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We analyze an optical parametric oscillator (OPO) in whigboaded down-conversion occurs inside a cavity
resonant for all modes but the initial pump. Due to the resboascade design, the OPO present tA0 level
oscillation thresholds that are therefore remarkably tawen for ay > OPO. This is promising for reaching the
regime of an effective third-order nonlinearity well abdeth thresholds. Suchyd? cascaded device also has
potential applications in frequency conversion to faranfed regimes. But, most importantly, it can generate
novel multi-partite quantum correlations in the outputiatidn, which represent a step beyond squeezed or
entangled light. The output can be highly non-Gaussian,thecdkfore not describable by any semi-classical
model.

PACS numbers: 03.67.-a, 42.50.Lc, 03.65.Ta, 03.67.M52j

I. INTRODUCTION the onset of nonclassical effects, such as the formatiotaof s
states|[14].

Continuous-variable (CV) quantum information is an in-  Inthis paper, we show how the use afavity-resonant cas-
teresting flavor of quantum information (Ql) [L, 2]. While cade of second-order nonlinearities can yield a low-thotesh
easily implemented by use of well established quantum opOPO which possesses the effective behavior pffaOPO in
tics techniques, benefiting from large flow rates and broagertain regimes and is more accessible experimentallye Not
spectral band, it has long been based on coherent states &ifi@t related systems have been studied before, in the purely
linear Bogoliubov transformations (quadratic Hamiltorsp ~ classical case and for completely different purposes, asch
and therefore restricted to positive Wigner functions ofi§a producing new tunable optical sources in the infrared [¥8] o
sian character. These states are not general enough for uichieving optical phase-locking in a 3:1 frequency ratio fo
versal quantum information operatidnis[3]. For instante, ifrequency metrology [19, 20]. Parametric amplifiers and os-
has been shown that quantum computation based solely ahllators have become a widely used, even standard pareof th
Gaussian CV states can be efficiently simulated by a cldssic&epertoire of laser physics and quantum optics [21]. Above
computerl[4]. Also, CV entanglement purification requires athe classical threshold points, these devices are a useful t
Kerr-nonlinearity-based QND measurement [5] or, in gehera for frequency conversion. Below threshold, quantum effect
a non-Gaussian state [6]. However, it has also been showsiominate, leading to squeezing and entanglement. These de-
that one-way quantum computing can be implemented usingices that rely on non-resonant, nonlinear optics intévast
Gaussian cluster-state entanglement combined with non-Clrave proved experimentally superior to other resonantar-ne
(e.g., photon counting) measurements [7]. resonant alternatives, due to the fact that absorptionps su

Recently, successful “degaussification” experimentsigusi Pressed.
homodyne detection conditioned on single-photon detectio There are other possible quantum effects available, as well
[8,19,110,.11], have successfully generated negative Wigneais direct down-conversion in the linear regime well below
functions from initial squeezed states. Here, we invetiga threshold. For example, exploration of non-equilibriunagu
different type of sources, which can produce non-Gaussiatum criticality is possible near threshold. This resulttarge
light directly. Theoretical studies of optical parametaril-  critical fluctuations and phase-transitions. The fluctuagiin
lators (OPO), which are based on a single second-ordemdpticthis case become non-Gaussian, but the dominant critical flu
nonlinearity ((®)) have shown non-Gaussian signatures to beuations have a rather classical character. Here, we exator
rather scarce [12] except in the case of the tripartite tarre other path to such non-Gaussian behavior, in which extnemel
tions between the three fields [13]. An interesting approactmonclassical correlations are generated through the rese
is to use an optical nonlinearity of, at least, third ordenisT  of a second down-conversion crystal placed inside theycavit
has been theoretically investigated|[14, 15,[16, 17]. Irtpra We show that this results in an intricate pattern of new phase
tice, ay®) based OPO would have the problems of requiring aransitions at the classical level, in which there are tvatidct
very large and possibly prohibitive input power threshad f threshold points. At the quantum level, below the first thres
downconversion, together with an even higher threshold foold, there are very strong triple correlations betweenihegt
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down-converted modes, which have no classical analog.

This paper is structured as follows. In Section II, we ex-

not feed back to the first stage. Here, the situation is differ
ent precisely because of the cavity feedback, hence our use

plain the basic model and the theoretical phase-space tech the termresonant cascade throughout the paper. Within
niques that are used here. In Section Ill, we present anianalythis frame, we will distinguish two situations: the first ase

ical study of the system’s stationary solutions. In Sect\n
we turn to a treatment of stability properties and fluctuatio
in one particular type of down-conversion scenario. In ®act

the nondegenerate resonant cascade, for which the fields
as, anday are distinguishable (i.e.w; # w3 # wy, Or hav-
ing different polarizations or wave-vector directions).this

V, we give numerical simulations of more general cases whiclease, the only physical observable affected by both staiges o
can also yield regimes of interest. These simulations demorthe cascade is the intermediate pu@ap This is the case that

strate the stability regions, in the same spirit as was aellie
for the x(2) OPO [22]. We give conclusions in Section VI.

Figure 1: (Color online) Schematic of the resonant cascaded-
conversion system. A driving field, that is pumped at a fregyeuo
with amplitude E, enters a cavity that contains twd? nonlinear
crystals. The firspcgz) crystal down-converts the original mode
into two modesi; anda. with frequenciesu; andws, respectively.
Then the second mode: undergoes a further down-conversion, via
the ng) crystal, into the two modeés andas with frequenciesvs
andws, respectively.

1. ANALYTICAL TREATMENT

A. Cascaded parametric oscillator model

will be investigated analytically, with additional simfyling
hypotheses, and numerically, without those hypotheses. Th
second case is thdegenerate resonant cascade, for which the
signal fields are indistinguishablé; = a3 = a4 (and hence

w1 = ws = wy). Inthat case the signal field and the interme-
diate pump interact in both nonlinear media and the dynamics
are richer. That case will be explored by numerical simula-
tions. Obviously, intermediate situations do also exigi,,e

w1 = w3 # wy, but we will not consider them here.

B. Hamiltonian and equations of motion

The model Heisenberg-picture Hamiltonian for the system,
in the rotating-wave approximation, is given by:

4
H = Z hwldidl + Z.ﬁ(Eoeiiwotdg - Egeiwotdo)
=0

+ilix1(aoajal — aaias) + ihya(asalal — abasas)
2.1)

Here,Fy describes the complex amplitude of the driving field.
The coupling constantg; and x» are proportional to the
second-order susceptibilities of the two nonlinear elasien
respectively. We assume that they are positive, without los
of generality, since phase factors can always be absorbed in
the definitions of the mode functions and their operatorg Th
operatord’; andfj describe the coupling of each intracavity

The model system for cascaded down-conversion consistode to the reservoir of external modes. These give rise to

of two quadratically nonlinear elements with nonlineastj;
andy inside an optical cavity (c.f. Figl1). The cavity sup-
ports five resonant modes at frequencigqi = 0,1,...4).

The modev is the pump mode, driven by an external coher-

ent driving field at the same frequency. The cavity modes
w; are described by creation and annihilation operaﬁ)and

a; with commutation relation§i;, d}] = §;;. The first non-
linear element converts the pump medginto the signal and

idler modesv; andwsy by means of nondegenerate parametric

down-conversion, wherey = w; + ws (w1 # ws). The sec-

the losses of the cavity modes at ratesy;.

