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We present a fully quantum mechanical treatment of the nondegenerate optical parametric os-
cillator both below and near threshold. This is a non-equilibrium quantum system with a critical
point phase-transition, that is also known to exhibit strong yet easily observed squeezing and quan-
tum entanglement. Our treatment makes use of the positive P-representation and goes beyond the
usual linearized theory. We compare our analytical results with numerical simulations and find
excellent agreement. We also carry out a detailed comparison of our results with those obtained
from stochastic electrodynamics, a theory obtained by truncating the equation of motion for the
Wigner function, with a view to locating regions of agreement and disagreement between the two.
We calculate commonly used measures of quantum behavior including entanglement, squeezing and
EPR correlations as well as higher order tripartite correlations, and show how these are modified as
the critical point is approached. In general, the critical fluctuations represent an ultimate limit to
the possible entanglement that can be achieved in a nondegenerate parametric oscillator.

I. INTRODUCTION

Nonlinear optical devices such as optical parametric oscillators (OPO) and optical parametric amplifiers (OPA)
ﬂ] have been studied in the last forty years for providing fundamental tests of quantum mechanics, as well as their
technological applications in areas such as frequency conversion, low noise optical measurement, and cryptography.
The light beams emitted by these devices are characterized by a large amount of squeezing E], significant quantum
intensity correlations E], and very short correlation times between the conjugate beams B] The entangled nature of
the photons in the down converted light has been instrumental in providing experimental demonstrationsﬂ .0, ] of
the original Einstein-Podolsky-Rosen paradox and other nonclassical features of quantum mechanics. In this paper,
we extend the usual linear theory of the nondegenerate OPO to include nonlinear effects characteristic of the onset of
critical fluctuations near threshold, which is the physical feature that ultimately limits the maximum squeezing and
entanglement available.

As a fundamental application of these results, we point out that in 1935, Einstein, Podolsky and Rosen E] (EPR)
presented their famous argument which demonstrates that local realism is inconsistent with the completeness of
quantum mechanics. Their argument concerned two spatially separated particles with perfectly correlated positions
and momenta, as predicted by quantum mechanics. Related correlations for quadrature phase operators have been
studiem%m, |ﬁ|, |ﬁ] and experimentally confirmed for the output fields of the nondegenerate parametric oscillator, both
below|3, ] and abovem] threshold. The regime of study of these correlations however has been so far confined to
regimes of operation where the quantum fluctuations will be small so that a linearized analysis is valid.

Closely linked with the phenomenon of EPR correlations is that of entanglement, a key feature enabling many
potential applications in the field of quantum information. Criteria for proving entanglement using continuous variable
Igéuadrauture phase amplitude) measurements have been developed by Simon and Duan et alﬂ]. Recent experimentsﬂ,

,|E] have measured such continuous variable entanglement but again the studies are limited to the regime of stable,
linearizable quantum fluctuations. In this regime Gaussian statistics apply, and the criterion developed can be
shownﬂ] to be both a necessary and sufficient condition for entanglement in this case.

It is known from earlier theoretical analysis m, E] of the optical properties of nonlinear crystals that, in the
linearized or Gaussian regime, a local realistic theory based on the Wigner phase space representation gives the same
results for the correlations between signal and idler light beams produced in nonlinear crystalsm, ﬁ] While this
is also true of many correlations in second harmonic generation m], there are instances where significant differences
exist between the predictions of the two theories [2(0]. Here we calculate the EPR and entanglement measures for non-
Gaussian fields, in precisely the type of environment where non-Gaussian behavior is expected to occur experimentally
- that is, by considering nonlinear corrections to the usual linearized approximations used to treat the OPO below
threshold.

In two recent papers M] we have carried out a fully quantum mechanical analysis of nonlinear effects and critical
fluctuations in a degenerate OPO using the positive P-representation, and have investigated the squeezing spectra
and triple correlations in this system both analytically as well as numerically. In particular, we have shown that, in
this case, while the full quantum theory and the semi-classical theory disagree strongly far below threshold, there
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is a surprising agreement between the two close to the threshold where quantum fluctuations are quite intense,
characteristic of a mixed state of light in this limit.

The aim of the present work is to present a similar analysis for the case of a nondegenerate optical parametric
oscillator. Both the quantum mechanical and semi-classical analyses are carried out in parallel and are compared
with exact numerical simulations. Special attention is paid to the behavior of this system close to the critical point
to ascertain the limits of entanglement, EPR correlations and squeezing in this regime. We find that entanglement
is optimised just below the critical point for output mode entanglement and squeezing, while the optimum internal
squeezing and entanglement is achieved just above threshold.

II. HAMILTONIAN AND STOCHASTIC EQUATIONS

We consider here the standard model for three modes coupled by a nonlinear crystal inside a Fabry-Perot inter-
ferometer with allowance made for coherent pumping and damping due to cavity losses. This model implies certain
restrictions on mode-spacing for its validity, since we assume only these three modes are excited.

A. Hamiltonian

The Heisenberg-picture Hamiltonian that describes this open system is given bym, @, E]
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Here & represents the external input field at a frequency wo, with ag, a1 and az represent the pump, the signal
and the idler intra-cavity modes at frequencies wp, wy; and ws respectively, where wy = w; + ws. The terms I';
represent reservoir operators and y denotes the nonlinear coupling constant due to the second order polarizability of
the nonlinear crystal.

This is a driven system far from thermal equilibrium, so it is not appropriate to assume a canonical ensemble.
Instead, the density matrix must be calculated as the solution of a master equation in the Schroedinger picture. For
simplicity, we transform to a rotating frame in which the free-field time-evolution is removed. The master equation
for the reduced density operator, obtained after the elimination of the reservoirs using standard techniquesm], is
given by
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where ; are the damping rates for the mode amplitudes. For simplicity, we assume that v; = 2 = v throughout this
paper.

To handle master equations such as this it proves convenient to transform them into c-number Fokker-Planck
equations or equivalently into stochastic equations using operator representation theory. Here, as in our earlier works,
we use the positive P-representation for this purpose, and we also compare these results with the commonly used
semiclassical truncation of the Wigner representation.

1. Classical critical point

The classical approximation, where all fluctuations are neglected, is obtained by simply assuming that all operator
mean values factorize. This gives us the classical nonlinear-optical equations for o; = (@;) in the form:
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For small driving fields, the stable classical below-threshold solutions are ag = £/~ and aq = as = 0 . There
is a classical threshold or critical point at £ = £. = y7y0/x. Above this threshold, the driving field is clamped at
ag = &/, while the signal and idler intensities increase linearly with the input field £. This paper deals with the
near threshold and sub-threshold regime.

B. The positive P-representation

Using the positive P—representationm], we can include correlations and fluctuations by expanding the density
matrix describing the system in an off-diagonal coherent state basis as
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where a = (g, 1, a2) and ™ = (af ,0f, 07 ) are two independent triplets of complex variables. The function

P(a,a™) can be understood as a positive phase space distribution and, by virtue of @3, satisfies the following
Fokker-Planck equationm] (assuming that boundary terms vanish on partial integration):
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We note here that boundary terms are found to be exponentially suppressed for large dampingm] - ie, v > x,
which corresponds to typical experimental conditions for realistic OPQ’s in current use.
This can equivalently be written as the following set of Ito stochastic equations [21]
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where
(dW7) = (dWa) =0
(dW1dWa) = (dW;FdW5) = dt (2.7)

with all other noise correlations vanishing. These equations imply that (a;a!) = (f;) = 0 when there is no driving
field, as physically expected for a vacuum state in a normally-ordered representation.

Numerical simulations of these stochastic trajectories confirms the assumption of asymptotically vanishing boundary
terms for the parameters we use, as the trajectories are strongly bounded to a compact domain. At smaller damping
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rates, it would become important to include stochastic gauge terms@] in the equations to eliminate boundary terms,
but this was not found to be necessary in these calculations. In other words, while boundary terms are potentially
present, the resulting errors are expected to be of order e~7/X or smaller, which is completely negligible in typical
quantum optical systems where v > x.

