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Abstract

The essential of this monograph is to reproduce the results of Sudarshan’s paper
“Equivalence of semiclassical and quantum mechanical descriptions of statistical light
beams” [Phys. Rev. Lett. 10, 277(1963).] published in 1963. To go in that di-
rection we also describe the linear harmonic oscillator and its algebraic equivalence
with a single-mode quantized beam of light. Coherent states and their over com-
pleteness properties along with the diagonal representation of the density matrix are
essential as a prerequisite to reproduce the result. Most of the textbooks meant
for graduate students describe linear harmonic oscillators in great detail but they
cryptically mention coherent states and their associated properties. So it is difficult
for the students to understand the essence of Sudarshan’s paper which contains only
seven equations. This monograph is written in such a lucid manner that without the
help of experts one can understand it.
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Preface

The two and a half pages paper Equivalence of semiclassical and quantum mechanical
descriptions of statistical light beams published in Physical Review Letters in 1963
bears the signature of E. C. G. Sudarshan’s adventure in Non-classical optics. It is
considered as a path breaking paper in Theoretical Quantum Optics which provides
a quantitative method to demarcate classical and non classical light.

Most of the graduate students in Physics and theoretical physicist unaware of this
path breaking but it is to be easily understood from the knowledge of basic quantum
mechanics. The essential of this monograph is to reproduce the results of Sudarshan’s
paper. To go in that direction we also describe the linear harmonic oscillator and
its algebraic equivalence with a single mode quantized beam of light, coherent states
and it’s over completeness properties, diagonal representation of density matrix as
a prerequisite. Most of the text books meant for graduate students describe linear
harmonic oscillator in great detail but they cryptically mention coherent states and
its associated properties. So it is difficult for the students to understand the essence
of Sudarshan’s paper which contains only seven equations. This monograph is writ-
ten in such a lucid manner that without help of experts one can understand it. Why
one should read E.C.G’s paper? In this regard we quote Prof. Jeff Kimble ... By
now, a zoology of non classical sources shine in laboratories around the world, with
applications ranging from quantum measurement to quantum computation and com-
munication. The Optical Equivalence Theorem of Sudarshan has been the critical,
guiding light in these quests. The authors of this monograph hope that this mere
ninety pages material will help to understand E. C. G’s paper in detail and may fill
the gap between the Physics community and Sudarshan’s Pioneering work.

Sobhan K. Sounda
Koushik Mandal
Kolkata, India
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Chapter 1

Introduction

E. C. G. Sudarshan is known to be the most gifted theoretical physicist of Indian
origin in the second half of 20th century. Of all his work in different fields, two
of E.C.G’s achievements are highly regarded. These are the V-A theory and Diag-
onal Representation or Optical Equivalence theorem. These two achievements are
considered that they are of the Nobel class. In an article [I] Prof. Raja Simon of
IMSC, Chennai remarked that ...if the V-A theory represents Professor Sudarshan’s
mid-century adventure in Particle Physics, the Diagonal Representation or Optical
Equivalence Theorem represents his mid-century adventure in Non-classical Optics.
E. C. G’s epoch making contribution in the field of Quantum Optics was beautifully
summarized by Prof. Jeff Kimble in a conference which was named after Sudarshan:
Seven Science Quests. Now we quote from the abstract that was presented in the
conference by Prof. Kimble: In 1963 Prof. E. C. G. Sudarshan presented the Op-
tical Fquivalence Theorem and thereby provided a quantitative, model independent
boundary between the classical and manifestly quantum domains of light. More than
a decade then passed before non-classical light first flickered dimly in the laboratory.
By now, a zoology of non-classical sources shine in laboratories around the world,
with applications ranging from quantum measurement to quantum computation and
communication. The Optical Equivalence Theorem of Sudarshan has been the critical
guiding light in these quests.

In this monograph we take the liberty to describe the remarkable discovery of
the Diagonal Coherent State Representation and the Optical Equivalence Theorem
by following E. C. G’s paper: Fquivalence of semi-classical and quantum mechanical
descriptions of statistical light beams [2] which is central to quantum optics.

A review of linear harmonic oscillator(LHO) and its algebraic equivalence with quan-
tized electromagnetic beam is presented for the reader. Some properties of coherent
states and particular emphasis to over-completeness which led to the discovery of Di-
agonal Coherent State Representation and the Optical Equivalence Theorem will be
discussed. Finally we discuss some phenomena like photon anti-bunching which can



be well understood using E. C. G.’s diagonal representation and quasi-probability
distribution.



Chapter 2

Harmonic Oscillator

2.1 Coherent state and harmonic oscillator

In 1926 Schrodinger [3] first proposed the idea of ‘harmonic oscillator coherent states’
in the context of transition from quantum to classical physics. He referred to these
classical states as the state of minimum uncertainty product. After more than
three decades properties of coherent states were further investigated by Klauder
and Bargmann [4,[5]. Coherent states came to center stage of Quantum optics with
the seminal paper: Photon Correlations by R. J. Glauber [6] in 1963 and his two
other paper [7,[8] published in the same year. Glauber described coherent state as
the eigen states of the annihilation operator. This was done in the context of elec-
tromagnetic coherence functions which was emerging then as a great importance in
quantum optics. Here, in this chapter we introduce linear harmonic oscillator in one
dimension and then we will carry it to describe coherent state.

2.2 Linear harmonic oscillator in one dimension

In classical mechanics, the simplest model of harmonic oscillator is a mass m attached

to a spring of stiffness constant k. If we ignore friction, then for small displacement

of the mass along X — axis, its potential energy will be V' (z) = %kmz. It has parabolic
form and is symmetric about the origin i.e. = 0. We know that the frequency of

oscillation isw = \/g . Therefore, the form of the potential energy is V (z) = smw?z?

and classical Hamiltonian of the spring-mass system is
1
Hy =22 4+ —pu2a? (2.1)
Now we can turn it into quantum mechanics simply by replacing classical canonical

conjugate variables by quantum mechanical hermitian operators expressed in position
basis like: p, — p, = —z'ha% and * — = = x. Thus, the quantum mechanical



Hamiltonian

~2
A D3 1 ~
Hym = 5=+ imw2 2 (2.2)
takes the form in position basis as
h? 0? 1
H,, = —— + —mw?a? 2.
qm 5 92 + 5w e (2.3)
Now, the time dependent Schrodinger equation is
0 ot 1,
Zhaw(%t) = (—%@ + Smwe ) Y(z,t) (2.4)

Here, we do the separation of variables as ¢ (x,t) = ¢(x)T'(t). On substituting ¢ (z,t)
in time dependent Schrodinger equation we obtain

2 1
! -4 + 1mcuzsz:z] o(x)

1 [__ ih d
o(x) | 2mdx? 2

= Z o) =A=E (2.5)

In the above equation, left hand side is a function of space coordinate only and that
on the right hand side is a function of time coordinate only. So both sides must be
equal to some constant A. Dimensional analysis shows that this separation constant
is the energy F of the system. Therefore,

g+ g o) = Bolw (26)
d
and Zh@T(t) = ET(t) (2.7)

T(t)=Ce n (2.8)
Now we wish to solve the differential equation for the space part. After rearranging,

it can be written as

d? m2w? 2mE
s (z) — = o) = — s

¢(r) (2.9)

which resembles with digc(f )+ P(2)y(z) = Qy(z). The solution of Hermite differential
equation can be written as a product of e~ H, («x). Here, H,(ax) is the Hermite
polynomial. To get the solution of this form we can use the series solution method
of Frobenius. But here we want to try in a different way. We use Dirac’s operator

method to get the stationary state solution.



2.3 Dirac’s method

Here the differential equation contains a differential operator of second order. Dirac
reduced this second order differential operator into two first order operators in fac-
torized form. He defined two dimensionless operators a, af. These operators are

.1 T Dy

a=— + 2.10
V2 b mhw ( )

Gt = | e (2.11)

V2 \/% mhw

To make @ and a' dimensionless Z, p, are divided by ,/% and vVmhw respectively.
These two can also be written as

1

a=——\ip, + mwz 2.12

Vi P | (2.12)
1

ol = ——[—ip, + mwi] (2.13)

vV 2mhw

These two operators are called lowering and raising operators respectively. They are
not hermitian operators but their product is indeed a hermitian operator.

2.3.1 Commutation relation of lowering and raising operator

[a,a"] = L [ipe + mwd, —ip, + mwi]
’ 2mhw ’
= 5o i+ mwd, —ipe] + [ipe + mwi, mwi])
= i =)+ s —ip) + i, s
= iy Pws —tPa] + [MWT, =P | + |1, MWE
+mwz, mwi))
(0 — imeofi ] — imel, pu] + 0)
= 5 F - z] — 1 s Pz
thw mmw\x,p mw\x,p
1 )
= %(—Qimwxiiﬂ)
=1 (2.14)

Therefore the required commutation relation is [a, af] = I



2.3.2 Position and momentum operators in terms of lower-

ing and raising operators

Adding Eq.(2.12) and (2.13) we get,

b 2mw
a'+a= T
2mhw

h
~ — /\-i— ~
or, I Qmw(a +a)

Similarly on subtracting Eq.(2.12) from Eq.(2.13), we obtain

[mh
ﬁx:'l m2w(&f_d)

Now following these two equations we obtain

h
~2 At A2
2mw( 2
hw
and ﬁi:—mQ (af — a)2

(2.15)

(2.16)

2.3.3 Hamiltonian of harmonic oscillator in terms of ladder

operators

To find Hamiltonian of harmonic oscillator in terms of ladder operators, first we find

the product of ladder operators.

ata = ﬁ(—iﬁz + mw)(ips + mwi)
- ﬁ[(pi +mPw?d?) — imw(pet — 2p,)]
= (24 m) — i, 3]
= (7 W) — ime(—in])
Therefore,
or, (% + %mw2i2) —(a'a + %f)hw

A

or, H =(aa + §I)hw

This is the Hamiltonian in terms of ladder operators.

(2.17)

Now we wish to find out the eigenvalues of this Hamiltonian. To do this, a new
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operator N = a'a called number operator has to be introduced. It is named so
because its eigen-values are natural numbers i.e. 0, 1, 2, 3, ..... . Therefore, the
Hamiltonian in terms of number operator can be written as

A ~ 1.

H=(N+ §I)hw (2.18)
Commutation relations of number operator with ladder operators are
N.a) = [alaa

= a'la,a] + [a', ala

= a0+ (-1)a
= —a (2.19)
and
[V,al] = [ala,al]
= a'la,a'] + [a',ala
= a'l+0.a4
= a (2.20)

Meanwhile, the commutation relation of the number operator N and the Hamiltonian
H is )
[N, H] = [ata,afa + 5f]m =0 (2.21)

As H commutes with N then both have complete set of common eigen states.

2.3.4 Eigen values and eigen functions of number operator

Let us consider |¢,) as the eigen state and A is the corresponding eigen value of
number operator N. Here, the eigen value A must be a real number, as the number
operator is a hermitian operator. Thus,

Nlgx) = Ao (2.22)
Now using operator equation [N, al = —a (Eq.(2.19)), we obtain
[N allgy) = —alea)

or, Nfl|¢>x> —aNl|py) = —iloy)
- on Na|gy) — Aa|py) = —alon)
or, N(a|px)) = (A —1)(algx)) (2.23)

This implies that if |q§A) is an eigen state of the number operator N, then algy) also
be an eigen state of NV, but its corresponding eigen value is reduced by one unit.
Similarly from equation (2.20), [N, a'] = a' we get
[Nallléa) = alloa)
or, N(a'|¢x)) = (A+1)allon) (2.24)
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It says that if |¢,) is an eigen state of N, then a'|¢y) also is an eigen state of N
with eigen value (A + 1) which is raised by one unit. That is why the operators af
and a are called raising and lowering operator respectively.

