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Probing few-particle Laughlin states of photons via correlation measurements
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We propose methods to create and observe Laughlin-like states of photons in a strongly nonlinear
optical cavity. Such states of strongly interacting photons can be prepared by pumping the cavity
with a Laguerre-Gauss beam, which has a well-defined orbital angular momentum per photon.
The Laughlin-like states appear as sharp resonances in the particle-number-resolved transmission
spectrum. Power spectrum and second-order correlation function measurements yield unambiguous
signatures of these few-particle strongly-correlated states.

I. INTRODUCTION

The goal of creating artificial gauge fields for neutral
quantum particles has been a long-sought one for the last
two decades of physics research. First attempts inspired
by the analogy between the Coriolis force for ultra-cold
atoms in a rotating condensate and the Lorenz force for
charged particles in a magnetic field [I, 2] culminated
in sophisticated methods of imposing a Berry phase on
neutral atoms coupling the internal and motional degrees
of freedom [3| [4].

Recently, quantum fluids of light have emerged as
a prolific platform to study the condensation phenom-
ena and quantum many-body physics in optical systems
[B]. Certain advantages over the cold-atom systems like
higher operational temperatures and versatile quantum
optical detection techniques make these systems very at-
tractive. Simulating artificial gauge fields for light has
also been an active research area for the last couple of
years. Among the diverse configurations considered so
far, we may count gyromagnetic photonic crystals [6] [7],
arrays of coupled optical cavities confining single atoms
[8,[9], microwave circuit-QED devices [10], and solid-state
photonic devices operating in the visible or infrared spec-
tral range [ITHIT7]. Analogs of the integer quantum Hall
edge states were indeed observed in several of these sys-

tems [7), [12] [17].

The prospect of inducing strong interactions between
photons opens up the possibility to investigate fractional
quantum Hall (FQH) physics in optical systems experi-
encing an artificial magnetic field [8 @ 18-20]. Some
promising systems where photons are made to strongly
interact with each other via the optical nonlinearity of the
underlying medium include a cloud of optically dressed
atoms in a Rydberg EIT configuration [21], and in a solid-
state context, quantum wells with excitonic optical tran-
sitions strongly coupled to the cavity photon [5].

In this article, expanding on our previous work [23],
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we revisit the method of injecting rotating photons into
a nonlinear cavity in order to resonantly excite strongly-
correlated few-particle states, which are bosonic analogs
[24, 25] of the usual electronic FQH states, including the
Laughlin state [26, 27]. It is important to note that as
opposed to standard quantum optical experiments where
the nonlinearity can be accounted for at a perturbative
level using a mean-field description, here we propose to
look into the eigenstates of the full interacting Hamilto-
nian. By thoroughly investigating the steady state of the
driven-dissipative system for small number of particles,
we suggest that unambiguous signatures of strong corre-
lations could be obtained from particle-number-resolved
transmission spectra, power spectrum, and second-order
correlation function measurements.

II. SYSTEM HAMILTONIAN AND THE
STEADY-STATE DENSITY MATRIX

The system we consider is a single cavity bounded by
spherical mirrors containing a slab of an optically non-
linear medium as sketched in Fig. [1] (see Ref. [23] for
details). We assume that the system is cylindrically sym-
metric around the z axis and the motion is confined to
the zy plane of the slab. The Hamiltonian can thus be
written using the two-dimensional bosonic field operator
U(r) as follows
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where the first square-bracket term is the isolated system
Hamiltonian Hy and the second term Hp describes the
driving laser field incident on the cavity.
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In Hy, the finite photon rest frequency w. and mass
Mpp, = hwe/ ¢? result from the confinement of photons
between the mirrors, while the harmonic trapping with
frequency w is provided by the mirror curvature [28]. The
effective repulsive contact interaction between photons is
quantified by g,; which is proportional to the ) non-
linearity of the underlying medium [5]. In Hp, we take
the spatio-temporal profile F(r,t) of the driving pump
to be that of a monochromatic pump with frequency wy,
and normalized amplitude F', having the spatial profile of
a Laguerre-Gauss beam LG centred on the z axis with
orbital angular momentum m#h.

Finally, radiative and non-radiative photon losses at a
rate v can be described through a master equation for
the density operator p in the Lindblad form [29]:
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The main consequence of losses in the transmission spec-
tra is the broadening of each peak by an amount propor-
tional to v times the number of particles in the corre-
sponding state.
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FIG. 1: A sketch of the proposed experimental set-up. Pho-
tons are harmonically trapped inside an optically nonlinear
slab with the help of a pair of curved mirrors. A Laguerre-
Gauss LG{' pump beam is used to inject photons each having
an orbital angular momentum of m#A. Photons emitted from
the cavity are collected for measurement.

