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Detecting the relative phase between different frequency components of a photon
using a three-level A atom coupled to a waveguide
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We study the scattering inside a waveguide of a single photon with a single three-level A atom,
both of which are in a superposition state. The photon is in a superposition state of two frequencies,
whereas the atoms is in a superposition state of two non-degenerate ground states. We find that
the scattering depends on both the relative phase between the photon frequencies and the relative
phase between the atomic ground states. Our results show that a three-level A atom coupled to a
waveguide can be used as photon phase filter that could detect the relative phase between the two

frequencies of the photon superposition state.

I. INTRODUCTION

There have been many studies on the generation [1-3]
or manipulation [4-10] of a single photon in a superpo-
sition of two frequencies (or ‘colours’). These frequency-
superposition states have been called ‘color qubits’ [3],
bichromatic photons [2], or frequency-bin qubits [6].
Such states can be generated in the process of quan-
tum frequency conversion, where a photon’s frequency is
converted while its quantum information is maintained,
as experimentally demonstrated three decades ago [11].
These states also arise in quantum frequency mixing
(where different superposition states are converted to and
from each other) which has been demonstrated using @
nonlinearities [12, 13], x®) nonlinearities [2, 14, 15] as
well as electro-optic modulation [7, 9].

The manipulation of frequency superposition states
at the single-photon level has generated interest for its
potential applications in quantum information process-
ing [6]. Building on the work in linear optical quantum
computation [16], frequency-bin qubits have been pro-
posed as an alternative to other photonic qubits such as
those based on polarization. Polarization-based qubits
can only have a two-dimensional Hilbert space, whereas
frequency qubits can have a Hilbert space with much
higher dimension. Frequency qubits may also be scal-
able for on-chip photonics [17]. In recent years, it has
been theoretically proposed and experimentally verified
that it is possible to achieve arbitrary single-qubit gates
in frequency space [7, 8]. Aside from quantum infor-
mation processing applications, frequency superposition
states may also be useful for quantum metrology [18] or
phase-spectroscopy [19] at the low-light level.

Although the generation and manipulation of single-
photon frequency superposition states has been well-
studied [1-10, 20], there is less attention devoted to the
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FIG. 1. (a) A A-type 3-level interacting with a photon prop-
agating in single-mode waveguide (highlighted as gray). The
photon is in frequency-superposition state. The photon fre-
quencies k, k — A are in resonance with the atomic transition
frequencies E» — F1 and E; — Es3. (b) Transmission and re-
flection pathways for atom initially in |k, 1) and |k — A, 3),
where k is kept general. Note that both scenarios have two
scattering output channels, in which the atoms are in either
the |1) or |3) state. Here t1,71,t3, 73 is the transmission and
reflection of the scattering where the atomic final state is the
|1) and |3) state respectively and the initial atomic state is |1).
Similarly, 7, r1, t5, 7% is the transmission and reflection where
the atomic final state is the |1) and |3) state respectively and
the initial atomic state is |3).

measurement of the relative phase between different fre-
quency components of such states. Most existing works
focus on measuring the amplitude spectrum of the state,
where the phase information is lost. The relative phase
of two frequency components of a single photon was mea-
sured in Ref. [2] using single-photon Ramsey interference.
Here, they generated arbitrary frequency-superposition
states using Bragg scattering four-wave mixing which is a
x® nonlinear process. The relative phase between differ-



ent frequency components could be measured because the
outcome of their projective measurement depends on this
relative phase. A related study uses electro-optic mod-
ulators instead of nonlinear processes [7]. Their set-up
also allows them to achieve arbitrary frequency qubit ro-
tations on the Bloch sphere and the output state can then
be measured using quantum state tomography, where the
relative phase between frequency components can be de-
termined using Pauli measurements.

In this study, we propose a novel way to measure
the relative phase of different frequency components of
a single photon using a setup in waveguide quantum
electrodynamics [21-24]. Our proposed set-up consists
of a three-level atom coupled to a one-dimensional
waveguide as seen in Fig. 1(a). The atom is of the
A type with a two-dimensional ground state manifold
spanned by eigenstates |1) and |3) at energy E; and Fjs,
respectively, and an excited state |2) at energy Eo. It
has been shown that one can prepare the atom to be
in an arbitrary ground state in this two-dimensional
manifold [25-27]. Here we scatter a single-photon with
two frequency components near Fo — F7 and Ey — Ej3
(where it = 1) against the atom. We show that with a
suitable choice of the atomic ground state, the outcome
of the scattering process can be used to determine the
relative phase of the two photon frequency components.
Scattering for a A atom in a superposition of ground
states was studied in Ref. [28]. Quantum state trans-
fer [29] and quantum frequency conversion [30] has also
been studied in a A-type atom. However, none of these
studies specifically study the dependence of the relative
photon phase on the transport for a A atom coupled
to a waveguide, which is the focus of this work. While
the measurement of the relative photon phase of two
frequency superposition states was done in EOM [7]
and Ramsey interference setups [2], the benefit of using
our setup over these methods, is that our waveguide
quantum electrodynamics system can compare the
quantum information of two objects. That it is, the
scattering output of our system can allow us to measure
both the relative phase of the frequency superposition
states as well as the relative phase of the atomic ground
states in the same platform, as opposed to just one of
these phases as in Ref. [2, 7].