1. Master Equation

Transforming to an interaction picture in which all opera-
tors are transformed to rotating frames, i.e.,

a;(t) = aje ™",

2.2)

one can derive the following master equation for the system

ond nonlinear crystal supports down-conversion of the modeensity operatop [24]:

wy into the second pair of signal and idler modeg,andwy,
wherews = w3 + wy. We will call the fieldas atws the “in-

termediate pump.” The modes may decay via cavity losses at

the respective rateg, i € [0, 4].
In the absence of the optical cavity, this interaction censt

tutes a cascade of quantum systems in the sense investigated
by several authors before [23], where the second stage does

9p
ot

= [Eoah — Ejio, p) + xalaoalal —

abanas, pl
+ Xaldoadal — ajasas, pl

4
+ Y wi(2aipal — pala; — alap). (2.3)
1=0
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While in principle this master equation can be solved numertogether with the corresponding equationsdgr. Here, the
ically in a number-state representation, in practice thist ~ dots imply a time derivative, and the tergét) and¢;" (¢) are
possible. The complexity of the Hilbert space — especiallyindependent complex Gaussian noise sources with zero means
for this five mode problem — is enormous, given any moder-and the following nonzero correlations:

ate number of photons present in the five interacting modes.

Instead, we solve this problem using phase-space repaesent

tion methods, such as the positive-P representation[25].

t—t'). 2.6
C. Positive-P representation ( ) (2.6)

Using the positive-P representation we can transform the
master equation, Eq.(2.3), into a Fokker-Planck equafi&h[ The above set of the stochastic equations of motion[EQ), (2.5

expressed as: can be solved either numerically or else using approxintate a
9 9 alytic treatments such as perturbation expansions araand s
EP(OL, at t) = a—(%ao — Eo + x10102) ble semi-classical steady states. Quantum mechanicatwebse
O‘g ables that are expressed in terms of normally ordered opera-

+ 8—(71a1 — Xlaoarj) tor moments<(d;)"(di)m> correspond to stochastic averages

o3

N (@)™ (af)).
+ 8—(’72042 — X100 + X20301)
)

0
+ — (33 — XQOLQOLI)

80(3
2 5)
e Qg — (65101
Do Yalig — X20Qi20g
62
+ da1Oarn (1) D. Thesemi-classical theory
62
— h.c.| P ).
+5)a38a4 (XQOQ) + h.c (Oé, a -, )
(2.4) We can also transcribe the master equation, Eql (2.3), as
N a c-number phase space evolution equation using the Wigner
Here, a = (ag,a1,03,03,04) and « = representation [29]

(af,af,a5,a3,af) represent the sets of coherent

state amplitudes; anda; in the expansion of the density

operator in terms of the positivé&-representation, coTrre—

sponding to the annihilation and creation operafgranda, . . 1 [ izt ot i
We recall that in the positiv@-representation, the amplitudes £ W (@ & )= ﬁ[m d'0z xw(z,z")e* e
«; and o are independent complexnumbers, and h.c. (2.7)
in Eq. (2.4) represents the terms equivalent to Hermitiarwhere ys(z, 2*), the characteristic function for the Wigner
conjugate operators, obtained from the previous terms byepresentation , is given by

replacinga; — o and vice versa, whil&, is replaced by

Ej. The transformation requires an assumption of vanishing

boundary terms which can be checked numerically. This is

generally extremely well-satisfied|[26] for these openeyst yw iz, z%) =Tr (peiz*a*ﬂ'zu) (2.8)
providedy; << ~;, which is typically the case in nonlinear

optics experiments. If required, further stochastic gauge

transformations[27] can be used to eliminate boundarygerm

The Fokker-Planck equatioh (2.4) is equivalent to the fol-rpis yranscription is particularly useful for semi-classi
lowing set of stochastic differential equations![28], ietd i a5tments in which we include quantum noise terms from

form: the reservoirs, but neglect higher-order quantum noise fro
do = —Yoao + Eo — Y1019, the nonli(?s\z;\_r couplings. This approximatik())n_is zélsfo caiillefdl
. truncated Wigner approximation, as it is obtained from & fu
_ _ +
&1 = —y1a1 + x10005 + /X100€1(1), Wigner-Moyal equations via truncation of third-order deri
dy = —y202 + X100 — x20304 + /X100C2(t), tives.

G = —v3a3 + Yool + /X0 t), . . .
.3 8as T X202 i X20265({) The equation for the Wigner function for the nondegenerate
Gy = =404 + X2Q203 + /X202 (t). (2.5) parametric amplifier that corresponds to the master equatio



given by Eq.[(Z.B) turns out to be [23]

aPW_{a
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8 * * *
+5— (oag + xiajas — €)

oag
. 0 . .
+8T.[1 (Y101 — x10300) + a7 (7107 — x1020)
0
t5as (V202 — X107 Q0 + X203014)
Q2
0 . . .
+aa§ (1205 — x10105 + X205300))
. 0 . .
* 5as (v3a3 — x20a2) + ot (v3a3 — x20103)
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X2 < o3 o3

&= P
* 4 \ Oaz0ay0as * 804380428042)} W
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result in a symmetrically-ordered representation. Howeve
the truncation neglects third-order derivative terms \hace
present in the full Wigner equation, and are not always neg-
ligible. The full Wigner theory is equivalent to quantum
mechanics, and has no such limitations but it is no longer
positive-definite, and therefore has no equivalent stdthas
formulation. The advantage of the positive-P method isithat
is able to generate stochastic equations without requihiisg
guestionable truncation approximation.

I11. CLASSICAL STEADY STATES

We first analyze the classical steady states of the system
and then give the results of the linearized fluctuation asialy
for their stability in the next section. In the classical ilinall
guantum noise terms are neglected. The positive-P stochas-
tic variablesa; anda;" are replaced by deterministic ampli-
tudeso; andaj, wherea; is the complex conjugate af;,
and Eq.[(2.b) then becomes

o = —yoao + Eo — x1o1 02,

a1 = —y1a1 + X100,

Go = —Y2a2 + X100Q] — X203014,

G3 = —Y303 + X20207),

G = —ya0s + X20205. (3.2)

The steady state solutiond are obtained from Eqd.(3.1) by

It is common to drop the third order derivative terms, in anputting all time derivatives equal to zero, i.&;,= 0. We only
approximation valid in the limit of large photon number. $hi ¢onsider the steady-state solutions in whial)* = (a?)*,

allows one to equate the resulting truncated, positivendefi

3

as these correspond to classical fields. This corresponds to

Fokker-Planck equation with a set of stochastic equationsseglecting the effects of quantum fluctuations and consider

These are:

& = =000 + Eo — xacn e + /omo(t),

d1 = —ma1 + X100 + /7m (1),

G = —vya02 + X1000] — X200 + /Y2n2(),
Q3 = =303 + X200 + /Y303(t),

Gy = —ya0u + X20205 + /Yana(t). (2.9)

together with the corresponding equationsdgr. Here, the

ing the equations for the mean field amplitudes= (a;),
assuming that higher-order correlations factorize.

