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C oherent states for quantum system s w ith a trilinear

boson H am iltonian

C.Brif�

Departm entofPhysics,Technion { IsraelInstitute ofTechnology,Haifa 32000,Israel

W eintroducea setofcoherentstateswhich areassociated with quantum

system sgoverned byatrilinearboson Ham iltonian.Thesestatesareproduced

by theaction ofa nonunitary displacem entoperatoron a referencestateand

can be equivalently de�ned by som e eigenvalue equations. The system pre-

pared initially in thereferencestatewillevolveinto thecoherentstateduring

the �rstinstantsofthe interaction process. Som e propertiesofthe coherent

statesarediscussed.In particular,theresolution oftheidentity isderived and

the related analytic representation in the com plex plane is developed. It is

shown thatthisanalyticrepresentation coincideswith adoublerepresentation

based on the G laubercoherentstatesofthe pum p m odeand on the SU(1,1)

Perelom ov coherentstatesofthe signal-idlersystem . Entanglem entbetween

the�eld m odesand photon statisticsofthecoherentstatesarestudied.Con-

nectionsbetween the coherentstatesand thelong-tim e evolution induced by

thetrilinearHam iltonian are considered.

42.50.Dv,42.65.-k

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

Various nonlinear processes in quantum optics,such as param etric am pli�cation,fre-

quency conversion,Ram an and Brillouin scattering,and the interaction oftwo-levelatom s

with a single-m ode radiation �eld,are described by a trilinear boson Ham iltonian ofthe

form [1{29]

Ĥ = !aâ
y
â+ !bb̂

ŷ
b+ !cĉ

y
ĉ+ �â̂b

y
ĉ
y
+ �

�
â
ŷ
b̂c: (1.1)

Here â, b̂, ĉ are the boson annihilation operators ofthe three �eld m odes with angular

frequencies!a,!b,!c,respectively,which satisfy theenergy conservation law

!a = !b+ !c: (1.2)

Theconceptofcoherentstateshasbeen introduced by Glauber[30]forthesingle-m ode

quantized radiation �eld whose dynam icalsym m etry group is the W eyl-Heisenberg group

[31].Perelom ov [32]and Gilm ore[33,34]have generalized theconceptofcoherentstatesto

quantum system swhosedynam icalsym m etry group isan arbitrary Liegroup.

In thepresentpaperweintroducecoherentstatesforquantum system swhosedynam ics

isgoverned by the trilinearboson Ham iltonian (1.1). ThisHam iltonian isa linearcom bi-

nation ofoperators thatdo not form a �nite-dim ensionalLie algebra,and hence a direct

application ofthePerelom ov form alism becom esim possible in thiscase.Therefore,we de-

�nethe coherentstatesaseigenstatesofsom enon-Herm itian operatorsor,equivalently,as
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statesproduced by the action ofa nonunitary displacem ent operatoron a reference state.

W eshow thatduring the�rstinstantsofthetim eevolution (i.e.,in theshort-tim eapproxi-

m ation)thisreferencestateisevolved intothecoherentstate.M oreover,thecoherentstates

have an im portantproperty ofresolution ofthe identity. Thus we are able to develop an

analytic representation in the com plex plane. Som e quantum statisticalproperties ofthe

coherent states are also discussed. In particular,we study photon statistics ofthe pum p

m ode and the entanglem ent between the pum p and the signal-idler subsystem s. W e also

considerconnectionsbetween the coherentstatesand the long-tim e dynam icsgoverned by

thetrilinearboson Ham iltonian.

II.P H Y SIC A L M O D ELS

The dynam icsinduced by theHam iltonian (1.1)can be betterunderstood by revealing

itssym m etries.Itcan beeasily shown thattheoperators

Ŝab = â
y
â+ b̂

ŷ
b; (2.1a)

Ŝac = â
y
â+ ĉ

y
ĉ; (2.1b)

D̂ bc = b̂
ŷ
b� ĉ

y
ĉ (2.1c)

(known in literature as M anley-Rowe invariants) are integrals ofm otion. They m anifest

underlying SU(2)and SU(1,1)sym m etries. Only two ofthese invariantsare linearly inde-

pendent:

Ŝab � Ŝac = D̂ bc:

Therefore,astateofthesystem can becharacterized by twoquantum num bers.TheHam il-

tonian (1.1)can bewritten in theform

Ĥ = Ĥ 0 + Ĥ int (2.2)

where

Ĥ 0 = !aâ
y
â+ !bb̂

ŷ
b+ !cĉ

y
ĉ; (2.3a)

Ĥ int = �â̂b
y
ĉ
y
+ �

�
â
ŷ
b̂c; (2.3b)

with

[Ĥ 0;Ĥ int]= 0: (2.4)

W ith the choice !b = !c = !a=2, the Ham iltonian (1.1) can be written (up to an

unim portantconstant)as

Ĥ = !a(̂a
y
â+ K̂ 0)+ �âK̂ + + �

�
â
y
K̂ � ; (2.5)

wheretheoperators

K̂ + = b̂
y
ĉ
y
; K̂ � = b̂̂c; K̂ 0 =

1

2
(̂b
ŷ
b+ ĉ

y
ĉ+ 1) (2.6)
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span theSU(1,1)Liealgebra:

[K̂ 0;K̂ � ]= � K̂ � ; [K̂ � ;K̂ + ]= 2K̂ 0: (2.7)

Theform (2.5)isconvenientfordescription ofprocesseswith underlying SU(1,1)sym m etry,

e.g.,forparam etric am pli�cation where the m odes â, b̂,and ĉ are identi�ed asthe pum p,

signal,andidlerm odes,respectively.Thesignal-idlersystem possessesanSU(1,1)sym m etry,

and theCasim iroperator

K̂
2
= K̂

2
0 �

1

2
(K̂ + K̂ � + K̂ � K̂ + )= k(k� 1) (2.8)

isan integralofm otion:

K̂
2
= 1

4
D̂

2
bc�

1

4
: (2.9)

ThustheBargm ann index k thatlabelsirreducible representationsofSU(1,1)isrelated to

thephoton-num berdi�erencebetween thesignaland idlerm odes:

k = 1

2
(jD̂ bcj+ 1): (2.10)

Thus k takes discrete values k = 1

2
;1;3

2
;2;:::that corresponds to the so-called discrete

seriesofrepresentations[35].The representation Hilbertspace isspanned by thecom plete

orthonorm albasisjk;ni(n = 0;1;2;:::),

K̂ 0jk;ni= (k + n)jk;ni:

Forthetwo-m oderealization (2.6)thestatesjk;nican beexpressed in term sofFock states

ofthem odes:

jk;ni= jn + 2k� 1ibjnic: (2.11)

Thisform im pliesthatthere ism ore photonsin the m ode b̂than in the m ode ĉ.However,

since the Ham iltonian issym m etric in the operators b̂and ĉ,we m ay by de�nition referto

them odewith largernum berofphotonsasthem ode b̂and tothem odewith sm allernum ber

ofphotonsasthem ode ĉ.Certainly,thisde�nition isincom pleteifan initialstateisgiven,

forexam ple,by a superposition jnibj0ic+ j0ibjm ic.In such a casewem ustusetwo SU(1,1)

representations: jk;ni+ = jn + 2k � 1ibjnic and jk;ni� = jnibjn + 2k � 1ic. However,for

thesakeofsim plicity,wewillnotconsidersuch situations.

Thereisanum berofnonlinearopticalprocessesdescribed by theHam iltonian (2.5).For

degenerateparam etricam pli�cation orsecond harm onicgeneration,onehas

K̂ + = 1

2
b̂
y2
; K̂ � = 1

2
b̂
2
; K̂ 0 =

1

2
(̂b
ŷ
b+ 1

2
): (2.12)

In thiscase K̂ 2 = � 3=16,so k = 1=4 or3=4. The dynam icsinduced by the corresponding

Ham iltonian has been studied for both second harm onic generation [36,37]and degener-

ate param etric am pli�cation [38{42]. Forthe intensity-dependent two-m ode coupling,the

SU(1,1)generatorsaregiven by

3



K̂ + =

q

b̂ŷb b̂
y
; K̂ � = b̂

q

b̂ŷb; K̂ 0 = b̂
ŷ
b+ 1

2
; (2.13)

which isknown astheHolstein-Prim ako� realization [43,44].In thiscasek = 1=2.

The Hilbert space H ofa quantum system governed by the Ham iltonian (2.5) can be

decom posed into a directsum of�nite-dim ensionalsubspacesH L:

H =

1M

L= 0

H L: (2.14)

Each subspaceH L isspanned by thecom pleteorthonorm alsetof(L + 1)statesjnijk;L � ni

(n = 0;:::;L),wherejniaretheFock statesofthem ode â,

â
y
âjni= njni;

and jk;L � ni are the orthonorm alstates ofSU(1,1). W e have seen that the Bargm ann

index k isrelated to theintegralofm otion D̂ bc via Eq.(2.10).Correspondingly,we�nd the

relation between theintegralsofm otion and thequantum num berL:

L = 1

2
(Ŝab+ Ŝac � D̂ bc): (2.15)

Itisclearthattheoperator

Ĥ 0 = !a(̂a
y
â+ K̂ 0) (2.16)

hastheproperty

Ĥ 0jnijk;L � ni= !a(k+ L)jnijk;L � ni: (2.17)

Since Ĥ 0 com m uteswith

Ĥ int = �âK̂ + + �
�
â
y
K̂ � ; (2.18)

thesubspace H L isinvariantundertheevolution induced by theHam iltonian (2.5).

III.C O H ER EN T STAT ES

Theevolution operator Û(t)= exp(� îH t)can bewritten as

Û(t)= exp(zâK̂ + � z
�
â
y
K̂ � )exp(� îH 0t); (3.1)

wherez = � i�t.Iftheinitialstateisj 0;k;Li,theaction ofexp(� îH 0t)willonly m ultiply

itby a phasefactor:

exp(� îH 0t)j 0;k;Li= exp[� i!a(k + L)t]j 0;k;Li:

Thereforewecan consideronly theaction ofthe�rstexponentin (3.1):

j z;k;Li= exp(zâK̂ + � z
�
â
y
K̂ � )j 0;k;Li: (3.2)
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Ifthem ode â ishighly excited and itsdepletion can beneglected through theevolution of

thesystem ,onecan usetheso-called param etricapproxim ation [6,14].In thisapproxim ation

the m ode â istreated classically,i.e.,the operators â and ây are replaced by c num bers�

and ��,respectively.In thiscaseEq.(3.2)de�nestheSU(1,1)Perelom ov coherentstates.In

thecontextoftheboson realizations(2.6)and (2.12),thesestatesareidenti�ed asthewell-

known two-m ode and one-m ode squeezed states,respectively. (Lim itations to squeezing

in degenerate param etric am pli�ers due to quantum 
uctuations in the pum p have been

discussed in Refs.[38{42].) The SU(1,1)coherentstateshave been also considered [45{47]

in thecontextoftheHolstein-Prim ako� realization (2.13).