II. MODEL

To treat the system of Fig. 1(a), we use a real space
formalism originally developed in Ref. [31] and applied
to three level atoms in Ref. [32]. Let g1, g3 be the atom-
photon coupling constants for the |1) — |2) and |3) — |2)
transitions and assume the |1) — |3) transition is forbid-
den. The Hamiltonian for this system is given by [22, 30—
33]:

H=H,+H, + H, (1)

where

H, = /dx eh(x) <w0 - z'vgaaz) er(x)

+ / dz &l () <w0 + wg;:) er(a)
Hy,= Y E.ln)(nl

= [ des(@)( Y n(ehie) + o) ) @] + huc)

(2)

are the photonic, atomic and interaction terms of the
Hamiltonian respectively. In this paper we set A = 1.
Here, vy is the group velocity of the photons travelling
in the waveguide, éTR(x) and éTL(x) are the creation oper-
ators for a right-going and left-going photon at position
x in the waveguide. We have chosen to linearize the dis-
persion relation of the waveguide around the frequency
wo = Fs — E;. The Hamiltonian of Eq. (1) describes
a three-level atom coupled to a single-mode waveguide.
In a three-level atom, the two transitions may couple
to different polarizations. For a single-mode waveguide
however, as long as the waveguide mode has non-zero
components in both polarizations, the waveguide mode
will couple to both transitions and our theory will be ap-
plicable. Moreover, there are experimental platforms of
three level atoms such as in superconducting qubits [34]
or quantum dots [35], where these three-level system can
be designed to couple with a single-mode waveguide.

The total excitation number operator N =
[dacl (@)ep(z) + [dech(@)er(z) + [2)(2] commutes
with the Hamiltonian H. The basis states corresponding
to the eigenstates of the number operator NN in the
single-excitation regime are:

(3)

{eh(@)[1, vac), &} (x)|1, vac),
&y (2)]3, vac), e} (x)[3, vac), |2, vac) }

Since [H, N] = 0, we also use these basis states in Eq. (3)
to expand the scattering eigenstate of the Hamiltonian
with a total energy E in the single-excitation regime
as [31]:

B) = [ do ((01()eh(@) + o100l @) 1,vac)
+ (63.1(@)R() + d3,0(@)] (2)) |3, vac) )

+ ek |2,vac) .

(4)

Here the ¢’s are the single-photon field amplitudes. The
subscripts of ¢ denotes whether the photon is right or
left-going, and the state of the atom. For example ¢ g
describes the case where the photon is right-going, and
the atom is in state |1). ey is the probability amplitude



of the three-level atom being in the excited |2) state.
|n, vac) is a vacuum state with zero photons and the atom
is in state |n). Using Eq. (4) and Eq. (1) with the time-
independent Schrodinger equation H |E) = E|FE) gives
the following set of linear differential equations:

By () = —in, 22D 4 o, @) (B 4 w0) + eri(0)
o)
Bora(e) = v, 2P 4y L (@) By + ) + rgrie)
(©

E¢s r(z) = fivga(b?’a’ii(x) + ¢3.r(2)(Es + wo) + ergsd(z)
@
By 1(x) = in, 2D g @) (B, 4 w0) + exgi(e)
0
Eey = Eser+ »  gn (6n,1(0)+ 6nr(0)).  (9)

n=1,3

We first consider a scenario where the atom is initially in
the |1) state and a right-going photon is incoming from
the left. Our photon wave-function ansatz is:

¢1,r(2) = M7 (O(—2) + 1:10(x)) (10)
b3.r(x) = ™ 7130(x) (11)
b1.0(x) = e 1% O (—x) (12)
b3.1(x) = e FaTr30(—x) (13)

[t1]2, 1t3]? (Jr1]?, |73|?) gives the probability that a photon
will be transmitted (reflected) leaving the atom in the |1)
or |3) state respectively when the atom was initially in
[1). Here, ©(x) is the Heaviside function with ©(0) = 0.5.
Using our ansatz and Eq. (5) with « < 0 and Eq. (7)
with « > 0, we find that k; = (F — E1 — wy)/v,, and
ks = (E — E3 —wo)/vy. Substituting these photon wave-
functions into Eq. (5) to (9) gives k1 = ki, ks = k} as
well as the following solutions:

e L
n(E) = 55 Ef)t — (15)
() = TE, - E)vfil +7 (1)
(B = 15 —_bml + 73 ()
en(B) = ———— V1% (18)

i(By — E)+71+ 73

Here 713 = g7 3/v, are the decay rates of the state |2)
into state |1) and state |3) respectively [32, 36].

In the second scenario, we consider the case where the
atom is initially in the |3) state and a right-going photon
incoming from the left. Our photon wave-function ansatz
is

o1,r(2) = ™17t O() (19)
¢3,r(2) = ™% (O(~2) + t30(z)) (20)
¢1,1(z) = ¥ O(~2) (21)
¢s,1(z) = €*577,0(—x) (22)

[t4 12, [t512 (]r]2, |r%]?) gives the probability that a photon
will be transmitted (reflected) leaving the atom in the |1)
or |3) state respectively when the atom was initially in
[3). We can obtain our solutions by substituting this
ansatz into the linear differential equations in Eq. (5)
to (9) or by simply replacing the labels 1 +» 3 (due to
parity symmetry [37]) in Eq. (14) to Eq. (18).

t(B) = - & _ﬁl g (23)
TR o S
() =1 - 77, = E;J—# Tt (%)
ra(B) = ; (Es — J;)ryi v+ 73 (26)
h(B) = 0 (1)

Ci(Ba—E)+mts

We can now summarize the scattering process for a right-
going photon of energy wo+vyk interacting with a A atom
initially in the |1) state:
|k, 1) g = ti(E) [k, 1) +t3(E) |k — A, 3) p + (28)
E) |k’ 1>L + 7"3(E> |k - A73>L
where £ = Ey + vk + wo, A = (B3 — E1) /vy, and the
label k inside the ket denotes a plane wave of the form
e’*® Similarly, for a right-going photon of energy wg +
vg(k — A) interacting with a A atom initially in the |3)
state:

k= A,3) g = t1(E) [k, 1) g + t5(E) [k — A,3) p +
/
1

P (E) b1, 4 (B k- A3), . )

The scattering processes for both cases are shown in
Fig. 1(b). We note that there are two transmission and
reflection output channels for both scenarios.

