)
that can be expressed In term s of Fock states of two m odes:

kini= h1+ noiphiz: )

T he actions of the interferom eter elem ents on the vectorK = (K 1;K ;K 3) can be represented as
Lorentz boosts and rotations in the (2+ 1)-din ensional space-tin e E]. FW M 1 actson K asa Lorentz
boost w ith the transfom ation m atrix

0 1
1 0 0
B , C
L( )=@ 0 oosh snh Z& : (8)
0 sinh cosh

T he transform ation m atrix of FW M 2 isL ( ), ie. two fourwave m ixers perform boosts in opposite

directions. Phase shiftersrotate K aboutthe 3rd axisbyanangke = ( 1+ ). Thetransform ation
m atrix of this rotation is 0 1
cos sin 0
. C
R()=6 sn cos 0%: ©)
0 0 1

T he overall transform ation perform ed on K is

Kouwt=L( )R (L K @ (10)



The Inform ation on  is inferred from the photon statistics of the output beam s. O ne should
m easure the total num ber of photons in the two output m odes, N o, or, equivalently, the operator
K 3out = % N out + 1). Them ean-square uctuation in  due to the photon statistics is given by E]

K 2
2 _ ( 30T1t) 2: (11)
RIK 35u1=Q@ J
From Eq. ),we nd
Kiout = (SNh sin )K; + sinh ocosh (s 1)K, + (cosh?  shh? cos )Ks: 12)

Ifonly vacuum uctuations enter the input ports, then Eq. (@) w ith K 344t Of form ) reduces to
the known result E]
)2 sin® + cosh® (1 cos )?

( = : 13)
sin? sinh?®
For = Othe ( )2 ismiimized, ( )?= 1l=shh?

W e would lke to investigate a m ore general case when the interferom eter is f&d w ith an SU (1,1)
Intelligent state. The m otivation for using IS is as follows. By putting = 0, we can sin plify Eqg.
@) w ith K 3,4t gven by @) to the form

(K 3)?
()?= —5——: (14)
sinh® 3K if
T he com m utation relation K ;K 3]= iK1 im plies the uncertainty relation
2 > 1 .
(K 2)°(K 3) Z:rkllf: (15)
T herefore,
5 1
() 16)

4sinh® (K )%
For IS an equality is achieved in the uncertainty relation. Such K ;K 3 IS wih large valuesof K ,
would allow ustomeasure snallchanges n . For these statesE(q. ) reads

1

()%= 05 % i)
sinh® (K 2)
TheK ,K 3 IS j ip3 are determ Ined from the eigenvalue equation
K2+ 1 K3)Jdpz= Jips; 18)
where isa complex eigenvaluie and is a realparam eter given by
JJ= K=K 3: 19)

For j 3> 1 IS are squeezed In K3 and for j j< 1 IS are squeezed In K 5.
In order to be abl to create IS, we m ust choose states which lie in the intersection ofthe SU (1,1)
Intelligent and coherent states. T he generalized SU (1,1) CS were Introduced by Perelom ov E]:

k; 1 = exp(Kk K )k;01
= 1 j9HFexp( K:)k;0i

2 @+ 2k)
= ] k _—
@ 33 Tt

1=2
" x;ni: (20)



Here = (=jJJjtanhj j so j j< 1. In the case of the twom ode boson realization the SU (1,1)
CS can be recognized as welkknown two-m ode squeezed states wih beilhg a squeezing param eter
]. Any intelligent state can be represented In the coherent-state basis ﬂ]. By using this analytic
representation, we can nd that a K ,-K 3 intelligent state is also coherent when its eigenvalue is ﬂ]

q
= ik 24 1: (21)

T he corresponding coherent-state am plitude  is real:

N 22)

The condition j j< 1 issatis ed if > 0 forupper sign and < 0 for lower sign. Squeezing In K3
(3 3> 1) corresponds to values j j< 0:414.
By using the de nition @b ofthe SU (1,1) CS, one can easily calculate the variance ofK , E]
k@+33 * %

(K 5)° = : 23)
2 20 3 3)2

For a ocoherent-intelligent state, isreal, sowe ocbtain ( K 2)2 = k=2. O ther expectation values over
*k; iare

2k

(K 3)?= (lijjﬁﬁ)zi (24)
2kRe

K.i= T ﬁ 25)

Then it is straightforward to check that an equality is achieved in the uncertainty relation @)
provided that expectation values are calculated over an SU (1,1) coherent state with real . It is
seen that the states that belong to the coherent-intelligent intersection lead to the best m easurem ent
accuracy am ong allthe SU (1,1) CS.The m ean-square uctuation n given by Eq. @) is, for the
Interferom eter fed w ith an SU (1,1) coherent-intelligent state,

()= —— (26)
2k sinh?

W e see that the phase sensitiviy is mdependent ofthe value of squeezing represented by . Tt depends
only on param eter of the urwave m ixer and on the photon-num ber di erence between the two
nputmodes (hg = 2k 1). Therefore, can be taken to be zero, ie., one can choose an Input state
with a xed number of photons in the one m ode and the vacuum in the other. The value of is
restricted by properties of available fourwave m ixers. W e see from E(q. @) that for a given value of

the phase sensitivity of the SU (1,1) Interferom eters can be essentially In proved by choosing input
states w ith large values of the photon-num ber di erence between the twom odes. W hen ng = 0 (In
particular, when the vacuum enters both input ports), the phase uctuations com e to the known
valie () 2= 1=shh?

Tt isusualto exam ine the interferom eter e ciency by expressing the phase sensitiviy n term s

ofthe totalnum berN ofphotonspassing through the phase shifters. In the case ofthe interferom eter
considered here, N is the total num ber of photons em itted by FW M 1:

N =2/ Ji 1; @7)
whereK %= L ( )K,soK g = (cosh )K 3 (sin )K » . By calculating the expectation value over a
coherent-intelligent state, we ocbtain
1+ 2
N = 2k1 3 cosh 1: (28)



Solving this equation for sinh? we nally nd

, 1, 1 2N+1
)

15 : 29
2k 1+ 2 2k ©2)

W e see that the phase sensitivity approaches 1=N . T he best Interferom eter e ciency is achieved
for = 0andny= 0 (k= 1=2). Then one gets the resul for the vacuum jnputﬂ E]:

( )Q#- 30)
NN +2)°

Foragiven N, ( ) ? isoptin ized by taking the vacuum in both input m odes. H owever, fr a given
value of (dictated by practical considerations), the phase sensitivity is In proved by choosing input
m odes w ith a large photon-num ber di erence between them .
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F igure captions

Figure 1: An SU (1,1) interferom eter. Two light m odes a; and a, are m ixed by fourwave m ixer
FW M 1, accum ulate phase shifts 1 and », respectively, and then they are again m ixed by four-wave
m ixer FW M 2. The photons in output m odes are counted by detectorsD 1 and D 2.

1P lease note a m fnor di erence between this resul and equation (9.31) ofRef. E] where ' 2’ is erroneously printed
Instead of ¥ 2’.