In whatfollowswewillconsiderthegeneral(purequantum )case,when theparam etric

approxim ation isnotvalid. However,itiscustom ary to use the short-tim e approxim ation

[10,12,17,24,27,29]in which one assum es jzj� 1. In orderto clarify the algebraic m ean-

ing ofthisapproxim ation,we use the Baker-Cam pbell-Hausdor� theorem expressed asthe

Zassenhausform ula [48]:

e
X̂ + Ŷ

= e
X̂
e
Ŷ
e
Ĉ 2e

Ĉ 3 � � � e
Ĉ j � � � : (3.3)

Here Ĉj isa polynom ialofjth degreein X̂ and Ŷ with rationalcoe�cients.Forexam ple,

Ĉ2 = � 1

2
[X̂ ;Ŷ ]; (3.4)

Ĉ3 = � 1

3
[[X̂ ;Ŷ ];Ŷ ]� 1

6
[[X̂ ;Ŷ ];X̂ ]: (3.5)

Fortheevolution operatorofEq.(3.2),weidentify

X̂ = zâK̂ + ; Ŷ = � z
�
â
y
K̂ � : (3.6)

Therefore,Ĉj containsjzj
j.Forexam ple,

Ĉ2 =
jzj2

2
[̂aK̂ + ;̂a

y
K̂ � ]=

jzj2

2
[K̂ � K̂ + � 2̂aâ

y
K̂ 0]:

In the short-tim e approxim ation one truncates in the second orderofjzj,i.e.,neglectsall

theterm sthatcontain jzjj with j> 2.In thisapproxim ation weobtain

j z;k;Li�
h

1+ (zâK̂ + � z
�
â
y
K̂ � )+

1

2
(zâK̂ + � z

�
â
y
K̂ � )

2
i

j 0;k;Li: (3.7)

Letusconsidertheinitialstateoftheform

j 0;k;Li= jLijk;0i: (3.8)

Then Eq.(3.7)gives

j z;k;Li� (1� kLjzj
2
)jLijk;0i+ z

p
2kLjL � 1ijk;1i

+z
2
q

(2k2 + k)(L2 � L)jL � 2ijk;2i: (3.9)

Theinitialstate(3.8)isan extrem estatein thesubspaceH L and henceithassom especial

properties:
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e
Ĉ 2jLijk;0i�

�

1+ 1

2
jzj

2
[̂aK̂ + ;̂a

y
K̂ � ]

�

jLijk;0i= (1� kLjzj
2
)jLijk;0i; (3.10)

exp(� z
�
â
y
K̂ � )jLijk;0i= jLijk;0i: (3.11)

Therefore,we�nd

j z;k;Li� (1� kLjzj
2
)exp(zâK̂ + )jLijk;0i; (3.12)

wheretheexponentialshould beexpanded up to thesecond order,which im m ediately leads

to Eq.(3.9).

Now weintroducethecoherentstatesforthequantum system sgoverned by theHam il-

tonian (2.5).W ede�ne

jz;k;Li� e
X̂
e
Ŷ
e
Ĉ 2jLijk;0i= N

� 1=2
exp(zâK̂ + )jLijk;0i; (3.13)

whereN isthenorm alization factordeterm ined by

exp
�
1

2
jzj

2
[̂aK̂ + ;̂a

y
K̂ � ]

�

jLijk;0i= N
� 1=2

jLijk;0i:

Com paringEqs.(3.13)and (3.12),weseethatin theshort-tim eapproxim ation thecoherent

states jz;k;Li coincide with the states j z;k;Li obtained by the action ofthe evolution

operatoron theinitialstatejLijk;0i.Expanding theexponentialin (3.13),weobtain

jz;k;Li=
1

p
N

LX

n= 0

~dn(k;L)z
n
jL � nijk;ni; (3.14)

~dn(k;L)�

"
L!�(2k+ n)

n!(L � n)!�(2k)

#1=2

: (3.15)

Som etim esitisconvenientto usey = 1=z.Then wewritethecoherentstatesin theform

jy;k;Li=
y� L
p
N

LX

n= 0

dn(k;L)y
n
jnijk;L � ni; (3.16)

dn(k;L)�
~dL� n(k;L)=

"
L!�(2k+ L � n)

n!(L � n)!�(2k)

#1=2

: (3.17)

Thenorm alization factorisgiven by

N (jyj
2
;k;L)=

�(2k+ L)

jyj2L�(2k)
�(� L;1� L � 2k;jyj

2
);

where �(a;c;x)isthecon
uenthypergeom etric function (theKum m erfunction)[49].The

scalarproductoftwo coherentstatesis
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hy1;k;Ljy2;k;Li=
N (y�1y2;k;L)