III. RESULTS

Let us now consider a separable input state where the
photon is in a superposition state A |k) + Bei®» [k — A)
which is a frequency superposition state with two fre-
quencies wo + vgk and wy + vy(k — A) and the atom
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FIG. 2. Output transmission and reflection for interference terms Eq. (31) to (34) as a function of normalized total energy
(FE2 — E)/~ and initial relative photon phase ¢, between the two frequency superposition terms. Here, A= B=C =D =
1/V2,¢a = 0,w0/y =10, B1 = 0, B2 /y =10, B3/y = 5,71 = 73 = 7/2.
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FIG. 3. Transmission for the scattering output terms (a)

Dlk,1y,, and (b) Plk—a,3), that exhibit interference as a func-
tion of normalized total energy (E — E2)/y where A = B
C =D = 1/V2,¢6a = O,wo/y = 10,E1 = 0,E»/y
10, Es/y = 5,71 = v3 = v/2 for ¢, = 0 and 7/2.

is in a superposition state of the two ground states
C|1) + De~%a|3). With our choice of wy the two fre-
quencies are on resonance with the two atomic transi-
tions when k£ = 0. A, B,C,D are assumed to be real
without any loss of generality. ¢, is the relative phase
between the atomic states and ¢, is the relative phase
between the two photon frequencies. Our input state is
then made of the tensor product of the photon state |,)
and the atomic state [1)g):

[in ) = [p) @ |¢a)
= (Alk)g + Be'r |k — A)g) @ (C[1) + De™ "% |3))
= AC|k,1)g + ADe 4|k, 3)r + BCe? |k — A, 1)
+ BDe!9r=%a) |k — A 3) g
(30)

as depicted in Fig. 1(a). The energies of the four compo-
nents in Eq. (30) are Eq 4w + vgk, Bt +wo +vg(k —A),
Es + wy + vgk and E3 + wo + ve(k — A) respectively.
However, with the choice of the two photon frequen-
cies as described above, the |k,1)g and |k — A,3)r
components in the input state have the same energy

Eint = E1 + wo +’ng = E3 + wo +’Ug(k - A)

Applying the scattering processes in Eq. (28) and (29)
to each of the four terms in Eq. (30) gives an output state
|pout ) With twelve different terms that have the following
probabilities:

_ 2
Pty = |ACt: (Eine) + BDe' (P =00t (Emt)‘
(31)
, ) 2
Pk1y, = |ACT1 (Bint) + BDe!($r=9a)yt (Eznt)’
(32)
, 2
Pl—n.3), = |ACts (Ein) + BDe r =2ty (Eypy)
(33)
. 2
Ple-a3y, = |ACt3 (Eint) + BDe!(9r=9a)yl (Emt)‘
(34)
i 2
Pletay, = |ADe %ty (EL)| (35)
i 2
Pleiay, = |[ADe " t) (E))| (36)
— 2
Dlk,3), = |ADe Patl (E4)| (37)
_ 2
Dik,3), = |AD€ waré (E+)’ (38)
A 2
Pli-ay, = |BCerty (B_)| (39)
i 2
p\k—A71>L = |BC€ ¢PT1 (E_)| (40)
4 2
Plk—2A,3), = |Bcel¢pl’t3 (E_)’ (41)
. 2
Dlk—2A3), = |BC€1¢”T3 (E,)| . (42)

The subscript of p refers to the outgoing states. For
example p; ;yr corresponds to the probability of |k, 1) g.
Here, By = B3 +wo + vgk, E_ = Eq +wo + vg(k — A).
The main result of this paper is that when the input pho-
ton frequency states match the atomic resonance levels,
both the |k, 1) and |k — A, 3) g input terms can result in
the |k, 1) g output term. Interference between these two



channels causes a dependence of the scattering output on
the relative phase (¢p — ¢o). A similar logic applies to
the |k — A, 3) g output state. Thus, our scattering output
can allow us to compare the effects of both ¢, and ¢, in
the same platform. This is the advantage of our set-up as
this phase information is normally lost when it is squared
in intensity measurements. The probability amplitudes
in Eq. (31) to (34) can be measured by a joint projective
measurements on any of the |k, 1), |k, 1), , |k —A,3)4
or |k —A,3), states. Experimentally, the measurement
of the photon state can be carried out with a spectrom-
eter [38, 39]. The measurement of the atomic state can
then be carried out by scattering a weak classical beam
of light against the atom, and by measuring the resulting
extinction coefficient [40, 41].

Since the total energy is conserved for each term af-
ter scattering, we focus only on the subspace with en-
ergy Fin:. In Fig. 2 we plot the various probabilities
in Eq. (31) to (34) as a function of the normalized total
energy (E — Es)/v and the input photon phase ¢,. In
Fig. 3, we plot a cross-section from Fig. 2 at ¢, = 0,7/2
for the two transmission terms Eq. (31) and Eq. (33) to
highlight the ¢, dependence. Here,

A=B=C=D=1/V2,¢q =0,wp/y=10,E; =0,

Ey/y =10,E3/y = 5,71 = 73 = 7/2
(43)

Note that we have picked ¢, = 0 but that changing the
initial ¢, only results in a phase shift of the results in
Eq. (31) to Eq. (34) (shifting the plots in Fig. 2 left or
right). Experimentally, a three-level atom can be pre-
pared in a superposition with control over the phase ¢,
in processes such as fractional stimulated Raman adia-
batic passage [42]. The sum of the panels in Fig. 2 do not
add to 1 because the non-interference terms must also be
included. We see that the reflection terms are symmetric
about ¢, = 0 while the transmission terms are asymmet-
ric about ¢, = 0. This can be understood by decompos-
ing the input photon state into the scattering mode that
maximally excites the atom and the non-scattering mode
that does not excite the atom. For arbitrary ¢q, ¢p, A, C
(B and D are constrained to be B = /1 — |A|? and
D= m), and in the sub-space with energy Fj,.,
we can solve for the non-scattering mode by setting the
total excitation probability to be zero:

€k total = Ac(ek(Eint) + BDei(djpi@L)e;c(Eint)) =0
(44)

from which one obtains

— ACAT = VI AP/ =[O0 /35, (45)

For our parameter set in Eq. (43), this becomes —1 =
e'®». Hence, the non-scattering mode |¢,,) is

_ L

1

‘kv 1>R - \/i

k—A3),.  (46)

Applying the scattering transformations in Eq. (28) and
Eq. (29) to |¢,) gives back the same state:

L T N (47)
\/i » /R \/i 'Y/R
We see that the non-scattering mode has no contribu-
tion to the reflection, and its transmission has no fre-
quency dependence. The scattering mode is orthogonal
to the non-scattering mode, so for this parameter set in
Eq. (43), it corresponds to when ¢, = 0 and can be writ-
ten as

|thn) —

1 1
|w8>:ﬁ‘k71>R+ﬁlk_A’3>R' (48)

The scattering output of |¢,) is

19s) = %< (1 (B —7E> n 7) kD

N
I A
i(Ez—E)‘i"Y‘ 2

(1w A

77 J—

(49)

We see that the transmission coefficient of [i)s) is a
constant minus a Lorentzian and the reflection is a
Lorentzian.

In the subspace with the energy F = FE;,;, any arbi-
trary input state can be decomposed into a linear super-
position of |1)s) and |1y, ), as they also form a basis of the
Hilbert space for an incoming right-going photon. In this
parameter set of Eq. (43) when ¢, = 0, the contribution
is only from |¢)s). Thus, the transmission is symmetric
about (Es — E), and the reflection is a Lorentzian as ex-
pected from Eq. (49). As |¢,,) does not contribute to the
reflection, the reflection remains a Lorentzian for all ¢,.
On the other hand when ¢, # 0, £, the transmission has
components from both |¢) and |¢,,). The interference of
the transmission from the scattering mode |¢)4) and the
transmission from the non-scattering mode |v,,) gives rise
to a Fano-lineshape [43]. This explains the asymmetric
transmission about (E; —E) = 0 for ¢, # 0, £7. The an-
tisymmetry about ¢, for the transmission plots in Fig. 2
is because changing the sign of ¢, changes the sign of
contribution from [|¢5).

We note that the existence of a non-scattering input
mode that does not excite the atom can be alternatively
argued as follows: The atomic excitation ey total is @ lin-
ear function of the amplitudes in the states of pj;. 1y, and
Plk—A,3) - Therefore, there is always a particular choice
of the amplitudes for which ey, tota1 = 0.

IV. CONCLUSION

In summary, we have shown that the scattering of a sin-
gle photon in a superposition of two photon frequencies



with a A atom in a superposition of two non-degenerate
ground states depends on the initial photon phase be-
tween the two photon frequencies (and the initial atomic
phase between the ground states). Our results show that
three-level A atoms can be used as a relative photon
phase detector for single photons in a superposition state,
offering a simpler alternative to other experimental plat-
forms using nonlinear optics [2] and electro-optic modu-
lators [7]. It also allows us to compare the relative phases
of two different objects containing quantum information
(the relative phase of the frequency superposition states
and the relative phase of the atomic ground states) in the
same platform. As applications of quantum information
increases, it is of practical relevance to have a platform
that can compare the effects of both these phases. Fur-
thermore, as waveguide quantum electrodynamics has a
wide range of experimental realizations including super-
conducting qubits, quantum dots, and cold atoms, the
theoretical result in this paper may also allow for more
versatility and tunability to make this relative photon
phase measurement.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

This work is supported by a Vannevar Bush Faculty
Fellowship from the U. S. Department of Defense (Grant
No. N00014-17-1-3030). JZ acknowledges A. Poddubny

for useful comments.

APPENDIX: EFFECT OF DEPHASING OR
OTHER LOSSES
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FIG. 4. Transmission for the scattering output term p 1),
as a function of normalized total energy (E — E2)/~ where
A=B=C=D=1/V2,¢4 =0,wo/y =10,E1 =0, By /vy =
10, E5/y = 5,71 = 73 = /2 for ¢, = 0 and 7/2. The ratio
of the pure dephasing rates over the atomic decay rates are
~Ya/71,3 = 1,2 respectively.

Various environmental factors such as random fluctu-
ations in the magnetic or electric field, interactions with
other particles or quasiparticles or or other defects and
coupling with other electromagnetic modes can result in
a loss of coherence and hence a decrease in the visibility
of transmission or reflectance spectra. In waveguide QED
systems, it is typical to phenomenologically add in a pure
dephasing rate 4 to account for both dissipative and de-
coherence effects [29, 44-46] to the atomic decay rates
in the transmission and reflection terms. In Ref. [37],
they use a simple derivation to prove that damping and
decoherence effects can be accounted for by making the
atomic transition energy complex. For simplicity, we as-
sume the dephasing rate from |2) — |1) and |2) — |3) are
the same. The transmission and reflection coefficients be-
come

4!
i(E2—E)+7+73+7a
—71
ry = - 51
' i(By— E)+v1 + 73+ 7 (51)

—V7173
t3 = - (52)
i(Ea—E)+ v+ 73+ 74
rg = - —V 173 (53)
i(Ba—FE)+ v+ 73+ 74
—1./710
er = - 1Y% (54)
i(Ea—FE)+ v+ 73+ 74
tll = _\/7173 (55)
i(By — E)+vy1+73+7a
rl = - Vs (56)
i(By — E)+y1 473+
73
th=1—- 57
? i(Bo — E) 471+ 73+ 74 (57)
—73

rh = - 58
3 i (Ba—E)+ v +3+ (58)