Now if we start with |¢,) and proceed in the same way as

A

[N,a?] = la'a,aa

So, [N, a%] = —2a2.
Now we see that a2|¢,) is also an eigen state of N. Using the above relation we get

[N, @*|gs) = —2a°|¢n)
or, Na’|gy) — &> N|¢y) = —24%|¢y)
or, Na*|ps) = M@®|on)) = —20°[¢n)
or, Na*|¢s) = (A —2)a’|¢y)
Therefore, a2|¢,) is also an eigen state of N with eigen value (A — 2). If we continue
operating using a3, a*, a°, .... and so on successively, at some point we may get an

eigen state with negative eigen value. But it is not possible. We can’t have a negative
cigen value for N. Actually it has a lower bound (i.e. zero) and no upper bound.
In the following section we will show the reason and also present some properties of
eigen value \.

2.3.5 Properties of eigen values of number operator
Lemma-1: Eigen values of N are either real positive or zero

To prove this Lemma we follow the book Quantum Mechanics by C. Cohen-Tannoudji
et.al [9]. First we consider that NV has an arbitrary, non zero normalized eigen state
|¢) and its corresponding eigen value \.

N|py) = Alga), A is real
(DAIN[dx) = Aalon)
or, <¢>\‘de‘¢)\> = Al as, (¢alga) = 1]
or, (agrlagy) = A
or, lalenlE = A (2.25)

It is seen that ||a|¢y)||?> = 0 implies A = 0. Otherwise ||a|@y)||* > 0 implies A > 0.
So, A > 0. Moreover the number operator is hermitian then the eigen value A\ must
be real. Up to now we have seen that \’s are real positive or zero.



Lemma-2: Eigen values of N are non-negative integers

In the lemma-1, we have seen that the eigen values of number operator are either
non-zero real positive or zero. Now, it can be shown that \’s can take only positive
integer values including zero[9]. To do this, first we assume that A to be non-integral.
We are now going to show that such a hypothesis contradicts the lemma-1.

If X\ is non integral, then we can always find an integer n > 0 such that n < A < n+1.
Now let us consider the series |@y), algy), a%[@y), ..., a"|¢r). According to our as-
sumption, each of the vector aP|¢,) of this series (for 0 < p < n) is non zero eigen
vectors of N with eigen value (A — p).

In the following table eigen vectors and their corresponding eigen values are shown.

Proof of the Lemma-2 using iteration:

Eigen vector | Eigen value
Y A
alo) A1
&n_1|¢>\> A—n+1
a"|x) A—n
a"tgy) A—n—1

Table 2.1: Eigen-states of number operator and their corresponding eigen values are
tabulated here.

Consider |¢,) is a non zero vector; @|¢,) is also an non zero eigen vector of N
as A > 0 and it corresponds to eigen value (A —1). Now we successively apply a and
reach to a state a”[¢,); it is also an eigen state of N with an eigen value (A — n).
Similarly, we say that a"*|¢,) is also an eigen state of N with eigen value (A—n—1)
which is strictly negative according to n < A < (n+ 1). If X is non-integral, one can
construct a non zero eigen vector of N with a strictly negative eigen value. This fact
is impossible according to lemma-1. So, the hypothesis about non integral A value
must be rejected.

What happens if A = n where, n takes the value of positive integer or zero? In the
series of eigen vectors shown in the table above, a™|¢,) is non zero eigen vector of N
with 0 eigen value i.e.

A

N(a"[¢x)) = 0.(a"[¢x))
Let us consider the state (a"|¢,)) be denoted as |¢g). Therefore,

Nlgo) = Ol¢y)
or,ala|dy) = 0]¢g)
or, (dola'algo) = 0(co|¢o)

or, |lalgo)||* = Olas, (¢o|¢o) = 1]



d|¢0> =0
It means that further application of annihilation operator a annihilates the state

|0)-

Finally, we claim that A belongs to the positive integer set including 0, or A = n;
n=0,1,2,3,... In traditional notation we can write N|n) =n|n); n =0,1,2,3, ...

2.3.6 Number states |n)form a complete basis set

Let, feL?(C); L? is a space of square summable sequences.
1) =" an|m) (2.26)
m=0

Let’s act >~ |n)(n| from left on both sides of the above equation.
(Z n) (M) ) = D Innl ) amlm)
n=0 n=0 m=0
= D anln)(nlm)

n=0 m=0
o

= D amlm)fas (nJm) = 5.

m=0

= 15

So, we find that > 7 |n)(n| = I. Tt is the completeness relation in number state
basis.

2.3.7 Energy eigen values of harmonic oscillator

Now we have the Hamiltonian of harmonic oscillator in terms of number operator
A ~ 1.
Therefore,
A ~ 1.
Hin) = (N+ §I)ﬁw\n)
. 1
or,Hln) = (n+ §)hw|n>
or, H Iny = E,|n)

SE, =+ %)hw is the energy eigen value corresponding to the state |n).
Now n = 0 corresponds to ground state energy Fy = %hw; the minimum value. It
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is called zero point energy. So the lowest possible energy is not zero but %hw. It
appears due to quantum fluctuations. It essentially says that in harmonic potential
V(z) = %kxz]; the classically equilibrium state is that the particle sitting at the
equilibrium point (at origin (x = 0)) at rest means zero kinetic energy and zero
potential energy. But in quantum mechanics it is not possible because if we try to
localize the particle at x = 0; its momentum becomes infinity. So we can’t have a

state with absolute rest.

2.3.8 Excited state

Traditionally we designate |n) as n-th excited state of harmonic oscillator. |0), |1),

.... represents ground state, first excited state, ... of harmonic oscillator. We have
|1) = a'|0); |2) = a'|1). Now in general

In+1) = al|n) (2.27)

Here we consider that |n) is normalized but |n + 1) is not normalized. So, we need
to normalize it. Now we multiply a'|n) with some constant C,, which makes |n + 1)
normalized.

In+1) = Cha'ln)

or,(n+1ln+1) = |Cu2(nlaal|n)
or,1 = |C*(n|(N + I)|n)[as,[a, al] = 1]
or,1 = [Cp)?(n+1)
1 .
or,C,, = e’

vn+1

As measurement in quantum mechanics is probabilistic the phase « is irrelevant.

Therefore, C,, = \/anl Now, we can write,
1) = —afln
Vil
or,a'ln) = Vn+1|ln+1);n=0,1,2,] (2.28)

In a similar way we can write,
In — 1) =dpaln);n #0

where d,, is the normalization constant.

(n—1n—1) = |d[*(n]a'aln)
or,1 = |du|*(n|N|n)
or,1 = |d.|*n

1
or,d, = ——

NG
11



Thus, ignoring phase term

1.
n—1) = %GW
or,aln)y = Vnln—1);n=1,2,... (2.29)

Now for n = 1, a|1) = |0). Earlier we have shown that @|0) = 0(zero vector).

2.3.9 Wave functions in position basis

Ground state wave function:

Now we wish to find out the form of ground state wave function in position basis.
For ground state we have,

alpy = 0

1 —

or, 1Py + mwz)|0) = 0
(i, + ) 0)

or, (ip, + mwz)[0) = 0

or, (z|ip, + mwz)|0) = 0

where |x) represents position basis.

d
h%(

or,h%qﬁo(:ﬁ)%—mwxqﬁo(x) =0

z|0) + mwz(x|0) = 0

where, (z|0) = ¢o(z).
Therefore,

dpy  mwz
iz " h

Solving the above equation we get

Po(z) =0 (2.30)

$o(z) = Aoe_m%2 (2.31)

where, Ag is the normalization constant. The ground state wave function is a Gaus-
sian function with no nodes. Now the normalization condition |7 ||¢y(x)||?dz = 1

gives Ay = (%)i Therefore, the ground state wave function is

¢o(r) = (%)411 e E (2.32)

12



First excited state wave function:

First excited state wave function can be found out easily as follows,

1) = allo)
or,(z[1) = (z[all0)
or,61(x) = (]|a'0) where, (z|1) = ¢ (z)
or, bu(z) = <|\/1_( P, + mws)|0)
1 d
or,p1(x) = m(—h%+mwx)(x|0)
1 d
or,p1(z) = m(—h%jtmwx)gbo(x))
= R IC) mwxdo(x
OT,¢1(ZIZ’) - \/m[ h dr + ¢0( )]

h d
or. (@) = [ elro(w) - 41200 (289

Since, ¢o(z) = (¢ )4e e’

above equation. It looks like

we can easily obtain ¢;(z) by substituting ¢o(z) in the

mw .2

¢1(x) = Ajze 20" (2.34)

where, A; is some normalization constant, can be found out using the normalization
condition. Since, ¢o(x) is an even function; then ¢, (z) must be an odd function. All
the eigen functions of harmonic oscillator Hamiltonian must have definite parities.
This is so, because the Hamiltonian of harmonic oscillator commutes with parity
operator I1.

The higher order wave functions can be found out in similar way and they have the

form

where, A, is the normalization constant for n-th order wave function; H, (x %)
is the Hermite polynomial which actually carries the parity of wave function.

2.4 Correspondence between Linear harmonic os-
cillator and Quantized electromagnetic field of
radiation

Why we discuss linear harmonic oscillator with such an emphasis? There is one to
one correspondence between the linear harmonic oscillator problem and quantum

13



optics i.e. the framework in which we discuss quantized electromagnetic field is the
same as linear harmonic oscillator. In case of quantum optics we try to understand
the various states of the quantized electromagnetic field of radiation.

There is an algebraic equivalence between linear harmonic oscillator and quantized
beam of light. The raising and lowering operators @, a' are correspondingly equivalent
to the annihilation and creation operator in case of quantized electromagnetic field
of radiation. n is a label for the energy eigen state for harmonic oscillator whereas in
quantized electromagnetic radiation field it is the number of photons in a given state.
|0), |1) are said to be as ground state and first excited state of harmonic oscillator
but in other cases |0), |1) are called zero photon or vacuum state and one photon
state respectively.

If we operate a' for n times on an energy eigen state; it goes to higher excited state
of the oscillator but in case of quantized field it is going to add energy nhw; that
means it creates n number of photons. So in the later case n is no longer a label, it
refers to n number of photons. afa is now described as photon number operator. It
counts the number of photons in the state.

2.5 Algebraic equivalence between single mode quan-
tized beam of light and one dimensional linear
harmonic oscillator

To show the equivalence we need a field-theoretic approach for the single mode light
beam in which electric field £ and magnetic field B are considered as two non com-
muting field operators. Now we talk about photon states. Photon states are the
quantum states of the electromagnetic field. Discrete piece of energy and momen-
tum are carried by this particle. When we talk about photon states we really need
quantum field theory (Photon states have a connection with electromagnetic field-
electric and magnetic field. One important quantity about electromagnetic field is
its energy. We know that energy is Hamiltonian in classical sense). Now we consider
k is the propagation vector of the single-mode (single frequency/ wavelength)field.
This is a field which is consistent with Maxwell’s equations with some boundary
conditions. Direction of k is along z-direction. This field is in a cavity of length L
which extends along Z-direction. Electric field E is given by

- 22
E=épy/ Eoivq(t)sz'nkz (2.36)

where €, is the unit vector in the direction of polarization, V' volume of the cavity,
€o permittivity of free space, frequency of wave w = ck, q(t) some function of time as
electromagnetic field evolves in space time. Here, sinkz is due to boundary condition

E(»=0)=0,E(z = L) = 0 gives sinkL = 0 = sinmm; k = ™:m = 1,2,3, ... Now,

14



w = “Fc. For simplicity we consider w = F¢. This problem of quantized electromag-
netic field propagating along z-direction in a cavity has a one-to one correspondence
with linear harmonic oscillator. Generally, it is seen that the field, (as in Eq.(2.36))

E=¢, fo%iq(t)sinkz, satisfies the free-field Maxwell’s equations

V-E=0 (2.37a)
V-B=0 (2.37h)
. 0B
VxE=-— (2.37¢)
. 10E
B = —— 2.
V x = 5 (2.37d)

Here, we assume that there are no free charges or currents inside the cavity. For the
given electric field one can find the magnetic field

B :éy% 6%Vq'coskz
or, B = &y7 e02‘,]9(15)005/%;2 (2.38)

where, p(t) = ¢
We are now equipped with the electromagnetic field configuration. Hamiltonian for
the electromagnetic field is given by

H = % / dVeo(E* + 2 B?) (2.39)

The bracketed term multiplied by ¢, inside the integral is called energy density which
is integrated over the entire volume gives the total energy. Now we calculate the
integral in two steps.