[N (jy1j
2;k;L)N (jy2j

2;k;L)]
1=2

:

Equation (3.13)showsthatthecoherentstatesjz;k;Liareproduced by theaction ofthe

(nonunitary)displacem ent operatorexp(zâK̂ + )on the reference state jLijk;0i. They can

be equivalently de�ned by som e eigenvalue equations. W e startwith eigenvalue equations

satis�ed by thereferencestatejLijk;0i:

â
y
âjLijk;0i= LjLijk;0i; (3.18a)

K̂ 0jLijk;0i= kjLijk;0i; (3.18b)

K̂ � jLijk;0i= 0: (3.18c)

Actingon both sidesoftheseequationswith exp(zâK̂ + ),weobtain theeigenvalueequations

satis�ed by thecoherentstates:

(̂a
y
â+ zâK̂ + )jz;k;Li= Ljz;k;Li; (3.19a)

(K̂ 0 � zâK̂ + )jz;k;Li= kjz;k;Li; (3.19b)

(K̂ � � 2zâK̂ 0 + z
2
â
2
K̂ + )jz;k;Li= 0: (3.19c)

NotethatEqs.(3.19a)and (3.19b)areconnected via therelation âyâ+ K̂ 0 = k+ L.

Itis straightforward to generalize the concept ofthe coherent statesto the case when

thereferencestateofthepum p m odeisa superposition oftheFock statesjLiwith di�erent

valuesofL and thereferencestateofthesignal-idlersystem isasuperposition oftheSU(1,1)

statesjk;0iwith di�erentvaluesofk:

j 0i=

1X

L= 0

hLjLi
X

k

gkjk;0i:

W eassum ethatj 0iisnorm alized.Then thecoherentstateisgiven by

jzi=
1

p
N

exp(zâK̂ + )j 0i=
X

k;L

gkhLjz;k;Li: (3.20)

For exam ple,one can consider a case when the reference state ofthe pum p m ode is the

Glaubercoherent state orthe squeezed state. In whatfollowswe willstudy the coherent

stateswith speci�cvaluesofk and L.Propertiesofthecoherentsuperposition (3.20)depend

on thechoiceofthecoe�cientsg k and hL.Expectation valuesforthestatejziaregiven by

weighted sum soverthecorresponding expectationsforthestatesjz;k;Li.

IV .R ESO LU T IO N O F T H E ID EN T IT Y A N D A N A LY T IC R EP R ESEN TAT IO N S

An im portant property of coherent states is the resolution of the identity. For the

coherentstatesjy;k;Liwehave

Z

d�(y;k;L)jy;k;Lihy;k;Lj= 1̂L; (4.1)

7



where 1̂L istheprojection operatoron thesubspace H L:

1̂L =

LX

n= 0

jnijk;L � nihnjhk;L � nj: (4.2)

In orderto�nd theintegration m easured�(y;k;L)thatrealizestheresolution oftheidentity

(4.1),wesubstitutey =
p
rei�,i.e.,

r = jyj
2
; � = argy;

and de�ne

d�(y;k;L)= R(jyj
2
;k;L)d

2
y = 1

2
R(r;k;L)drd�: (4.3)

Theintegration isoverthewholecom plex plane.Integrating overtheangle�,weobtain

LX

n= 0

�(2k+ L � n)

n!(L � n)!

�Z 1

0

r
n
T(r;k;L)dr

�

jnijk;L � nihnjhk;L � nj=1̂L; (4.4)

wherewehavede�ned

T(r;k;L)�
�L!

�(2k+ L)

R(r;k;L)

�(� L;1� L � 2k;r)
: (4.5)

By using theintegral[49,p.285],

Z 1

0

r
b� 1

�(a;c;� r)dr=
�(b)�(c)�(a� b)

�(a)�(c� b)
; (4.6)

weobtain

T(r;k;L)=
�(L + 2)

�(2k+ L + 1)
�(L + 2;2k+ L + 1;� r):

Thisgivesusthe�nalexpression fortheintegration m easure:

d�(y;k;L)=
1

2�

L + 1

L + 2k
�(� L;1� L � 2k;r)�(L + 2;2k+ L + 1;� r)drd�: (4.7)

Theresolution oftheidentity isim portantbecauseitallowstheuseofthecoherentstates

asa basisin thestatespace.Letusconsidera statejfiin H L:

jfi=

LX

n= 0

fnjnijk;L � ni: (4.8)

W eintroducetheanalyticfunction

Yf(y;k;L)= N
1=2
y
L
hfjy;k;Li=

LX

n= 0

dn(k;L)f
�
ny

n
; (4.9)
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thatdeterm inestherepresentation in thecoherent-statebasis:

jfi=

Z

d�(y;k;L)
Y �
f (y;k;L)
p
N (y�)L

jy;k;Li; (4.10)

and thescalarproductoftwo statesis

hgjfi=

Z

d�(y;k;L)
Yg(y;k;L)Y

�
f (y;k;L)

N jyj2L
: (4.11)

W ealso �nd thereproducing kernelofthisrepresentation:

Yf(y;k;L)=

Z

d�(x;k;L)
yLN (x�y;k;L)

xLN (jxj2;k;L)
Yf(x;k;L): (4.12)

Theoperators âK̂ + ,â
yK̂ � ,and K̂ 0 actin theHilbertspaceofanalyticfunctionsY (y;k;L)

aslineardi�erentialoperators:

âK̂ + = � y
d2

dy2
+ (L + 2k� 1)

d

dy
; (4.13a)

â
y
K̂ � = � y

2 d

dy
+ Ly; (4.13b)

K̂ 0 = � y
d

dy
+ k+ L; (4.13c)

and theexpression for âyâ followsim m ediately from therelation âyâ+ K̂ 0 = k+ L.

