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Superpositions of coherent states: Squeezing and dissipation
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In this paper we discuss the nonclassical properties of quantum superpositions of coherent states of
light. Using general expressions for the Wigner functions of superposition states we analyze the conse-
quences of quantum interference between coherent states. We describe in detail nonclassical properties
of a superposition of two coherent states. In particular, we study the oscillatory behavior of the photon
number distribution of the even and odd coherent states. We show under which conditions a superposi-
tion of two coherent states can exhibit second- and fourth-order squeezing or sub-Poissonian photon
statistics. We examine the sensitivity of nonclassical effects such as oscillations in the photon number
distribution or second-order squeezing to dissipation. We demonstrate that quantities such as the pho-
ton number distribution and interferences in phase space are highly sensitive to even a quite small dissi-
pative coupling, because they depend on all moments of the field observables, and higher moments decay
more rapidly than lower moments. Quantities such as quadrature squeezing, on the other hand, are
more robust against dissipation because they involve only lower moments. Finally, we find a remarkable
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effect whefeby fourth-order squeezing is generated by damping.

PACS number(s): 42.50.Dv
1. INTRODUCTION

The linear superposition principle is one of the most
fundamental features of quantum mechanics [1]. In par-
ticular, the interference of quantum amplitudes results
from this principle. It has been realized recently that the
interference between states of light composing a quantum
superposition state gives rise to various nonclassical
effects [2-9]. In particular, it has been shown that
squeezing (i.e., a reduction of quadrature fluctuations
below the level associated with the vacuum [10]), higher-
order squeezing [11], as well as sub-Poissonian photon
statistics [12] and oscillations of the photon number dis-
tribution [9], emerge from a superposition of coherent
states.

There have been several proposals recently for the gen-
eration of optical superposmon states in various non-

linear processes [13—16] and in quantum nondemolition

or back-action-evading measurements [17]. It has been

pointed out by Yurke and Stoler [13] that, in the presence

of low dissipation, a nonlinear system may convert a
coherent state (CS), i.e., the state which is associated with
the “most” classical state of light one can imagine in the
framework of quantum theory [18], into a quantum su-
perposition of macroscopically distinguishable states. As
an example of such a nonlinear system, one can imagine a
Kerr-like medium (for instance, an optical fibre) modeled
as an anharmonic oscillator [13,19-23] with the Hamil-
tonian (i=1)

- at "
A=w@'a+1)+x@%)?,

where @' and @ are the creation and annihilation opera-
tors of a photon of a single-mode electromagnetic field
([@,2']=1) and the coupling constant Y is related to the
dispersive part of the third-order nonlinearity of a Kerr

medium. If the light field is initially (t=0)ina coherent

state |a). )
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Dla)=explad’—a*a),

where |0) is the vacuum state of a harmonic oscillator
and D(a) is a displacement operator, then at time # it

- -evolves into the state

|W(2)) =exp(—|a|2/2)

el a” s .2
anéo ‘/n!exp( iont —in*yt)|n) . (1.3)
This state can be identified with a particular realization
of a generalized coherent state introduced by Titulaer
and Glauber [24] and later studied by Stoler [25] and
Bialynicka-Birula [26]. One can find that, at the time
tgr =m/2X, the state given by Eq. (1.3) in an appropriate
rotating frame takes the following form (apart from an

overall phase factor):

(la)+e™?|—u)), (1.4)

P ——
V2

i.e., the initial coherent state has evolved into a quantum
superposition of two coherent states |a) and |—a)
which are 180° out of phase with respect to each other.
In what follows we will refer to the state (1.4) as to the

Yprke;§tolelf (YS) coherent state [13].
“~"Recently Phoenix and Knight [27] have shown that a

single-mode electromagnetic field interacting with a sin-
gle two-level atom described in the framework of the