First Part of the integral:

2.2 L
1e()/al:L'alyale2 = 1602(*];’(15)/ dzsz'nzkz//dxdy
2 2 Eov 0

w

2 2 L
B q (t)/ 1—cos2k:z//
= v i dz72 dxdy

_ %w2q2(t) (2.40)

Second part of the integral:

1 1,202 [*
56002/dxdydzB2 = 56002%0(‘/)/0 dzcoszkz//d:cdy
p

_ @/;dz(”cgﬂkz)//dxdy

= W (2.41)
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Hamiltonian for the electromagnetic field becomes

1
H = 5@’ (t) + (1)) (2.42)
This Hamiltonian looks like the Hamiltonian for Linear harmonic oscillator except the
fact that mass m is absent in the field Hamiltonian. To describe electromagnetic field
in quantum mechanical way we need to promote q(t), p(t) as Heisenberg operators.
Thus the Hamiltonian of the quantized single mode radiation field is
1

S W@ (t) +p°(1) (2.43)

H =
2

Now it is more convenient to deal with a set of non hermitian operators @, a' rather
than hermitian operators ¢, p. The non hermitian operators are defined as

(1) = ——lwi(t) + (1) (2.44)
Q1) = = [wi(t) — ip(t)] (2.45)

[a(t) + a'(t)] (2.46)
[l (t) — a(t)] (2.47)

The Hamiltonian ]
H(t) = (@ (t) + p*(1))

2
can also be expressed in terms of annihilation and creation operator i.e.
A 1.
H(t) = [a'(t)a(t) + 5I]hw (2.48)

1
where, N is the photon occupation number operator. Its eigen value equation is
Nn) = n|n) (2.50)

n=0,1,2,3,.... and |n) is the photon occupation state.
The Hamiltonian in Eq.(2.49) looks similar to the Hamiltonian for Linear harmonic
oscillator apart from the phase factor.
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Now we find the time dependence of the operators a(t), af(t) solving Heisenberg’s
equation of motion.

da S

d—‘t‘ — % [H,a] = —iwa

which has the solution a(t) = e=*'a(0). In a similar way a'(t) = e*a’(0).
Using the solutions above we write

(1) = ) o[~ a(0) + e™*at (0)] (2.51)

= 202
E=g¢, 6Oiqu(t)sz'nkz
and find that
E(z,t) =é, h—“&[e—wam) + ™11 (0)]sinkz (2.52)
€0

It is seen that E(z,t) is hermitian.

Now we try to find the expectation value of E(z,t) with respect to a photon
occupation state |n).

Expectation value:

(0] Eln) = ey 22 e (ala(O)lm) +
e“t(n|a’(0)|n)]sinkz = 0 (2.53)

Actually this is not too strange. |n) is the state in which photon occupation does not
change with time. At this point we introduce a different state, coherent state |z) in
this context. This state is as good as classical state. It is also an eigen state of photon
annihilation operator a. Coherent state is produced by the action of displacement
operator on the vacuum state i.e.

|z) = exp(za’ — 2*a)|0)

n

— e (-E1) i i)

(2.54)

and,
alz) = z|z) (2.55)
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Coherent state can accommodate infinite number of photons. If we take the expec-

tation value of E with respect to coherent state |z) we find

(z|E|z) = \/ e (2]a(0)]2) + €' (=]al (0)]2)) sink=
— I —zwt zwt *]smkz
= 2€:M/ —iwt )sinkz

= 2em/ z\cos (wt — 0)sinkz (2.56)

This is something like a standlng wave that changes in time with a fixed spatial
distribution. It is a good description classically as well as quantum mechanically.
The above expression implies that coherent state is the state with respect to which

the expectation value of E is precisely the kind of wave seems to be classical. This
wave appears because coherent state is the right and left eigen state of @, a' respec-
tively. For this reason a,a’ has expectation values with respect to coherent state
|z) . We call- a classical wave resonating in a cavity corresponds to the coherent
state of the electromagnetic field in quantum mechanical sense. We observe that the
funny superposition of several photon occupation states form a coherent state. It is
not an energy eigen state; not an eigen state of photon occupgtion operatorN . This

state possesses nice classical picture. Expectation value of E with respect to |z) is
real. When we try to analyze classical wave; quantum description of that wave is the
coherent state of the electromagnetic field.

Now we try to show that the single mode quantized beam of light corresponds to a
linear harmonic oscillator of that particular mode. This connection is purely mathe-
matical but logical. All we know that coherent state |z) is the eigen state of photon
annihilation operator. Suppose its time evolution is governed by time dependent
Schrodinger equation i.e.

Ldlz(t) 5
ih o = H|z(t)) (2.57)

Here we consider Hamiltonian is time—independent.

2(8)) = e [2(0))

= e "2 |z(0)e ") (2.58)



Under time evolution the new state |z(t)) = |2(0)exp(—iwt)) is also a coherent state
apart from a phase factor. It means coherent state remains coherent under time
evolution. Now we see under the action of annihilation operator on coherent state
how the eigen-values change with respect to time. We know that

(0)]2(0))
®)2(1))

alz(0)) = =
alz(t) = =

where, z(t) = 2(0)e*,
Now we associate z(t) with phase space variable ¢(t), p(t) as follows:

2(t) = q(t) +ip(t) (2.59)

It is observed that the time propagation of complex function z(t) corresponds to the
motion of linear harmonic oscillator.

2(t) = z(0)exp(—iwt)
or,q(t) +ip(t) = [q(0) +ip(0)]exp(—iwt)
or,q(t) +ip(t) = [q(0) + ip(0)][coswt — isinwt]

— —

Therefore,

q(t) = q(0)coswt + p(0)sinwt (2.60a)

p(t) = p(0)coswt — q(0)sinwt (2.60Db)

From the above two equations we find the time evolution of complex function inher-
ently corresponds to simple harmonic motion of linear harmonic oscillator.

Now we conclude that the single mode continuous beam of light corresponds to a one
dimensional linear harmonic oscillator. This connection is purely mathematical but
logical. The algebraic connection between linear harmonic oscillator and quantized
electromagnetic beam is one to one. It is worthy to mention that the algebra for the
two different systems are same but at the interpretation level it is quite different.
For example |n) represents n photon state in case of single mode continuous beam
of light and for linear harmonic oscillator it is interpreted as n-th excited state. In
the next section we will discuss coherent states.
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Chapter 3

Coherent State

We need coherent state representation to interpret the state of a statistical beam
of photons (i.e. electromagnetic wave). This state brings up a close relationship
between the quantum and classical correlation functions.

Coherent state is an eigen state of photon annihilation operator a. Here a is not
hermitian operator, and then eigen value is in general complex number.

alz) = z|z)
z is in general complex number. Then we must have

(zla’ = 2" (2]

3.1 Fock state representation of coherent state

Coherent state can be can be generated from vacuum state |0) by operating displace-
ment operator on it. Let the displacement operator be

D(z) = ¥ —270 (3.1)
Then the coherent state is
2) = D(2)[0)
or,|z) = € 70)
or,|z) = e i 27215 |0)
or,|z) = 6—@6z5ﬂ|0>

—z*a

as e

0) = e=*|0) = 1|0)

or,|z) = e‘Z;ZjaW (3.2)



&Tn

as [n) = I 0)
The above equation represents the number state representation of coherent state.
This equation can also be evaluated in another way.We know that the Fock states|n)

form a complete state and the coherent state |z) can be represented as

=> caln) (3.3)

where ¢, is ingeneral complex. Now we find ¢,’s.

alz) = z|z)

or,dicn\n) = zicn\n)
n=0 n=0
or,icn\/ﬁm —-1) = zicnm) (3.4)
n=1 n=0

Since, |n) are mutually orthogonal set of vectors, this equation is satisfied only if co-
efficients of Fock space vectors on both sides are equal. Now equating the coefficients
of [n — 1) we get

Cn\/ﬁ = ZCp-1

z
ﬁcn—l

This is a recursion relation which connect the coefficients ¢,’s. Now by using this
relation we obtain

(3.5)

or,c, =

Cno1 = i Cn—o and (3.6)
n—1
z z
ch = — Cn_
Vn/n—1 2
2
or,c, = —————Cy_o. (3.7)
n(n —1)
Successively substituting we get
2
Cn = 0
vnn—1)(n—2)....2.1
or, ¢y, il Co (3.8)

Therefore, the coherent state can be written as

= CQZ \/_\n (3.9)
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where, n = 0,1,2,.... and ¢ is a constant,it can be determined by normalizing |z).
Thus,

(z]z) =1
*n m
or, |col? ZZ n\m )y =1
n=0 m= 0
*n m
or, |col? ZZ =1
n=0 m= 0
|Z‘2n
or, |col? Z
ET o
or,co=¢€ 2 e (3.10)

Therefore,apart from a phase factor the Fock state representation of coherent state
can be written as

(3.11)

where, n =0,1,2,.... and

(3.12)

where, n =0,1,2, ....
From the above representation it is clear that the projection of |z) on every Fock
state gives a nonzero value for for all nonzero complex number z. Thus,

(n|z) =e 2 (3.13)

when, z = 0, the coherent state |z) becomes vacuum state |0) which may be con-
sidered as either a coherent state or a Fock state. Here, P(n) = |(n|z)|* represents
the probability that n excitations or photons will be found in the coherent state |z).
Thus,

_ 6_|Z|2|z|2"

P(n) =|(n|z)|* (3.14)

n!
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The average number of photons for the state |z) is found to be

n = Z nP(n)

e B 2‘Z|2n
= Zne 22171
et n!
B > |Z|2(n—1)
= |2 \Z\in
—1)!
“—~ (n—1)!
(#la'alz)
S =Y nP(n) = (zlalalz) = |2 (3.15)
n=0

The average number of photons n depend on |z|. So, the n of photon is large or
small as the |z| value is either large or small. But, no matter how small |z| may be
but 7 always give a non zero value of probability P(n) except when |z| = 0.

We can write the probability P(n) in terms of 7 i.e.

(3.16)

which is a Poisson distribution.

The remarkable feature about coherent state is that the state remains unchanged
even when the annihilation operator acts on it. It is obvious also in some sense
as the coherent state is a sum of infinite number of Fock states each of which has
different occupation number of photons. So, the entire sum should have occupying a
large number of photons similar to a statistical beam of light and so annihilating one
or more will not really change the total number of photons. This kind of property
of coherent state it implies a connection between quantum and classical fields. It
suggests that it is possible to absorb photons repeatedly from electromagnetic field
in coherent state without changing the state in any way. An eigen state of the
annihilation operator i.e. coherent state has a Poissonian number distribution when
expressed in a basis of energy eigen states as shown above.

To verify a|z) = z|z), we substitute |z) by the photon number state representation

23



as shown in the above

= Y i)
alz) = e 2 Z aln
n=0 m
| > =12 ad 2" \/—‘ >
or,alzy = e 2 Z nin —1
n=0 W
‘2‘2 oo Zn—l
or,alz) = ze 2 Z ln—1)
— (-1
2|2 i n
or,alz) = ze 3 Z © |n)

or,alz) = z|z)

It is verified that coherent state |z) is a right eigen state of annihilation operator a
with an eigen value z.

Dual to the equation a|z) = z|z) is (z]a" = 2*(z|. Now we can say that (2| is the left
eigen state of a' with an eigen value z*.