Thecoherentstatejy0;k;Liisrepresented by theanalyticfunction

Y0(y;k;L)=
yLN (y�0y;k;L)
q

N (jy0j
2;k;L)

: (4.14)

ByusingEq.(3.19a),we�ndthatthisfunctionsatis�esthesecond-orderdi�erentialequation

y
d2Y0

dy2
� [y

�
0y+ (L + 2k� 1)]

dY0

dy
+ Ly

�
0Y0 = 0: (4.15)

EigenstatesoftheHam iltonian (2.5)aredeterm ined by

Ĥ 0j�;k;Li= !a(k+ L)j�;k;Li; (4.16)

Ĥ intj�;k;Li= �j�;k;Li: (4.17)

Thecorresponding analyticfunction

Y�(y;k;L)= N
1=2
y
L
h�;k;Ljy;k;Li (4.18)

satis�esthesecond-orderdi�erentialequation

y
d2Y�

dy2
+ [
y

2
� (L + 2k� 1)]

dY�

dy
+ (�� � 
Ly)Y� = 0; (4.19)

9



where


 � �=�
�
; �� � �=�

�
: (4.20)

The above results forthe analytic representation in y plane can be easily transform ed

fortheanalyticrepresentation in z plane.W ejustusetheexpression (3.14)forthecoherent

statesand obtain

Zf(z;k;L)= N
1=2
hfjz;k;Li=

LX

n= 0

~dn(k;L)f
�
L� nz

n
: (4.21)

Itiseasy to �nd thefollowing relation:

Zf(z;k;L)= z
L
Yf(y = 1=z;k;L): (4.22)

Thecorresponding di�erentialoperatorsare

âK̂ + = � z
3 d

2

dz2
+ (L � 2k� 1)z

2 d

dz
+ 2kLz; (4.23a)

â
y
K̂ � =

d

dz
; (4.23b)

K̂ 0 = z
d

dz
+ k: (4.23c)

Itisinterestingtostudy how thecoherentstatesjy;k;Liofthewholethree-m odesystem

arerelated totheGlaubercoherentstatesofthepum p and totheSU(1,1)Perelom ov coher-

entstatesofthe signal-idlersystem . W e considerthisrelation by using the corresponding

analyticrepresentations.TheGlaubercoherentstatesaregiven by [30]

j�i= e
� j�j2=2

1X

n= 0

�n
p
n!
jni; (4.24)

and the corresponding analytic representation in � plane (called the Bargm ann represen-

tation)iswellknown [50{52]. The SU(1,1)Perelom ov coherentstatescan be expressed as

[32]

jk;�i= (1� j�j
2
)
k

1X

n= 0

"
�(n + 2k)

n!�(2k)

#1=2

�
n
jk;ni; (4.25)

wherej�j< 1.Thecorrespondinganalyticrepresentation isreferred toastherepresentation

in the unitdisk. W e com bine the Bargm ann representation and the representation in the

unitdisk in orderto obtain a doublerepresentation forthestatejfi2 H L:

D f(�;�)= e
j�j2=2

(1� j�j
2
)
� k
hfj(j�ijk;�i)=

LX

n= 0

"
�(2k+ L � n)

n!(L � n)!�(2k)

#1=2

f
�
n�

n
�
L� n

: (4.26)

Thedi�erentialoperatorsofthedoublerepresentation aregiven by
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âK̂ + = �
2 @2

@�@�
+ 2k�

@

@�
; (4.27a)

â
y
K̂ � = �

@

@�
; (4.27b)

K̂ 0 = �
@

@�
+ k: (4.27c)

Itiseasy to �nd thefollowing relation:

D f(�;�)=
�L
p
L!
Yf(y = �=�)=

�L
p
L!
Zf(z = �=�): (4.28)

Thisrelation shows thatthe analytic representation in the coherent-state basisjy;k;Liis

equivalentto the double representation based on the Glaubercoherentstatesofthe pum p

and on theSU(1,1)Perelom ov coherentstatesofthesignal-idlersystem .

V .M O D E EN TA N G LEM EN T A N D Q U A N T U M STAT IST IC S O F T H E

C O H ER EN T STAT ES

The quantum natureofthedynam icsinduced by thetrilinearboson Ham iltonian leads

to strong entanglem entbetween the pum p and the signal-idlersubsystem s [27]. W e study

heretheentanglem entbetween the�eld m odeswhen thewholethree-m odesystem isin the

coherentstatejy;k;Li.Thisisapurestateand thereforethetotalentropy iszero.However,

quantum correlationsbetween them odeslead totheincreaseofthem arginalentropyofeach

m ode.Thevon Neum ann quantum entropy Si ofthem odei(i= a;b;c)isde�ned by [53]