- Jaynes-Cummings model (JCM) [28] evolves into an al-

most pure state at one-half of the revival time ;. Gea-
Banacloche [16,29] has pointed out that, in the JCM, a
single-mode field, which is initially prepared in the
coherent state, can nonumtarlly evolve into a quantum
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superposition of two component states (the other example
of the generation of quantum superpositions by nonuni-
tary evolution is that of quantum nondemolition mea-
surements [17]). Depending on the initial photon num-
ber, one can find that at one-half of the revival time of the
atomic inversion the field evolves into an almost pure
state [16,27,29], which can be approximately described ei-
ther as an even coherent state,

la),=d4la}+]—ad),

(1.5)
A7 1=2[14exp(—2la|?)],
or as an odd coherent state,
la),=4,(la)—[—a)),
(1.6

Ao_1=2[ 1—exp( —2]lal?)]

The Yurke-Stoler state and the even and odd coherent
states belong to a wider class of quantum superposition
states given by the relation

— 4172 g ip;
[w)=4 Ele |aj)
j= )
(.7
-1 N 1(¢ —-:pk)
A7'=3 ¢ T ala;) .
k=1

The main purpose of our paper is to clarify the origin of
squeezing and other nonclassical effects in a superposi-
tion of coherent states of light given by Eq. (1.7) and to
study the influence of damping on these effects. For the
most part, we are concerned with small values of a ap-
propriate to the Jaynes-Cummings model rather than to
nonlinear optical interactions.

Recently Schleich et al. [9] have made an extensive
study of the nonclassical state produced from a superpo-
sition of two coherent states; the state they employ is a
special case of Eq. (1.7),

W) =N—=(lae?) +lae ~142)), (18)
with equal angles @;. As we will show, the interference
between the component states is a sensitive function of
the relative phase difference and can generate a number
of novel effects. In addition, we show that interferences
between states of different amplitudes are very sensitive
to dissipation and we show that, for our superpositions
considered here, dissipation very rapidly destroys effects
such as oscillations in the photon number distribution
dependent on these interferences. We show that, in con-
trast, quadrature squeezing is relatively robust against
dissipation. We explain this differential sensitivity in
terms of the various decay rates of moments of observ-
ables on which the relevant physical quantities depend.
Such effects have not, to our knowledge, been dealt with
previously. .

This paper is organized as follows: In Sec. II, we
briefly summarize some basic definitions which we use in
the course of the paper. In Sec. III, we develop a general
formalism to describe superpositions of coherent states.
In Sec. IV, we discuss the properties of statistical mix-
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tures of two coherent states. In Sec. V, we will analyze
the influence of damping on nonclassical properties of su-
perposition of coherent states.

II. NOTATIONS AND BASIC DEFINITIONS

A. The density operator, pure states and statistical mixtures

If |¥,) is a state vector of a quantum-mechanical sys-
tem (for instance, a harmonic oscillator) and M is an arbi-
trary operator, then the expectation value of Mis given
by

(My=(w,|M¥;) @.1)
or

(MY=Te[M|¥,{(¥,]].

If we know that the quantum-mechanical system is in the
state |¥; ) with a probability p;, where

Sp=1, p;20,

i

(2.2)

(2.3)

we should thus average (2.1) over that probability distri-
bution:

(MY= p,Te[M¥,){¥,]] . (2.4)
7 .

We can define the density operator § as

=2 p:¥(¥l, (2.5)
so that ,

(MY=Tr[pM] . 2.6)
The density operator p'is Hermitian

p=p @.7)
and its trace is equal to unity:

Trp=1. (2.8)

The diagonal matrix elements of p are real and positive in
any representation.
If we know the state of the system precisely, i.e., we

know that the system is in the state |¥) G.e., p;=8;),
then we have
p=p 2.9)
and
Trp>=1. (2.10)

When the last condition is satisfied, we say that the
quantum-mechanical system is in a pure state.