3.2 a' does not have right eigen state

It can be proved that it is impossible to find an eigen state ||z)) of creation operator
a' with a finite eigen value z.
For the time being we consider

'l|2)) = I|2)) (3.17)

and its dual is
((z]la = ((z]|~" (3.18)

Now we write

12)) =Y In)(nll2)) (3.19)

as > [n)(n| =1
We know a|n) = /n|n — 1). If we operate a from left successively we obtain

or,a"|n) = v/'nl|0) (3.20)

Its dual is

(n]a™ = v/nl(0] (3.21)



Now, operating ||z)) from right in the above equation we find

(nfa™]2)) = Vnl(0]]2))
or,z"(nl|z)) = Vnl{0]|2))

or, (nz)) = \/_'<0||Z>> (3.22)
Substituting (n||z)) in Eq.(76), we find

1)) = (Oll=)) Y fm (3.23)

n=0

Now the norm square of ||z)) is found to be

((=ll2)) = 012D ) " (3.24)

as (n|m) = dum
This squared norm of ||z)) is divergent for all finite complex amplitude z. So, the
states ||z)) which was previously considered as right eigen states of a' can’t be
considered as physically admissible states of radiation field. We need the states
|n), |z) as the basis to represent the electromagnetic radiation field.

3.3 Coherent state representation of Fock state

Can we express Fock state |n) in terms of coherent state |2)7
We know,

|z

2 nzzo ;—:7 n) (3.25)

Now multiply the above equation (Eq.(3.25)) by

2
2]

1 1 *M ,—5— .
;\/—m—!z e 2] then we ﬁnd

|2) = e

1 1 El 1 2 2
*m _— —|z| §
4 e 2 |Z) = —e n 326
> Tl n—=0 V n'm'| > ( )

Integrating both sides over z

1/1 B2 1°°/_2z"z*"
— | —2"e 2 |2)dz = — eIl n)yd*z
™) v/m! 12) anzo \/n!m!‘ )

(3.27)
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We use polar coordinates to evaluate the integral of the R.H.S. of the above equation
as: z =re" and d?z = rdrdf.

n+m z(n m)0
/ /6 dfe ——|n)
r=0 0

o
2
=— X2 X — e " r"dr|n)
T n' =0

since, fg € =m0 d0 = 278, m
Again, using the properties of the gamma function,
fyoio eV yndy = %F(%l), in the above equation we obtain

11 2n + 2
R 2 — - —
/ =2"e . |z)d z 2.n!.2F ( 5 ) |n)

/—z '3 |z)d2z = nif‘(n+1)|n)

OT,;/—mZ

since, I'(n 4+ 1) = n!

z)dzz = |n)

/—z e |z>d2,z (3.28)

3.4 Properties of Coherent state

3.4.1 Property-1: Possesses Minimum Uncertainty product

Consider two non commuting observables A and B, and the state of the system is
described with suitably normalized state ket, |¢)), then the uncertainty product of
these operators can be written as AAAB > %|([fl, B])|. Here we wish to calculate the
position momentum uncertainty product with respect to coherent state and show that
it will satisfy minimum uncertainty relation. Using the definition of coherent state,
we can write a|z) = z|2) and af|z) = 2*|z) and we have the position and momentum

operator in terms of creation and annihilation operators i.e. & = {/52—(a' + @) and

Do = 14/ 2 (aT — a). The uncertainty in measurement of position with respect to
coherent state is

(D)l = (@) — (@)
(Az), = [(zl(@" +a)*|2) — {zl(@" + a)l2)]

(3.29)
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Now, (z|(al + a)|z) = 2* + 2 and;

(z|(a" +a)*|2) = (zla'al +a'a+ aal + aalz)
(zlafat + 2ata + I + aalz)
= 2?4 222" +1+ 22

= 1+ (24 2%)? (3.30)
Finally,
(Az)t, = L[1 + (2 + 2% = (2 + 2%)?
12) 2mw
_h
T 2mw
h

(A2 =45 — (3.31)

Now, let us calculate the uncertainty in measurement of momentum with respect to
coherent state i.e.

hmw R . N R
or,(Ap:)ty, = — 5 [(z](@! — @)%|2) — (z|(a! — a)|2)]
(3.32)
Now, (z|(a' — a)|z) = z* — z and
(z|(a" —a)?|z) = (z|a’a’ —ata — (I+a a) + aalz)
= (zla'a T—2aa—[—|—aa| )
= 22 222" — 14 22
— (2?1 (3.33)
So,
2 hmw 2 * 2
(Apa)iy = ——— (=" —2)" = 1- (" = 2)7
_ hmw
2
(Apa)jsy = —hmw (3.34)

otan = P 038

It is shown that coherent state satisfies Heisenberg’s minimum uncertainty product.
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3.4.2 Property-I1I: Completeness relation

Though coherent states does not follow the orthonormality condition but the other
crucial property of coherent states as a basis set is the completeness relation. It is
important to note that orthonormality is a scalar condition, while completeness is
an operator relation.

Here the idea is that there is a continuous basis |z) in the linear vector space, labelled
by the values of z. The elements of this basis satisfy completeness relation

= [

Starting from left hand side we try to get right hand side of the relation. Now we
represent |z), (z| in Fock basis.

/d2z\z><z\ :/d2ze 2 ZZ Wl— (3.37)

Using plane polar coordinates: z = re® and d?>z = rdrdf we obtain

/d2z|z)(z| _

0o oo 2
‘n> <m| / " dfein—m)o /oo dr,{,e—r2rn+m
n!m! Jo—o r=0

n=0 m=0

I (3.36)

(3.38)
Since, f:;ro dfe'=m0 = 275, . then

) (nl, v on
/ d?z|z) Z w r:o 2l (3.39)

n=0

2t1) we obtain

Using the property of Gamma function: fyoio dye™V"y" = LT(Z

/d2z|z)(z| - Z'”zf!”'zw%r(%;%

= Z M7m!; asI'(n +1) =n!

|
e n:

= 7> I

. / P = D ntn
or,% / PN = ] (3.40)

Now we see that the elements of coherent state basis satisfy the completeness relation.
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3.4.3 Property-I11: Non orthogonality and Over complete-
ness
Now,let us verify whether the coherent states are orthogonal or not. Consider ant

two coherent states, say |z;) and |z3). The Fock state representation of these two
states is

_1zl? > Z{L
z1) = e 2 n 3.41

el o 2
z = e 2 m 3.42

Now taking the scalar product of these two state kets, we get

n=0 m=0
o
I Zzl*"ZQ"
= (& 2 e 2 |
n=0 n
T YR
= e ze e (3.43)
Similarly,
BT Y
(22]z1) =€ 2 e 2 e (3.44)

We see that these two states are non orthogonal to each other.Hence coherent states
are non orthogonal.Now, we can calculate the projection probability of |z1) on |z)
ie.

|<Zl|22>|2 = (21]|22)(22]21)
e—\zl|2—|Z2|2+21*22+2122*

o~ lr—22? (3.45)

It is seen that lower projection probability can be achieved when the states are further
apart in phase space. Note that |z;) and |z9) are approximately orthogonal when
|21 — 22| becomes large. One can obtain zero projection probability when |z1), |22)
are apart by infinity.

This also indicates that if a system is in the state |z1), then there is a non zero
probability that the system will be found in any other coherent state |z3). In other
words it is also said that coherent states are linearly dependent. It means one
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coherent state can be represented in terms of other states. So, let us do this

2) = 1|2)
1 /
= _ d?
BRI
1 _\zfz/\Q 25 s 2
= —[|ze 2 e 2 dz (3.46)
s

Therefore one can say that any one coherent state can be represented in terms of all
of them. Above all we can say that though coherent states are all normalized but
not orthogonal; but they are complete in the sense that they furnish a resolution of
identity. Actually they form an over complete basis set.

What does over completeness mean?

In usual sense a basis set or basis in a Linear vector space (LVS) is a set of vec-
tors in the LVS satisfying two requirements: (i) Linear independence (ii) Spanning
the space. The elements of this basis satisfy the orthonormality and completeness
relations. Now one can suggest the idea to consider set of coherent states as a con-
tinuous basis |z) in the LVS although no two coherent states are orthogonal but they
satisfy completeness relation. Any coherent state can be described by other set of
coherent states. This is in sharp contraction with the requirement of linear inde-
pendence. Most surprisingly it is seen that a subset of coherent state basis vectors
can furnish the resolution of identity operator. This is impossible in the context of
position or momentum basis.
Properties of over completeness can easily be illustrated qualitatively following the
book by Mandel and Wolf [10]. Let’s consider a vector i as the position vector of a
point in R? vector space. é;, é; are the two orthonormal vectors. We can represent
T as

= Clél -+ Cgég (347)
This set of components ¢y, ¢, are unique.
If we consider two non orthogonal unit vectors ¢, é, as basis then the same position
vector 7 can be represented as

N /AN /AN
T'= €161 + Cyéy (3.48)
and the components are also unique as earlier.

But if we consider three non orthogonal unit vectors é;,é,,é; as basis although
dependent then we can represent

"o "o " o,»

= C16 + Cy€y + C5é4 (3.49)

The set of components 0/1/7 cg, cg are not unique. Uniqueness is lost here.
Now we conclude that if in a LVS; there are more number of basis vectors than needed
and they are dependent and also mutually non orthogonal then we can’t represent a
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vector in a unique way. That basis set is not only complete but it is over complete.
Here, in the above example the LVS is finite dimensional and the over completeness
property can be removed by the removal of any one of basis vector. But it is not so
easy when we deal with the continuous basis like coherent state basis. Because of non
orthogonal property of coherent state we have to face some problem to interpret the
projection probability of coherent state |z) on some other state |¢). First we try with
a Fock state |n). Here the scalar product (n|¢) represents the probability amplitude
of |¢) in Fock basis. |(n|@)|? is the probability of finding n photons in state |¢). As
the Fock basis vectors are orthogonal to each other and the probabilities |(n|¢)|? are
mutually exclusive for different n so

D lnle)? = D (dln)(nlo)
= (0> _lIn)(n[l¢)
= (¢l9)
=1 (3.50)

On the other hand, for coherent state |z) the square of the scalar product |(z|#)|* do
not represent mutually exclusive probabilities and do not integrate to unity. Here it
is

[1core: = [l Eaae:
=7 (3.51)

Mathematically over completeness of basis set implies that even a subset of coherent
states may suffice to form a complete set. Following C. L. Mehta’s article [11I] on
Sudarshan: Seven Science Quests it can be shown that even very restricted sub-set of
the coherent states, namely, those on the unit circle (z = €) alone form a complete
set.

In a complex plane each point denotes a complex number. Point at infinity corre-
sponds to the complex number (2 = re®) with r € [0,00), for all values of 6. The
finite part of the complex plane together with the point at infinity, i.e. CU{occ}, is
called the extended complex plane. It is denoted by C.

For our purpose we take a very restricted sub-set of complex numbers, those on the
unit circle. Now, we associate each complex number e, 0 < § < 27 with base ket
le?). Obviously, |e?) gives a subset of coherent states. Now it is shown that this
subset can furnish the identity operator I. Calculate [ dfe®)(e?| using the Fock
basis representation of |e%)(e®|.

0 i(n—m)0
dfle?) (€] = et /d@e ny(m
J e = 352 fan i
21 o ) (n]
= = 52
e Z n! (3:52)



'.%(&Td)!/dﬂew)(ew\ = S

or, ~—(a'a)! / dhle?) (] =
2m

It suggests that the subset of coherent states can also furnish the resolution of iden-
tity operator in a funny way.

We illustrate the over-completeness property by observing that the |n) may be writ-
ten using the subset of coherent states {|e?)}.

~>

(3.53)

e nb
o\ _ -1 €
€)= F " S ln) (3.54)

n=0

Multiply both sides by %me_imee_% and integrating we obtain

1 1 _100

e 2 e—im@ |6z€>d9 —
v m!

_ 6_127T|m> (3.55)

Tm)!

Py = e g (3.56)

im) = W / e”"e)db (3.57)

Hence, Fock state |m) is written in terms of the subset of coherent state basis {|e)}.