The stability of the classical steady states with respect to
small fluctuations can be checked by deriving the linearized
equations of motion for the fluctuatiods; (t) = a;(t) — a?
andéa; (t) = of (t) — (a?)*. The steady states are stable
provided all the eigenvalues of the appropriate drift nxadfi
the linearized equations have negative real parts. Here, we
assume the following matrix form of the deterministic pdrt o
the linearized equations of motion:

conjugate equations have conjugate noises as in a norrsal cla

sical phase-space. The termgt) are complex Gaussian
noise sources with zero means and the following nonzero cor-

relations:

(ni()m; (') = 6456(t —t'),

x = Ax (3.2)
where A is the drift matrix, andkx denotes a column vector
for fluctuations{dc;, 6o }. If the linearized eigenvalue anal-
ysis reveals eigenvalues with non-negative real partsjnfm

If we compare the two sets ofdltstochastic equations, we pjies that the steady states are unstable. In this caseinthe |
see that the noise terms in the positive-P equations[E8), (2. earized treatment of fluctuations around the classicabigtea

Wigner representation, Eq. (2.9), do not.

to be treated exactly.

_The truncated Wigner theory can be regarded as a kind of 1q simplify our analysis and make analytic solutions avail-
hidden-variable theory, since it behaves as though the nongpje we will assume that the damping rates for all modes ex-
commuting quadrature variables were simple classical obeept the pump mode are equal to each other,

jects. These equations imply tr‘(atiab = (n;) = 1/2 when

there is no driving and no coupling, which is an expected

M=7Y2=7"3=7=7, (3.3)
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2 steady states (see Sec. IV) reveals that they are stablever d
ing field intensities below a certain critical (thresholdjue,
2 2
15 | |Eol”™ < |[Ethral”, (3.8)
where
OCS’ W 22
S5 |Bonra | = 22 (3.9)
X
05 | i, is the first threshold. This allows us to introduce a dimemsio
- less relative driving field parameter,
_ |Eo|
00 3 |Ethr,1|

2o 1B, 17 Thus, the first regime corresponds to conditions where both
nonlinear crystals operate in the below threshold regime of
Figure 2: (Color online) Steady state solutions for theextamten- ~ Parametric down-conversion. Here the steady state sokitio
sities n? /nf ... of different modes# = 0,1, ...,4) as a function  for the modesuvy, w1 andw, are the same as in the usual non-
of the driving field intensity parametef = |Eo|? / |Ewr1|?, for ~ degenerate parametric down-conversion with a single @ryst
Y0/v = 10. Here,n ., = ~2/x? is the critical value of2J atthe ~ [3C]. Figure[2 plots the steady state solutiof)in the be-
first threshold) Eo|* = |Einr,1|? (241 = 1). The second thresh- low threshold regime where we have also introduced a new
old here corresponds 3, , = (1 + /7o) = 1.21. variable, namely:] ., = |Eur1]?/78 = 7*/x*. This s the

critical value ofn} at the first threshold.

thr,1

while the pump mode is strongly damped,
2. First above-threshold regime

Yo >> 17, (3.4) . . .
In the first above-threshold regime, the amplitudes of the

to model an interferometer which is not resonant at the pumpnodesws andw, remain zero, while the amplitudes of the
wavelength. For simplicity we suppose that the coupling-conpump, signal and idler modes(, w; andw,) are nonzero.
stantsy; andy, are also equal: Accordingly, we again use the intensity and phase variables
ny ande?, af = /n? exp(i¢?) fori = 0,1, 2, and write the
steady state solutions as:

Analysis of the equations of motion for the classical steady

X1 = X2 = X- (3.5)

) . | 0_ 0_
states reveals three different types of solutions, comeding ag = ay =0,
to three regimes of operation. o 7
TLO = F,
1. Below threshold regime nd =nd = [Eo| 7 (3.10)
X X
Here, the amplitudes of all intracavity modes except the
pump modev, are zero, and we find that ¢0 =
0 — S007
of = ay =ag =0y =0, A + 65 = dh = ¢o. (3.11)
o _ Lo 3.6 . o
@y = o (3:6)  We see that the steady state intensiti€andn$ correspond

to physical solutionsr¥ > 0) if the drlvmg field intensity
The last equation can be rewritten in terms of the steadg stats 5pove the first thresholqu0| > |Eunr. 1| On the other

intensityn) = |a8| (in photon number units) and phagg  hand, the linearized eigenvalue analysis for the sub-sysfe

(Wherea = \/nd exp(ig))): intensity variable (see below) shows that the solutionstare
) ble for | E,|” below a second thresholtEo|* < |Einy.2|”,
ng = |Eol” /73, where
¢8 = 0, (3.7 7 7 ~ 2 ~ 2
2 = 0 = 2 R
where ¢, is the phase of the driving field, i.eE, = | Benr2|” = Y2 (1+ 70) = |Ethr1| <1+ 70) :

|Eo| exp(iwg). The linearized stability analysis of these (3.12)



This implies that the first above threshold regime is retgtdc  In addition, we show in the next section that the linearized

to: eigenvalue analysis reveals that the sub-system of ifyensi
variables is stable in this region. Thus, the second above-

|Eunra|” < |Eol® < |Einrol? (3.13) threshold regime corresponds to Hg. (3.17) and is pictured i

o o ) ~ Fig.[A with its corresponding steady state solutions.
This is shown in Fig[ 2 along with the steady state solutions

of Eq. (3.10).

In this regime, the first nonlinear crystal operates in the
above-threshold (stimulated) regime, while the operatibn
the second nonlinear crystal is in the below-thresholdr{spo ) ] ) ] )
taneous) regime. The steady state solutions foethe, and ~ Here we give the details of the linearized eigenvalue analy-
w, modes are the same as in nondegenerate parametric dowdis to determine stability of the classical steady-stagemes.
conversion with a single crystal [30], except that the ditgbi [N order to explain this approach, we proceed with a dimen-

IV. STABILITY PROPERTIES

region has now an upper bound. sionless analysis, in terms of a small parameter
X
g==. (4.2)
3. Second above-threshold regime v

) ] We now wish to derive the leading order behavior of the
In the second above-threshold regime, both nonlinear crysstochastic fluctuations in each mode, as an expansion isterm

tals operate with stimulated emission, and the amplitudes ayf ;. |t is simplest to first transform to dimensionless parame-
all intracavity modes are nonzero. The madeacts as the  tgrs, defining dimensionless time as:

pump mode with respect to the second nonlinear crystal and
its intensity is above the respective threshold for stinada =t (4.2)
down-conversiomws — ws + wy. Note that|Eyp, 2| is very

close to| Eyr.1 in the case of a strongly damped or nonres-This scaled time variable will be used for all derivatives de

onant primary pumpio that we consider here. This makes fine in this section. Furthermore we will also use the dimen-
this second above-threshold regime quite accessible iexpekjonless parameter

mentally and, in the limit, — 0, could bring about effective
x® behavior (see next section). Y0 4.3)
Again using the intensity and phase variables, the steady " ol '
state solutions can be written as follows:
We note here that a linearized analysis is only the first stage

nd — 0 — |Eo|2 in a stochastic diagram perturbation expansian[31], which
0 ! (Yo +7)2’ in general needs to be taken to higher order to reveal non-
2 Gaussian behavior[13]. The details of this will be treatsd-e
o_ "7
ny = —, where.
X
Eol? 2
n§:n2:7| ol 5 —7—2, (3.14) -
(vo+7)" X A. Positive-P method
0o We start by using the full positive-P method to treat this sys
Po = %0, tem, together with an appropriate scaling for the belowghye
) + 5 = ¢y = o, old fields, by introducing:
¢3 + 0§ — @5 =0. (3.15)
P fo = (a0 —af) /g
The intensitiesn?, n, andnd (n) = ni) are related by a Bs = as/\/g
simple relationship By = as/\/g
ny = nj + ng. (3.16) Using the semi-classical steady state solutions,[Eq.,(arf)