For a mixed state (statistical mixture), we do not know
the state of the system precisely, and the state of the sys-

tem is characterized by the § operator (2.5), for which
Trp <1 . 2.11)

To measure the degree of purity of a quantum-
mechanical state, it is often convenient to use the concept
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of the entropy S [27], defined as
S=Tr[plnp] . '

For a pure state the entropy is equal to zero, while for a
statistical mixture the entropy is strictly positive. The su-
perposition of coherent states (1.7) is an example of a
pure state with the density matrix

N

b

ij=1

=4 ~§1 la; )<a,~

p=4a

exp[i<¢i¥¢j>lla:§3ajl] "

N
+ 3 expli{lg;,—
o

2.12)
while the density operator

N N
ﬁ'—'ngla;)(d,-l, Epi=1

i=1 i=1

(2.13)

describes a statistical mixture of coherent states |a ).

B. Characteristic functions and quasiprobablhty distributions

The state of the quantum-mechanical system is charac-
terized by the set of expectation values of the system
operators. In particular, those of a harmonic oscillator
are described by the mean values (moments) of the boson
operators @aanda’. Generally, the moments of the bo-
somc operators are given in the normally ordered form
((@%ymany, antmormaly ordered form (@"(@")™), and
symmetrical form {{(@')™2@"}}, [30], and can be evalu-
ated with the help of normal, antmormal and symmetric
characteristic functions [31]:

.

<(a*>ma">——~§(—'f:)— c™g) ,‘ | (2.14a)
AEmA(—E*)" £=0 '
(amatymy=—2""" cag |, (2.14b)
ag”’a( é‘*)n £=0
n ,a(m+n) w
({@hmanyy= T ”(g oo (2.14c)
where - ,
Cc(g)=Tr[pexp(£a exp(—£*2)] , (2.15a)
CYUE)=Trlpexp(—£*@exp(£a")] , " @.15b)

CNg)=Tr[pexp(&a’ —&*a)|=Tr[pD(£)] . (2.15¢)
)is given by Eq. (1.2) and

Tr[pD(£) ——fd2a<a|ﬁﬁ<§)ga>

The displacement operator ﬁ
(2.16)

Using the Baker-Hausdorff formula [32] we can show
that the characteristic functions defined by Eqgs. (2. 15) are

related as follows: _ . S

cwg) exp(—|§]2/2)C(")(§)

=exp({£]2/2)C'(E) . 2.17
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Instead “of the three different characteristic functions

- mentioned above, we can use the s-parametrized charac-

“can be obtained by using

teristic function introduced by Cahill and Glauber [31],

C(&,5)=Tr[pexpta’ —&*a+s|E2/2)], (2.18)
from which we find
- C(&s=1)=C"Y¢),
C(E,s =—1)=c<‘” (2.19)
- CE,8=0)=C™Yg) .

It can be shown that the § matrix may be determined
uniquely from the characteristic functions C(§,s), which
means that the knowledge of the density operator is
equivalent to the knowledge of the complete set of mo-
ments of the system operators and vice versa [33].
The quasiprobability distributions may be defined as
Fourier transforms of the characteristic functions
W(B,s)=# [clesexplBer—pre)d% . (220
The quasiprobability distribution W (B,s) with s =1 is the
Glauber-Sudarshan P function, W(B,0) is the Wigner
function [32,34], and W(B,—1)={cl|pla) /7 is the Q
functlon The mean values of the s-ordered products
([(@"yma"], ) can be obtained by proper integration with
weight W (,s) in the complex B plane. For instance, the
symmetric mean value

((@hmam))y=(1@hmam, _,)

- the Wigner function

W(B)=W(B,0):
(@"yra"))= [ a*BB*mB"WB) .

The quasiprobability distribution functions are unique-
ly defined by the § operator, and in this sense they
characterize the state of the quantum-mechanical system.
That is, they implicitly contain information about all mo-
ments of the system operators.

From the Wigner function (2.20) we can also evaluate
the photon number distribution P, defined as

P,=(nlpin) ..