—1 v
e = - V15T (59)
i(By — E)+vy1 473+

t =1 (50)

by adding the dephasing rate in the denominator [21].
We plot the transmission as in Fig. 3 for two different
dephasing rates in Fig. 4. We only include the py; 1), plot
as the dephasing effect on pj_a 3y, is equivalent. We
pick the ratio of the pure dephasing rates over the atomic
decay rates v4/7v1,3 = 1, 2 respectively. We see that when
losses are added, the spectra broadens as expected. The
peak size of the ¢, = 0 transmission dip decreases by
11% and 27% respectively compared to the case with no
dephasing rate in Fig. 3. In general, the effect that we
report in the paper remains the same if 74 < 71 3.
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Abstract
We study the scattering inside a waveguide of a single photon prepagating-along-a—-waveguidein

ies-with a single three-level A atom, both of which

are in a superposition ef-twe-state. The photon is in a superposition state of two frequencies

whereas the atoms is in a superposition state of two non-degenerate
iseoupled-to-a—wavegnideground states. We find that the scattering depends on both the relative

phase between the photon frequencies and the relative phase between the atomic ground states.
Our results show that a three-level A atom coupled to a waveguide can be used as photon phase
filter that could detect the relative phase between the two frequencies of the photon superposition

state.

I. INTRODUCTION

There have been many studies on the generation [1-3] or manipulation [4-10] of a single
photon in a superposition of two frequencies (or ‘colours’). These frequency-superposition
states have been called ‘color qubits’ [3], bichromatic photons [2], or frequency-bin qubits [6].
Such states can be generated in the process of quantum frequency conversion, where a pho-
ton’s frequency is converted while its quantum information is maintained, as experimentally
demonstrated three decades ago [11]. These states also arise in quantum frequency mix-
ing (where different superposition states are converted to and from each other) which has
been demonstrated using x? nonlinearities [12, 13], x® nonlinearities [2, 14, 15] as well as
electro-optic modulation [7, 9].

The manipulation of frequency superposition states at the single-photon level has gener-
ated interest for its potential applications in quantum information processing [6]. Building
on the work in linear optical quantum computation [16], frequency-bin qubits have been
proposed as an alternative to other photonic qubits such as those based on polarization.
Polarization-based qubits can only have a two-dimensional Hilbert space, whereas frequency
qubits can have a Hilbert space with much higher dimension. Frequency qubits may also be
scalable for on-chip photonics [17]. In recent years, it has been theoretically proposed and

experimentally verified that it is possible to achieve arbitrary single-qubit gates in frequency
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space [7, 8]. Aside from quantum information processing applications, frequency superposi-
tion states may also be useful for quantum metrology [18] or phase-spectroscopy [19] at the

low-light level.
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FIG. 1. (a) A A-type 3-level interacting with a photon propagating in single-mode waveguide
(highlighted as gray). The photon is in frequency-superposition state. The photon frequencies
k,k — A are in resonance with the atomic transition frequencies Fy — F; and FEy — FE3. (b)
Transmission and reflection pathways for atom initially in |k, 1) and |k — A, 3), where k is kept

general. Note that both scenarios have two scattering output channels, in which the atoms are

in either the [1) or [3) state. Here ;,7y, ¢33 is the transmission and reflection of the scattering
where the atomic final state is the [1) and |3) state respectively and the initial atomic state is [1).
Similarly, 1,7, t3.r5 is the transmission and reflection where the atomic final state is the |1) and
13)_state respectively and the initial atomic state is |3).

Although the generation and manipulation of single-photon frequency superposition
states has been well-studied [1-10, 20], there is less attention devoted to the measurement
of the relative phase between different frequency components of such states. Most existing
works focus on measuring the amplitude spectrum of the state, where the phase information
is lost. The relative phase of two frequency components of a single photon was measured in
Ref. [2] using single-photon Ramsey interference. Here, they generated arbitrary frequency-
superposition states using Bragg scattering four-wave mixing which is a x® nonlinear
process. The relative phase between different frequency components could be measured
because the outcome of their projective measurement depends on this relative phase. A

related study uses electro-optic modulators instead of nonlinear processes [7]. Their set-up
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also allows them to achieve arbitrary frequency qubit rotations on the Bloch sphere and
the output state can then be measured using quantum state tomography, where the relative

phase between frequency components can be determined using Pauli measurements.

In this study, we propose a novel way to measure the relative phase of different frequency
components of a single photon using a setup in waveguide quantum electrodynamics [21-24].
Our proposed set-up consists of a three-level atom coupled to a one-dimensional waveguide
as seen in Fig. 1(a). The atom is of the A type with a two-dimensional ground state manifold
spanned by eigenstates |1) and |3) at energy E) and Ej, respectively, and an excited state |2)
at energy Fs. It has been shown that one can prepare the atom to be in an arbitrary ground
state in this two-dimensional manifold {25:26{[25-27]. Here we scatter a single-photon with
two frequency components near Ey — Ey and Ey — E3 (where h = 1) against the atom. We
show that with a suitable choice of the atomic ground state, the outcome of the scattering
process can be used to determine the relative phase of the two photon frequency compo-
nents. Scattering for a A atom in a superposition of ground states was studied in Ref. [28].
Quantum state transfer [29] and quantum frequency conversion [30] has also been studied
in a A-type atom. However, none of these studies specifically study the dependence of the
relative photon phase on the transport for a A atom coupled to a waveguide, which is the
focus of this work. While the measurement of the relative photon phase of two frequency
superposition states was done in EOM [7] and Ramsey interference setups [2], the benefit of
using our setup over these methods, is that our waveguide quantum electrodynamics system
can compare the quantum information of two objects. That it is, the scattering output of
our system can allow us to measure both the relative phase of the frequency superposition
states as well as the relative phase of the atomic ground states in the same platform, as

opposed to just one of these phases as in Ref. [2, 7].