C. The semi-classical theory

We can also transcribe the master equation as a c-number phase space evolution equation using the Wigner repre-
sentation
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where xw(z, z*), the characteristic function for the Wigner representation , is given by
xw(z,z*)=Tr (peiz*af"”z'a) (2.9)

This transcription is particularly useful for semi-classical treatments.
The equation for the Wigner function for the nondegenerate parametric amplifier that corresponds to the master
equation (Z2) turns out to be
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If we drop the third order derivative terms, in an approximation valid in the limit of large photon number, we can
equate the resulting truncated Fokker-Planck equation describing the evolution of the Wigner function with a set of
1t6 stochastic equations which read as follows
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The non-vanishing noise correlations are given by

dw;) = 0
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If we compare the two sets of It stochastic equations, namely (28) and II), we notice that the main difference

between the two is in the structure of the noise terms. While the noise terms in the positive-P equations ([l depend
on the pumping amplitude and the nonlinear coupling constant, those in the Wigner representation do not. In fact they



correspond precisely to the noise terms that one adds, in the linear case, in compliance with the fluctuation-dissipation
theorem.

In some sense, one can interpret the noise terms in the Wigner case as accounting for vacuum fluctuations. However,
the truncated Wigner theory must be treated cautiously, since it neglects important third-order correlations which are
not always negligible. These equations imply that (ozial»L) = (n;) = 1/2 when there is no driving and no coupling, as
expected for a vacuum state in a symmetrically-ordered representation. However, a vacuum state is not obtained semi-
classically if there is any coupling y, even with a vacuum input, which is an unphysical feature. The full Wigner theory
has no such limitations: but it is no longer positive-definite, and therefore has no equivalent stochastic formulation.

D. Comparison of methods

In comparing these methods, we notice that the classical equations of course give no information at all about the
quantum fluctuations, although they give an excellent guide to the location of the critical point when the threshold
photon number is large.

To include quantum effects, one might imagine that a direct numerical calculation in a photon number basis would
be useful, provided the maximum photon number was small. We note that in a three-mode system, the Hilbert space
dimension scales as n3,,,, while the density matrix has nS, , components provided the boson number is bounded
by Nmaz. In practice, one finds that typical experiments have n,q, ~ 102 — 10°. This implies that neither the full
density matrix nor even the reduced wave-function in a stochastic wave-function calculation[lﬁ] can in general be
calculated directly with current computers, for practical reasons of memory and computational time. Direct number
state methods are also not convenient for analytical approximations.

Other techniques involve Feynman (or related) diagrams, using a hierarchy of correlation functions@]. These
methods give useful results below threshold, and have similarities to perturbation theory using stochastic methods,
which we discuss later. The drawbacks are that these diagrammatic methods appear less systematic than phase-space
methods, since certain classes of diagrams are discarded, and the results usually diverge at the critical point.

Semi-classical methods overcome some of these limitations. The Wigner truncation approximation does include
quantum fluctuation effects, but is only valid if all photon numbers are large, which is a highly questionable assumption
in the signal/idler modes below threshold. In addition, the neglected third-order derivative terms are at best only
suppressed by a polynomial factor, and there are no other methods to check the accuracy of the approximation.

By comparison, the approximation of neglecting boundary terms in the positive-P equations appears well-justified
in these calculations as long as v > x. If necessary - that is, if unstable trajectories occur - the technique can be
checked with the more precise stochastic gauge approach. No evidence was found that boundary terms were significant
here, even for the relatively low damping rates used in the numerics. As one might expect, the truncated Wigner
method gives rise to unphysical predictions at low driving field, which does not occur with the positive-P equations -
given the parameters used here. Accordingly, we mainly focus on the positive-P phase-space method in this paper.

III. OBSERVABLE MOMENTS AND EPR SPECTRA

In order to understand what types of calculation to carry out for this system, it is important to identify observable
measurements that can be carried out, and relate these to operators and their correlations.

The positive-P stochastic method directly reproduces the normally ordered correlations and moments, while the
Wigner representation reproduces the symmetrically ordered moments. Of course, commutation relations can always
be used to transform one type of ordering into the other. Further, we also have to distinguish between the internal
and external operator moments, since measurements are normally performed on output fields that are external to the
cavity. The necessary formalism for treating external field spectra was introduced and developed by Yurkeﬂ], and
by Collett and Gardiner|32).

As we shall see, there is a direct relationship between the output field spectra of a nondegenerate OPO, and
observable criteria for EPR correlations and entanglement.

A. Internal moments

The squeezing in terms of the intra-cavity quadrature covariances corresponds to an instantaneous measurement of
the field moments

~

Sh=(X0(t) X0 (1)), (3.1)



where we define
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to denote internal quadrature operators. Similarly, complex quadratures[@] are defined as:
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with a normally-ordered intra-cavity variance of:
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If such measurements were possible, they would include contributions from all frequencies. However, it is more
typical that one has access to spectrally resolved quadrature measurements of the output fields, and these are generally
more useful as measures of entanglement and squeezing.

B. External spectra

The external field measurements are obtained from the input-output relations :
Fout ou mn
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where <I>m( ) and <I>°“t( ) are the input and output photon fields respectively, evaluated at the output-coupling mirror,
and a;( tg is the intra-cavity photon field. The most efficient transport of squeezing is obtained if we assume that all
the signal losses occur through the output coupler, so that v; = v¢“*. We will assume this to be the case for simplicity,

though the necessary correctlonsﬂﬂ] for imperfect interferometers simply involve the ratio *y"“t /-
The measured output spectral covariance Vg of a general quadrature
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where the fluctuations A)A(f out are defined as A)/i:f out — )/ff out _ ()/(:f out) '@ is a phase angle related to a phase
sensitive local oscillator measurement, and the frequency argument denotes a Fourier transform:
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We also introduce complex quadratures and their Fourier transforms, which are useful for computational purposes:
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The spectral quadrature operators X °ut(w) are not formally hermitian, except at w = 0.



C. Observable quadratures

In practice, one is mostly interested in external spectral measurements taken over a long but finite interval, after a
steady-state is achieved. For output measurements averaged over a long time 7T, it is the low frequency part of the
spectrum that is the relevant quantity, as it usually determines the maximum squeezing or entanglement possible. For
simplicity, we will focus on the w = 0 case, where we can define observable frequency-domain quadrature operators

as:
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Since §(w) ~ T'/27 when mapping a Fourier transform to a Fourier series, the complex quadrature spectrum for a
finite time interval is normalized as:

V() = <2;f (X0 (0) %" Out(0)>> . (3.11)

In particular, the most important spectra are the unsqueezed and squeezed spectra defined by:
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In other words, the complex quadrature spectra simply correspond to simultaneous sum and difference measurements
on the two observed output quadratures for the signal and idler, with the precise quadratures observed adjustable via
the local oscillator phase angle 6.

The properties of external quadratures for w # 0 are experimentally important since technical noise normall
prohibits direct quadrature measurements at w = 0. Nevertheless, even at w # 0 the quadratures are decomposablem],
into pairs of mutually commuting hermitian operators with similar properties to the intra-cavity quadrature operators,
by using discrete sine and cosine transforms. These results therefore hold at non-zero frequencies.

The correlations are closely related to those proposed by EPR. We will give more details in the next section,
explaining the relationship of this type of measurement with the EPR paradox and entanglement.

D. Stochastic mappings of operator moments

We now wish to relate these observed operator correlations with the stochastic correlations that are used to calculate
them via the c-number equivalences.

1. P-representation

In the P-representation normally-ordered operator averages directly relate to stochastic moments with respect to
the positive P-function:

(ROW Y (1)) = (X0 () X! (1)p (3.13)
where the internal stochastic variables corresponding to the quadratures are denoted:

X§ = (aje ™ +afe) . (3.14)

Also, the positive P- spectral correlations correspond to the normally ordered, time-ordered operator correlations
of the measured fields. This leads to the following well-known result for the general squeezing spectrum, as measured
in an external homodyne detection scheme:
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This calculation only involves the internal stochastic quadrature spectral variables, defined as:
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Note that vacuum (input) field terms do not contribute directly to this spectrum, as they have a vanishing normally-
ordered spectrum, and are not correlated with the coherent amplitudes in the positive P- representation.