. L ing higher-order t ford higher, t:
This reflects the photon number conservation in the secon(cjiroloIOIng 'gher-order terms of ordgfy or higher, we ge

crystal and the correlation between the photansand wo, .
including the possibility of conversion of photons into a .ﬁo = —who— o
pair of photonsus andw,. From the expressions fer] and a1 —aq + eaf + e (T)
ng, we see that physical solutions are realized for drivinglfiel o —ag + eaf + Vena (1)
intensities above the second threshold, :

B3 = =B+ /aans(1)

|Eol? > |Enral” . (3.17) By = —Pu+ Jamna(r)



together with the Hermitian conjugate equations. The nanze
steady-state correlations of the noise terms are:

(m(m)na(7)) = o(r = 7),
(ns(r)na (7)) = o(r — 1),

The linearized equations f@y andgs 4 are all decoupled and
have negative eigenvaluesy, and—~, respectively. Accord-

(4.4)

and treated exactly without the use of linearization. Tlais c

be achieved by means of transforming to a new set of stochas-
tic variables. In doing so, we note that the stochastic egusit

of motion for this system, Eqd. (2.5), are equivalent inegith

It6 or Stratonovich formulation of the stochastic calculus. We
employ the Stratonovich formulation which has the advamtag
that the variable changes are achieved using the usualusilcu
rules, without any extra variable-change terms. Accornging

ingly, the corresponding steady states are stable. The-detgye first transform to new intensity and phase variables fer th

ministic part of linearized equations for the remainingivar
ables,a; andas (together witha;™ andag), can be written
in the matrix form as follows:

a= A, (4.5)
wherea = (al,ag,af,arj)T and the drift matrixA° is
given by

-1 0 0 e

o [ 0 =1 € 0
A = 0 e -1 0 (4.6)
e 0 0 -1

The eigenvalues of the matri& can be calculated explicitly,
with the result that their real parts are all negative if

modesvg, w1, andws:

n; = OéjOé;_,
1 Q; .
R =7 =0,1,2 4.8
QSJ 22 n(Q;.)? (.] 07 ) )7 ( )

which we note are complex. The stochastic variablesand
a4, on the other hand, are transformed to:

~ iga/2

A34 = g e 922

~r 4 ida/2

Qg 4 = Q3 4€ ¢2/2, (4.9)

In these new variables, the stochastic differential equati
become:

no = —2von0 + 2| Eo| cos (o — ¢o)

2
e <L (4.7) — 2x+\/noninz cos (g — P4), (4.10)
This defines the stability region, Ef.(B.8), for the steddtes N1 = —2yny + 2x/noninz cos (po — ¢4 )
(3.8) and the first threshold, Eq.(B.9). + (1), (4.11)
’le = —2’77’1,2 + 2X\/n0n1n2 COS ((bo — ¢+)
B. Above-threshold stability — xv/nz (Q3ty + &4 af ) + Fa(t), (4.12)
In this section we analyze the stability of the above- do = |Eol . (6o — 64)
threshold regimes. For reasons of length, we do not give a 0= ng St i¢o +
complete analysis of the fluctuations, but rather we simply ning
determine which are the stable regimes. This allows us to - sin (o — ¢+ ), (4.13)
build a complete large-signal phase-diagram, which isliigh
useful for determining the down-conversion propertieshef t ;o non2 . _ + (¢ 4.14
cascaded device. Detailed spectral properties will beyaedl 91 =X sin(do = 64) + 11 (8), ( )
elsewhere. . noni .
P2 =X sin (¢o — ¢+)
. . X -~ — o~
1. First above-threshold regime i (q3cy — o af ) + fa(t), (4.15)

Inspecting the semi-classical steady state solutions, Eqs

(3:10) and[(3.11), we immediately notice that while the sdim o
the steady state phasgs+ ¢9 of the signal and idler modes is
well defined and is equal to the phase of the driving fielg,
the individual values o0$9 and¢9 remain unknown. In other

words, there is no unique solution for the individual phases

#?Y and ¢9 and any attempt to perform linearization around
any chosen value af{ or ¢3 will generate a zero eigenvalue,

implying that the steady states are unstable. This prolbdem i

known as phase diffusioh [30,.32].

In order to correctly analyze the set of coupled equations o

motion in this regime, it is helpful to factorize them intoubs
set that can be linearized and is stable, while the equasion a
sociated with the zero eigenvalue must be isolated (deedjipl

s - . ) noni — .
a3 = —yas3 + X\/?’LQO&I — ?X,/ 221043 sin (¢p — ¢+)
X e o~ edan ~
+ NS (a3a4 — ag'ajl') as + Fs(t), (4.16)
s - . ) noni — .
Q4 = —y0y4 + X\/?’LQO&?{ — ?X, / 221044 sin (¢p — ¢+)
X e o~ e ~
+ NG (q3cy — & & ) ag + Fult). (4.17)

fogether with the equations fer; andaj. Here, we have
defined the sum of the phase variablgesand¢, via

O = ¢1 + @2, (4.18)
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and we note that the equations #® anda, contain terms  and therefore these variables can be treated by means of lin-
that come from the time derivative ¢f which have been sub- earization around their semi-classical steady stateseelahd

stituted with the right-hand side of E@. (4115). by introducing small fluctuations around the steady states
The new noise terms in the above set of equations of motion
are defined according to: dn0,1,2(t) = n0,1,2(t) = 10,1 2, (4.29)
baiga(t) = diza(t) — a3 4, (4.30)
Fip = of,/Xa02 + 0124/ X0 (o, (4.19) dad 4(t) = (1) — (@5.0)", (4.31)
fl - \/mﬁ A/ X C (4.20) 6¢0 +( ) ¢0,+(t) - ¢0,+7 (4-32)
27 i o0t L2 we obtain the following set of linearized equations:
Faa= me-i¢2/2<3,4 - ’“23’4 fo. (4.21) ity = —00m0 — 100+, (4.33)
. 2X"? 0
These must be rewritten in terms of the intensity and phase ony. = y dno + L (2), (4.34)
variablesn; andg;, for self-consistency: Sh = —2yon_ + FO(1) (4.35)
Fi o = /X712(n)"/* [efwl’ﬁw“ﬂ(l,z -
; XNy
b1 2—ido 0o = —Y0dpo — 04, 4.36
Lelr2—1¢ /2<1+,2} , (4.22) %o Y000 b+ ( )
0y = —2x66; +2y80 + f2(1),  (4.37)
_ \/Y(no)lﬂl —i¢1,2+ip0/2 .
ha=5 o [e G2 Sz = —yoas + xy/niéaq + Fi (1), (4.38)
—eifr2mido/ QCiQ} : (4.23) Sdiy = —~0ai4 + x\/n00ad + FA(L), (4.39)