To do so, we note that the 5 matrix can be expressed as
an inverse Fourier transform of the characteristic func-
tion [31]

(2.21)

(2.22)

p——fTr[ﬁﬁ(é 1D ~\(&)d%
=; [arc=eple, (2.23)

and therefore i:mplicitlyr involves all moments of the
relevant field observables; as we shall see later, this has

_important consequences for the survival of interferences

and nonclassical properties when dissipation is present.
On the other hand, the characteristic function can be ex-
pressed as an inverse Fourier transform of the Wigner
function:



C(w)(§)=fd2a expla*é—af*)W(B) .

Inserting Eq. (2.24) into the relation (2.23), we obtain for
P, the following expression:

P,=n [d’BW(RW,(B),

(2.24)

(2.25)

where W, (B) is the Wigner function of the number state -

[n) [31]:

—,‘1)

W, (B)="——=exp(—2|B|}.L,,(4|B]%) (2.26)

and .L, (x) is the Laguerre polynomial of order # [35].

C. Sub-Poissonian photon statlstlcs

One of the best known nonclassical effects is the gen-
eration of sub-Poisonian photon statistics of the light
field [12]. A coherent field | ), which can be regarded as
a field with the “most” classical behavior, ylelds Poissoni-
an photon statistics, i.é.; the variance {(A#)?) is equal to
the mean photon number (#)=|al® If the variance of #
is less than (n), then a state of light has no classical
description via the P function [see definition (2.20) with
s =1]. This because the P function is not a probability
density [12]. Following Mandel [12], we can introduce
the Q parameter

oS =ta)
(#) :

which characterizes the departure from Poissonian pho-

ton statistics. The state of light is called Poissonian if

Q =0. When Q >0, the state is called super-Poissonian.

If Q has some value between O and —1 then the state is

called sub-Poissonian. For the number state of light |n ),

=—1

(2.27)

D. Second-order quadrature squeezing

In order to study light squeezing, we introduce two
quadrature operators @, and @, corresponding to the
creation and annihilation operators 2" and @ of the field
mode under consideration:
a+a'  _a-a'

2 7
Operators 2" and 22 obey the ordinary bosonic commuta-
tion relation [@, at 1=1 (we adopt #i=1) and, hence,

[@,,8,]=2iC, C=1.

a,= (2.28)

(2.29)

One of the consequences of the commutation relation
(2.29) is the uncertainty relation for the variances of the
quadrature operators:

(A3 )2){(Aa,)?)>Cr=1L | (2.30)

where the variance of the operator @; is defined as
((Ag)?)= (62> (@,)* and is related to the normal]y
ordered variance {:(A@;)%) as follows:

A8y =C+(:«(a;)%) .
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The state for which the equality in Eq. (2.30) holds is
called the minimum uncertainty state (MUS). For in-
stance, the vacuum and the coherent states of light are
examples of MUS. For these states the variances in both
quadratures are equal to 4. The state is called squeezed if
the variance of the quadrature operator is less than the
vacuum fluctuations (i.e., less than %). Alternatively, one
can say that the state is squeezed if the normally ordered
variance is less than zero. It is not necessary for the
squeezed state to be a MUS. Nevertheless, the squeezed
vacuum state (see definition below) is a MUS.

The variances of the quadrature operators can be writ-
ten as

(A2, %)= H;[(a*a>+Re<a2>—2<Re<a>)2],
(2.32a)

((8a,2)=1+1[(a"2) —Re(a®) —2(Im(a) ],
(2.32b)

from which it follows that squeezing can appear only if
the expectation values (@) and/or (@) are nonzero (of
course, this is not a sufficient condition for observation of
squeezing). The nonzero values of (@) and/or {@?%) are
associated with the off-diagonal terms of the density ma-
trix in the number-state basis. In other words, they ap-
pear due to the quantum interference between the num-
ber states [n—1) and |n) and |n —2) and |n ), respec-
tively (see Refs. [2,8]).