More on over complete basis set:

Consider the matrix elements of an operator A in Fock basis. The matrix elements are
(n|A|m); where, n,m = 0,1,2,3, ...00 exhaust all diagonal and non diagonal matrix
elements. It is seen that all the diagonal and non diagonal matrix elements expressed
in Fock basis can be written down in coherent state basis using only diagonal term

ie. (z|A]2) as
1 grtm

z|A|z)el*
= (e A
This suggests that only diagonal matrix elements in coherent state basis are enough
to write all the diagonal and non diagonal matrix elements in Fock basis. This is the
essence of over completeness property of coherent state basis.

Let’s take an example for n = 2, m = 3. So, the corresponding matrix element is
(2|A|3). Now from the expression above we have

L PRy TR
\/m Oz nOzm z*,2=0
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= nl!m! _air:g;m e :Zoq;io z;qu' (p|/1|q>622]
= nllm! _ainr;;m gg Z*;Z; (p|Alq) o
Now we put n = 2 and m = 3 in the above equation
O = 75 | 5 2 gl
=0 ¢= 2*,2=0

(3.59)

(3.60)

All the terms come from the summation do not contribute to evaluate the matrix
element. Only the term with p = 2 and ¢ = 3 survives here. This is so because all
the terms with p < 2 and ¢ < 3 reduces to zero as the order of differentiation in
each is higher than they appear. On the other hand the terms with p > 2 and ¢ > 3
vanishes because of the restriction z*,z = 0. So the sum in the above expression

reduces to

1 |: 82+3 2*223 .
: (21A]3)
V2131 | 02*2023 /213 2% 2=0

1 82+3 5 3 .

~ 21l {82’*20232 Z} R 21413)
1 .

= — 913!

= 523l2lAp)

— (2A]3)

Now it is verified that any diagonal or non diagonal matrix element of an operator
represented in Fock basis can be generated only using diagonal coherent state basis.

This is due to the over completeness property of coherent state basis.
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Chapter 4

Readings of E.C.G. Sudarshan’s
paper

Here, we present an elaborate calculation of E. C. G. Sudarshan’s famous paper [2]
on quantum optics. It was published in 1963 and titled as Fquivalence of semiclas-
sical equivalence of semiclassical and quantum mechanical descriptions of statistical
light beams.

According to this paper classical theory of optical coherence.....is adequate for the
description of the classical optical phenomena of interference and diffraction in gen-
eral. More sophisticated experiments on intensity interferometry and photoelectric
counting statistics necessitated special higher order correlations. Most of this work
was done using a classical or a semiclassical formulation of the problem. On the other
hand, statistical states of a quantized (electromagnetic) field have been considered re-
cently, and a quantum mechanical definition of coherence functions of arbitrary order
presented.

The aim of this paper is to elaborate quantum definition of coherence function and
find complete equivalence to classical description.

4.1 Classical and Quantum Mechanical Correla-
tion Function

For the sake of reader, basic definitions and interpretations of correlation functions in
classical statistical optics are given. Classical theory of optical coherence was devel-
oped by E. Wolf [12] by considering optical field as a random processes or as part of
a stochastic process. The concept of partial coherence and its propagation laws were
clarified and partial coherence was described by the “two point correlation function”,
which was physically like the intensity but was propagated like an amplitude.

For simplicity we consider only the scalar nature of the fluctuating electric field. Real
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classical electric field is expressed as
E(x,t) = ET(x,t) + E~ (x,1) (4.1)

The arguments z, ¢ designates spatial and time coordinates. E*(x,t) is the complex
positive frequency part and E~(x,t) = ET*(z,t) complex negative frequency part of
real classical electric field respectively.

Classical two-point correlation function is defined as the statistical average of the
product E~(xq,t2)E*(x1,t1) of two complex field amplitudes i.e.

P(l) = <E_(l’2,t2)E+(l’1,t1)> (42)

The averages ((....)) are the stochastic averages over the given ensemble. This is
adequate to discuss intensity measurements at xy; = x9,t; = to. This two-point
classical correlation function is measured in Young type interference phenomena.
Classical four-point correlation function is defined as

I'® = (B~ (24,t2) E™ (23, t3) ET (22, t2) ET (21, 11)) (4.3)

This is needed to discuss Hanbury Brown-Twiss(HBT) [] intensity correlations in a
fluctuating classical beam when (x4 = x9,ty = o), (3 = x1,t3 = t1).

Near about the same time L. Mandel [10] studied photo-electron counting statis-
tics and derived the counting formula for the case when a plane wave of quasi-
monochromatic polarized light is incident on a photoelectric detector. The proba-
bility P(n,T') that n photo-electrons will be released, in a fixed time interval T', is
related to the probability density P(W) for the time integrated intensity W by the
well known formula as a Poisson transform of P(W), i.e. a linear transform with a
Poisson kernel.

n!

P(n,T) = /0 T pon YW aw (4.4)

Here, W = « fOT I(t)dt; « is a measure of the quantum efficiency of the dectector
and I(t) is the intensity of the light(measured in photons per second) at time ¢. This
work of Mandel helped to understand the HBT effect.

In Mandel’s treatment of photo electron counting based on the fact that light detec-
tion involve absorption of photons from the field being observed. Most features of
photo-counting distribution were well analyzed by Mandel’s formula. Several effects
such as propagation of coherence function, Hanbury Brown Twiss experiments [13]
on bunching of photons i.e. the photons of a light beam of narrow spectral width
have a tendency to arrive in correlated pairs had been adequately explained by clas-
sical approach to light fluctuations.

With the advent of lasers in 1960, a need arose for the quantum mechanical descrip-
tion of electromagnetic fields associated with arbitrary light beams and its associated
coherence functions of arbitrary order.

Depending on the methods of light detection due to absorption of photons from the
field, Glauber [6] was able to arrive at the most useful measure of (partial) coherence
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of the quantised electromagnetic field at the two-point level and the generalized it
to correlation functions of arbitrary order. In this context it is worthy to mention
E.C.G.’s remark again. We highlight here few lines from the first para of E.C.G.’s
paper, ........ More sophisticated experiments on intensity interferometry and pho-
toelectric counting statistics necessitated special higher order correlations. Most of
this work was done using a classical or a semiclassical formulation of the problem.
On the other hand, statistical states of a quantized (electromagnetic) field have been
considered recently, and a quantum mechanical definition of coherence functions of
arbitrary order presented.

In phrasing the above para E. C. G. cites R. J. Glauber’s paper titled, Photon Corre-
lations [6]. In this context it is worthy to mention that the completion of Quantum
Electrodynamics and the growth of classical statistical optics merged in the begin-
ning of 1960’s that led to the development of quantum theory of optical coherence;
partial or complete coherence, to some finite order or to all orders and R. J. Glauber
made a significant contribution by introducing coherent state in the center stage of
Quantum Optics as a special set of quantum states. These states can be defined
both for material oscillators and for the free radiation field. This has been explicitly
shown in Sec.2.4.

Now, what does it actually mean to correlation functions of quantised electric field?
It is the counterpart of classical coherence function.

Quantized electric field operator is expressed as

E(z,t) = ET(x,t) + E~(x,t) (4.5)

The arguments z, t designates spatial and time coordinates. E+ (x,t) is the positive
frequency (annihilation) part of the field operator and E~(x,¢) = E*i(z,t) negative
frequency (creation) part of field operator E respectively. E+(z,t) is an operator
which acting on a state annihilates or subtracts one photon; E‘(x, t) is the hermitian
conjugate of Et (z,t) acting on a state it creates or adds single photon. In the vacuum
state |0) there is no photon at all, so

E*(x,1)|0) =0 (4.6)
In brief we say that

E* = f(a)

E™ = f(ah) (4.7)

Two-point quantum correlation function is defined to describe intensity measure-
ments by photon absorption,adequate to discuss Young type interference phenomena

G(l) =Tr [ﬁEA’_ (1’2’ t2)E+($1, tl) (48)

where, p is the density operator of quantum state.
Four-point quantum correlation function needed to describe Hanbury- Brown-Twiss
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intensity correlations
GO =Ty | pE (w4, 1) B (2, t3) B (w2, 1) B (w1, 1) (4.9)

In the above it is shown that an optical field which is described by a density operator
p; then one can define quantum correlation functions of arbitrary order.

4.2 Density operator and its representation using
diagonal coherent state basis

States in quantum mechanics can be described by a single state vector or wave
function ¢ then the state is pure. Here, density matrix p = [)(¢|; and p* = p for
pure state.

But when the state of the system is described by an ensemble of several pure states
[t1), [1)a), ..|tn) each with corresponding probability py, p1, ...p, respectively then the
entire ensemble can be represented by density operator or density matrix

p= sz|¢z><¢z| (4-10)

and if each 1;’s are normalised to unity then

= ipi =1 (4.11)
=1

In case of mixed state

pr#ED (4.12)
In Sec 2.4 we have shown that there is an algebraic equivalence between single mode
quantized beam of light and one dimensional harmonic oscillator.In other words,if
we consider the usual quantization of electromagnetic field, for simplicity restrict
ourselves to one mode case only, to describe such fields we can use the harmonic
oscillator number states as Fock state for this context.
We have the canonical annihilation, creation operators a and at respectively and
they obey the commutation relation [a, af] = I and number operator N is defined
as N = ala. Eigen ket corresponding to number operator i.e. Fock state obey the
relation

N|n) = afaln) = n|n) (4.13)

and (n|m) = 0,,m. This is the orthonormality condition. The completeness condition

is given as
Z In)(n| = (4.14)
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Matrix elements of ¢ and a' in Fock basis are
(n|alm) = \/ﬁémm_l (4.15)

and

(n|aflm) = v'm + 16, ms1 (4.16)

The coherent state |z) in Fock state representation is

T
)= > n'\m (4.17)
n=0 :

where, n = 0,1,2, ... and 2z € C'. However, these coherent states are normalized but
non-orthogonal, satisfy completeness relation and form an over complete set.
Density matrix can be represented in Fock basis as

p = Ipl
= ZWW)ﬁ(Z |m><ml>
= > (nlplm)ln)(m|
= D > pumln)(m| (4.18)

In the above we have used the completeness relation using Fock basis. It is not
diagonal representation. Using the completeness relation formed out of coherent
state basis we are able to express p as

p = Ipl

= (3 [ @il o (3 [ el

1 R
- ﬁ/d%zl/d222|zl)(22|(zl|p|22)

1 12 1,2
=— Bz | dPzy)z1) (zo|e7 21 e 21l
7r
© %0 *N ,, M

z1 %2

L 1
— ﬁ/d221/d222|21><z2|6_2lezﬁ’_ézzlzR(zi"Zﬂ
(4.19)



where,

R(2,2) ZZ \Z/ln‘ﬁ m) (4.20)

n=0 m=0

This is the standard way of representing density operator using given basis.

R. J. Glauber described in the section VI of his paper published in Sept, 1963[8] this
s ...the density operator p be represented in a unique way by means of a function

of two complex variables, R (zf,z) (R. J. Glauber originally used o*, 3 as complex

variables) which is analytic throughout the finite 25 and zo planes.....

The function e~3/71e=31=I" R (27, z2) in our view is doubly non unique.

At this point E. C. G. Sudarshan noted that these coherent state basis are not only

complete but over complete. Using over completeness property of coherent states,

Sudarshan obtained his famous diagonal coherent state representation of the density

matrix.

The coherent state |z) in Fock state representation is

(4.21)
22
Multiplying both sides of the above equation by e we get
|22 = 2"
€2 |z)= n 4.22
|2) ; m| ) (4.22)
Taking outer product with (z| in both sides we find
T IE R SN
n=0 \/m
122 = 2" 2?2 o 2T
or,e 2 [2){(z] = n e 2 -
o = (Em) (- £5m)
|Z|2 - oo o0 T *T
or,e” |z)(z| = n)y(m 4.23
D6 = 23 T (423
Now we have, z = re?, z* = re=%

Therefore,

" |re) (re| = Z Z Z(”_m)9|n> (m] (4.24)

nOmO

Multiply both sides of the above equation by ¢?? and then integrate both sides over
0 in the range 0 < 6 < 27.