N together with the equations fdﬁgrA. Here, we have used
%fz- (4.24) the explicit expression for the steady state solutigrfrom

2 Eqg. (3.10) and the fact that) = n2 The nonzero steady-state
correlations of the noise terms, in the small-noise appnexi
tion, are given by:

Faa=/X(n2)"*¢sa —
We next introduce the phase sum and difference variables,

b =1+, (4.25) (FLOFL(H)) = — (FE(OF ()
and convert the equations of motion for and¢, into: = 45t —t'), (4.40)

(PO £ = ——55(t — 1), (4.41)
v (2 0 P i (e — ni
+ =XV 0< + - > (6o — ¢4) .

(FEOTFL')) = xy/nlo(t —t'), (4.42)

2’L (a3a4 - a3 044 ) + f+ (426)
v By substituting the steady state intensity/from Egs. [3.1D),
< ng ﬂ) sin (6o — 6. the linearized equations and hence their solutions can be ex
ny ng " pressed in terms of the driving field intensiyo|*.
T The eigenvalue analysis of the deterministic drift terms
21\/— (a A a4) + /-0, (4.27) of the linearized equations reveals that the equations for

_ dno,+, on_, andd¢po 4 are stable everywhere (the eigenval-
where the noise terms are ues have negative real parts), while the subsystem of Jasiab

fe=FH=*f (4.28) (6as, 0d, 50 , 0] ) is stable only if
+ = J1 2. .

2

We now immediately see, that the equations of motion for |Eo|? < ’YO’Y (1 + 2 > - (4.43)
the variablesy, n1, no, as 4, &34, ¢o and ¢ are decou- X2 Yo
pled from the equation of motion for the phase-differenseva This defines the second threshold, Eq. (B. 12), and hence the
ableg_. All these variables except have a unique semi- upper bound on the driving field intensityz,|* for the first
classical steady state solution g|ven by Eds._(3.00)-3.11 above-threshold region, E€.(3113).
with ¢% = ¢) + ¢3 = ¢o andaj, = 0 (along with The remaining equation for the phase difference variable
(a3 )t = ( 9.4)" = 0). As we will show below, the lin-  ¢_, Eq. [4.27), can not be linearized since the steady state so-
earized equations for this subsystem of variables areestabllution is not well defined and linearization around any clmose



valueg® will reveal a zero eigenvalue, implying that the equa-equations for the intensities:
tion is not stable. The right hand side of Eq. (4.27) can, how-
ever, be simplified since all variables here can be linedrize ) 2x | Eo| 2x?
around their stable steady states. Thus, expanding these in "1 = —2771 + Vning cosfy — T
terms of the stable steady states plus small fluctuations and LR (4.48)
keeping only the linear terms, we see that the deterministic nes ) '
i ioni 2x | E 2
terms all cancel each other. The resulting equation is fip = —2yns + X | Eo N lnmz
; Yo Yo
_ £0
(b_ - f7 (t)7 (444) — 2)(\/712713714 COS 92 —+ F2 (t), (449)

with the following nonzero correlation of the noise term:

(o) oty = nl?é(t ). (4.45)

hg = —2’}/713 + 2)(«/7’112713714 COSs 92 + F3 (t), (450)

Thus, we have isolated the instability associated with a zer g = =20 + 2x+/nzngng cos Oz + Fu(t), (4.51)
eigenvalue into a single phase variable, which is the phase i

differences_ between the signal and idler phases. Unlike theHere, we have defined

other variables, the phase differenge is not a small fluctu-

ation around a stable steady state. Instead it undergoes con 01 = ¢1+ ¢2 — o, (4.52)
tinuous phase diffusion, governed by the noise tg¢ft) in 02 = ¢35 + Py — 2. (4.53)
Eq. (4.44).

Despite the fact that the noise termi» and f1 2 (and  which can serve as a new pair of phase variables, traded in
henceFy _ and fﬁ,) depgnd explicitly on _the individual  favor of the the signal and idler phasgsands.
phases of the signal and idler modes, (which are not well- The stochastic equations of motion for the phase variables,

defined), nevertheless, upon calculating the steady stée n  which we write at once in terms @f, 65, ¢5 andg., are:
correlations, Eqs[{4.40) E{4142), these phases combine in

the phase sur¢+_: ¢1+ @2 which has a well def_ined steady P | Eo| m AP
state value and is stable. As a result, calculation of observ 1= _T n—2 + n_1 Sm by

ables via the solutions of the linearized equations of nmptio

Egs. [4.3B) -[(4.39) which ultimately depend on the noise cor — /B 0 0y + fo, (1), (4.54)
relations — is a well defined procedure, and is independent on n2
the individual phaseg; andg, . . non3 NNy nsng \ .
92:—)( \/ +\/ —\/ )511192
nq ns n2
; E
C. Second above-threshold regime + x| Eo| m sin 6y + fo, (1), (4.55)
Yo n2
In the second above threshold regime, both parametric  , nong .

down-converters operate in the above-threshold regime. In 93 =X ns sin s + fs(t), (4.56)

addition to the phase diffusion in the signal and idler modes ' —
wy andws, we now have a second source of instability which b1 = —X4/ 2 sin 02 + fa(t).
4

comes from the phase diffusion in the secondary signai-idle
modesws andw,. To simplify our analysis, we assume here
that the damping constant of the pump megés much larger
than the damping constants of all the other modes,

(4.57)

In the above equations, the noise terms are given by

f91 :f1+f23 (458)
Yo > 7. (4.46) foo = fs+ fa— fo, (4.59)
Under this condition, one can adiabatically eliminate theand
pump mode from the equations of motion, Hg.2.5), and re-
strict ourselves to the dynamics of the remaining madgs 1 X
ws, w3, andwy. Thus, we assume that, = 0 during the fiz= 5o \/—(Eo — x102)C1 2
evolution of the amplitudes; » 3 4, and we use the resulting 1,2V 70
expression fory, 1 X (e
Xpressi 0 — —— (B — xof of) ¢, (4.60)
1 2zaj Yo
g = — (Eo — xalag) 5 (447) T
Yo B VX032 A/ XCq N
. . e . faa=o——CGa— G (4.61)
(together with the expression fer;) in the equations for 2iae 4 2iag

a1,2,3.4. Transforming then to the intensity and phase vari-
ables, as in Eq[{418), we obtain the following set of stotibas In addition, the noise term&;, - 5 4 in Egs. [4.4B ){{4.91) are
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given by eigenvalue in the drift term, implying stability. The coagl
equations for fluctuations ifn;, dny, andén result in a
X cubic equation for the eigenvalues of the respective drift m
Fiot) =af = (Fy — Yo« N q ; g . P
12(t) 1’2\/70( 0~ x1az)Cr2 trix. While this cannot be solved explicitly, however, thega

Y P ative real parts of the eigenvalues required for stabifitas-
+ 041.,2\/—(E5 — Xy oy ){i o, (4.62)  certained here using the Routh-Hurwitz criterion [33].
o The linearized equations for the phase fluctuatiiths: (¢)

F34(t) = a3 41/ X05¢3,4 + as /X (5. (4.63) ae.