When seen from a frame rotating at frequency €2, the
isolated system Hamiltonian transforms as H°' = Ho —
QL., L, being the total angular momentum [31]. In this
rotating frame with Q $ w, it is well-known that the
ground state of H{°* is the bosonic Laughlin v = 1/2

state of the fractional quantum Hall physics [T}, 2, 24}

27]:
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where z; = (x; + ty;)/{ is the complex coordinate of
the jth particle in units of the oscillator length ¢ =
VB/mppw. This N-particle wave function is composed
of single-particle wave functions in the lowest Landau
level (LLL) and is an eigenfunction of L, with eigenvalue
L,=N(N-1)h.

In the laboratory frame, the Laughlin state represented
by the wave function keeps being the non-degenerate
ground state of the isolated system Hamiltonian Hg for
a given angular momentum and is separated from ex-
cited states of the same total angular momentum by an
excitation gap of the order of the lowest Haldane pseu-
dopotential vy = hg,;/27¢? for the contact potential,
which is basically the interaction energy of two parti-
cles in the LLL with zero relative angular momentum
(cf. Appendix [A| and Ref. [27, 30]). In order to pre-
vent Landau-level mixing and restrict the description to
the LLL, we will require vy9 <« hw. Since the parti-
cles in the Laughlin state do not feel any interaction,
the total energy in the rotating frame is simply the en-
ergy of N non-interacting particles in the LLL shifted
by the cavity rest frequency fw.: these two contribu-
tions sum up to give a total energy of Nh(w + w.). Af-
ter moving to the laboratory frame, the energy becomes
En.p. = NAi(w + w.) + wL, = N?hw + Nhw,.

In order to efficiently prepare a Laughlin state of pho-
tons in the desired N-particle sector, one therefore has to
set the pump frequency wy, to En,r, /Nh = Nw+w, and
the angular momentum per photon m# of the Laguerre-
Gauss mode LG{' to L, /N = (N —1)k [23]. Provided the
excitation gap wvg is larger than the linewidth N+ of the
state, the optical pump will be able to selectively excite
the Laughlin state.

Due to the coherent nature of the laser drive, the
steady-state of the system will be a superposition of
states with different number of particles, which in the
weak driving limit F' = (F/y < 1 can formally be
written as |W) = S%_,enFY[N), where |N) denotes
an N-particle state and ¢y are constants of O(1) [20].
Thus the probability Py of having an N-particle state
in the system scales as F'>V. This probability can be
measured by detecting N transmitted photons simulta-
neously, which rules out the possibility that the detected
state has smaller number of particles N’ < N. The
contribution of states with larger number of particles
N’ > N is already suppressed by a factor of F2(N'-N)
due to the weak driving condition F' < 1. In Figs. a)
and [3[a) we show the ratio Py/Py_1 as a function of
pump detuning Aw, = w, — w, for N = 2,3 in the
presence of Laguerre-Gauss LG(l)7 LG% driving modes, re-
spectively. The probability Py = Tr(IIypss), IIn being
the projector onto the N-particle subspace, is calculated



by using the steady-state density matrix pss found via a
super-operator approach to solve the master equation
[19]. Plotting the ratio Px/Pn_1 eliminates the effect
of intermediate states with smaller number of particles
N’ < N on the transmission spectrum, leading to clear
resonance peaks corresponding to N-particle eigenstates
of the system.
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FIG. 2: (a) Ratio P>/ P of having two particles to one particle
in the steady-state as a function of the detuning of pump fre-
quency Aw, in the presence of a Laguerre-Gauss LG§ pump.
(b) The overlap O between the two-photon amplitude and
two-particle eigenfunctions as a function of Aw, (blue-solid
for the Laughlin state, red-dashed for the COM state). Ver-
tical dashed lines correspond to half the two-particle eigen-
frequencies of the isolated system Hamiltonian Ho. System
and pump parameters: gn;/f*w = 0.1, v/w = 0.002, and
LF/y =0.1.

In order to see how faithfully the eigenbtates are
reproduced we plotted in Figs. b and |3 the
overlap O(VWV) @) (T V)| D) N>|x11< <I>|<I>>
between the N-photon amphtude <I>(z1, CoZN) =
Tr[¥(z)... U(2n)pss] and the N-particle eigenstates
UV for the well-resolved peaks corresponding to the
lowest- and highest-energy eigenstates. While the lowest-
energy eigenfunction for total angular momentum N (N —
1)A is the Laughlin wave function , the highest-energy
eigenfunction is found to be

()

corresponding to pure center-of-mass (COM) rotation
(cf. Appendix [A]). The overlaps larger than 95% on res-
onance confirm that the present excitation scheme is in-
deed successful in generating the target eigenstates with
very good fidelity. An obvious way to further improve
the fidelity is to decrease the loss rate -, which would
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FIG. 3: (a) Ratio P3/P, of having three particles to two
particles in the steady-state as a function of the detuning of
pump frequency Aw, in the presence of a Laguerre-Gauss LG
pump. (b) The overlap O between the three-photon ampli-
tude and three-particle eigenfunctions as a function of Aw,
(blue-solid for the Laughlin state, red-dashed for the COM
state). Vertical dashed lines correspond to one third of the
three-particle eigenfrequencies of the isolated system Hamil-
tonian Ho. System and pump parameters: gn;/¢*w = 0.1,
~v/w = 0.002, and ¢F/vy = 0.1.