2. Wigner representation

In the Wigner representation, on the other hand, the moments and correlations with respect to the Wigner function
are directly related to averages of symmetrically ordered operators. It becomes necessary to rewrite the normally-
ordered internal field averages in terms of symmetrically ordered averages using equal-time commutators. As a result
the two spectral orderings are related by:

<; X0 (1) XY (1) ;> = (X0 () XY (1)), — 65 - (3.17)

Similarly, for the normally-ordered squeezing spectrum, as measured in an external homodyne detection scheme,
one has:
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Here we define Fourier transforms of fluctuations as previously, except with respect to stochastic output fields:
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It is essential to include the vacuum field contributions from reflected input fields, as these are correlated with the
internal Wigner amplitudes, and hence contribute significantly to the spectrum. In fact, these input fields can be
shown to correspond directly to the noise terms in the Wigner representation stochastic equations, leading to the
identification:

dW; -
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where ®%"(t) is a c-number amplitude corresponding (in the Wigner representation) to the quantum vacuum input
field, and (@7 (t)®5 (¢ ))yw = 6(t —1')/2 .

The fundamental property of the Wigner function is that the ensemble average of any polynomial of the random
variable a and o* weighted by the Wigner density exactly corresponds to the Hilbert-space expectation of the cor-
responding symmetrized product of the annihilation and creation operators. Therefore, the truncated theory with a
positive Wigner function can be viewed as equivalent to a hidden variable theory, since one can obtain quadrature
fluctuation predictions by following an essentially classical prescription; in which even the noise terms have a classical
interpretation as corresponding a form of zero-point fluctuations. This description cannot be equivalent to quantum
mechanics in general, but may provide results which, under some circumstances, turn out to be quite similar to the
quantum mechanical results.

IV. EPR-CORRELATIONS AND ENTANGLEMENT

A quantitative, experimentally testable criterion for the EPR paradox was proposed in 1989 M] It is important
to understand the physical interpretation of this paradox. EPR originally assumed local realism, and claimed that
an observation of perfectly correlated positions and momenta would imply the incompleteness of quantum mechanics.
A modern interpretation is that one can merely deduce the inconsistency of local realism with quantum mechanical
completeness, since local realism in Einstein’s original sense is no longer widely accepted. This is a weaker paradox
than the Bell inequality - which rules out all local realistic interpretations. However, the Bell inequality has not
yet been violated, due to causality and/or measurement inefficiency issues (though weaker inequalities have been
violated). The EPR paradox with quadrature variables has the advantage that the required degree of measurement
efficiency is readily achievable with photo-detectors, since it does not require single-photon counting.



A. 1989 EPR criterion: Violation of an Inferred Heisenberg Uncertainty Principle

Consider two spatially separated subsystems at A and B. Observables X; ("position") and Y: ("momentum")

are defined for subsystem A, where the two operators have a commutator of [Xl, Yi| = 2, so that by Heisenberg’s

uncertainty principle, A2X,A?Y; > 1. Suppose that the two subsystems are partially correlated, as may occur in
a real experiment, as opposed to the ideal correlations in the EPR gedanken-experiment. One may still predict the
result of measurement X1, based on the result of a causally separated measurement X, performed at B. However,
the prediction is imperfect, and has an associated inference error. Also, for a different choice of measurement Ys at
B, suppose that one may predict the result of measurement Y; at A.

We define

A2 X, = /P(XQ)A(X1|X2)dX2

B3pY = [ PO2ATIYIY, (4.1)

Here X5 labels all outcomes of the measurement Xz at B, and A(X;]|X3) is the standard deviation of the conditional
distribution P(X1]|X3), where X; is the conditional result of the measurement Xl at A, given the measurement Xg
at B. The probability P(X3) is the probability for a result X upon measurement of X,.

Next, we define an inference variance Afnff(l as the average variance of the conditional (inference) variances
A(X,|X5) for the prediction (inference) of the result X; for X; at A, conditional on a measurement X, at B. We
define A(Y71]Y2) similarly to represent the weighted variance associated with the prediction (inference) of the result

Y7 at A, based on the result of the measurement at B.
The 1989 inferred H.U.P. criterion [11] to demonstrate EPR correlations in the spirit of the EPR paradox is

AmelAmel < 1. (4.2)

This EPR-style criterion ([E2) was not given in the EPR paper, but has the useful property that it represents a
quantitative inequality that can be experimentally satisfied, without having to construct an experimentally impossible
state with perfect correlations, as in the original proposal. As an added advantage, the application of this inequality
to electromagnetic quadrature variables allows the use of efficient photo-detection techniques, which makes this a
completely practical measure.

By contrast, the violation of a Bell inequality - while having stronger consequences - is more difficult to achieve,
owing to poor efficiencies encountered in single-particle detectors and polarizers. For either type of experiment, a
crucial element is the causal separation of detectors. Without this, arguments using causality provide no constraints
or inequalities at all.

1. Linear estimate criterion

It is not always convenient to measure each conditional distribution P(X1|X5) and P(Y1|Y2) and its associated mean
and variance. A simpler procedure|11] is to propose that upon a result X5 for the measurement at B the predicted
value for the result X; at A is given linearly by the estimate X¢s; = ¢Xo + d. The RMS error in this estimate after
optimizing for d is

AF X1 = (85) — (60)%. (4.3)

where dy = X; — ¢X5. The best choice for ¢ minimizes Afnﬁ ;X and can be adjusted by experiment, or calculated as
discussed in [I1] to be ¢ = (X1, X5))/A2X, , where we define (X1, X5) = (X1 X5) — (X1 )(X5).
Generally the linear estimate will correspond not be the best estimate for the outcome at A, based on the result at
B. Therefore generally we have Ay, X > A, fX and Aj,f, LY > A, ¥ Y[ll] The observatlon of
Aing L X1 NinpLY1 < 1 (4.4)

will then also imply EPR correlations in the spirit of the EPR paradox.
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B. An entanglement criterion based on the observation of two-mode squeezing

Entanglement may be deduced through a whole set of criteria, of which the EPR criterion 32 is onem. It is
possible to deduce entanglement through other criteria[lﬂ] without the need to prove the strong EPR correlations.
This has significance within quantum mechanics, but not necessarily the broader implications of the EPR criterion.

Such entanglement criteria, derived by Duan et.al. and Simonﬂ], are based on the proof of quantum inseparability,
where the failure of a separable density matrix

p=>_ Prppph (4.5)
R

(>-gr Pr = 1) is proved. Particularly useful for our purposes is a criterion considered by Duan et al, sufficient to
demonstrate entanglement (inseparability). We define

X = X - X,

Y = Yi+Y;. (4.6)
Entanglement is guaranteed provided that the sum of the variances is bounded by:

A%X + A%Y < 4. (4.7)

This observation of this entanglement criterion [7) may be identified as a “two-mode squeezing” criterion for
entanglement, since the individual criterion

AZ6X = ({&1 - (K1) — (%2 — (K2))}?) < 2 (48)
is the criterion for the observation of a type of “two-mode squeezing”. In this way we see that fields that are two-mode

squeezed with respect to both X7 — X5 and Y7 + Y2, each satisfying (), are necessarily entangled.

C. EPR correlations and entanglement of the parametric system

The EPR correlations are predicted possible for the outputs of the parametric oscillator. For intracavity entangle-
ment, we define the quadrature phase amplitudes

X, = (a1 +ah)

Vi = (& —al)/i

Xy = (a2 +a)

Yy = (az—ab)/i. (4.9)

and identify correlated observables for the oscillator, so that X; is correlated with X, and Y is correlated with —Y5.
The Heisenberg uncertainty relation for the orthogonal amplitudes of mode a; is A?X;A?Y; > 1.

As explained in the previous section, for practical reasons it is preferable to use the corresponding observable external
quadratures defined at or near zero frequency, which are X?,Y,°. However, the detailed arguments only depend on
having the commutators defined above, together with the requirement of causality - that is, the observations must
take place with space-like separations between the two detectors over the whole observation period T'.