In all these noise terms the amplitude variables have to be 50, = _M <\/Z§+ \/Z§> 50,
expressed in terms of the intensity and phase variablesifer s "o N3 ny
consistency. n9

By inspecting Eqs[(4.48)=(4.b1) and Eqs._(#.34)-(4.58), w — X—~=002 + fg, (4.72)
see that the equations for the intensitigs; 5 4 and phases vng

61,2 are decoupled from the equations for the phase variables, . n9

¢34. The variablesi; 234 andf, » all have well defined 062 = —x (2 ng — \/—0> 662

semi-classical steady states, c.f., EQs. (3.14) nd](3wif) 2

69, = 0, and as we will show below, the linearized eigen- x|Eo| [n?

value analysis indicates their stability. Thus, this sisbem + 52— =601 + f3,, (4.73)

of variables can be treated within the linearized treatnoént o "2

fluctuations. The phase variablgsandg,, onthe otherhand, The eigenvalues of the corresponding drift matrix can be
do not have stable semi-classical steady states and caenotfound explicitly, with the result that they all have negativ
treated by means of linearization. To demonstrate thelgjabi real parts and therefore the equations are stable. The ronze
of the intensities:; 2 3 4 and phaseg, », we introduce fluctu-  steady state correlations of the noise terms in the linedriz

ations around the semi-classical steady states, Eqgs. [4.66){(4.69) and Eq§. (4172)-(4.73) are:
Sny(t) = ny(t) —n%, (j=1,2,3,4), (4.64) (FLOF(t) = 2ynis(t — '), (4.74)
501 2(t) = 01 2(t) — 02, (4.65) (FYOFL () = - (FL () F2(t))

= 2(FY)F)
and derive the following linearized equations for the iisign (FOF()

fluctuations: = dynzd(t — '), (4.75)
p AW (fo. @) 5, () = =2 (f3, () fo,(£'))
ny = -7y ( + %) n =2(fL () f3(t))
Xgn(f ¥ X ’
+ =t (1 - —) ong + F2 (1), (4.66) =-——=0( -1, (4.76)
Y Y0 v
. x> (fo, (O fo, (")) = 2 (f3() f2 (1))
ong=—y |1+ == dng v
=——0(t—1t). 4.77)
n
_ _ 0 K
T (1 'yo) ony — yons + Fy (b), (4.67) The remaining phase variablegz and ¢4, cannot be
) 2l treated within the linearized fluctuation treatment, hogrev
ony = 6ns + FY (1), (4.68) the right hand sides of the corresponding equations of mptio
. o Egs. [4.56) and (4,57 ), can be simplified since all variables
on_ = —2ydn_ + FZ(t), (4.69)  here have stable steady states and can be linearized. Véss gi
where we have additionally transformed to the intensity sum ¢3 = —7002 + f5(1), (4.78)
and difference variables b1 = —700s + fO(1). (4.79)
ony = ong + ony, where the nonzero steady state correlation of the noisesterm
dn_ = dns — dna, (4.70) is given in Eq.[(4.77). To further simplify the analysis we

introduce the sum and difference phase variables
to further simplify the eigenvalue analysis. We have also de

fined 0+ = ¢3 =+ ¢u, (4.80)
for which the equations of motions are
FO = F9+ FY. (4.71) e
0y = —2v802 + fy (1), (4.81)

As we see, the equation for the intensity differehae fluc- . o
tuation is decoupled and immediately results in a negative 0= fo_(t), (4.82)
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The source of instability for the phase variaBleis obvious, are integrated numerically using a fourth order Runge-&utt
while for the phase variabl, the presence of a zero eigen- routine similar to the method given in [22]. The first and sec-
value is revealed when the corresponding linearized egjuati ond nonlinearities were taken to be equal, ig.,= x2. All

is combined with Eqs[(4.72)-(4173). Thus the varialfles down-converted fields were given minute initial amplitudes
andd_ can not be linearized, and have to be treated exactlyand random initial phases, of which the subsequent dynami-
The nonzero correlations of the noise terfrj§ =+ £ cal phases were independent.

andf§ = f9— f{are

Power vs Time

(18,018, ) == (F5_015_(1) 16 —
=2(f0 /() _1aph
B ’ = 12 ¢
=5t —1). 4.83 = b
E |
From Eg. [4.811) we see that the dynamics of the phase vari- = 8
abled, depends on phase fluctuationsdif,, and therefore $ 6 ;
the equation fof . has to be integrated after solving &>, g 4}
Egs. [4.72 ){{4.23). The solution fér.(¢) can be written as 2
t 0 :
04(0) = 0:00) + [ [~2080a(6) + 13, 0)] ' (2.8) | |
to time (arb units)
while the solution fof_ () is Figure 3: OPO intracavity powers fof, = 0.08,71.34 =
. 0.14,~v0 = 2.0, |Eo|/|Ethresh,2| = 3.5, for zero detunings.
6_(t) =0_(to) + / fe (that'. (4.85)
to
Sincedd,(t) as a solution to the set of linearized Eqs._(#.72)- Phase vs Time
(4.73) depends on the noise terif§s and f3,, the calculation 35 . . . .
of correlations involving the phase sum variaBleg(t) will Jp Oy~ =======" =
also depend on the following nonzero noise correlation: - 25} _,,,%2,;:":,:
c 2 Ve 0 T 4
0 0\ _ 0/ g0\ / % 15} // Og e .
(8, 055,0)) =2(BORW) = —got—t), 4.86) § 15[ AT E—
3 o o5+ 4
(%]
)0 k0 < O [roemmmmeme e .
while <f€+ (£)£9. (¢ )> = 0. 5 -05f .
This completes the analysis of the system in the second -1F .
above-threshold regime. -1-2 = : : : : 3
0 10 20 30 40 50
V. NUMERICAL SIMULATIONS time (arb units)

s . . - Figure 4: Individual field phases, going through the secdmesh-
A qualitative reasoning identifies the far-above-secondbld’ for vz — 0.08,v1.54 = 0.14,73 = 1.0, |Eol/| Evhresn.z| —

threshold situation as interesting for mimickinge® OPO, 3 =’ o1 zero detunings.
in the regime where losses for the intermediate pdmpre '

negligible, i.e.,.v2 < v1 = 73 = 74 < v (note that this

is different to the condition given in Ed. (3.4)). Indeecesk

hypotheses should yield close-to-ideal down-conversida r

from field a, to signal fieldsa; anda,, comparable to the A. Steady-state solutions
emission rate inté;, and therefore be consistent with the ex-
pectation of threefold quantum correlations betwéenas, As mentioned above, we restrict our analysis to a set of

a4, Which should be non-Gaussian (another favorable situgparameters such thgt < v = 73 = 74 < - That
tion for this effect would be the casg > x1). The goal of s, the primary pump mode is not resonant, the intermediate
the following numerical simulations is therefore to asaert pump is highly resonant (most of its losses occur in down-
the stability of the resonant cascade in such cases, which aconversion), and the signal fields are sufficiently resot@ant
not covered by the previous analytical treatment. acquire a threshold as low as a typical single-stage, doubly