/ dfe” e |7’e’9> <7’e’9|
0

=0
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oo 00 ’f’n+m 2m " Y
= n){m dfettTnm
2.2 mml |

n=0 m=0
S5 L ) ml2ns(t+ - m)
= n)ymi2mo(t+n—m
oo Vnim!
0o 00 pntm
= > > \/_|n> (m|6(l +n —m) (4.25)
n=0 m=0
Right hand side takes non zero values only when [ = m — n. Now operate 5, for p
times on both sides we find
0 Tl e .
(87") /0 7 ¢ 20 |rei) (ret?| =
0
n—l—m p
Z (4l +n — m) (4.26)

Valm!(m +n — p)!

If we evaluate this equation at r = 0, it is easily seen that, in the right hand side
only the term with (m +n — p) = 0 survives. Thus,

21
(887”) /9 0 ;we?“ 6219‘T€ ><T€i9||r:0 =

2 (m +?—+p;)m|n> (m{o(I +mn —m)d(m +n —p) (4.27)

The right hand side of the above equation gives non zero result only when the factor
in the denominator (m + n — p)! obeys the condition m +n > p .
Therefore,

m—+n 21 ] ) |
<3) / B 2 gttty oy = ER (4.28)

or 9—0 2T

n,m=0

n,m=0

nlm! (9™ [*7 df o
. SV r? i(m—n)0,. i0 0y 4.9
Tl = L () [ et ey ety (429

The density matrix in Fock basis is

A

p = Ipl

_ (f} ) 5 (;ImMmI)

= Z Z (n|plm)|n)(m|

n=0 m=0

= 35 prnlndim] (4.30)

n=0 m=0
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This equation infers that any operator written down in Fock basis can be represented
also by coherent state basis. But unique feature is that in the coherent state basis
we only need diagonal elements. Let’s see how this is possible.

A nm! O\ [P d -
v YV 2 i(m—n)0 0
Tr [O|n><m\] (1 ) <0r) /0 ) 27r6 e Tr [O\re )(re |} lr=0
(4.31)

. nlm! O\ [T do . oA
_ r? _i(m—n)0 10 oy 4.39
or, (m|O|n) 7(7” ) <8r) /920 _27r6 e (re|0lre")|,—o (4.32)

From the above equation we see that both diagonal and non diagonal matrix elements
of O expressed in Fock basis can be represented by considering only the diagonal
matrix element of O in coherent state basis.

Now if we substitute |[n)(m| (Eq.(4.29)) in the equation of p (i.e. Eq.(4.30)) then we

find
o~ Valml (9 W”/%de b
) = T Z(m ’fL 0 20
= nm, .\ —_— —e" e re re .
p ; Opv (m +n)! (37“) oo 27 ?lre’) (re|],—o

m=

> = Valm! (%7 df ON™T . :
— z(m n)o [~ r i0 10 _
S5 g [ 5 (5r) (e o

nlml (7 d . IN™"
= 2 Pl / e 9(5) CRBIE)I= (4.33)

Using the property of Dirac delta function:

60 (0) = (~1)" / 45 (2)g(x) (4.34)

we obtain,
o e [ ot [a(2) ]
(4.35)
Therefore,
‘ 9\ ™"
p= [ rir [ aste Z o (1Y [(a—) 6<r>]
(4.36)

This is the required diagonal representation.
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4.3 Normally ordered operator and Optical Equiv-
alence Theorem

In the previous section we discussed diagonal representation of density operator using
diagonal coherent state basis. Now we quote from E. C. G. Sudarshan’s paper. ....
This form is particularly interesting since if O = a'?a% (in changed symbol) be any
normal operator (i.e. all creation operators to the left of all annihilation operators),
its expectation value in the statistical state represented by the density matrix in the
“diagonal” form

p= [ dlaiole) (137
15 given by

Tr [,3()} = Ty [pafras] = / 2p(2)2P 2 (4.38)

This is the same as the expectation value of the complex classical function z*Pz4
for a probability distribution ¢(z) over the complex plane. The demonstration above
shows that any statistical state of the quantum mechanical system may be described
by a classical probability distribution over a complex plane, provided all operators are
written in the normal ordered form....

We conclude from the particular remark given above .... any statistical state of the
quantum mechanical system may be described by a classical probability distribution
over a complex plane, provided all operators are written in the normal ordered form...
is that these statement may convey the incorrect attribution of optical equivalence
theorem, since for quantum mechanical state, ¢(z) is not a classical probability
function but a singular kind of distribution or ¢(z) may show negativity at some
phase space points.

This kind of incorrect statement remains in the paper because E.C.G. wrote this
paper with an enormous hurry. It would have been better if sentences like these may
have been avoided.

Again we quote E.C.G’s words ... the classical complex representations can be put in
one-to-one correspondence with quantum mechanical density matrices.....

The one to one correspondence between ¢(z) and density operator p therefore enables
the various coherence functions to appear in a similar way as in the Wolf-Mandel
formulation [10]. The equation p = [ d?z|z)(z|¢(z) may be used to express p,, in
terms of ¢(z) i.e.

n|pln)

| / P22 (21 8(2)\n)
= / qb(z)‘znﬁe—”d% (4.39)

A —_
Pnn =

(
(

42



It is seen that Mandel’s Poisson transform relation
& w" _w
P(n,T)= P(W)—'e dw (4.40)
0 n'

is reproduced in Eq.(4.39) and interpret |z|? as the time integrated intensity W of
the field.

E.C.G also noted that ..... Hermiticity of p implies that ¢(z) is a “real” function in
the sense that ¢*(z*) = ¢(2), but not necessarily positive definite.... However the pos-
itivity of p does not imply positivity of ¢ and therefore brings out a clear distinction
between classical and quantum ensembles. It may be emphasized that for all fields,
the diagonal coherent representation is formally as if it was a classical ensemble,
but with the understanding that the ensemble probability distributions could be non
positivite. With this non positivity of the diagonal coherent state representation in
general, one can deduce specific quantum effects such as anti-bunching of photons,
squeezing etc. Glauber’s off diagonal representation of p in terms of off diagonal
projector |z1)(z2| as in Eq.(4.19) can in no way lead to this similarity or difference
between classical and quantum descriptions.

4.4 Expression of ¢(z) for single as well as multi-
mode beam of light

Comparing
o= [ @) eloe) (4.41)
with
mmo (0"
A n+m i(m—n I
p= / rdr/ do|z) Z pnm ()l ( 1)"me (87’) o(r)
(4.42)
we find that
( )9 a m—+n
1 n+m i(m—n i 4.4
(2) 27r7’ (m+n)! ( )i (87’) o) (443)

Up to this E.C.G considered only for a single mode beam. Then he made a comment
how to generalize those above considerations for multi-mode beam. .... These consid-
erations generalize in a straightforward manner to an arbitrary(countable) number
of degrees of freedom, finite or infinite. The states are now represented by a se-
quence of complex numbers {z}; and the Fock representation basis is labelled by a
sequence of non-negative integers {n} and density matrices by functions of two such
sequences p(iny,{m})- Any such state can be put into one-to-one correspondence with
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classical probability distributions in a sequence of complex variables ¢({z}) such that
the expectation value of any normal ordered operator O({a'}, {a}) is given by

Tri0({a'}, {a}), o] = H/d2z>\0({2*}a{z})¢({z}) (4.44)

where the “real” function ¢(z) is given by.....

¢({z})

7.2 o '

(ma+ny)
e’ nalmy! o 0
| | E i fma ) ———— (=1 (na+ma) Li(ma—nx)0x 5
- 27Ty Pmad.tmad) (m>\+n,\)!( ) c or (r)

TL)\:(],mAZO

-1 2 malml i (C 0\ 50
. - ; : Op({"k}’{m*})Qﬁm(mA+m)! Iry A
nx=uU,mx=

(4.45)

Again E.C.G. reiterated that ....consequently the description of statistical states of a
quantum mechanical system with an arbitrary (countably infinite) number of degrees
of freedom is completely equivalent to the description in terms of classical probability
distributions in the same (countably infinite) number of complex variables. In par-
ticular, the statistical states of the quantized electromagnetic field may be described
uniquely by classical complex linear functions on the classical electromagnetic field.
This functional will be “real” reflecting the Hermiticity of the density matriz; and
leads in either version to real expectation values for Hermitian (real) dynamical vari-
ables.

As an illustration, consider the vacuum state |0) for which the density operator is
given by p = [0)(0]. To make use of Eq.(4.43), we at first find the matrix element
Pnm = (n|pm) = (n|0)(0|m). Therefore, p,,m = 1, for n = m = 0 and p,,, = 0,
for n # m. Now we put n = m = 0 in Eq.(4.43) we get the possible phase space

distribution as )

6T
8(2) = s—0(r) (1.46)
Here, we find the phase space distribution for vacuum state is simply Dirac delta
function, hence the state is said to be as good as classical state.
Next we consider the pure coherent state |zo) for which p = |zo)(zo|.Its corresponding
phase space distribution function is §®)(z — z) It is not easy to derive ¢(z) for
arbitrary state using E.C.G’s way as ¢(z) involves higher order derivatives of delta

function. Now we resort to other way.
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4.5 Differently ordered operators,Characteristic
functions and Probability distributions

Expectation value of normally ordered operator a?a? with respect to a density op-
erator p is given by

Tr [pa'*a?] = / d?2¢(2) 2P 21 (4.47)
From the above expression, one can obtain the probability distribution ¢(z) by an
inversion formula. It is the inverse Fourier transform of the normally ordered char-

acteristic function.
In a more general way, we define normally ordered characteristics function as

Cy(a) = Tr [ﬁeo‘dTe_o‘*d}
= Tr [/ d?2¢(2)|2) (z]edTe"a
= [ o)l
= / d?2¢(2)e™ (4.48)
We see that Cy(«) is the Fourier transform of ¢(z) where e® ~"* is the kernel of
Fourier transform in complex plane. ¢(z) is the inverse Fourier transform of Cy(«).
- o(z) = % / Pac % Oy (a) (4.49)

Other commonly used characteristic functions are Weyl (or symmetric) ordered char-
acteristic function Cyy (a) and anti-normally ordered characteristic function Cy(«).

Cw(a) = Tr[pe="4]

~ N —a2
= Tr [ﬁe‘me_o‘ G5 }
—lof?
= COpy(a)ez2 (4.50)

Similarly,

= Cwy(a)e” 2~ (4.51)
These, three characteristic functions are related through the relation :

2
—lof al

Cw(a) =Cn(a)e 2 =Cala)e 2 (4.52)
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Instead of the three characteristic functions, we can introduce the s parameterized
function of Cahill and Glauber [15].

Cla,s)=Tr

Py (adT_a*d-i-sa;)] (4.53)

such that,

Cla,—1) = Cyula) (4.54)

Now we find the connections between characteristic functions and various quasi-
probability distributions.Already we made a connection between Glauber Sudarshan
quasi-probability function ¢(z) and normally ordered characteristic function Cy ()
which is

Cny(a) = Tr [ﬁeo‘“e_o‘*ﬂ
= /dzng(z)eaz*_a*z (4.55)

We reiterate that Cy(a) is the Fourier transform of ¢(z) where, e** ~*'# is the

kernel of Fourier transform in complex plane. ¢(z) is the inverse Fourier transform
of C N(Oé).
1 *
02) = 5 [ dac ) (4.56)

2

Anti-normally ordered characteristic function Cy(«) is defined as
Cala) = Tr [peeteet]
= Tr [f @ ﬁe‘a*&]

1 R n
= “Tr [/ d22|z)(z|ea“Tﬁe_°‘ “}
T

1 R e
= —/dzz(z|ea“Tﬁe_a “2)

™

1 .
= [ #e e
= /dQZeaz*_o‘*zQ(z) (4.57)
where, .
Q) = —(2lpl2) (4.58)
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Therefore, C'4(«) is just a Fourier transform of Q(z) function. Inverse Fourier trans-
form of C4(«) gives Q(z).