We calculate several types of EPR or entanglement measures. Firstly we evaluate the the 1989 inferred H. U. P.
EPR criterion [2) but using the linear estimate form, which will allow demonstration of both entanglement and EPR
correlations defined in the spirit of the original EPR paradox. In terms of quadrature phase amplitude measurements
this strong EPR criterion is satisfied when

A2, XONZ, YO = AX(XY - e, XA (VY — ¢,Y5) < 1 (4.10)

Now ¢, = (X{,X9)/A2XY and ¢, = (Y?,Yy)/A%Yy will minimize[11] the inference variances. Substituting for ¢,
and ¢y, we explicitly calculate

A2 X0 = A?X? — (X0, X9)?/A%XY (4.11)

inf,
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and
A2, YO = APYP - (Y9, YE)2 /AR . (412)
For our particular system moments such as have (a1) = {(a2) = ... are zero and we have symmetry between a;and as
modes, so that
1
AXY =3 (V + V’T/2) >1 (4.13)
and
1
(X7, X8) = 3 (VO - V”/2> . (4.14)

The linear inference EPR criterion [#4) is then equivalent to:

) 2‘/0‘/77/2

= W <1. (415)

This criterion is not equivalent to (EE2) which is based on the conditionals, since the linear estimate may not be the
best, in which case it is possible that [3) is satisfied while (ZI0) is not, and we do not pick up EPR and entanglement
where it exists. Nevertheless the criterion ([IH) is sufficient to prove EPR correlations and entanglement.

Secondly, we calculate the Duan and Simon et. al. two-mode squeezing criteria (7)) for entanglement. Written in
terms of quadrature phase amplitude measurements this becomes

1
VT2 = I (A%(X7 — X9)+ A%(YP + YY) < L. (4.16)

This criterion was explicitly shown to be both sufficient and necessary for entanglement for the case of Gaussian states
(for appropriately chosen quadratures), meaning that in this case it would pick up any entanglement present. Our
system is not Gaussian, and while these criteria are still sufficient to imply entanglement, they may not be necessary.

It is always the case that for ideal squeezing, both the linear EPR and the squeezed entanglement criteria are
satisfled. Where one has additional loss, however, it is possible for the squeezed-entanglement criterion ([EIH) to
be satisfied but not the EPR criterion I0). Such situations have been studied by Bowen et al[Z]. Our situation
could be different again, due to the fact that the underlying quantum states undergo nonlinear fluctuations and are
inherently non-Gaussian.

V. BELOW-THRESHOLD INTRA-CAVITY MOMENTS

In this section we use perturbation methods to study the nondegenerate parametric oscillator beyond the linearized
regime both in the fully quantum mechanical approach using positive-P representation, and in the semi-classical
approach based on the Wigner function. In the positive P case the basic quantities investigated are correlations
involving the internal quadrature operators, mapped into stochastic variables according to

1
Xo=(ao+af)  ¥o=1(ao—af)
X = (o +ad) = (01— af)
X+ = (a2 +af) YH = (ar —af) (5.1)

In the truncated Wigner (semi-classical) case, we have a similar set with a; replaced by ;. To avoid excessive
notation we use the same symbols for the quadrature variables in the two cases, noting that in the semi-classical case,
Xt=X*and Yt =Y~

For developing a systematic perturbation procedure, it proves convenient to define

X
Y=/ , Hw=E&/E, g= 5.2
o/ / o (5.2)
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and to introduce the following scaled quadrature variables

ro = gv/27Xo
Yo = gv2%wYo

r = gX

y = gY

rt = gXt (5.3)
er — gYJr.

In terms of these new variables, and a scaled time 7 = ~t, the equations for the quadratures become
e Positive-P equations

dry = —vy [3:0 —2u+ (m:+ - yyﬂ} dr
dyo = = [yo+ (zy" +ya™)] dr

1
de = |—z+ 3 (xxo + yyo)} dr + % [\/xo + iyodwy + /o — iyodwﬂ

I 1 . - -
dy = |—-y+ B (zyo — ya:o)] dr — z% {\/:1:0 + 1yodwy — \/xo — zyodwﬂ

1
det = |—2T + 5 (:EJF;E() + y+y0):| dr + % {\/ xg + tyodws + /g — zyodwﬂ

1
dy+ — _y+ + 5 ({Eero — y+;[;0):| dr — Z% |:\/fL'0 + 1yodws — /T — z'yodwﬂ (54)

where: (dwdws) = (dw] dwy) = dr .

e Semi-classical equations

dzo = —v [v0 — 2p+ (z2™ —yy™)] dr + V29, [dwo + dwg]
dyo = —v [yo + (zy™ +ya™)] dr — iV2gy, [dwo — dwg]
[ 1
de = |-z + 3 (xxo + yyo)] dr + g [dwy + dws)]
r 1 . "
dy = |—y+ 3 (xyo — yxo)} dr —ig [dwy — dw}]
det = |-zt + % (x+x0 + y+yo)} dr + g [dws + dwy]
r 1
dyt = |-yt + 3 (7o — y+:z:0)] dr —ig [dws — dwy] . (5.5)

where: <dwidw;> = 0;;dr .
In order to solve these coupled equations systematically, we introduce a formal perturbation expansion in powers
of g

TR = Zg"aj;n)
n=0

we = gy (5.6)
n=0

This expansion has the property that the zero-th order term corresponds to the large classical field of order 1/g in
the unscaled quadratures, while the first order term involves the quantum fluctuation of order 1, and the higher order
terms correspond to nonlinear corrections to the quantum fluctuations of order g and higher.
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A. Matched power equations in Positive-P representation

Substituting (B8) in () and equating like powers of g on both sides we obtain a hierarchy of stochastic equations.
The set of equations thus obtained, if desired, can be diagrammatically analyzed using the ’stochastic diagram’
method[34]. The zero-th order equations are

&l = _%[ O 9,4 (x(o)x+(0) _y<o>y+<o>)] dr

ays” = =[5 + (a0 O 4y Ot @) | ar

dr©® — -_x(O) 2( OMONEOMN ())] dr
: 1

ay® = [-y@+ 1 (204 - 4 )]dT

det O _ __I+(o)+%(I+(0)$éo)+y+(o) )} ir
r 1

dy+(0) = —y+(0) + 3 (:E+(O)yé0) — y+(0)x(()0))} dr (5.7)

These equations correspond to the classical nonlinear equations for the intra-cavity quadratures expressed in terms
of dimensionless scaled fields. Below threshold, the steady-state solution of these equations is well known and is given
by:

20 = 2 (5.8)

0
y(()) = 20 =40 =9

The first order equations are

da:(()l) = —’Yrﬂfél)dT

dys) = —yyildr

dz®M = — (1 — p)2Wdr 4+ \/2pdwy,

dy) = — (14 p)yMdr — iy/2udw,

det® = — (1= p) 2t Odr + \/2pdw.s

Ayt = — (14 p)yTVdr — i/ 2pdw,; . (5.9)

We have introduced new Wiener increments as dwg1(y1)(7) = (dwi(7) + dwy (7))/V2 and dway) (1) = (dwa(T) +
dwi (1))/v/2, with the following correlations

(dwgprdwys) = dr
(dwyrdwys) = dr . (5.10)

and all other correlations vanishing.

The equations (BE3) are the ones that are normally used to predict squeezing. They are linear stochastic equations
with non classical Gaussian white noise and, if higher-order corrections are ignored, yield an ideal squeezed state for
the sub-harmonic quadratures together with an ideal coherent state for the pump. Further, from the structure of
these equations, it is evident that the steady state solution for the pump field quadratures, in this order, vanish. We
can, therefore, without loss of generality, set all odd orders of x("), y(()") for the pump, and all even orders of x(")
yf") ; ¢ = 1,2 for the signal and idler fields respectively equal to zero. With this in mind, the second order equations
turn out to be

)

da:gz)

-y [Igf) 1MW+ y<1>y+<1>} dr

dyl? = —, [y((f) + Wyt +y(1)w+(1)} dr . (5.11)
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Since, in the present work, our primary interest is to calculate the first nonlinear corrections to ideal squeezed-state
behavior, to be consistent, we need to include contributions from the third order equations as well. These equations
are as given below

dz® = :— (1—p)z® % ( y(l } 2\}% [x((f)dwzl + iy((JQ)dwyl}
R[S

det® :_ (1— p)2+® 4 % ($+(1)$82) +y+(1)y(()2))] ir + 2\/_ [a:((f)dwﬂ —|—iy(()2)dwy2}

dyt® = _—(14—u)y+“)+-%(w+<”y§)—-wg@ﬁ(”)]d7+-5;;= [ P dwgs — iwghh%a]~ (5.12)

This set of equations has non-trivial noise terms as they depend on the solutions of the stochastic equations at the
second order.