Si= � Tri(̂�iln �̂i); (5.1)

where �̂i isthe reduced density operatorofthe im ode. In particular,the reduced density

operator �̂a ofthepum p m odeis

�̂a = Trbc(̂�); (5.2)

where �̂ isthedensity operatorofthewholesystem ,and Trbc denotestracingoverthesignal

and idlervariables.Forthecoherentstatejy;k;Li,we�nd

�̂a =
1

jyj2LN

LX

n= 0

[dn(k;L)]
2
jyj

2n
jnihnj: (5.3)

IfSx and Sy are the m arginalentropies oftwo subsystem s which com pose the whole

system with thetotalentropy S,theAraki-Lieb theorem [54]can beexpressed as

jSx � Syj� S � Sx + Sy: (5.4)

In our case S = 0,and hence the m arginalentropies ofthe pum p and the signal-idler

subsystem sareequal:
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Sa = Sbc: (5.5)

Also,itfollowsfrom theAraki-Lieb theorem that

jSb� Scj� Sbc = Sa � Sb+ Sc: (5.6)

A quantitative m easure oftheentanglem entbetween two subsystem sisthe index ofcorre-

lation [55]:

Ix-y = Sx + Sy � Sxy: (5.7)

In ourcasetheindex ofcorrelation Ia-bc between thepum p and thesignal-idlersubsystem s

isequalto twicethem arginalentropy ofthepum p m ode:Ia-bc = 2Sa.

Instead ofevaluating entropiesitisconvenientto evaluatethepurity param etersofthe

m odes:

S
pur

i = 1� Tri(̂�
2
i): (5.8)

Itcan beshown thatthepurity param eterS
pur

i representsalowerbound forthecorrespond-

ing entropy Si,i.e.,S
pur

i � Si. M oreover,in the presentcase the purity param eterssatisfy

relationsvalid fortheentropy,such astheAraki-Lieb theorem .In particular,thisgives

S
pur

= 0� S
pur
a = S

pur

bc : (5.9)

Forthecoherentstatejy;k;Li,weobtain

S
pur
a = 1�

1

jyj4LN 2

LX

n= 0

[dn(k;L)]
4
jyj

4n
: (5.10)

This quantity is presented in Fig.1 versus jzj= 1=jyjfork = 1 and variousvalues ofL.

Asjzjincreases,Spur
a rapidly grows,reachesa m axim um ,and then decreases. The greater

isthe initialnum berL ofthe pum p photons,the higheristhe m axim um ofSpur
a ,i.e.,the

strongeristheentanglem ent.In thelim itjzj� 1,thepurity param eterincreasesas

S
pur
a � 4kLjzj

2
+ O (jzj

4
); (5.11)

whilein thelim itjzj� 1,itdecreasesas

S
pur
a �

2L

2k+ L � 1
jzj

� 2
+ O (jzj

� 4
): (5.12)

W eseethatforjzj� 1theentanglem entbetween thepum p and thesignal-idlersubsystem s

isvery weak.Thisresultisexpected duetothefactthatthecoherentstatesareobtained by

the repeated application ofthe annihilation operator â with no creation operator ây being

applied. Therefore,asjzjbecom eslarge,the pum p m ode tendstoward the vacuum and is

then m orepureand m oreuncorrelated to thesignaland idlerm odes.

W e also consider photon statistics ofthe pum p m ode â for the whole system in the

coherentstatejy;k;Li.Thephoton-num berdistribution isgiven by
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Pa(n)= hnĵ�ajni=
[dn(k;L)]

2

N
jzj

2(L� n)
: (5.13)

This distribution is plotted in Fig.2 versus n for k = 1,L = 10,and various values of

jzj= 1=jyj.W eseethatPa(n)isvery sensitivetothevalueofjzj.W ecan furtherinvestigate

photon statisticsofthepum p m odeby evaluating theexpectation valueand thevarianceof

thenum beroperator N̂ a = âyâ.Itiseasy to �nd thefollowing expressions:

hN̂ ai=
r

A

dA

dr
; (5.14)

h(� N̂ a)
2
i=

r2

A

d2A

dr2
+

r

A

dA

dr
�

 
r

A

dA

dr

! 2

; (5.15)

wherer= jyj2 and wehavede�ned

A (r;k;L)� r
L
N (r;k;L)=

�(2k+ L)

�(2k)
�(� L;1� L � 2k;r): (5.16)

W ede�ne


(r;k;L)�
d

dr
ln[�(� L;1� L � 2k;r)]=

L

L + 2k� 1

�(1� L;2� L � 2k;r)

�(� L;1� L � 2k;r)
: (5.17)

Then theexpectation valueand thevarianceofN̂ a can bewritten as

hN̂ ai= r
; (5.18)

h(� N̂ a)
2
i= [r

2
+ (2k+ L)r]
� r

2


2
� Lr: (5.19)

Usingtheintegralsofm otion,wecan alsoinfertheinform ation aboutthesignal-idlersystem :

hK̂ 0i= k+ L � ĥN ai; h(� K̂ 0)
2
i= h(� N̂ a)

2
i: (5.20)