help to prevent spurious excitation of nearby states. For
the specific case of the Laughlin state the condition to
avoid this can be quantified roughly as v < g /27 N2,
meaning that the dissipation induced broadening should
be sufficiently smaller than the interaction induced exci-
tation gap. Note that this condition is only marginally
satisfied for the parameters in the figures, still the fidelity
is quite close to 1.

To better understand the system at hand and inves-
tigate its properties further it will prove to be useful
to examine the steady-state density matrix pgs from
a semi-analytical perspective. To facilitate the nota-
tion, we will use the occupation number representation
[nony ... Ny .. .), where n,, is the number of particles in
the single-particle LLL state with angular momentum m#
and wave function ¢, (z) = z’”e“z‘zm/\/ wm!. Focusing
on the case where the system is pumped by a Laguerre-
Gauss LGj beam we make the following ansatz for the
steady state of the system, keeping states with N =0, 1, 2
particles:

|¥) ~ ¢0|000) + ¢, F|010)
+ o F% [a (|101) — [020)) + b (]101) + |020))], (5)
where cg, c1, and ¢ are complex constants with magni-

tude of O(1). Since F' <« 1, |¥) will mainly be the vac-
uum state |000). The single-particle state |010) is simply



the one associated with a single pump photon with one
unit of angular momentum. The two-particle LLL man-
ifold is spanned by the Laughlin state (|101) —]020)) <>
(21—22)% and the COM state (|101) + |020)) < (21+22)2,
with weights a and b = /1 — |a|]? (Ja|] < 1), respectively.
In this limit, one can approximately construct the cor-
responding density matrix by forming |¥)(¥|. However,
we make a better approximation by considering an addi-
tional quantum jump term (see e.g. Ref. [20]) as follows

Pss ™ (I‘P><‘I’| +NY aml‘I’><‘PlaL> ; (6)

m=0

where A is a constant of O(1) and a,, is the destruction
operator for the LLL single-particle state with angular
momentum mh. To verify the appropriateness of this
description, we numerically solved for the steady-state
density matrix and compared it with the prediction of
@ after optimizing the variables. For resonant excita-
tion of the Laughlin state at Aw,/w = 2, with parame-
ters gni/f?w = 0.1, v/w = 0.002, and F = 0.1, we ob-
tained @ ~ —(0.127 4 0.9847), b ~ 0.128, ¢y ~ 0.962,
a1~ —(0.005 + 1.923i), co ~ —0.166 + 1.337i, and
N ~0.999, yielding a very small weighted absolute per-
centage error of 37, [pf™ — pPi|/ >0 o™ = 0.3%
between the numerical and predicted cfenblty matrices.
Similar results were found for the resonant excitation of
the COM state at Aw,/w =~ 2.008, with the roles of a
and b interchanged. Although the contribution of the
additional quantum jump term to the density matrix it-
self is small (error with V' = 0 is ~ 0.8%), its effect on
certain observables can be sizable as we shall see in the
next section. We finally note that if one is interested
in finding the contribution of states with higher number
of particles to such observables, it is essential to include
quantum jump terms involving the annihilation of more
than a single particle.

III. POWER SPECTRUM

Although the N-photon amplitude could be measured
through a combination of several homodyne detections
for a direct comparison with a known wave function
(see e.g. Ref. [19]), it is desirable to find a techni-
cally simpler observable that would reveal at least some
property peculiar to these correlated states. With this
ailm in mind, we propose to look at the power spec-
trum S(r,ws) < R UOOO gV (r,T; nO)e‘i“’STdT], where
gD (r,7;r,0) = Te[Wt(r,7)U(r,0)pss] is the first-order
correlation function [32]. We calculated g(*) as a function
of time delay 7 by numerically evolving the master equa-
tion (2) [29]. Fig. [d|shows the power spectrum (a) for the
resonant excitation of a two-particle Laughlin state and
(c) for the resonant excitation of a three-particle Laugh-
lin state. The most prominent feature seen in panels (a)
and (c) is the appearance of sharp peaks at integer mul-
tiples of the trap frequency w.
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FIG. 4: Power spectrum S(r,ws) in arbitrary units as a func-
tion of frequency ws measured with respect to the cavity fre-
quency we. (a-b) The system is pumped by a Laguerre-Gauss
LG{ beam at Aw,/w = 2; |r| = 0.05¢. Panel (b) is a close-up
of the original spectrum (blue-solid) together with the spec-
trum shifted by -1 (red-dashed) along the frequency axis.(c-
d) The system is pumped by a Laguerre-Gauss LGZ beam
at Awp/w = 3; |r| = 0.15¢. Panel (d) is a close-up of the
original spectrum (blue-solid) together with the ones shifted
by -1 (red-dashed) and -2 (green,dash-dotted) along the fre-
quency axis. System and pump parameters: gnl/£2w = 0.1,
v/w =0.002, ¢F/y = 0.1.