B. Operator moments in the positive P-representation

The set of stochastic equations equations together with the It6 rules for variable changes|27] permit computation
of the operator moments in a straightforward manner. Apart from their intrinsic interest, they are useful in checking
the correctness of somewhat more involved spectral calculations given later. The results obtained are summarized
below:

2
2) —2p
€T = —
<0> 1_u2
W+ — [ _F
(y Dyt <1+u>
(20— (JL)
I—p
1), +3)y _ p
¥y

41+ p) (1 —p?)
e 2= ptp?) +4(10 4 p)
Yr + 2 (T4 p) (v +2(1+ )

2
(1), +(1), @y _ P T 1
R e Cas) (513)

X

The first quantity above pertains to the depletion of the pump that supplies energy for the subharmonic mode. The
next two quantities are the squeezed and enhanced quadratures as given by the linearized theory, while the fourth
one is the first correction to the linearized theory. The last one is the steady state triple quadrature correlation.
This quantity has been investigated earlier for its relevance in distinguishing quantum mechanics from a local hidden
variable theory[34].

The results above yield the following expression for the steady state intra-cavity squeezed quadrature fluctuations:

() =1+ (n)
1 9*p

N e 2=ptp?) +40+p)
T+p 21 +p) (1 —p?)

Yr 42 (I +p) (v +2(1+ )

(5.14)

Note that the intracavity squeezing quadrature near threshold is not perfectly squeezed, having a limiting squeez-
ing/entanglement of 0.5, as shown in Fig ().

As might be expected, the nonlinear correction is divergent at the threshold, and needs to be handled either by
numerical integration or a critical-point expansion. Questions relating to optimal output entanglement and squeezing
will be treated in the next section, using frequency domain methods.
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FIG. 1: Graph of total squeezing/entanglement moment (Y?) vs driving field p, using parameters of g2 = 0.001, and ~,. = 0.5.
This demonstrates the existence of intra-cavity squeezing and entanglement for p < 1.

C. Matched power equations in semi-classical theory

Using the same technique of matching the powers of g, we obtain the following set of equations in the semi-classical
theory. The zero-th order equation are:

& = %{ O 94 (I«nx (0) _ (0 >y+<o>)} dr

) = v, {yg)) i ($<0>y+<0>+y<o>z+<0>)} dr

dz® = _—I(O) + 3 ( Oy (O) + y(o)y( ))] dr
r 1

ay® = [-y@+ 1 (204 - y©a )] i

det© — __$+(o)+%(x+(o) O 4+ (()0))} dr
: 1

dyt© = | —ytO 4 3 (:EJF(O)y((JO) — y+(0)x(()0)>} dr . (5.15)

As in the positive-P case, the steady-state solution of these equations is given by:

:E((JO) = 2u (5.16)
O = 20—y _g

The first order equations are

da:(()l) = —’}/Tftél)dT—F 27rdwgyo
dy(()l) = —'yry(()l)dT + 2vrdwyo
dz = — (1= p) 2Wdr + V2dwg,
dyV = — (14 p)yWdr + V2dw,,
det® = — (1= p) 2t Odr + V2dw,s
dy™ = — (14 ) yTVdr + V2dw,s (5.17)

where

(dwgodwgo) = (dwyodwyo) = (dwz1dwze) = (dwyrdwys) = dr (5.18)
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with all other correlations vanishing.

The equations above give the linearized theory. The first nonlinear corrections come from the next two sets of
equations given below.

The second order equations are:

Ao = —, [Igm 4t ) y<1>y+<1>] dr
dyl? = [y((f) + Wyt +y(1)w+(1)} dr
dz® = _ (1—p)z® + % (I(I)Igl) + y(l)yél))} dr
dy® = |=(1+p)y® + % (:v(l)yél) xf! )y(”)} dr
dzt® = |- (1 - p)at® 4+ % (y+(1)yé1) + x+(1)x(()1))- dr
dyt® = = (1+p)yt® + % ($+(1)y81) - xél)f(l)): dr . (5.19)
The third order equations are:
Azl = —, [3553) FaWgpt® @t _ (042 _ @) +0)] gy
AP = —, [y(g?») oWy +@ g @) (10 4+2) y<2>$+<1>: dr
de® — |- (1- %( 2 4 @5 1)) +y(2)3-/(()1))] dr
a® = =4y %( ) 4 2@y _ @) _y<2)x(<)1))} i
gt ® - [ (1—p)at® 4 % (x+(1) (@) | @00 |+ @), 0 ))} dr
dyt® = _ (14 ) yt® + % ($+<1> @) 4 g+ @)+ () y+(2)x(()1))] dr . (5.20)

D. Operator moments in semi-classical theory

In this case, the analogues of the results in ([I3) are found to be:

<$((32)> = 1—2N22
(zWgtMy = <1 u)
Oy D) = <1J1rﬂ)
1 Vr 1 Vr
(y@y™ @) = 2(1 u)(1+ﬂ) (%+2) HETIENE (%+2(1+u))
M) = 41— )(1 +p)? (%7;2) a0 —uil T 4(1iu)3 [%« +;(T1 +H)}
(2 Wyt Wy 4 <x<2>y+<“yé”>+<w“’y“2)y3”>:ﬁ <ﬂz) ' o2

The main difference in these calculation, compared with the positive-P results, appears in the nonlinear correction
for the subharmonic squeezed quadrature. Up to second order in g we have

. 1
(V7)) = 7 [92<y(1)y(1)> + g*(y@y@) +2g4<y(1)y(3)>}
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FIG. 2: Graph of second order nonlinear correction to the squeezing/entanglement moment (Y)ny, vs driving field y, using
parameters of g2 = 0.001, and 7, = 0.1,1,10. Upper lines have larger ~, values. Solid lines are the positive-P result, which
vanish at small driving field. Dotted lines are the (less accurate) semi-classical result, which do not vanish at small driving
field.

_ ot g v (43— 2p%) + 4p(1 + p) (5.22)
Ltp 20+ p)(1 = p2) [y +2 (L+ )y +2(1 + )] ' '
The similarities and disagreement between this result and the positive-P expression for the same quantity deserve
further comments given in the concluding section. In particular, we note that, while the linear terms agree, the
nonlinear term are not in agreement below threshold. However, just below threshold both theories give essentially
identical nonlinear corrections. There is good agreement also in the limit ~, — 0.
These comparisons are shown in Fig (@).

VI. SPECTRAL CORRELATIONS

Next, we proceed to analyze spectral correlations which are of direct relevance to comparison with experiments. In
particular, we compute the nonlinear corrections to the squeezing spectrum.

A. Positive-P representation

To perform calculations in the frequency domain, it proves convenient to deal directly with the Fourier transforms

- dr
z(Q) = Ee

of the hierarchy of the stochastic equations obtained earlier. The equations thus obtained contain noise terms

dr

iQT:E (7_)

oy () = Eemqu,y (1)
with the following correlations:
<§a (Q)> =0,
(Ca1 () &2 () = dapd (Q+ ) . (6.1)

In this context, for notational compactness it is useful to introduce the standard notation for convolution of two
functions:

dQy
—A
V2T

With this in mind, the stochastic equations obtained earlier may be rewritten in the frequency domain as follows:

[Ax B)(Q) = (Q)B(Q — ).



e Hirst order:

(—iQ2+1—p)
~(1) Q) = V21 & (2)

(=i + 14 p)
j-',-(l) (Q) _ \/m 512 (Q)

(i +1—p)

@ -

e Second order:
% [5;(1) *x 2T — g o g+(1)] Q)

~(2) Q) =

o (%) e

i@ () = Vg0 +E 0 g ()
Yo - it )

e Third order:

e 2(—i+1—p)
-3 () — 57 % (@0 + &1 /v/20) — 367+ (5O + igyl/\/ﬂ)} Q)
e 2(—i+1+p)
1 3) :E((J2) * (:E+(1) + &/ V) + 562) « (g+(1) + i&,z/@)} @)
e 2(—iQ+1-p)
1 3) _ﬂ(()?) * (57O + &/ vER) — 58 % (7O + Z.gy?/m)} @
7 2(—iQ+ 1+ p)

B. Squeezing correlation spectrum

We now calculate the spectrum of the squeezed field, which is given by (7 (1) g7 (22)).