II. MODEL

To treat the system of Fig. 1(a), we use a real space formalism originally developed in
Ref. [31] and applied to three level atoms in Ref. [32]. Let g1, g3 be the atom-photon coupling

constants for the |1) — |2) and |3) — |2) transitions and assume the |1) — |3) transition is
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forbidden. The Hamiltonian for this system is given by [22, 30-33]:

~ ~ A A~

H=H,+H,+ H, (1)

where

]f[a = Z En |n> <7”L‘

n=1,2,3

i - / 4z6(2) (3 galelle) + (@) [n) (2] + hoc.)
n=13
are the photonic, atomic and interaction terms of the Hamiltonian respectively. In this
paper we set i = 1. Here, v, is the group velocity of the photons travelling in the waveguide,
é}%(z‘) and éTL (x) are the creation operators for a right-going and left-going photon at position
x in the waveguide. We have chosen to linearize the dispersion relation of the waveguide
around the frequency wy = Es — F;. The Hamiltonian of Eq. (1) describes a three-level atom
coupled to a single-mode waveguide. In a three-level atom, the two transitions may couple
to different polarizations. For a single-mode waveguide however, as long as the waveguide

mode has non-zero components in both polarizations, the waveguide mode will couple to both

transitions and our theory will be applicable. Moreover, there are experimental platforms of
three level atoms that-emit-into-the-same polarization—ehannel-such as in superconducting
qubits [34] or quantum dots_[35], where these three-level system can be designed to couple

with a single-mode waveguide.
The total excitation number operator N = [ dac}(x)ep(z) + [ dach(x)er(z) + |2)(2)
commutes with the Hamiltonian H. The basis states corresponding to the eigenstates of the

number operator N in the single-excitation regime are:

et (@)1, vace), &t (2)|1, vac
{R( >|17 >v L( )|17 >7 (3)

(w13, vac), & ()13, vac), 2, vac))
Since [H, N] = 0, we also use these basis states in Eq. (3) to expand the scattering eigenstate

5



of the Hamiltonian with a total energy F in the single-excitation regime as [31]:

B) = [ o ((6rn(o)ehie) + 61u0)cl (o)) 1, vac)
+ (65,0(2)h(@) + 65,0 (2)E (2)) I3, vac)) (4)

+ ek |2, vac) .

Here the ¢’s are the single-photon field amplitudes. The subscripts of ¢ denotes whether the
photon is right or left-going, and the state of the atom. For example ¢; r describes the case
where the photon is right-going, and the atom is in state |1). ey is the probability amplitude
of the three-level atom being in the excited |2) state. |n,vac) is a vacuum state with zero
photons and the atom is in state [n). Using Eq. (4) and Eq. (1) with the time-independent
Schrodinger equation H |E) = E |E) gives the following set of linear differential equations:

By alx) = —in, 2 4 g, @) (B + ) + exgnd) 5)
Bovula) = in, 225 gL 0) (B 4 w0) + i) ©)
B3 () = —iv, 2 4 0) (B ) + engadlo) (7
By 1(x) = iv, 7LD | g (0)(By + ) + ergadle) ©)

E%—&@+§%%wmwwwmm» (9)

We first consider a scenario where the atom is initially in the |1) state and a right-going

photon is incoming from the left. Our photon wave-function ansatz is:

¢1r(w) = ™7 (O(—x) + 1,0(z)) (10)
b3.r(7) = e*37t30() (11)
¢1,0(x) = e M7, 0(—x) (12)
¢s.(x) = e "5 ry0(—1x) (13)

[t1]%, |t3]* (|71)?, |r3]?) gives the probability that a photon will be transmitted (reflected)
leaving the atom in the |1) or |3) state respectively when the atom was initially in |1). Here,
©(x) is the Heaviside function with ©(0) = 0.5. Using our ansatz and Eq. (5) with z < 0
and Eq. (7) with > 0, we find that ky = (E — Ey — wp)/v,, and ks = (E — E5 — wy)/v,.

Substituting these photon wave-functions into Eq. (5) to (9) gives ki = k1, ks = k% as well
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as the following solutions:

4!
t(BE)=1—
&) i(Bx—E)+ 7+
-7
ri(FE) =
1(”‘) i(Be—E)+m+7s
Y173
ta(E) =
&) i(Ba = E)+7n+7
ry(E) = Vs
i (By—E) ity
ex(E) = —— Vs
g i(Ey— E) 47+ 73

(14)
(15)
(16)
(17)

(18)

Here 713 = g7 3/v, are the decay rates of the state |2) into state |1) and state |3) respec-

tively [32, 36].

In the second scenario, we consider the case where the atom is initially in the |3) state

and a right-going photon incoming from the left. Our photon wave-function ansatz is

o1r(x) = ™t
Ga,r(x) = ™97 (O
b1 1(z) = M0
ds.1(x) = eraTr

19(x)
(=) + 136(x))
O(—x)
30 (—1)

[t 1%, 16512 (|71]?, |75]?) gives the probability that a photon will be transmitted (reflected)

leaving the atom in the |1) or |3) state respectively when the atom was initially in |3). We

can obtain our solutions by substituting this ansatz into the linear differential equations in

Eq. (5) to (9) or by simply replacing the labels 1 <> 3 (due to parity symmetry [37]) in

Eq. (14) to Eq. (18).

—v/NY
t(E) = - —
(B = E) 4+ 4
Y173
ri(B) =
1(£) i(Ey— E) 471 + 73
Y3
th(E)=1-—
2 i(Ey —E)+ 7+
-3
ra(E) =
(2] i(E2 = E)+7+7
/ \/732]9
B

(23)
(24)
(25)
(26)

(27)
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FIG. 2. Output transmission and reflection for interference terms Eq. (31) to (34) as a function of
normalized total energy (E2 — E)/v and initial relative photon phase ¢, between the two frequency
superposition terms. Here, A = B = C = D = 1/v2,¢, = 0,wo/y = 10,E; = 0,Ey/y =

107E3/’7:57’yl :73:/}//2

We can now summarize the scattering process for a right-going photon of energy wy + v,k
interacting with a A atom initially in the |1) state:
kL) p = t(E) |k, +t3(E) [k —A,3) g+

(28)
Tl(E) |k7 1>L + T3(E) |k - Av 3>L

where E = Ey + v,k + wo, A = (E3 — Ey) /v, and the label k inside the ket denotes a plane

wave of the form e**. Similarly, for a right-going photon of energy wo+v,(k—A) interacting

with a A atom initially in the |3) state:

k= A,3)p = (E) [k, 1) g + t5(E) [k — A, 3) p + (29)
ri(E) [k, 1), +r5(E) [k — A, 3) .