In order to understand the origin of these peaks it is
useful to examine the limit of vanishingly small losses
and driving so that the time dependence of an operator
can be approximated as O(7) = e?o7/hOe="Hom/h Tet
us for simplicity consider the case of panel (a), where
the system is pumped by an LGj beam at Aw,/w = 2
to be on resonance with a two-particle Laughlin state.
Expanding the field operators in the LLL basis we obtain

Z (pz [ T(T)ajpss]' (7)

Recalling that En.r, — EN—1,0,—m = (m+ 1)Aiw and us-
ing Eqgs. @, the individual trace terms are computed
as

(1)1*71‘0

Tr[af (T)aopss) = €7 (1 + N)|e2F?(a + b)[?, (8)
Tr[al (7)a1pss) = €247 {|01F|2 +2(1 4+ N)|e2F%(a — b) |2}

(9)
Tr(ah(r)aspss] = €7 (1+ N)leaF>(a + b) . (10)

All off-diagonal terms Trla (7)a;pe] with i # j vanish
identically. This follows from the fact that a definite



particle-number sector of the state has a well-defined
total angular momentum and a;[aj is a particle-number
conserving operator associated with a change in total an-
gular momentum by (¢ — j)A. This reasoning also ap-
plies to any state a,,|¥) contributing to the quantum
jump term in Eq. (6). Note that each diagonal term

Tr[azr(T)alpss] corresponds to the (! (1) coherence func-
tion of light emitted in a state with angular momentum
lh, which can be measured by making use of holograms
to isolate different angular momentum components.

Terms in Egs. appear solely because of inter-
actions, which can be seen by taking a = —b = —1/2
leading to vanishing traces and to the emergence of the
state [020) due to the pump as the only two-particle state
in Eq. . In the absence of interactions, we numerically
confirmed that the only surviving trace is Tr[a} (7)a1 pss)
corresponding to the pump mode, which leads to a single
peak at ws/w = 2 in the spectrum. Note also that had
we not included the quantum jump term in Eq. @, ie.
if N = 0, the amplitudes in Eqs. would have
been reduced almost twice, given that A/ ~ 1. In Fig.
a) two peaks are seen at ws/w = 1,2 corresponding
to states with angular momentum 0A, 1A respectively.
The third peak that is actually present at ws/w = 3 is
not visible due to the chosen spatial point |r| = 0.05¢ as
it is suppressed with respect to the peak at wy/w = 1
by a factor of the order of |pa(r)|?/|po(r)|* = |r/l*/2.
In panel (b) the spectrum shifted by -1 along the fre-
quency axis (red-dashed) is superposed onto the original
spectrum (blue-solid) for better comparison of the line
shapes of the peaks. It is seen that while the interaction-
induced peak at ws;/w = 1 (blue-solid) is broadened by
an amount determined by the loss rate v/w = 0.002, the
peak at ws/w = 2 displays a narrow, delta-like feature
on top of a pedestal of width . This narrow feature
has a width determined by the finite time window used
in the numerical calculation and originates from elastic
scattering of the pump.

In Fig. (c)7 we display the power spectrum ob-
tained for an LG{ pump on resonance with a three-
particle Laughlin state at Aw,/w = 3. While the peak
at ws/w = 3 appears because of the pump, as checked
numerically, those at w = 1,2 are due to interactions
which scatter particles to different angular momentum
states. Panel (d) displays the shifted spectra, where it
is again possible to observe the radiative broadening of
the interaction-induced peaks as opposed to the delta-like
elastic pump scattering peak. We numerically verified
that in the present weak-excitation limit, quantum jump
terms in the steady-state density matrix are indeed neg-
ligible and the two-particle sector is well approximated
by a single, non-interacting wave function of the form
(21, 29) o (21 — 22)2(2% + 25 + cz129), where the exact
value of the parameter c is determined by system param-
eters.

This observation helps to explain the appearance of
peaks only at integer multiples of w. It suggests that once
a single-particle state in the LLL is resonantly excited, all

higher N-particle states accessible through driving and
losses lie in the lowest energy manifold of the correspond-
ing N-particle state as long as the LLL approximation is
valid and the vy > v condition on the Laughlin gap is
satisfied. That is, their wave function can be written as
the Laughlin wave function times a symmetric polyno-
mial compatible with the given total angular momentum
(cf. Appendix . This result is to be contrasted to the
case of the resonant excitation of the two-particle COM
state: as it is shown in Appendix[C] the power spectrum
now displays peaks also at frequencies other than integer
multiples of w.