(G F(©Q2)) = ¢* (70 @) 7" (%)) +

9" [(50 (@) 77 () + (59 () 5D (@2))] + -+

The lowest order contribution is the usual result of the linearized theory and given is given by:

(1 (1 7_2H5(Ql+92)
(10 (@) 7+ (@) = e

In terms of the squeezing variance, this means that:

4p

vy =1 — "

& 02+ (1+p)?

For comparison, note that the complementary (unsqueezed) spectrum to this order is:
26 (4 + Qo)

(@ @70 (@) = [+ (1-p)?

18

(6.4)

(6.7)
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Taking the next order corrections into account we find that the spectrum of the squeezed quadrature is given by
(T () F+ (D)) = g°6( + Q2)S() (6.9)

where S(Q) is given by:

B —2u 29° 1%,
R (T R L
(Q%+1-—p?) A—p+y)(+p) -2
pyr(L—p?) (L= p) Q%+ (1= p+ )2

(Ot pt )4 p) -2 } (6.10)
(T+ w2+ (1 +p+7)7 '
The correctness of the above expression can be checked by verifying the following equality:
dQ dQy
(€] 1 2 e u+Q2)T [=(1) 7t(3)
(s (1) y* = (79 (@) 7 (2)) - (6.11)
The corresponding external squeezing spectrum is then:
4 4 2,2 ”
Vﬂ/Q(Q) = 1- > M g Ky
P p? PO+
[(Q2+1—u2) (1 —p+y) (1 +p) - Q2
pye(L=p?) (1= p)[ % + (1 —p+ )%
1 ) (1 — 02
(4 pt+)d+p) (6.12)

(1 + )2+ (1 +p+7r)?

This equation gives the complete squeezing spectrum, including all nonlinear correction to order g2 or 1/N. The
linear part gives perfect squeezing for 4 = 1, and 2 = 0, as expected from the linear theory. The nonlinear terms give
corrections to perfect squeezing below threshold. At zero frequency, we find that:

1
VTR0) = 1— —H 4

(14 p)?
491 202y (2 + )
T AT (ST

(6.13)

The resulting behavior for the optimum entanglement, which is found at zero-frequency (ignoring complications
from technical noise), is shown in Fig [B). We see that, as expected, the entanglement is not optimized at the critical
point, since the nonlinear critical fluctuations spoil this before an ideal entangled two-mode squeezed state with
V7/2 = 0 is achieved. Better entanglement is obtained when 7, is reduced, as this minimizes the ‘information leakage’
in the losses of the pump mode. In this limit, the only losses are through the signal and idler output ports, which are
needed in order to have extra-cavity measurements.

This expression does not describe the spectrum very close to the critical point, as it diverges at the threshold. This
region requires a different kind of scaling and is discussed later.

The complementary or unsqueezed spectrum, for measurements of the maximum quadrature fluctuations, is given
by:

0 4p 49° 1>,

VO = M e T (P
@+1-p*)  (A—pt+y)(l—p) -
e O B (] e (e
(L4 p+30)(0 =)~ 0

AR A+t )] (6.14)

The resulting behavior for the zero-frequency critical fluctuations is shown in Fig (@l). Near the critical point, higher
order terms are likely to become significant. The effects of these are treated in the next section.
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FIG. 3: Optimum squeezing with g? = 0.001, v, = 107%,1072,107%,1,10 . Upper lines have larger values of +,. Here, V™/2 < 1
indicates squeezing and entanglement occurring at zero frequency.

10°

FIG. 4: Complementary (unsqueezed) spectrum with g®> = 0.001, v = 107%,1072,107",1,10 . Lower lines have larger values
of .

We note here that in the linearized analysis, the product of these spectra corresponds to the Heisenberg uncertainty
principal:

/2 _ 4:“’ 4:“’
v e = 1= gt [

=1

Near threshold where nonlinear effects are dominant, this relationship no longer holds. The zero-frequency nonlinear
uncertainty product is shown in Fig ([@). Just below the critical point, the nonlinear corrections apparently predict an
uncertainty product less than unity, which is clearly the point at which the second-order perturbation method breaks
down. An unexpected feature of these results is that for v, < 1, the uncertainty product remains close to unity for all
driving fields, indicating that there is a near minimum uncertainty state for low-frequency spectral measurements in
the output fields. This does not mean that there is a minimum uncertainty state for the internal quadrature moments,
since these are effectively integrated over all frequencies, and involve different quantum fields.

We also investigate the behavior of the inferred Heisenberg uncertainty product, which demonstrates that there
is an EPR paradox. In the original proposal, this uncertainty product would be zero, as the original EPR paradox
involved perfect correlations. Instead, the minimum value of this product is determined by the nonlinear critical
fluctuations. Due to symmetry, we only need plot the behavior of AfnﬂLXo in Fig (@).
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FIG. 5: Heisenberg uncertainty product with g% = 0.001, v = 1073,1072,107,1, 10 . Upper lines have larger values of ~,.
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FIG. 6: Inferred quadrature uncertainty with g2 = 0.001, 7. = 1073,1072,107!,1,10 . Upper lines have larger values of .
When Afnf’LXo < 1, one may infer an EPR paradox.

This shows qualitatively similar behavior to the entanglement measure based on squeezing, and in fact for strong
entanglement the inferred uncertainty and squeezing measures are simply related by

A,LGfﬁLXo = 2V7T/2 .

We see that near threshold, the EPR measure and squeezing entanglement measure both show the existence of a
strongly entangled output beam, as one might expect - but the perturbation theory breaks down past the point where
optimum entanglement is achieved, just below threshold.

C. Triple Spectral Correlations

Triple spectral correlations give quantum effects which distinguish very strongly|35] between the full quantum theory
and the semi-classical approximation.

Here, we calculate the internal quadrature triple spectral correlation (Z (1) 57 (Q2) 7o (23)). To the lowest non-
vanishing order this is given by

(@) 7" (22) 50 (@) = g" (20 (@) 7" (22) 57 (25)) - (6.15)
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)

Substituting for gjéz , we have

(D (Q) 57D (Qy) [V % gt O + 77D & gW(Q
<5;(1) (Ql)ﬂHl) () Z](()z) (QB)> _ < (1) 7 (Q2) [ 4 7o 3)> ' (6.16)
(_193 + ’YT)

and using the Gaussian nature of the stochastic variables involved to factorize the fourth order correlations we
obtain:

4p27y, /N2 8 (1 + Qo + Q3)

(30 (@) 70 (22) 7 () ) = — 2 2t - (6.17)
(=i + ) [QF + (1= ] [98 + (14 )?]
To check this result, we evaluate the steady state moment <:1:(1) (1) y+® (1) y$? (7')>SS using
(1) () D) () 2 _ [ / dQ [ dQ 0, 10, 400)r
<w (M) y™ () yg (T)>ss / V2 NN X (6.18)
< (30 () 70 (@) 57 (%)) - (6.19)

and find that we obtain the same result as given earlier by direct calculations.
This result will be compared later with the corresponding result obtained in the semi-classical theory .