Num ericalresults are presented in Fig.3 where hN̂ aiand h(� N̂ a)
2iare plotted versus

jzj= 1=
p
r fork = 1 and L = 10.W ealso considersom eapproxim ate results.In thelim it

jzj� 1,weobtain

hN̂ ai� L � 2kLjzj
2
+ O (jzj

4
); (5.21)

h(� N̂ a)
2
i� 2kLjzj

2
+ O (jzj

4
); (5.22)

i.e.,photon statisticsofthepum p m odeiscloseto thatoftheFock statejLi.However,as

jzjincreases,photon statisticsrapidly changes.In thelim itjzj� 1,weobtain

hN̂ ai� h(�N̂ a)
2
i�

Ljzj� 2

L + 2k� 1
+ O (jzj

� 4
): (5.23)

Therefore,forjzj� 1photon statisticsofthepum p m odeisclosetobePoissonian.Because

thepurity param eterSpur
a in thislim itisvery sm all[seeEq.(5.12)],i.e.,thepum p isalm ost

disentangled from thesignal-idlersystem ,thestateofthepum p m odeiscloseto a slightly

excited pure state with Poissonian statistics. This result can be sim ply explained by the

repeated application ofthe pum p-m ode annihilation operator with no creation operator

being applied.Forjzj� 1 thisleadsto thestrong depletion ofthepum p m ode.
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V I.LO N G -T IM E EV O LU T IO N A N D FU N D A M EN TA L LIM IT O N T H E

EN ER G Y T R A N SFER

W e know thatthe coherent states jz;k;Li with jzj� 1 are produced from the initial

statejLijk;0iduring the�rstinstantsofthetim eevolution.However,thissim plephysical

m eaning isnotvalid in generalforthecoherentstateswith largevaluesofjzj.Nevertheless,

it should be interesting to study the connection between these states and the long-tim e

evolution induced by thetrilinearHam iltonian.

W econsiderthedynam icsoftheinitialstatejLijk;0i.ForgeneralL theeigenvalueequa-

tion (4.17)can be solved num erically by a diagonalization ofthe interaction Ham iltonian.

ForL = 1 and L = 2 thiscan bedoneanalytically.By studying thesesim plesituations,we

can understand generalfeaturesofthelong-tim edynam ics.ForL = 1 weobtain

j t;k;1i= exp(� iHintt)j1ijk;0i= cos(�1t)j1ijk;0i+ sin(�1t)j0ijk;1i; (6.1)

where � = ij�j,�1 =
p
2kj�j. W e see that the evolution is periodical. Therefore,it is

su�cientto consideronly thetim erange0� �1t� 2�.ThecoherentstateforL = 1 is

jz;k;1i=
j1ijk;0i+

p
2kzj0ijk;1i

q

1+ 2kjzj2
: (6.2)

Itiseasy to check thatthisstatecan bewritten (up to an unim portantphasefactor)in the

form (6.1)with realz= (2k)� 1=2tan(�1t).Thusthecoherentstatejz;k;1iexactly describes

thedynam icsinduced by thetrilinearHam iltonian.The�rstinstantsofthetim eevolution

(�1t� 1)and them om entswith �1tcloseto � and 2� aredescribed by thecoherentstates

with jzj� 1,whileatthem om entswith �1tcloseto �=2 and 3�=2 thesystem evolvesinto

thecoherentstatewith jzj� 1.

ForL = 2 thesituation ism orecom plicated.In thiscaseweobtain

j t;k;2i= exp(� iHintt)j2ijk;0i= (4k+ 1)
� 1
nq

8k(2k+ 1)sin
2
(�2t)j0ijk;2i

+

q

2k(4k+ 1)sin(2�2t)j1ijk;1i+ [1+ 4kcos
2
(�2t)]j2ijk;0i

o

; (6.3)

where�2 =
1

2

p
8k+ 2j�j.ThecoherentstateforL = 2 isgiven by

jz;k;2i=
j2ijk;0i+

p
4kzj1ijk;1i+

q

2k(2k+ 1)z2j0ijk;2i
q

1+ 4kjzj2 + 2k(2k+ 1)jzj4
:

This state with jzj� 1 coincides with the state j t;k;2i with �2t � 1 (for z = j�jt).

However,for other m om ents oftim e this sim ple connection is not valid in general. For

exam ple,atthem om ent�2t= �=2� ","� 1,thestatej t;k;2iofEq.(6.3)hastheform

j t;k;2i� (4k+ 1)
� 1
hq

8k(2k+ 1)(1� "
2
)j0ijk;2i+

q

8k(4k+ 1)"j1ijk;1i

+(1+ 4k"
2
)j2ijk;0i

i

: (6.4)
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On theotherhand,thecoherentstatejz;k;2iwith jzj� 1 can bewritten as

jz;k;2i� (1� g
2
)j0ijk;2i+

p
2gj1ijk;1i+

q

(2k+ 1)=(2k)g
2
j2ijk;0i; (6.5)

wherewehaveassum ed z to berealand positive,and g = 1=(
p
2k+ 1z).Thestatejz;k;2i

ofEq.(6.5)doesnotcoincidein generalwith thestatej t;k;2iofEq.(6.4).Itisseen that

thesetwo statescoincideonly in thelim itk � "� 2 � 1 (with g = ").

In order to understand why the system does not evolve in generalinto the coherent

state jz;k;2i with jzj� 1,consider the result (5.23) for the m ean photon num ber hN̂ ai.