IV. SECOND-ORDER CORRELATION
FUNCTION

In this section, we show that an equal-time second-
order correlation function ¢(*) measurement yields clear
signatures of strong correlations which distinguish the
Laughlin state from the excited states with same total
angular momentum by revealing information about the
spatial structure of wave functions.

As a first point, it is crucial to keep in mind that such
a measurement is based on the simultaneous detection
of two photons. In practice, this means that the time
resolution of the detectors has to be high enough that
the spatial correlations will not be washed out due to
the fast rotation of the Laughlin fluid of light in the
trap at frequency w, giving rise to a rapidly varying
g (ri,t;re,t + 7) as a function of time delay 7 on a
time scale w™?!.

Should the required temporal resolution be too strin-
gent, one has to find a scheme to compensate the effect of
rotation, which in principle should enable one to measure
the slowly varying quantity ¢ (r1,t;R_.r [ra],t + 7),
where R_,,; is the rotation operator which rotates the
coordinate ro by —w7, undoing the inherent rotation of
the system. Recalling the angular momentum as the ro-
tation generator, we see that such a global rotation in
time is possible if one can decompose the output field into
different angular momentum components and then shift
the frequency of each component properly, by using mod-
ulators, e.g. acousto-optic modulators (AOMs). This de-
composition is also relevant and useful in the present con-
text as each single particle state in the LLL has a definite
angular momentum. As a first step, one has to separate
these components: to this purpose, there exist angular
momentum sorting protocols that have been experimen-
tally demonstrated at the level of a single photon [37].
Alternatively, separation can be performed spectroscop-
ically by using, for instance, a diffraction grating. Each
angular momentum channel with angular momentum [A
is then let through an AOM which shifts the frequency of
the incoming light by Aw = —lw. Superimposing again
the different components, one recovers the initial field
profile after compensating for the unwanted rotation and
the ¢(® measurement can be performed on a slow detec-



tor. Of course, all this manipulation has to be performed
in a fully phase-coherent way without spurious distor-
tions of the phase fronts that may disturb interference.

We consider the usual form [32] of the normalized
equal-time second-order correlation function

9 (r1,12) = iﬁ[‘iﬁ(fl)‘iﬁ(r2)‘i’(f2)‘i’(r})pss] .
, T‘I‘[\DT(rl)\IJ(rl)pss]Tr[\I”L(r2)‘11(r2>pss(]11

analytical form for ¢ using Egs. . For coordinates
r1 = (1o, ¢1) and ry = (1o, ¢2) we find

As done in the previous section for 1), we can derive an
(>

g(z)(ro7 @) = aro) [(1 + cos2d)|a + b\2
+4cosp(b” — |af®) +2|a — b]*], (12)

where ¢ = ¢o — @1 and «a(r,) is a prefactor depending on
the fixed radial coordinate 7.

FIG. 5: Equal-time second-order correlation function
dP(ro = 0.5¢,¢) in the steady state for different driving
frequencies of the LG} pump. (a) Aw,/w = 2 (blue solid),
Awp /w =~ 2.004 (red dashed) (b) Awp/w & 2.008. System and
pump parameters: gn;/f*w = 0.1, v/w = 0.002, £F/y = 0.1.

In Fig. |5, the numerically evaluated ¢(®(¢) is shown
for three different driving frequencies of the LG} beam.
The solid line in panel (a) is obtained for Aw,/w = 2
when the two-particle Laughlin state is resonantly driven.
There is strong anti-bunching at ¢ = 0 as expected, since
two particles cannot be in close vicinity of each other in
this state. As ¢ — 7 the degree of anti-correlation is
strongly suppressed. Panel (b) shows the case for the
resonant excitation of the COM state at Aw,,/w = 2.008,
where a strong bunching effect is observed at ¢ = 0.
Again as ¢ — 7 this correlation effect gradually becomes
less pronounced. This marked difference of 9(2)(¢) in
two cases is directly related to the fact that the Laughlin
wave function (z; —22)? becomes the COM wave function
(21 + 22)? upon changing ¢ to ¢ + 7. The huge differ-
ence between the maximum amplitudes of g (¢) on the

other hand is due to the prefactor a(r,) in Eq. (12,
which is roughly |ca|?/|c1|* for 7o ~ £ (cf. Appendix D)
Although |ca/c;| remains essentially the same for two dif-
ferent driving frequencies, |c1] is reduced by a factor of
~ 8 for Aw,/w =~ 2.008 as it is displaced from the single-
particle resonance at Aw,/w = 2. Also shown in panel
(a) by dashed lines is ¢(?)(¢) for w,/w ~ 2.004 when an
equal-weight superposition of Laughlin and COM states
is non-resonantly excited [see Fig. [[b)]. In this case,
g? (¢) also shows a hybrid behaviour. In all three cases,
Eq. fits perfectly to the numerical data of Fig.
Similar results were obtained for the resonant excitation
of the three-particle Laughlin and COM states using an
LG} drive (cf. Appendix
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FIG. 6: Sketch of the experiment proposed to distinguish
between the two-particle Laughlin and COM states by mea-
suring the two-particle detection probability P> as a function

of 3.