D. Comparisons with simulations

In order to verify the accuracy of these analytic calculations, we performed extensive numerical simulations of
the full nonlinear stochastic simulations, using a differencing technique as in earlier studies. We only calculate the
nonlinear squeezing variance, defined as:

V(Q)=VT2Q) - vIT2Q) (6.20)

This allows us to focus on the nonlinear corrections, which are relatively small except very near the critical threshold
at ¢ = 1. The numerical method has the advantage that, unlike perturbation theory, it is valid at all driving fields -
even at the critical point.

The integration parameters used were step size dr = 0.001, with a time-window of 7,4, = 10000. The number of
stochastic trajectories used for averaging were 2000, resulting in typical relative sampling errors of around +2%, as
can be seen from the background sampling noise in some of the resulting spectra.

Typical results are shown in Figs (@) below, for driving fields of u = 0.5,0.9. Note that these graphs only include
the nonlinear corrections. Excellent agreement is found with the analytically predicted results for these values of
driving field.

Figure (@) shows results slightly closer to threshold, at p = 0.93, which is the optimum driving field for the
parameters chosen.

At this point, a maximum error of around 10~% is found, due to higher order nonlinear corrections. This indicates
that the analytic perturbation theory is able to correctly predict nonlinear effects up to the optimum squeezing point,
but starts to diverge beyond this point. The numerical results, however, are stable throughout the critical region. To
obtain analytic predictions in the critical region, we turn to a different asymptotic expansion in a later section.

VII. SEMI-CLASSICAL SPECTRAL THEORY

In this section we calculate approximate nonlinear results using a semi-classical approach. These are less reliable,
especially well below threshold, but have an intuitive ‘classical’ interpretation in terms of the incoming vacuum
fluctuations.

A. Wigner Representation

In the semi-classical theory, the hierarchy of the stochastic equations given earlier can be written, in the frequency
domain, as follows:
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B. Squeezing Correlation spectrum

The spectrum of the squeezed quadrature, for instance, is given by
GO)TT () = FEM Q)TN () + ¢* {@(2) (217" (22))

+ GO@)FO @)+ GO Q)T (@) |+
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The lowest order contribution turns out to be

. ~ 26( + 22)
W)V (Qy)) = 20 7.5
FOONF V) = qr g (75)
Similarly, for the amplified quadrature, to the lowest order, we have
. - 26(01 + Q)
MWD () = 7.6
EO@)FOO) = gr (7.6)
For the pump quadratures, there is no squeezing, to the lowest order:
- - . N 4926( + Q
@0 ()38 () = () ) () = DG e (7.7)
1 /YT
The next contribution to the squeezed quadrature are
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This, in turn, gives the following expression for the external squeezing spectrum, obtained by including both internal
fields and the correlated reflected vacuum noise :

/2 Ap 29%, 2u(1 + Q2 — pi?)
e = 1_92+(1+u)2 [Q2+(1+u)2]2{ V(1= p?)
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+[(1+u)(1+u+%)+2u2]QQ+(1+u+”yr)(1+3u+u2—u3)
(1+p) [Q2 + (1 + p+ )2

(7.11)

It is interesting to note that this spectrum is quite different from that given by positive P-representation when
© — 0. However near the threshold, that is in the limit 4 — 1, the two results show close agreement. This means
that even when the pump is off, the semi-classical theory gives a distorted vacuum spectrum due to the presence of
the nonlinear crystal. This happens because in this theory the vacuum fluctuations are taken as real, and then two
vacuum modes can interact inside the crystal as real fields. In the limit of v, — 0, the two spectra again become
compatible, as the semi-classical theory decouples the fundamental mode from its vacuum input in this limit. In the
case of threshold fluctuations, we can interpret the agreement as due to the fact that in this region large numbers of
photon numbers involved - which means that the truncation approximation used in the semi-classical approximation
is fairly reliable.
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C. Triple spectral correlation

For the triple spectral correlation function

(E(Q)5 (Q2)50()) = * @D Q)5 D ()5 (26)) + g* { @7 (@257 (%))

+HED ()7 (©2)3 () + ED ()5 P (22)5 (@) } (7.12)

the term proportional to g% vanishes, and the result, to the lowest non-trivial order is found to be
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As before, the essential difference between quantum and semi-classical theories is that the former gives a zero
spectrum in the absence of a driving field while the latter, due to the real character of the vacuum field, gives a non
zero correlation.

VIII. CRITICAL PERTURBATION THEORY

As we have seen, the perturbative corrections diverge at the critical point (1 = 1) and a new approach is called for
to investigate the neighborhood of the threshold. To this end we define new scaled quadratures variables, and use a
different expansion [36] valid around the critical region. The new pump mode variable zp now corresponds to the real
scaled depletion in the pump mode amplitude, relative to the undepleted value at the critical point. The signal-idler
quadrature variables z , T now describe the critical fluctuations scaled to be of order 1 at the threshold.

A. Positive-P Representation

1 | xX 27,
!EOZ—[M—%,ZJOZVVYO
gL g

r = \gX =Y
zt o= JgX* ,  yt=Y"* (8.1)

We scale the quadratures as

and define also a new scaled time and driving field
2 (&
= —|=-1
Ty (&: )
T = gt (8.2)
In terms of these variables, the equations in positive-P become

gdzo = —y [zo — 2n+ 2zt — gyy™] dr
gdyo = —v [yo + 2yt +yat] dr

1
der = B (zox + gyoy) dT + dwg (7)

gdy = [~2y+ % (ayo — yao) | dr + dw,n (7)
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dzt = = (zox™ + gyoy™) dr + dwya(T)

DN =

gdy™ [—2yJr + g (;v+y0 - y+xo)} dr + dwya(7) (8.3)

The Gaussian white noise sources in these equations are no longer uncorrelated and have the follow the properties

(dwyrdwyzs) = 2 (1 + gazo) dr
(dwpdwye) = —2g (1 + g:vo) dr
(dwgrdwyz) = {(dwgyodwy) = g*yodr (8.4)

We now develop a perturbation theory valid near the threshold. The first set of equations is obtained by neglecting
all terms of order g or greater on the right sides of the two sets of equations given above

gdz = [l‘éo) — 21+ I(O)l‘*(o)} dr
gdy® = —, [yéw +x<o>y+<o>+y<o>x+<o>} dr

1
dz® = 3 {:1:(0):1:80)} dr + dwiol)

gdy® = —2y(0)dT+dw;01)
1
dzt(® = 3 [:E"’(O)wéo)} dr + dwio2)
gdy™© = 2y 07 4 dwig) (8.5)

A significant feature of these equations is that the quadratures y(*), and y+(9), can be worked out without reference
to any of other variables, and they give zero noise in the external quadrature at zero frequency. Coupling between
variables appears in high orders expansion and generates the critical fluctuations in the squeezed quadrature.

We now consider what happens at or near the classical threshold n = 0. In a model where the sub-harmonic
generation does not cause the pump mode to deplete, we would have xéo) = 27, and at threshold the critical fluctuations
in z and ™ would diffuse outward without any bound. When depletion is included, the critical fluctuations in these
quadratures are finite, but very slowly varying compared to those in the other variables. The pump field can therefore
be adiabatically eliminated to first order in the expansion.