Indeed,forjzj� 1,hN̂ aiisvery sm all,i.e.,alm ostallthe photonsare in the signal-idler

system . Thisresultcontradictsto a fundam entallim iton the energy transfer,thatexists

for the evolution ofthe initialstate jLijk;0i. It was �rst shown by Drobn�y and Bu�zek

[56]thatsuch a fundam entallim iton the energy transferexistsin the m ultiphoton down-

conversion,when thesignalm ode b̂isinitially in thevacuum stateand thepum p m ode â is

excited.A particularcaseisthetwo-photondown-conversion (i.e.,thedegenerateparam etric

am pli�cation),described by theHam iltonian (2.5)with thetwo-photon SU(1,1)realization

(2.12). In thiscase only lessthan 3=4 ofthe pum p photonscan be transferred in average

from thepum p to thesignalm ode[56].

A sim ilarlim itholdsalso fortheevolution induced by thegeneralHam iltonian (2.5)for

theinitialstatejLijk;0i.ForL = 1,we�nd

hN̂ ai(t)= cos
2
(�1t): (6.6)

In thiscasethesinglephoton beinginitiallyin thepum p m odecan becom pletely transferred

to the signalm ode. Therefore,there is no prohibition on the production ofthe coherent

stateswith arbitrarily largevaluesofjzj. However,forL > 1 there doesexistthe lim iton

theenergy transfer.ForL = 2,weobtain

hN̂ ai(t)= 2�
8ksin2(�2t)

4k+ 1
�
8ksin4(�2t)

(4k+ 1)2
: (6.7)

Thee�ciency � oftheenergy transferisde�ned asthem axim um m ean num berofphotons

which can be in principle transferred from the pum p to the signal-idlersystem ,divided by

theinitialnum berofthepum p photons.ForL = 2,thee�ciency is

� = 1�
1

(4k+ 1)2
: (6.8)

In particular,in the degenerate param etric am pli�cation we have k = 1=4 and � = 3=4,

in accordance with the resultsofDrobn�y and Bu�zek [56]. However,in the non-degenerate

param etricam pli�cation thee�ciency � rapidly approaches1 ask increases.Therefore,the

coherentstateswith largevaluesofjzjcan beproduced in thelim itk � 1,aswehaveseen

from thecom parison ofEqs.(6.4)and (6.5).

W ealso�nd an heuristicrelation between thecoherentstatesand thelong-tim eevolution

induced by thetrilinearHam iltonian.Considerthestatej t;k;2iatthem om ent�2t= �=2:

j t;k;2i=
j2ijk;0i+

q

8k(2k+ 1)j0ijk;2i

4k+ 1
: (6.9)
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W ecom parethisstatewith an even superposition oftwo coherentstates,

jz;k;2ie = A (jz;k;2i+ j� z;k;2i)=
j2ijk;0i+

q

2k(2k+ 1)z2j0ijk;2i
q

1+ 2k(2k+ 1)z4
; (6.10)

where A is a norm alization factorand we assum e z to be real. Itis easy to see thatthe

superposition statejz;k;2ie coincideswith thestatej t;k;2iofEq.(6.9)forz
2 = 2.In this

specialcase the long-tim e dynam ics can be described by using a discrete superposition of

thecoherentstates.However,any quantum stateobtained during thetim eevolution ofthe

system can beexpanded in thecoherent-statebasisby using theidentity resolution (4.1).

V II.C O N C LU SIO N S

In thispaperwehaveintroduced thecoherentstatesforquantum system s,whosedynam -

icsisgoverned by a trilinearboson Ham iltonian.Thisdynam icsiscom plicated becausethe

operatorswhich com posesuch a Ham iltonian do notform a �nite-dim ensionalLiealgebra.

Therefore,thestandard form alism ofPerelom ov cannotbe used in thiscase.Nevertheless,

we have shown thatin each invariantsubspace there doesexistan overcom plete setofthe

coherent states. During the �rst instants ofthe tim e evolution the system prepared in a

specialinitialstate willevolve into the coherentstate. Using the coherent-state basis,we

have constructed theresolution ofthe identity and the analytic representation in thecom -

plex plane.Thisanalyticrepresentation coincideswith adoublerepresentation based on the

Glaubercoherentstatesofthe pum p and on the SU(1,1)Perelom ov coherentstatesofthe

signal-idlersystem .W ehavestudied theentanglem entbetween the�eld m odesand photon

statisticsofthecoherentstates.W ehavealso considered connectionsbetween thecoherent

statesand thelong-tim eevolution induced by thetrilinearboson Ham iltonian.
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FIG U R E C A P T IO N S

FIG .1. The purity param eter Spura ofEq.(5.10) as a functionsofjzj= 1=jyjforthe coherent

statesjy;k;Liwith k = 1 and L = 1;3;10. The lossofthe correlation forjzj� 1 occursbecause

the pum p m odetendsin thislim ittoward thevacuum and isthen m ore pure.

FIG .2. Thephoton-num berdistribution Pa(n)ofEq.(5.13)forthecoherentstatesjy;k;Liwith

k = 1,L = 10,and variousvaluesofjzj= 1=jyj.

FIG .3. The m ean photon num berhN̂ aiofEq.(5.18)[curve (a)],and the variance h(� N̂ a)
2iof

Eq.(5.19) [curve (b)]as functions ofjzj= 1=jyjfor the coherent state jy;k;Li with k = 1 and

L = 10. As jzjincreases,the pum p m ode is depleted and approaches the vacuum in the lim it

jzj! 1 .
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