Before concluding the section, it is interesting to
mention also another scheme which may be used to
differentiate the two-particle Laughlin state [¢_) =
(J101) — |020)) /v/2 from the COM state |i,) =
(]101) + 020)) /+/2 using photo-detectors without spa-
tial resolution. The principle of the method is sketched
in Fig. [6} after the AOM stage, instead of recombin-
ing all beams immediately, one may use Al = —1,—2
holograms to bring all components (including the ini-
tially I = 1,2 ones) to the [ = 0 state, in order for
the beams to efficiently interfere. Two symmetric beam-
splitters with possibly different transmissivities T, T" are
then used to mix the three beams and the joint proba-
bility of detecting two photons on the same output arm
is finally measured in a kind of Hong-Ou-Mandel two-
photon interference scheme [38]. Describing the out-
put mode as a superposition of the annihilation op-



erators for the initial states as aout = (iv1—Tag +
e'f \/Tal)\/ T' + iv/1 — T"as, this probability is found to
be P(8) <w¢|aiutalutaouta0ut|¢¢> ox (5+4cos2p) for
T =T’ =1/2, which depends on the (adjustable) phase
shift 8 imposed to the initial [ = 1 beam and allows one
to differentiate the two strongly correlated states of light.

V. CONCLUSION

We have shown that strongly correlated Laughlin
states of interacting photons can be prepared by shining
a weak Laguerre-Gauss beam of light onto a single opti-
cally nonlinear cavity enclosed by curved mirrors, which
supports a hierarchy of transverse modes analogous to
the eigenstates of a two-dimensional harmonic oscillator.
By focusing on a definite particle number N via a coin-
cidence rate measurement, different strongly correlated
states are seen to appear as resonances in the transmis-
sion spectrum of the device. In addition to the full re-
construction of the N-photon amplitude via homodyne
techniques as proposed in our previous work, we here
show how simpler measurements of the power emission
spectrum and of the second-order correlation functions
already provide evidence for the existence of strong cor-
relations, with features substantially different from those
of weakly interacting particles.
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Appendix A: Energy considerations for the Laughlin
and center-of-mass states

We numerically verified for N = 2,3, and 4 that the
highest-energy eigenfunction in the lowest Landau band
with total angular momentum L. = N(N — 1)h is pro-
portional to (21 + ...+ 2y )V ™1 corresponding to pure
center-of-mass (COM) rotation. This result can be un-
derstood intuitively as follows. The many-body wave
function for a system in a harmonic potential with two-
body interactions can be written as a product of two
wave functions, one depending on the COM coordinate
(21 + ...+ zn) and one on relative coordinates (z; — z;)
(see e.g. Ref [33]), a fact which leads to a generalized

form [34] B5] of the Kohn’s theorem [36]. Since the ki-
netic energy is fixed in the LLL, the highest-energy eigen-
function will be the one with the largest interaction en-
ergy. The effect of the presence of relative coordinates in
the eigenfunction is to reduce the interaction energy as
the contribution of any term containing a relative coordi-
nate vanishes for a contact interaction oc 3, . (2 — 2;).
Therefore the interaction energy is maximized if the rel-
ative part of the many-body wave function is simply a
constant and as a result all the angular momentum is
transferred to the center of mass.

We now wish to find the width of the lowest Landau
band defined as the difference between the energies of
the Laughlin and COM states. We will start with the
simplest two-particle case. As the kinetic energy is fixed
we will only consider the interaction Hamiltonian:

V(e —r)U(e)U(r)d?*rd?r.

Hine = % / / Uf (e) B (r/ N

For a contact interaction V(r — r') = hgu 6@ (r — r'),
expanding ¥(r) = > m Pm(r)an, in the LLL basis func-
tions @ (r) = |r|meimPe=Ir1*/26 /\/am12(m+1) | with ¢ =
VB/mppw, we find the interaction Hamiltonian to be

Hint = szjkla a;apar, (A2)
ij‘l
with Viju = hgu [ ¢} (r)¢;(r)@r(r)pi(r)d®r.  Using

) = (]101) F 020))/v/2 for the two-particle Laugh-
lin (—) and COM (+) states, the interaction energy is
calculated as

1
(Vg | Hint|Y5) = 1(4‘/0202 T 2v2Vio11

F2V2Vii02 + 2Viin1).  (A3)
Thus the energy gap between these two states is
A = (@ [Hinet04) = (@[ Hint |- ) = V2(Voar1+ Vinon)
hgn,
= 2V2Vpon = 22k (A4)

2me2’

The generalization of this result to the N-particle case
is most easily done in first quantization by calculating

hgn
(Hint)com = J I/ZCS —zj)|[Woom(z1,- -, 2n)|?