The numerical treatment s limited to the classical equatio resonant OPO (DRO). In this case the OPO fields show de-
of motion, given by Eq.[{(Z]5) witlj; = 0,7 € [0,4], which  caying oscillations to a steady state after reaching therskbc
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Phase Difference vs Time Power vs Time
2 T 1.2
15 b Bp-01-0, |
— : Po-b3-04 - 7 1
7] \
g [ \ I £
S 05f | - a 0.8 1
= oF - S 06F
3 | 5
g 05F T S o4}
o 1k \ _ 8_
15k N N 02
-2 1 0 AV PN
0 25 50 0 500 1000
time (arb units) time (arb units)
Figure 5: The phase differencés and 6, between the fields in- Phase Difference vs Time

volved in the first and second stages of the nondegeneramnt

tion, going through the second threshold, fier = 0.08,~1,3,4 = [ b3-01-0> _
0.14,~v3 = 1.0, |Eo|/|Ethresh,2| = 3.5, for zero detunings. The > Y Po-2;
stationary phase differences above the second threstdihte that S "i ‘ 7]
down-conversion is taking place in both stages. g | | ,
Py | 7
N I I -
: g | LW oo
Power vs Time ot , }}Dm At o jedeo= ]
g
20 ' ' ' ' il i
18 ap —— 4
7 16} a2 . '
% i P 500 1000
S 14 o3/ ] i .
o 12 - ime (arb units)
S 10 - ) ) )
o 8| _ Figure 7: Top: OPO intracavity powers fo(ryo,yg,_yl) =
% 6 K _ (10,0,0.02), |Eo|/|Ethresh,2| = 0.7. Bottom: Phase differences
S 4L | ; i ¢ _ 6, andd-, for the same conditions (phases are numerically wrapped
oL ‘ ; ‘ i inside[—, ).
0 S| R I i L i ! 3
0 200 400 600 800 1000
time (arb units) B. Second above-threshold regimefor low 2

Figure 6: OPO intracavity powers fof2 = 0.001,v1,34 =
0.14,v = 1.0, |Eo|/|Ethresn,2| = 5.8, for zero detunings. Note
thatay is omitted since its plot follows exactlys. The spiking fre- . . . -
quency increases Witho| /| Ecnresn 2| When other parameters are One3|nterest|ng question is that of ob'Falnmg a stable effec
held constant. ’ tive x(3) OPO by loweringy, and operating well above sec-
ond threshold. In that case, the nondegenerate and detgenera
cascades do not exhibit the same behavior. As the intermedi-
threshold. Higher losses far result in over-damping. Fig- ate pump loss rate IS Ioweredz a spiking instability is aisdi
ure[3 illustrates the steady-state solutions. Both thidshare in both cases, as dlsplayediln Hg. 6 fpr the npndegenerate
clearly visible. At long times# > 100 in Fig.[3) the field case. One may overcome this S(_elf—pulsmg and induce a tran-
amplitudes match the stationary solutions of the previegs s sition to a stable steady state by Increasing the pump parame
tion. Increasingvy or - causes the oscillations to decay more " above thresholq. The lowes the h.'ghe”E0|/|Ethmh72|
quickly needs to be to achieve steady state in the nondegenerate case

Figurel4 shows the individual phases as the second thresh-
old is reached. The final phase in the steady state is inde-

1. Nondegenerate cascade

pendent of the initial starting phase of any of the fieldsdsee 2. Degenerate cascade
values. (The primary pump parametféy is taken to be real.)
Figure[® shows the nonlinear phase differerzeandd, for In the degenerate case, a remarkable result is that the spik-

the first and second stages of the OPO. It is clear from thesag behavior is always transient and relaxes into a stationa
phase differences that the systemis in a state of cascaded pastate. However, more insight into the behavior of the degene
metric down-conversion. ate cascade is obtained, once again, by scrutinizing tHa-evo
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Phase Difference vs Time Power vs Time
4 : 90 T T T T
sk ¢o&)¢1_'2$2 7777777 i 80 |- oL )
- Vi 2 1 @ 70k 2 _
c 2F ¥ — = )
g 1Lk :E i S 60 Qs -
o i 2 50t i
~ 0 - | - 3
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-1k 1 — (0]
£ TR s 0t i
2 F N i B a ool i
-3+ L 10 b Jh&
-4 1 0 'h\ﬁ T — } f‘*“‘mwm
0 100 200 0 200 400 600 800 1000
time (arb units) time (arb units)
Phase Difference vs Time Power vs Time
T 35 T
bo-0; '2¢2 ]
- bp-20p - B
c - —_—
5 i S
g £
= - S
a &
£ 1 :
o - o
| ! — .MM,Lwmr/vwmi,vﬁ,«,’,@(wﬁk%ﬂdﬁ””,ﬂ‘;l‘ v'\’“‘»'v Mkl
50 100 0 500 1000
time (arb units) time (arb units)
Figure 8: Phase difference® and 02, for zero detunings and Figure 9: OPO intracavity powers fofy = 0.08,71,34 =
|Eol/|Ethresh,2| = 2.0. Top: v2 = 0.08, y1 = 0.14. Bottom:  0.14, |Eo|/|Ethresh,2| = 2.8, for zero detunings. Topy: = 0.09.
~v1 = 2 = 0.14 (phases are numerically wrapped insjder, 7]). Bottom: 2 = 0.14.
tion of the phaseg, andé,. This bears particular physical sig-  In conclusion, the degenerate cascade, because of the ad-

nificance for the degenerate cascade because the first atage ¢litional signal feedback between the two stages, is clearly
stimulate emission in the second stage, which cannot happenuch richer system than the nondegenerate cascade. This ad-
in the nondegenerate cascade due to the indistinguistyabiliditional feedback leads to stabilization of the PDC cascade
of the signal fields [24]. Because of this effect, the degateer the low~, regime in the first above-threshold regime. In the
cascade will exhibit greater sensitivity to the evolutidrdp ~ second above-threshold regime, however the degenerate cas
andé,, whose swings translate into the appearance of compegade displays two stable regimes, one of which does not have
ing sum-frequency generation (SFG) processes in bothsstagepure PDC character. Bistable behavior or a bifurcation is to
a. First abovethreshold: Figure[7 (top) displays the be expected there. This also opens interesting horizorisdor
damping of the lowy, spiking. The phase behavior is plotted quantum simulations of degenerate resonant cascades.
in Fig.[d (bottom) and shows that significantly rich transien
evolution eventually yields a true cascade of two parametri
down-conversions (PDCs). C. Second above-threshold regime for low 72, vo
b. Second above-threshold: In Fig.[8 (top), PDC is not
the only process occurring in both stages: the solutiondbean It is interesting to briefly investigate the behaviour found
seen to have a PDC component and a competing SFG corfor low ~¢. This regime involves a low-loss, resonant pump
ponent. This is consistent with the entering of the stimadat mode. It has different stability properties to the situasio
emission regime in the second stage as one crosses the seeated elsewhere in this paper, and more dramatic behav-
ond threshold. The system is able to find a steady state sa@er is observed. By settingg ~ 72 < 71,34, C.f. Fig.[9
lution nonetheless. However, the quantum statistics nbight (top), the OPO becomes unstable above the second thresh-
expected to be nontrivially affected. If one increasesto  old, where the pumj, and intermediate pumf, compete
the level of the signal loss rate, the phase evolution yieldstrongly. The above-threshold phase leads to a return to the
this time a stable PDC cascade (Fify. 8 (bottom)), as alreadfjrst-above threshold regime, before recurring. In the case
demonstrated analytically in the previous section. wherevyy, < 79, c.f., Fig.[9 (bottom), the amplitude of the
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Power vs Time Power vs Time
30 T T T T 30 T T T T
a,
25 Oy ——=-——- .
ao """"

power (arb units)
power (arb units)