The scattering processes for both cases are shown in Fig. 1(b). We note that there are two

transmission and reflection output channels for both scenarios.

IIT. RESULTS

Let us now consider a separable input state where the atom is in a superposition state
A1) + Be'a |3) and the photon is in a state C'|k) + De'®» |k — A). which is a frequency

superposition state with two frequencies wy + vyk and wy +v4(k — A). With our choice of wy
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FIG. 3. Transmission for the scattering output terms (a) Pk, and (b) Plk—A3), that exhibit
interference as a function of normalized total energy (E — Es)/v where A = B = C = D =

1/V2,¢0 = 0,wo/y =10, By = 0, By /vy = 10, E3/y = 5,71 = 73 = /2 for ¢, = 0 and 7/2.

the two frequencies are on resonance with the two atomic transitions when k = 0. A, B,C, D
are assumed to be real without any loss of generality. ¢, is the relative phase between the
atomic states and ¢, is the relative phase between the two photon frequencies. Our input

state is then made of the tensor product of the photon state |¢,) and the atomic state |1),):

Vi ) = |9p) @ |¢a)
= (Alk)r + Be'” |k — A)r) @ (C|1) + De'*[3))
= AC|k,1)g + ADe"|k,3) g + BCe™? |k — A, 1)
+ BDe!%at) |k — A 3)p

as depicted in Fig. 1(a). The energies of the four components in Eq. (30) are Ey + wg + v4k,
Ei4wotvg(k—A), Es+wo+vyk and Es+wy+v,(k—A) respectively. However, with the choice

of the two photon frequencies as described above, the |k,1)g and |k — A, 3)r components

in the input state have the same energy m="Fr—+wort+vgk="FE5+wrtvg{k—A)and
interference-between—FE; = B + wg + v,k = F3 + wg + v,k — A).

Applying the scattering processes starting—from—these—two—ecomponents—ean—oeenr-in

Eq. (28) and (29) to each of the four terms in Eq. (30) gives an output state with

twelve different terms that have the following probabilities:
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2

P_an= [BCEt (B)[ (39)
Pk = |BO o ()] (10)
PEsn = [BO ™ (B[ (12)

The subscript of p refers to the outgoing states. For example pt, corresponds to |k. 1) p.

Here, E, = Es+wo+ vk, E_ = E1 +wq +v,(k—A). The main result of this paper is

that when

0 ¢

the input photon frequency states match the atomic resonance levels, both the |k, 1)z and

k — A, 3)p input terms can result in the |k, 1)p output term. Interference between these

two channels causes a dependence of the scattering output on the relative phase + .

A similar logic applies to the |k — A, 3)r output state. Thus, our scattering output can

allow us to compare the effects of both ¢, —Sineethe-total-energyis—eonservedfor—each




41 the followine nrobabilitios:

(e A 2
Py, = |ACt: (Eie) + BDe' P00t (Eyy)|

R

i(p+oa),. 2
p|k,1>L: |ACT1 (Eint) + BDe ¢+ )Tl (Eint)‘

: 2
Dlk-A3) = |ACt3 (Bint) + BD@Z(Qbﬁ%)fé (Eznt)‘

. 2
Pi—nz), = |ACTs (Es) + BDe"rt0)rl (Eyy)|

i i 0 = and in the same platform. This is the advantage
of our set-up as this phase information is normally lost when it is squared in intensit

measurements. The probability amplitudes in Eq. (31) to (34) can be measured by a

joint projective measurements on any of the |k, 1), [k, 1), . [k = A, 3) g or [k — A, 3) states.
Experimentally, the measurement of the atem—and-thephoton—onto-the-appropriatestates:
photon state_can be_carried out with a spectrometer [38, 39]. The measurement of the
atomic state can then be carried out by scattering a weak classical beam of light against the
atom, and by measuring the resulting extinction coefficient [40, 41].

Since the total energy is conserved for each term after scattering, we focus only on the
subspace with energy Ej,;. In Fig. 2, we plot the various probabilities in Eq. (31) to (34)

as a function of the normalized total energy (£ — E,)/7v and the input photon phase ¢,.
In Fig. 3, we plot a cross-section from Fig. 2 at ¢, = 0, 7/2 for the two transmission terms

Eq. (31) and Eq. (33) to highlight the ¢, dependence. Here,
A=B=C=D=1/V2,¢,=0,wy/v =10, F;, =0,
Eyfy =10, Es/y =5,m =5 =7/2

Note that we have picked = 0 but that changing the initial ¢, only results in a phase shift

of the results in Eq. (31) to Eq. (34) (shifting the plots in Fig. 2 left or right). Experimentall

(43)

a_three-level atom can be prepared in a superposition with control over the phase in
processes such as_fractional stimulated Raman adiabatic passage [42]. The sum of the
panels in Fig. 2 do not add to 1 because the non-interference terms must also be included.
We see that the reflection terms are symmetric about ¢, = 0 while the transmission terms
are asymmetric about ¢, = 0. This can be understood by decomposing the input photon

state into the scattering mode that maximally excites the atom and the non-scattering mode
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that does not excite the atom. For arbitrary ¢, ¢,, A,C (B and D are constrained to be
B =/1—]A|? and D = /1 —|C|?), and in the sub-space with energy FEj,;, we can solve

for the non-scattering mode by setting the total excitation probability to be zero:
ek’total = AC(ek(Emt) + BDe’i(d)aJr(f)p)e;C(Eint)) =0 (44)

from which one obtains

— ACVAT = VI= APV = [CPe ) /3 (15)