Near threshold (¢gn < 1) the decay term in the un-squeezed quadrature z and x™ is roughly —xq, which is of order
1. The pump mode will be depleted, so x¢ must be negative in order for this to be stable. The scaled pump field decay
is /g, and the squeezed quadrature decay is of order 1/g. If v, is much larger than g, it is possible to adiabatically
eliminate both the pump amplitude and the squeezed quadrature in the equations for the large critical fluctuations
z and z. Since we are taking the limit of small g, we shall assume that this is possible to zero-th order in the
asymptotic expansion. In the adiabatic elimination, we must solve for the steady state values of the pump xg, given
an instantaneous first order critical fluctuation x and x*. To leading (zeroth) order this gives

29 = 2y — 20+ (8.6)

Substituting in the equations for z and z+, we find that

1 2
dz©® = [mw) -1 (@) $+<o>] dr + dw®

1 2
dat(© = [mfr(o) -3 (3:+(0)) x(o)} dr + dw'y) (8.7)
After the following change of variables
(0) +(0) (0) _ +(0)
vy = % =i (8.8)

the equations ([BZ) can be put in the form

X=-nx— %x (x-x)+£() (8.9)
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where x is a two component vector whose elements are z and z_.
It is possible to write the Fokker-Planck equation for the probability density P(x4,x_,t), and look for the equilib-
rium distribution is of the form P(x) = Nexp[—U(x)], where U(x) is a potential function given by

1
Ux)=nx-x+ 1 (x-x)* (8.10)
The variance of the critical fluctuations at the critical point, n = 0, is given by
r')
@7+ =2 =1.1284 8.11
(@2 ®) = 27 (8.11)

B. Critical Squeezing in positive-P Representation

We can now find the steady state variance of the squeezed quadrature at threshold. Because the fluctuations in the
squeezed quadrature are very small, we must work to higher order in the asymptotic expansion to obtain a non trivial
result. To achieve this, it is most useful to introduce equations in the higher order moments yy™ and z = ™ty + zy™.
The corresponding stochastic equations are derived using It rules for the variable changes, so that

gd(yy™)

-2 [1 +2yyt + g (xo +zoyyt — %yozﬂ dr + ydwy + y+dwy1

gdz = [—22’ + gyo (2xaz+ +2gyy™ + 49)] dr + zdwys + 2 dwy1 + gydwgs + gy T dw, (8.12)
Taking the expectation value at the steady-state (d(yy™)) = 0, we get the first order correction
) = ~2((1+ gy ) 20 — 5302) (313

The first term in the above expression gives the result

1 1

(14 ) 20)@ = S (o) = 5= S22t ) (8.14)
For the second term we must write the correlation from the following equation
9d(yoz) = — [(2 4+ vr)yoz + 1r2°] dr + 0(g) + noise (8.15)
and then we get
) — __Tr 20 — __ T (+ 20 — T .(0) ,4(0) 1
02)® = —5 T (A0 = I ((ay ay) O = SO O) (816)

So, finally we get, to first order,

(yy™) =

1
_ 2/..00),.4(0) g(_r (0) . +(0)
(=00 3 (25 ) 0

g (2+ 2y (0),.+(0)
+ | — 1
3 ( Sy ) (2P ™ ) (8.17)

=

1
2
1
2

=8

This result shows that the best squeezing, in the overall moment, for the intra-cavity combined mode quadrature
occurs just above threshold, in much the same way as in the degenerate OPO [21].

C. Wigner Representation

As in the positive-P equations, we define new scaled quadratures variables to avoid divergences at the critical point

1 X
Ty = —[M—Q} » Yo =27 Yo

g 0
r = /gX , y=Y
zt = JgXT* , oyt =Yt (8.18)
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In these new variables, the stochastic equations in the Wigner representation are )

gdxg = —7 [a:o -2+ axxt — gyy+] dr 4 dweo(T)
gdyo = = [yo + g (zyt +ya™) ] dr + dwyo(7)
1
dr = B (zox + /gyoy) dT + dwg1(T)
[ 1
gdy = | =2y + 5 (Voryo — gywo)] dr + dwy: (7)
1
dzt = 3 (;voer + \/§y0y+) dr + dwga(7)
[ 1
gdyt = |—2yt + 3 (\/§x+yo — gy+xo)} A1 + dwy2(T) (8.19)

Here we use the same notation for scaled time and driving field as in the positive-P case. The noise correlation are
given by

(dwzodwye) = 4y2gdr

<d’wm1d’wm2> = 2dt

(dwyrdwys) = 2gdr (8.20)

To develop a perturbation scheme, we define the zero order approximation to be the one in which terms of order
and greater than /g are neglected in the set of equations above

gdzl? = —, {wéo) —2n+ $(0)$+(0)} dr + dw®

gdyl” = = [u” + 2Oyt + 42O dr + dwly)
1

dz® = 3 [z(o)ng)} dr + dwiol)

gdy® = —2yOdr 4+ dwz(ﬁ)
1

dzt0 = 3 [:EJ“(O)xéO)} dr + dwg(cOQ)

gdy™® = 2y Odr + duwy) (8.21)

It is worth noting that this set of equations, though having the same structure as that in the positive-P case, has
differences in the correlations of the noise terms. On adiabatic elimination of the pump and substituting this result
into 2% and 1% we find the same equations as in the positive-P representation, since to zero-th order the correlation
noise in both theories is identical.

D. Critical squeezing in Wigner representation

Now we proceed to calculate {(yy™) at threshold using the Wigner representation. Using the Ito rules we get
V9, .9
2 2

where we have defined z = yx™ + y™x, which obey the following equation

gd(yy™) =2 = 4yy™ + Loyoz — S2yy w0 + dwyr + dwyy (8.22)

gdz = —2z+ \/§y0$x+ + g\/§yoygfL + 3:+dwy1 + gydwga + rdwys + gy dwgy (8.23)

The squeezing variance at threshold in the steady state is obtained from the above equation taking expectation
values

twr*) = 3 + L tz) — L aogy*) (5.21)

The last term of the above equation can be written as

g gn g
Z<x(()0)><yy+>(0) = 20 80,50 (8.25)
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and the equation (55) gives the result

(yoz)© = —\/E%Zf) +g <y8>(0)2<f?;f+(0)> (8.26)
Using the results derived from the zero order equations
W)@ = 2%
()0 = 2a 00O (O ) (527
we finally get
) =5 - 5+ 8 () (00 (5.28)

This result is exactly the same as obtained in positive P-representation. We can infer that dropping third order
terms in the Wigner phase space equation does not have any direct consequence for the near threshold analysis of
entanglement to this order of approximation. This is to be contrasted with the situation far below threshold, where
there are large differences in the nonlinear contributions, indicating a failure of the truncated (hidden-variable) Wigner
theory.

The change in behavior has a simple mathematical origin. Far below threshold, the signal/idler photon numbers are
small, which leads to a failure of the truncation approximation when using the semi-classical method. At the critical
point, photon numbers in all modes are relatively large, so the truncation approximation has less severe consequences.

IX. CONCLUSIONS

We have calculated the effects of nonlinear quantum fluctuations in a nondegenerate parametric oscillator, both
below and at the classical threshold, using stochastic equations that follow from the positive P-representation. The
analytical results thus obtained are compared with exact numerical simulations. The spectral entanglement and
squeezing in the output fields is maximized just below threshold. This may be useful, for example, in cryptographic
applicationsm]. We find that at the critical point (1 = 1), the scaling behavior is quite different to the behavior
below threshold, and must be calculated by using an asymptotic perturbation theory, valid at the threshold itself. The
total intra-cavity squeezing and entanglement moment is actually minimized at a driving field just above threshold.
This behavior was confirmed in our simulations. This apparent paradox can be attributed to the fact that the critical
fluctuations mostly tend to broaden the squeezing spectrum, which has a strong effect at zero-frequency but does not
diminish the total squeezing moment, integrated over all frequencies.

A similar analysis was carried out within the framework of the semi-classical theory arising from a truncation to a
Fokker-Planck form of the evolution equation in the Wigner representation. Here, we found that well below threshold,
while the linear terms agreed with full quantum calculation, the nonlinear corrections tend to disagree, especially for
low sub-harmonic losses. However, at the critical point, the situation changes. Here, where the dominant terms are
nonlinear, we find excellent agreement between the two methods. While quantum fluctuations are indeed large at
the critical point, it appears that an equally acceptable interpretation of the observed noise characteristics near the
critical point exists via a semi-classical model, which is essentially a kind of hidden-variable theory.

Our main result is that entanglement, EPR correlations and squeezing are optimized very near threshold. At the
same time, the semi-classical Wigner approximation can give an excellent description of the squeezing and entangle-
ment fluctuations near threshold. On the other hand, some highly nonclassical signatures of quantum correlations
occur in the higher-order correlations, which are not described by the semi-classical approach. Surprisingly, these
nonclassical and non-Gaussian signatures only occur well below threshold, where one might have expected the usual
linearized analysis to be applicable.

This suggests that experimental tests of the present theory may be carried out either near threshold - where the
largest effects will be observed in the enhanced critical fluctuations of the unsqueezed quadrature - or well below
threshold, where nonclassical triple correlations are predicted.
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