Q(x) =~ / Pae™ "y (a) (4.59)

2
Q(z) is called Hussimi Kano function.
Weyl (or symmetric) ordered characteristic function is given by

CW(a) = Tr [ﬁeo“ﬁ—a*d]

= Tr { / d2z¢(z)|z><z|ead*e—a*d} e

= [/ dzzqﬁ(z)eaz*_o‘*z] e‘g

2
_le]

= Cy(a)e™ 2 (4.60)

In a similar way, Wigner phase space distribution function W (z) can be defined
as the inverse Fourier transform of the Weyl(or symmetric) ordered characteristic

function Cy («).
1

Wi(z) = = /dzaea*z_az*CW(a) (4.61)
In the above we mentioned three types of phase space distribution functions ¢(z), Q(z)
and W (z) for the normal, anti-normal and Weyl’s (or symmetric) ordering rules re-
spectively.

At this point we want to divulge something related to Sudarshan’s ¢(z) function. In
this regard, one should notice C. L. Mehta’s remark[11]: .. The only source from which
Glauber gets his so called ‘P-representation’ is Sudarshan’s published work which he
copies, changing ¢ to P and z to «c ...... It is thus inconvertible that the credit for
formulating and discovering the diagonal coherent state representation must go to Su-
darshan. It is truly ironic that although these facts are readily accessible, which ought
to be called ‘Sudarshan’s diagonal coherent state representation’ is dubbed ‘Glauber’s
P-representation’. Nor is it correct even as compromise move, to call it the ‘Glauber-
Sudarshan representation’.

In the next para, Mehta also said ...Sudarshan’s application of the over completeness
of coherent states led to a unique expression for ¢(z), the diagonal coherent state
representation of the density operator. As such his work is the first and the only
formulation of quantum coherence theory.

We term ¢(z) as Sudarshan’s probability function as a move to keep the record
straight. Interested reader may go through the references[6,7,2,8] to know the se-
quence of events that happened in the year 1963.

For further illustration, we will evaluate Sudarshan’s probability function ¢(z) cor-
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responding to density operator for thermal or chaotic state of the field

PR < (1) ot (162)

using Hussimi Kano ((z) probability function and characteristic functions C4(«),
Cn(«) of anti-normally, normally ordered operator respectively as these characteris-
tic functions are interlinked through a simple relation Eq.(4.52).

The density operator given above is a mixed state with

n= ! (4.63)

exp (%) -1

where, n is the mean number of photons in a thermal reservoir.
First we calculate Hussimi Kano probability function Q(z).

Q(z) = —(zlpl2)

_ —e—Z2ZZ(m|ﬁ|n>%
B el#l* no\"(z*2)"
B w(1+ﬁ);<(1+ﬁ) n/

() won

Now we evaluate C'4(«) which is the Fourier transform of ((z) function.

A==

Cyla) = /dzzeo‘z*_o‘*zQ(z)

1 .k ER
_ d2 az*—a*z _
o f e ()

(4.65)
Let, z = qj;gp, o= i\/%'y’ B2y — dqzﬁ
C dadp ¢'wa—=p) ¢ +p
T 1+ n) W erp | g 4,
Az, y) 27T(1+7_l)/ qdp e exp[ 2(1+ﬁ)] (4.66)
Using standard formula
2
/ s = \/g‘eia (4.67)
we obtain,
Cala) = exp[—(1 +7)|af’] (4.68)

48



We know the relation between Cy(«) and C'a(«) as
Cn(a) = Ca(a)exp(|af’) = exp(—nlal’) (4.69)

As Glauber Sudarshan function ¢(z) is the inverse Fourier transform of C (). So,

1
62) = o [ e On(a)
1
= = d?ae® * % exp(—n|al?)
1 2
= —eap <—ﬁ) (4.70)
e n

The Sudarshan’s probability function ¢(z) corresponding to density operator for
thermal or chaotic state of the field is Gaussian. As it is a true probability distribution
not quasi probability function, so thermal or chaotic field state is a classical state
according to Sudarshan’s criterion.

The probability distribution ¢(z) [as in Eq.(4.70)] for thermal or chaotic state of the
field is equivalent to the result for p,, .

Take the matrix elements taking p in diagonal coherent state basis.

pum = (nlplm)
- / @22(2) (n]2){z|m)
1 2 —|z2 Jn ,xm
= o | B (4.71)

Now we put ¢(z) [as in Eq.(4.70)] in the above matrix element and find

Pnm = d2z—e:5p

(4.72)
Let, z = re’e c(C
P = 1 i /OO drrn+m+1€—r2(%+1)
T iml e J :
27
/ deei(n—m)e
0
1 1 0

- \/m%/o drrn+m+16—cr227r(5n’m (4.73)
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where, C' = (£ +1).
On evaluating the 6-integral part by using the property of Delta function, we can
get the non-zero value only when, n = m.
“Pnn = 2—71-, h dTT2n+16_CT2
’ nlrn J,
2 n!

= nlrn 20n+ (4.74)

On substituting, C' = % + 1 in the above equation we find

P = — ( ”) (4.75)

1+n \1+n

What is pyn?

The number or Fock states form a complete set, hence a general expansion of p is
P = D mmeoPnml|n)(m|. The coefficients p,,, are complex and they are infinitely
many. All these expansion coefficients are not useful where only the photon number
distribution is of interest. Only diagonal terms are important then we use

=" pualn)in (4.76)

Here p,,, is a probability distribution giving the probability of having n photons in
the mode. This is not a general representation for all fields but it is useful for certain
fields e.g. a chaotic field or thermal field, which has no phase information.

What Sudarshan said in this context?

In his paper [2] expression for Phase space probability function is given in Eq.(6).

m i n (_1>n+m€i(m—n)€ (477>

¢(2)

27T7°

At this point we quote Sudarshan and his Eq.(7)(see [2]) : ...Eq.(6) for ¢(z) in terms
of pn.m can be inverted to yield

_ 1 2 —|z2 n _*m

Pr.m T d°z¢(z)e 2"z (4.78)
If we do this for the Gaussian function, we obtain the Bose-Finstein distribution,
diagonal in the occupation number sequences corresponding to the equal weightage
of all phase angles. It is worth pointing out that this result reproduces the Purcell-
Mandel derivation for photoelectric counting statistics.

For the sake of the reader, we again herewith write the probability distribution of
having n photons i.e. p,, and the Mandal’s Poisson transformation relation, P(n,T)
respectively, for the better perception

Prn = — / d22¢(z)e 2 (4.79)

P(n,T) = E i dWP(W) W (4.80)
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4.5.1 Determination of ¢(z) using Anti-Diagonal method

The anti-diagonal method of C. L. Mehta [16] to evaluate ¢(z) is particularly useful
from a practical point of view. We previously mentioned that the weight factor
¢(z) is the inverse Fourier transform of characteristic function Cy(«) and in the
following sections we will show that ¢(z) can be regarded as the limit of a sequence
of tempered distributions for some specific cases. In this sense it is a well defined
generalized function. E.C.G’s original explicit expression for ¢(z) is a formal series
expansion involving derivatives of Dirac delta function and it is hard to use. Mehta
derived a simple expression for ¢ which is a well behaved function. Here we express
density operator p as

o= [ o)l (4.81)

We multiply the above equation by (—u| on the left and |u) on the right. where,
both | — u) and |u) are coherent states.

(—ulply) = / 6(2)(—ul2) (=]} 22

e 1"’ g(u) (4.82)
Now from the above equation, we see that,

g(u) = e (—u| plu) (4.83)
where,

g(u) = / P(z)e e v 2, (4.84)

The above equation for g(u) can be seen as a Fourier transform of ¢(z)e™”” in a
complex plane. Taking the inverse Fourier transform of g(u) one can find ¢(z)e *°
le.

1 * *
O
m

|z|?
or,d(z) = = [ e (—ulplu)e

*_ *
5 zu*—z ud2u
s

(4.85)

The matrix element (—u|p|u) should decrease with u for large u more rapidly than
e~ otherwise the integral will not exist in the ordinary sense of function theory.
So care must be taken in regard to the convergence of the integral.

As an illustration of Anti Diagonal method, we consider a quantum mechanical state
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for a single mode stabilised coherent laser light |5) for which density operator is
given by

p=16)(Al (4.86)

Making use of this p, we first obtain the matrix element (—u|p|u) and then on
substituting it in Eq.(4.84) we get the expression of ¢(z) as follow:

(—ulplu) = (~ulB){B|u)
o~ 1B o= lul? g—u* B+B"u (4.87)

Now,

22 , _
o) = o5 / e (| B (Blue™ Py

ef?
T / o (= B) 8% g2y,
7T2
= P IPPs@ (2 — B)
§@(z—p) (4.88)

Therefore, ¢(z) corresponding to a stabilised laser light is Dirac delta function in a
complex plane. Hence according to Sudarshan’s criterion stabilised laser light is a
classical light.

Now we take p = |n)(n| for n photon state. First we find

(—u*u)™

(—ulplu) = (—uln) (u) = e (489
Thus,
e\z\2 * \n _zu*—z*u j2
o(z) = g /(—u u)"e d“u
| 2|2 2n
R Y (4.90)

So the phase space distribution corresponding to |n) state is 2n order derivatives
of Dirac delta function, called a tempered distribution. It is more singular than
delta function. It is not a true probability function but a quasi-probability function.
This kind of distribution is a signature of non classical state according to E. C. G.
Sudarshan.

4.5.2 More on Sudarshan’s ¢(z) phase space distribution

We already know that for a given density operator p it can be represented in diagonal
coherent state basis i.e.

p= [ dlaloe)
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where ¢(z) is a phase space distribution function or a probability distribution. E.C.G.
mentioned that ...¢(2) not necessarily positive definite.

If ¢(z) has the properties of a classical probability distribution, the state p is a
statistical mixture of coherent states,hence it is called classical. For classical p, ¢(z)
can be interpreted as a true probability distribution over the complex plane. Thermal
or chaotic state of the field is a classical state. Its ¢(z) is Gaussian which is a true
probability distribution. For stabilised laser emitted coherent light |zo), the phase
space distribution ¢(z) is just Dirac delta function in complex plane.The state is
called classical according to the criterion given by E.C.G.

Conversely, a state is referred to as non classical if ¢(z) shows some negativities or
it has singularities more than Dirac delta function. For the single photon state |1)
and n photon state |n) is said to be non classical state as their ¢(z) is more singular
or highly singular than Dirac delta function.

A state is referred to also as non-classical if the ¢(z) shows some negativities at few
phase space points over the complex plane. Example of such states are Single-photon
added thermal states (SPATS), Single photon added Coherent state (SPACS). For
these states ¢(z) has significant negativities, so it can be termed as quasi-probability.
This kind of signature suggests that the corresponding state is non classical.

It is interesting to see how classical states like thermal state,coherent state turn non
classical, when a single quantum of radiation(photon) excites them.

We already know that the phase space distribution ¢(z) corresponding to the thermal
or chaotic state of field is Gaussian which is a true probability function.

Density matrix of single mode thermal state of system in thermal equilibrium, is
given by

oo

=13 () (4.91)

n=0

The density operator given above is a mixed state with

1
exp (Kh—]‘;T) -1

where, n is the mean number of photons in a thermal reservoir.

Using characteristic functions of differently ordered operators we evaluated in sec.4.5
that the Glauber Sudarshan probability function corresponding to the thermal state
is

(4.92)

n =

™

¢(z) = L eap (—%) (4.93)

Single Photon added thermal state (SPATS) is obtained through the application of
creation operator on the thermal state i.e.

pspars = A pna (4.94)
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We know that

b = = ()l

= A> a"n)(n] (4.95)

pspars = a'pya

= (1—2)) a"d'|n)(nla

= (1—2)) a"(n+1)n+1)(n+1]

n=0

= (L—2)) ma" ' m)(m|

_ (1—:6)8%( ! ﬁth> (4.96)

1—=x

Now, we find Normalized photon added thermal state(SPATS). Let, C' be the nor-
malization constant.