To measure the degree of quadrature squeezmg, we can
introduce two squeezing parameters S; (2)

S<12)=______1,(§_A31 )—¢

5
=%(:(A61)2:)

=2[(a'a) +Re(a?) —2(Re(2))?] (2.33a)
and
((Ag,)*)—C
(2) — 2 -
S C :
C( (AB,)%)
=2[(a'a) —Re(a?)—2(Im(a))?].  (2.33b)

The squeezing condition now reads S%’ <0, and the max-
imum squeezmg corresponds to Sm——-—l or, equivalent-
Iy ’ < ) = l ° :

E. Higher-order squeezing

Quadrature squeezing as discussed above is based on
properties of the second-order moments of quadrature
operators which are related to the field fluctuations. As
discussed by Hong and Mandel [11], the higher-order
moments of the field can exhibit a nonclassical behavior
called higher-order squeezing, that is, when the Nth-
order moment of the quadrature operator {(A@;)") is

smaller than its value in a completely coherent state of
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the field. In what follows we shall consider only the mo-
ments of even order because only in those cases will the
state necessarily exhibit nonclassical behavior [11].

The Nth moment of A@, can be written as [11]

-3
N/2—1 20
(=3 15| (ap)¥-2)
=0 n
+C¥YN =1, (2.34)
where for even N we use the notation
NW=N(N—1)+++(N—r+1). Due to the fact that all

the normally ordered moments {:(A@;)™:) vanish for a
coherent state, the field is squeezed to order N if

((Ag, My <C¥AN -1, (2.35)

which means that the squeezing condition can be written

as i - T T

N/2—1 N(21)

=0 I

1
<
2

(:(Aai)N—2f:} <0. (2.36)

In order to measure the degree of Nth-order squeezing,
we introduce the squeezing parameters S;V’
: I

N

A= |[N+2 3 exp(—
k=1
k>j

where we have used the notation ® for the antisymmetric
product of two two-dimensional vectors (aj,a}) and
(af,ah):

a;®@a, =ajof —ajag . o Ba2a)
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where

Hoy—ap[Meosl(@e —pp) ta@a] |

~ ((Ag, YWy—cNoUN —1)1

S(N]
CNYN -1
_¥pot NOY(C/2)K AV ) 2,37
e NCNYN —1)1 '

The Nth-order- squeezmg condition is S/ <0. The max-
imum (100%) Nth-order squeezing corresponds to

S(N) —1.
III. SUPERPOSITIONS OF COHERENT STATES

Let us consider the superposition |¥) of coherent

states |a> given by the relation (1.7), i.e.,

|‘I’> A1/2 , a,—a"-l—zay,

Ee¢’|a

ji=1

'A172 i the normalization constant. The phases @ :

are arbitrary and, as we will show later, their values
determine whether the quantum interference among the
coherent states [a]) is constructive or destructive
136, 37], which results in observable effects (e.g., squeezing
or sub-Poissonian photon statistics).
The normalization constant A4 172 can be written as
-1
(3.1

where C“"’(g‘,a) is the characteristic function for the
coherent state la; )

- Cj(_w)(g;aj)=(aj|ﬁ(§)laj>

e S e =exp(—1|E|2+2ia;08) (3.5)
The symmetric product of two two-dimensional vectors,
which we will use later, is defined as J and
. i{p.—@)
oo =ajai +alal . B2y ,,,C}Z?)g;%},q&),:(?k |ﬁ(§)ri¢j?el q’] o
The density matrix p corresponding to thé Purq rstate' (17 o =expli(@;— @i )]
18 Xexp[—%lé’—(ak—a-)lz-l-iaj@a}c
p=4 % Iaj>(a.jl » B +1ak®§+za ®5]. (3.6)
i=t o - The correspondmg Wigner function W(Bay,...,ay)
N ip—g) - [see Eq. (2.20)] can be written in the form
+ 3 e o) oyl 3.3)
ki -] WBay, ... ay)= 2 W;(B;a;)
j=1
The characteristic function C*“X(&), given by Eq. (2.15¢),
related to the density matrix (3.3) is
+2 }_‘, ik (Bsajar) |, (3.7)
¥ T
c(g)=4 21 C}‘”’(é‘;a]) !
j=