For our parameter set in Eq. (43), this becomes —1 = ¢/, Hence, the non-scattering mode
|thn) s
1 1
) = — |k, 1), ——=1k—A3),. 46
) = 5 b D= 5 k= A.8), (46)
Applying the scattering transformations in Eq. (28) and Eq. (29) to |¢,) gives back the
same state:
1 1
n) = — |k, )p— —=|k—A,3),. 47
) = 5 V)= 5 = A3 (47)
We see that the non-scattering mode has no contribution to the reflection, and its transmis-
sion has no frequency dependence. The scattering mode is orthogonal to the non-scattering

mode, so for this parameter set in Eq. (43), it corresponds to when ¢, = 0 and can be

written as

1 1
|¢s>:ﬁ’k’1>R+Elk_A’3>R' (48)

The scattering output of |¢,) is

|1s) — %( (1_21(};2_%) k, 1),

v
- ko1

+ (1 - TE _VE) ﬂ) k—A,3),

N
z'(E2—E)+7|k A’3>L>'

We see that the transmission coefficient of |1),) is a constant minus a Lorentzian and the

(49)

reflection is a Lorentzian.
In the subspace with the energy F = FE;,;, any arbitrary input state can be decomposed
into a linear superposition of |¢s) and |¢,), as they also form a basis of the Hilbert space

for an incoming right-going photon. In this parameter set of Eq. (43) when ¢, = 0, the

12



contribution is only from [¢). Thus, the transmission is symmetric about (Ey — F), and
the reflection is a Lorentzian as expected from Eq. (49). As [¢,) does not contribute to
the reflection, the reflection remains a Lorentzian for all ¢,. On the other hand when
¢p # 0,£m, the transmission has components from both |¢;) and [¢,). The interference of
the transmission from the scattering mode |1)5) and the transmission from the non-scattering
mode [1),,) gives rise to a Fano-lineshape [43]. This explains the asymmetric transmission
about (Ey — E) = 0 for ¢, # 0, £m. The antisymmetry about ¢, for the transmission plots

in Fig. 2 is because changing the sign of ¢, changes the sign of contribution from [¢).

We note that the existence of a non-scattering input mode that does not excite the atom
can be alternatively argued as follows: The atomic excitation ey tota1 is @ linear function of
the amplitudes in the states of pjx 1), and pjg_na3),. Therefore, there is always a particular

choice of the amplitudes for which ey, tota1 = 0.

IV. CONCLUSION

In summary, we have shown that the scattering of a single photon in a superposition
of two photon frequencies with a A atom in a superposition of two non-degenerate ground
states depends on the initial photon phase between the two photon frequencies (and the
initial atomic phase between the ground states). Our results show that three-level A atoms
can be used as a relative photon phase detector for single photons in a superposition state,
offering a simpler alternative to other experimental platforms using nonlinear optics [2] and
electro-optic modulators [7]. Tt also allows us to compare the relative phases of two different
objects containing quantum information (the relative phase of the frequency superposition
states and the relative phase of the atomic ground states) in the same platform. As applica-
tions of quantum information increases, it is of practical relevance to have a platform that
can compare the effects of both these phases. Furthermore, as waveguide quantum electro-
dynamics has a wide range of experimental realizations including superconducting qubits,
quantum dots, and cold atoms, the theoretical result in this paper may also allow for more

versatility and tunability to make this relative photon phase measurement.
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APPENDIX: EFFECT OF DEPHASING OR OTHER LOSSES

Ya/ s =1 Ya/ Nz =2
= =0 ¢,=m/2 = ¢p=0 " ¢,=m/2
0.32 0.32
2016 j 2016 \f
=, =Y
0005 0 n My 0 11
(E — B /v (E—E)/y
FIG. 4. Transmission for the scatterin output term
as a function of normalized total ener E—-F where

=0 and w/2. The ratio of the pure dephasing rates over the atomic decay rates are

Ya/y.3.=1,2 respectively.

Various environmental factors such as random fluctuations in the magnetic or electric
field, interactions with other particles or quasiparticles or or other defects and coupling with
other electromagnetic modes can result in a loss of coherence and hence a decrease in the

visibility of transmission or reflectance spectra. In waveguide QED systems, it is typical

to phenomenologically add in a pure dephasing rate to account for both dissipative and
decoherence effects [29. 44-46] to the atomic decay rates in the transmission and reflection

terms. In Ref. |37], they use a simple derivation to prove that damping and decoherence

effects can be accounted for by making the atomic transition energy complex. For simplicit
we assume the dephasing rate from [2) — |1) and |2) — [3) are the same. The transmission
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and reflection coefficients become_

§a!

ti=1— - 50
Y BB tmtt o0
= —n (51)

T iE Bttt

ts SRVATNE (52)

V173 (53)

v iE Bttt

__ —ivim 5

T BBttt

, —/173
t= % (55)
NW

V% (56)

(B E) it st

V3

th=1— - Y
d i E) t i+t (57)
= s (58)

S (B E) st

—1 U
o= V3% (59)

BB At t

by adding the dephasing rate in the denominator [21]. We plot the transmission as in

Fig. 3 for two different dephasing rates in Fig. 4. We only include the lot as the
dephasing effect on pj._ is equivalent. We pick the ratio of the pure dephasing rates

over the atomic decay rates = 1,2 respectively. We see that when losses are added

the spectra broadens as expected. The peak size of the = () transmission dip decreases

by 11% and 27% respectively compared to the case with no dephasing rate in Fig. 3. In
eneral, the effect that we report in the paper remains the same if v; < .
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