0, 1

TT[C,éSPATS] = C(l — x)%(l — xTT[ﬁTh]) (497)
As Tr[Cpspars] = 1, it implies that
0 1
Ol —a) (=) =1 (4.98)

where, Tr[prp] = 1 Therefore, C = (1 — z). Normalized photon added thermal
state(SPATS) is given by

. 0 1
pspars = (1 — 36)2% <1 — xpth) (4.99)

The above operator equation implies that

bspars(s) = (1= (12o0u)

(4.100)
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On substituting, n = $*-, the above expression becomes

ER 2
bspars(z) = - (1—95)2£ <1‘3_””)

™ Oxr \x
6‘2‘2 _‘2‘2 1
= - (1—2)% = o (|2]> — z)
(4.101)
GS probability function in terms of 7 is as follows
Lo 2 _ = Els
dspars(z) = — [(R+1)|z]* — 0] exp - (4.102)

The GS probability function given above is negative for z = 0 for any n > 0. It
represents a so called SPATS i.e. a single photon on a thermal background. This
example justifies that a rigorous analysis of the singularities of the GS distributions
is indispensable for a profound understanding of the non classical features of mixed
quantum states of light. SPATS is non classical according to Sudarshan’ criterion
and it justifies his remark ...¢(2) not necessarily positive definite given in paper [2].
We know that Coherent states are the analogs of classical radiation fields according
to Sudarshan’s criterion. Its density operator given by p = |zo)(2o| corresponds to
GS distribution ¢(z) = 6@ (2 — z). It is interesting to see how these states turn
non classical, when a single quantum of radiation excites them. This non classical
state is called single photon added coherent states(SPACS). SPACS are obtained by
application of creation operator af on a coherent state |zp). Normalized SPACS is
given by

a'lzo)
SPACSY = ———L 4.103
| ) = Tt (4.103)
R 1 R R
poracs = Gl 0
0

Now we would like to find its corresponding Sudarshan’s probability distribution.

PSPACS = CdT|Zo><Zo|& (4.105)

1
(1+]20/2)”
Now, we show that

where, C' =

. . 0
aT|zo)(zo| = (zo + Fy ) |20) (20| (4.106)
<0
We take,

0

9 —|20|? 206 z5a
gtz = g (e o) oje?)
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= —zge 1ol ezt |0y (0] %5

e~ afex0" |0y (0] e

— 25| 20) (20| + @'|20) (0]

= (&' — 25) |20) (20| (4.107)
At L, 0
Soa20)(z0]l = ( 25 + p |20) {20 (4.108)
<0
In a similar way one can obtain,
0 .
P ~|20){z0] = [20)(20/(a@ — 20) (4.109)
<0
0 .
or, | z0 + 5o |20)(z0] = |z0)(20la (4.110)
~0
Again we write,
pspacs = CflT|Zo><Zo|d

., 0 .
= (C <Z0 + 8—2’0) |Zo><Zo|a
9 9

. , 0 0
PSPACS = C[|Zo|2|20><20| + Zo%|zo><zo| + 8—20 (20]20)(20]) +
0

82
92007 |Zo><20|]
(4.111)

Sudarshan’s ¢(z) function of a coherent state has been identified as 6@ (z — z) .
So, Sudarshan’s ¢spacs(z) is
0 0

0
B 2\ | 9
dspacs(z) = C | (1+ |20]*) + 25 0z + 92 * 02002

0D (z—z)  (4.112)

Here, we see that ¢gpacs(z) is a highly singular function because it comprises of
first and second order derivatives of Dirac delta function hence the state pspacs is
a non classical state.

According to Sudarshan’s criterion, vacuum state |0) is as good as classical because
Sudarshan’s Probability function ¢(z) takes the form of a delta function in complex
plane i.e. §®(2). If squeezing operator acts on it then a squeezed state is formed
ie. [€) =exp |4 (¢a™ — £*a?)] |0). One can show that this state corresponds to neg-
ative ¢(z) over some phase space points and hence this is a state having no classical
analogue.
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Chapter 5

¢(z) and evidence for the quantum
nature of light

The experiments of classical optics involve first order correlation function e.g. am-
plitude amplitude correlation. Interference using single photon laser beam bears the
signature of it. Most of the experiments of classical optics may be categorised as
being in the domain of one photon or linear optics.

The advent of photon correlation experiments, as pioneered by Hanbury Brown and
Twiss [13] began a fundamentally different era of nonlinear optics. The quantum
mechanical interpretation of the Hanbury Twiss effect and other photon correla-
tion experiments were given by R. J. Glauber[6]. He invoked a classical description
of a fluctuating electromagnetic field. In the same paper Glauber pointed out that
photon correlation experiments offer the possibility of observing a uniquely quantum-
mechanical effect -namely photon anti-bunching.

This anti-bunching effect is a result of anti-correlation. But how one can explain this
quantum mechanical phenomena using classical probability which is always being
positive definite. To answer this question Sudarshan’s ¢(z) representation provides
us that ...¢(2) is a ‘real’ function in the sense that ¢*(z*) = ¢(2), but not necessar-
ily positive definite. This is a remarkable statement by Sudarshan to interpret the
nonclassicality.

The first experiment beyond one photon optics was performed in 1956 by Hanbury
Brown Twiss [13]. This is an intensity correlation experiment and it is a measure-
ment of (I(t + 7)I(t)). In essence this experiment measures the joint photo-count
probability of detecting the arrival of a photon at time ¢ and another photon at t+7
Second order correlation function of the radiation field introduced by Glauber may
describe the measurements of the correlation phenomena. Normalized Second order
coherence function is defined as

(EOMED(t+1)ED(t+7)ED(1)
(EQWOEQONEO(t+7)ED(t+7))

g?(r) = (5.1)
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where, E™) (t) and E(_)(t) are the positive and negative frequency parts of the
electromagnetic field operator respectively.

Now we attempt to give an interpretation of g®(0) for a single mode electromagnetic
field.

g?(0) =

= l+— (5.2)

where, (V) and (AN)? are the mean and variance of the photon number distribution.
Thermal light has a power law photon number distribution with variance (AN)? =
<N>2 + (N which gives ¢ (0) = 2.

Coherent light from a highly stabilised laser has a poissonian photon number distri-
bution with (AN)? = (N) leading to ¢ (0) = 1.

Electromagnetic field which has photon number distribution narrower than poisso-
nian (AN)? < (N) then we obtain ¢ (0) < 1. This is just the opposite effect to
the photon bunching observed for thermal light; call it photon antibunching. In this
case photon number fluctuations get reduced to an amount which is below that of a
poissonian distribution.

We describe electromagnetic field using classical theory using a fluctuating complex
field amplitude E. These fluctuations are taken into account by introducing a prob-
ability distribution P(FE). The normalized second order coherence function g (0)

looks like )

J P(E)(|EP - (|E]*) d°E
(([E]*))?

For thermal or chaotic field; P(E) is Gaussian probability distribution then g (0) =

2. The distribution P(FE) for stabilized laser beam is a delta function and hence

g?(0) =1.

Hence, the Hanbury Brown Twiss effect for thermal or chaotic radiation and coherent

laser field is well described by classical theory.Classical optical coherence theory

shows that ¢®(0) > 1. It does not allow photon antibunching for which ¢®(0) < 1.

At this point Sudarshan’s diagonal coherent state representation of density operator

of the field resort us in such a way that formal appearance of ¢‘®(0) using ¢(z) looks

like the expression (5.3) that appeared in Classical theory.

g?(0) =1+ (5.3)
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The expression of ¢ (0) given in eq.(5.2) reads

g?(0) =1+ %W.Calculate (AN)2, (N) with respect to a given state de-
scribed by density operator p

We express the state of the optical field p using Sudarshan’s diagonal coherent
state basis 1.e.

p= [ dlaloe)

where, ¢(z) is a phase space distribution function or a probability distribution.
We find the following averages with respect to the density operator.

(ANP = (%) — ()

— Tr (,6]\72)—<Tr(ﬁ]\7))2 (5.4)
Now,
rr(p3) = 1o ( [l o)

= [ #0187
— / d*2¢(2){z|a'aa'alz)
= [ o) el + )l
_ /d2z¢(z)|z|2(1+|z|2) (5.5)

Similarly,

(Tr(pi)) = ( / d2z¢<z>|z\2)2 (5.6)

Therefore,

2

(AN)? = (N%) —(N)

/dzzaﬁ(Z)M2 (1+]=%) - (/d2z¢(Z)\z|2)2

(AN)? — () = / d226(2)[2[2 (1 + |]2) —

(/d2z¢(2)\2|2)2 —/d2z¢(2)\z|2
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or, (AN)? — <N> = /d22¢(z)|2|2 (1 + |Z|2) -

([ ezolar) ( [ @oteilel) - [ oteyar

::./d%¢@)ﬂd‘+bf—¢d%VF%—kﬁ

_ /daw@[m4—ma%vm++4%wm}

= [0 [al! = 21 + (=) [ Paolalep

_ /dawa[m4—ma%vm]+04%2

_ /@a¢@uvﬁ—2m%VPﬂ+<vm2/d%¢u>

= [0 (It~ 202 + (=
::t/d%¢@)ﬂﬂz—<kpﬂ2 (5:8)

In the above we used that ¢(z) is normalized i.e.

[ dPz¢(z) = 1.

gP0) = 14 (AN)QA—Q(N)
(V)
J dz¢(2) (|22 = (=)
(([2[2))?

Now we compare the above expression with the second order coherence function that
arises from classical description of electromagnetic field eq.(5.3) i.e.
2 202 12
g2(0) =1+ J P(E)(|EP=(EP) d*E

(IE%)?
This appears similar in form to the quantum mechanical expression given in

eq.(5.9) for ¢ (0) . From the two expressions given above P(E) is always positive
for classical states; then ¢g(®(0) > 1. This is allowed for classical states. There are no
such classical fields for which P(E) takes on negative values correspondingly ¢ (0)
may be less than unity. On the other hand ¢(z) > 0 occurs for classical states but
¢(z) may take the form of more singular function than Dirac delta function or is
negative in some phase space points for non-classical states then ¢®(0) < 1.

This unique photon anti-bunching property has no classical analogue. Hence, one can
not infer it from classical coherence theory where probability function P(FE) takes
always positive values. But this photon anti-bunching phenomena can be inferred
using Sudarshan’s quasi probability function ¢(z).

1+

(5.9)
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For the most general quantum state p, ¢(z) is not a function in any ordinary mathe-
matical sense, but a singular quantity, a so called tempered distribution of a particu-
lar class that can be precisely characterized. This result is truly fundamental to the
theory of quantum optics, as this is the only way in which one can exhibit the clear
distinction between classical and quantum nature of electromagnetic beams. States
displaying photon anti-bunching or sub-poissonian photon statistics, squeezing and
Hanbury-Brown-Twiss(HBT) anti-correlations are truly quantum phenomena. These
phenomena corresponds to singular, or at least non positive definite ¢(z) according
to Sudarshan’s criterion and can not be analyzed by classical optical theory. Now
one can say that ¢(z) is going beyond the usual classical probability function in
considering all quantum states and shows that quantum and classical theories are
different, the former overstepping the confined zone of the later. In fact Sudarshan’s
work was an attempt to express quantum optical coherence in the language of clas-
sical coherence-the quantum mechanical possibilities surpass classical boundaries.
The credit for formulating and discovering the diagonal coherent state representa-
tion must go to E. C. G. Sudarshan. This work not to be dubbed as ‘Glauber’s P
representation’ or ‘Glauber-Sudarshan representation’. In this context Prof. C. L.
Mehta [11] said ...1t should be clear that there was and is only one diagonal represen-
tation, and Sudarshan had discovered it in its totality. But unfortunately this result
of Sudarshan did not receive the due credit and recognition.
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