4000 4010 4020 4030 4040 4050 4000 4010 4020 4030 4040 4050
time (arb units) time (arb units)
Figure 10: Evolution of intracavity fields fofy = 1.0,72 = Figure 12: Evolution of intracavity fields foty = 1.0,72 =

0.08,7v1,3,4 = 0.14, | Eo|/| Ethresh,2| = 3.5, perturbatiom.; = a;, 0.08,71,3,4 = 0.14, | Eo|/| Ethresh,2| = 3.5, perturbatioma; = a,
for zero detunings. The perturbation has been applied simeusly  for zero detunings. The perturbation has been applied tretiigart
to the real and imaginary parts of the fields, leaving no netupaa- of the field amplitudes.

tion to the phases.

Phase Difference vs Time
2 T

T T T
15— bo-91- 9, i .
- b2-03-04 —-- For small perturbations on the order of a couple percent of
s 1n T the steady state amplitudes (perturbations to phase ied)ud
T 05R T the system returns to steady state after a few oscillatams,
73 0 H . the field phases also return to their steady state valuese Som
2 os5H i perturbations may change the individual steady-stategsas
s 1 U | however these changes are inconsequential if the compound
phase difference#; andf, remain at the PDC values. Fig-
15F 7 ure[10 shows a typical response of the intracavity powers to
-2 ' ' : : a perturbation on the field amplitudes only. The OPO returns
4000 4010 4020 4030 4040 4050 to the original steady state solutions even under quiteelarg
time (arb units) disturbances. Figufell1 shows an important part of the phase
evolution. Upon disturbing the system, the phase of the sec-
Figure 11: Evolution of the phase differenagsand . for v, = ondary pump shifts by and then back by-r. This is only

1.0,v2 = 0.08,7v1,3,4 = 0.14, | Eo|/| Ethresn,2| = 3.5, perturbation
dai = «, for zero detunings. The perturbation has been applied t
the imaginary parts of the fields.

true for a large change in the real or imaginary components of
e field (greater thab0% in this case). The phases of all the
other fields remain comparatively unaffected. Thus, thespha
differenced); andd, shift by = quickly and then by-= (see
Fig.[11). When the disturbance is smalll0%, the phase dif-
Yerences recover so quickly that a change in phase diffegenc
iS not observed.

oscillations above the second threshold keep increasidg a
the system never reverts to the first-above threshold regime

D. Stability analysis of stationary solutions Figure[I2 shows a more complicated amplitude response
when a perturbation is applied to both the phase and ampli-
We simulate the effect of a perturbation by causing an intude simultaneously. The OPO recovers the stationary ampli
stantaneous change in the intracavity fields and obserkig t tudes, but each field, except the primary pump, also undsrgoe
numerical response of the system. Of particular interebsieis a permanent phase change, c.f. Eid. 13 (top), even théugh
phase evolution of the stationary solutions under two thfiée  and @, return to unaltered values after opposite fluctuations,
types of perturbations, for this will give insight into coetp  c.f. Fig.[I3 (bottom). With increasing pump parameter, the
ing interaction (SFG/PDC) behaviors in the degenerate. casphase changes in Fig.]13 and Hig] 11, can undergo several
We distinguish several types of perturbatiorfy: amplitude  sign changes before returning to steady state. This eféect ¢
changes of the fields, leaving the phase unperturti@gphase be seen when the applied perturbation is very large. These
change of the fields(iii) change in both. We display typical results indicate that nondegenerate cascade is essgiaisall
results obtained for a variety of magnitudes of change. stable as a single-stage DRO.
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x down-conversion crystals. Our analysis focuses on con-

Phase vs Time structing phase-space equations for the cascaded sysidm, a

3.5 I I T demonstrating the existence of multiple thresholds arfdlesta
2:; y ay ] regions.
2 2 _\\\‘\-\,\_ Qg - i In the case of five non-degenerate modes, we have de-
% 15" [ g R rived phase-space equations in the full double-dimensiona
g 1y 7 4 4 positive-P representation, as well as approximate equstio
g 05p N using the semi-classical or truncated Wigner approach. We
s OF T show the presence of three distinct classically stablemegj
e '0_'5 i ] corresponding to below-threshold operation, an interatedi
) | threshold where only some of the modes are classically ex-
1.5 . . -
) l l l l cited, and a fully above threshold regime similaxté down-
4000 4010 4020 4030 4040 4050 conversion.
time (arb units) A detailed analysis of stability of these regimes is carried
. ] out to show whether the relevant driving fields will result
Phase Difference vs Time in stable operation. This analysis is restricted to the non-
4 T T T T degenerate case, for parameter values in which all losses ar
3L Bl - equal except for the pump, which is assumed to be stron
" $0_$1_$2 7777777 qual except for the pump, which d to be strongly
EPY R 2 Y3 4 i damped. The nonlinear coefficients are also assumed to be
8 P equal. We find that for these parameter values each of the
T 1! ! - . . . . .
@ /N three regimes mentioned is stable, that is, small signals ar
o OF L T damped back to the classical steady-state values.
s -lpr . i We also give dynamical simulations of the mean field
e 2 —\5 n T . equations, which clearly demonstrate the existence of sta-
3k 4 ble regimes, as well as unusual phase-evolution and distinc
4 ! ! ! . dynamical behaviour in the degenerate and non-degenerate
4000 4010 4020 4030 4040 4050 cases. Remarkable coincidences of two [35] and even three
time (arb units) [36] nonlinear interactions in a single-.gra'_[ing periodlica
poled crystal have been observed, which illustrates the ex-
Figure 13: Evolution of the OPO phases fos = 1.0,7. —  Perimental possibilities of such a technique. The dynahmica

analysis in this case, although based on classical eqsation
is able to treat a larger variety of parameters and detunings
as well as allowing an investigation of stability in the case
much larger perturbations. The general conclusion is thidit b
the cascaded DPO and NDPO have a rich variety of stable op-
erating regimes and thresholds, including the possililityn
above thresholg® domain.
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0.08,7v1,3,4 = 0.14, | Eo|/| Ethresh,2| = 3.5, perturbatiom.; = o,
for zero detunings. The perturbation has been applied toetigart
of the fields. Top: individual phases. Bottoth: andd. (phases are
numerically wrapped inside-, 7).

VI. CONCLUSION
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