1<J
X dzdzy ...

dzndzy  (AD)

for the many-body wave function Yeom(z1,...,28) =
A(z1+. ..+ 2n)Fe i l=al/2 where 2, = (Tn+iyn)/L
is the complex coordinate of the nth particle, L = N (N —
1) and A is a normalization constant. Integrating over
the coordinate of a particle in the argument of the §



function and summing over all distinct pairs, Eq. (A5)
becomes

gt N(N — 1 . \
<Hint>COM = %%l/ﬂg /(222 +...4+ ZN>L
x (222 + ...+ 2n)Fd{z}d{z*}, (A6)
where d{z} = e 12I"~X0a 12 */2dz, . dzy. Now we

use the multinomial theorem:

Z kﬂ...km!Xll"'Xm’

ki+...+km=n
(A7)

(Xi+.. +X)" =

and write Eq. (A6) as

hgnt N(N —1
(Hint)com = %%

x )
x / (22502 (220)%% . (23 ) (e )V d{z}d {27}, (AS)

For the integral over the angular part of a coordinate
zn, not to vanish, we must have k, = k},. Using this fact
and performing the integrations [ |zn\2k"e_|zn|2dzndz; =
k!, [ |222|2k26_2|z2|2szdz§ = 2k2hy 17 /2, Eq. be-
comes

A
L! L!
AN

hgn N(N —1) 271”N71
Hin - L!
(Hint) com 12 5 | Al 5
L! Koo 1 ke &
Y gt (a9)

The summation in Eq. can be evaluated by using
Eq. to yield N¥. Through similar steps the normal-
ization constant can be found to be A = 1/vVaNLINL.
Inserting these results into Eq. (A9)), the interaction en-
ergy of the N-particle COM state is finally given by

hgny N(N —1) 1 N(N —
2 2 2 2
which is also the width of the lowest Landau band since
the interaction energy of the Laughlin state is zero. This
result has also been numerically verified for N = 2,3, and
4. The energy gap between the Laughlin state and the
first excited state with the same total angular momentum
is a fraction of the band width and close to A. The
two-particle gap A actually corresponds to the lowest
Haldane pseudo-potential vy for the contact interaction,
as the mth Haldane pseudo-potential v,, for the LLL is
defined to be the expected value of the interaction energy
with respect to the normalized wave function N(z; —

(Hint)com = D) A, (A10)

29)™ (21 + zg)Me_(|Z1|2+‘22‘2)/2, where two particles have
relative angular momentum m# [27), [30]. Note that the
value of the pseudo-potential does not depend on the
center-of-mass momentum M F.

Appendix B: Loss of a particle from the Laughlin
and center-of-mass states

The resultant state after a particle with angular
momentum [/ is annihilated from a general bosonic
N-particle state |®x) lying in the LLL can be found
by applying a; = [d2'dz"*¢f(2)¥(z') to |Py) =
[ dndz} .. dendzy PN (2, .., ZN)\i'T(zl) . \ilT(zN)|Vac.>,
[vac.) being the vacuum state, which yields

|y _1) = a|®Pn) = N/dzldzf codzy_dzn

X {/ DN (21,281, 2)0] (2)dzdz"
x Wl(z) .. Ut (zy_1)|vac.). (B1)

The wave function corresponding to the resultant state
with N —1 particles is identified as ®y_,(#1,...,28-1) =
J®n(21,...,2N-1,2)p] (2)dzdz* up to a normalization
constant. Choosing, for instance, z = zy and noting
that ¢} (2n) o 23, ®\_, is found to be proportional to
the multinomial term multiplying zf\, in ®5 as it is the
only surviving term in the integral expression for ®%_;.

For the Laughlin wave function it is easy to see that
@'y, is the (N —1)-particle Laughlin wave function times
a symmetric polynomial in coordinates {z1,...,znx_1}
with total power 2(IN — 1) — I. For the COM wave func-
tion , using the multinomial expansion (A7), it can be
found that ®_; o (21 + ...+ Zy_p)NIN=T=L

Appendix C: Power spectrum for the resonant
excitation of the center-of-mass state

The simulated power spectrum for the resonant exci-
tation of the two-particle COM state is shown in Fig.
In addition to the pump peak at w,/w & 2.008, there are
two more peaks visible at ws/w = 1,14+ A/hw ~ 1.016,
where A/hw = 0.016 is fixed by Eq. . While the
peak at ws/w =1+ A/hw is due to the transition from
the two-particle COM state to the single-particle state
with angular momentum 2# without change in total an-
gular momentum, the peak with almost equal ampli-
tude at ws/w = 1 is caused by the transition from the
single-particle state with zero angular momentum (which
is present because of the quantum jump from the two-
particle COM state) to the vacuum.

Appendix D: Second-order correlation function for
the resonant excitation of two-particle states

The full result for the normalized equal-time second-
order correlation function calculated using Eqgs. (5lf6]) of
the main text is:
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FIG. 7: Absolute value of the power spectrum |S(r,ws)| in
arbitrary units as a function of frequency ws; measured with
respect to the cavity frequency w.; taking the absolute value
smooths out the effect of the finite time window used in the
numerical calculation on the delta-shaped pump peak. The
inset is a close-up around ws/w = 1 showing the double-peak
structure. The system is pumped by a Laguerre-Gauss LG}
beam at Aw,/w ~ 2.008; |r| = 0.05¢. System and pump
parameters: gn;/fw = 0.1, v/w = 0.002, £F/y = 0.1.

e F2J25

9@ (ro, ) = a(ro) [(1 + cos 2¢)|a + bf?
+4cos ¢(b* — |al?) +2|a — b*)], (D1)

with

a(re) =

[0+ 3) @4 MleaF2(a+ D)2 172 [l P2 + 2lea2(a — B +N)] )

where 7o = r,/¢. For 7, ~ 1, the denominator is ap-
proximately |c; F|*74 since F < 1. Hence oo ~ 1) ~
lea?/[en]*.

For comparison with Fig. we also show in Fig.
g (#) x 3 4 cos2¢ F 4cos¢ calculated for the pure
two-particle Laughlin (—) and COM (4) states (]101) F

1020))/v/2.

Appendix E: Second-order correlation function for
the resonant excitation of three-particle states

In order to show that the marked difference between
the Laughlin and COM states persists also in the reso-
nant excitation of three-particle eigenstates, we display in
Fig. |§| the second-order correlation function g(2)(¢) nu-
merically calculated for seven different driving frequen-
cies of the LG% pump, corresponding to the lowest lying
eigenfrequencies of the three-particle eigenstates with to-
tal angular momentum 6/ of the isolated system. Note

3 (D2)

(

that the number of eigenstates is set by the seven dis-
tinct ways to distribute a total angular momentum of
6h to three particles in the LLL. For completeness we
give the explicit expressions for the unnormalized eigen-
functions (without displaying the ubiquitous exponential
factor) found by numerical diagonalization:



0.4r

FIG. 8: Solid (dashed) line shows g (ro = 0.5(,¢) for the
normalized two-particle Laughlin (COM) wave function.
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FIG. 9: (a) g@(ro = 0.5(,¢) for seven different fre-

quencies of the LG2 pump corresponding to the eigenfre-
quencies of the isolated sytem. Frequency index increases
with increasing energy eigenvalue. (b) g®(ro = 0.5¢, ) for
Awp/w = 3 (blue solid) corresponding to the Laughlin state
and Aw,/w ~ 3.00159 (red dashed) corresponding to the
COM state, plotted again for clarity. System and pump pa-
rameters: gni/0?w = 0.1, v/w = 0.002, £F/~v = 0.1.
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1) o 3322532'%3 (E1)
12) o< (212 + 213) (213 + 223) (212 — 223) Z° (E2)
|3) o< (212 + 213) (213 + 223) (212 — 223)

X (21g + 213 + 253)Z (E3)

|4) o< T(255 + 285 + 253)

— 15(21y + 213 + 233) (235 + 273 + 233)

— 20(235235 + 233253 — 235233) (E4)
|5) o (275 + 213 + 233)2 27 (E5)
16) o< (27 + 275 + 233) Z* (E6)
7)o Z°, (E7)

where 212 = Z1 — k2, 213 — 21 — 23, %23 — Z9 — Z3 are
the relative coordinates and Z = (z1 + 22 + 23)/3 is the
COM coordinate. The trend we observed in the reso-
nant excitation of two-particle Laughlin and COM states
is also seen in this case as clearly shown in Fig. @(b)
Because of the weak-driving condition ¢(® will be dom-
inated by the two-particle sector of the steady state, in
particular by those terms that do not involve additional
quantum jump terms. When targeting the three-particle
Laughlin state, the two-particle wavefunction is numeri-
cally found to be a linear superposition of wave functions
(21 — 22)%(22 + 23) and (21 — 22)%2122. As a result, g(®
still reflects the behaviour obtained for the two-particle
Laughlin state.

On the other hand, when the three-particle COM state
is excited, the two-particle wave function turns out to
be a superposition of wave functions (21 + 22)%, (21 —
22)2(22 + 22), and (21 — 22)%21 29, its overlap with the
two-particle COM wave function (21 + 22)* being 70%,
which results in a g(? profile similar to the one obtained
for the direct excitation of the two-particle COM state
with a total angular momentum of 2h.
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