N
+ 3 CENEaa) |, (3.4)
el

Tk

where W,(B;a) is the Wigner function corresponding to
the coherent state le; ):
W(ﬁ,a )=

—exp( —2|B—a; %), (3.8)



and Wy (B;aj,a;) is the quasiprobability distribution
emerging from the quantum interference between the
coherent states exp(i:pj)Iaj) and exp(ig; )la, ):

W Bseejp)=expl — o —a 2
~2(a;—B) (e ~B)]
Xcos[p, —@;—a,®a;
+2a,—Be(a;—B)] .

After some algebra we can rewrite the function
Wi (B;a;, ;) in the form

(3.92)

Wl =2 +a" [
w(Be o )= g 2\B
Xcos[p,—@; +2B®0ay
—2B®a;+a®a;] . (3.9b)

The oscillatory behavior of the interference part given
by Eq. (3.9b) of the Wigner function plays a crucial role
in the appearance of nonclassical effects (for details see
Ref. [6]). For comparison purposes we write down the
Wigner function of the statistical mixture described by
the p matrix in Eq. (2.13):

N
W(B;al’ .. ’aN)=2 ij](Baaj) »
i=1

where W(B;c;) is given by Eq. (3.8). This Wigner func-
tion does not contain a quantum interference term and
therefore does not describe nonclassical effects.

For the photon number distribution (2.25) of the super-
position of the coherent states (1.7), we find the following
expressions: o

N ' :
P,=A |3 PV+2 3 pPU (3.10)

j=1 jk=1
>k
where
e |2
P{'=exp(—|a;[?) (3.11)

n!

is the Poissonian distribution corresponding to the
coherent state |a; ), while P{/*) arises due to the interfer-
ence between the states Ia Y and Iak Y and takes the form

o exp[—(172)(ley [P +le;1M)]
Py~ G e
Xcos(g;—@r—ney) , (3.12)
with @ defined as
aj®ak
=t - 13
tan(g ) P (3.13)

The oscillatory behavior of the photon number distribu-
tion emerging from the quantum interference term (3.12)
has no classical analog (see also Sec. IV) and is absent in
the case of the statistical mixture (2.13), for which the
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photon number distribution reads

P = 2 pjp(])
=

(3.14)

As seen from Eq. (3.7), the quantum-interference terms
Wi(B,a;,a;) in the Wigner function of the superposi-
tion of N coherent states arise due to the interference be-
tween the pairs of coherent states |;) and |a; ). There-
fore, in what follows we will study nonclassical effects
which appear in a superposition of just two coherent
states. :

IV. SUPERPOSITION OF A PAIR
OF COHERENT STATES

In the previous section we have derived general expres-
sions for the Wigner functions of superpositions of N
coherent states (1.7). To clarify our analysis, in what fol-
lows we study the nonclassical properties associated with
a superposition of two coherent states |} and | —a ) (for
simplicity we suppose a to be real):

|W)={2[1+cospexp(—2a?)]} 7172
X[|la)+e'®|—a)]. (4.1)

Obviously, if ¢=0, then Eq. (4.1) describes the even CS
(1.5); when @=mr, then (4.1) is equal to the odd CS; and,
finally, for ¢=/2 the state (4.1) is equal to the Yurke-
Stoler CS (1.4). Here we note that the state (4.1) is an
eigenstate of the square of the annihilation operator, i.e.,

a%v)y=a?¥) . @.2)

A. Nonclassical properties of even CS

The Wignerivf‘uhcti:bn of the even CS (1.5) can be ob-
tained from Egs. (3.7)-(3.9) and is

1
W(B)= e
B= [l+exp( —2a%)]
X {exp[ —2(x —a)?—2y?]
+exp[ —2(x +a)*—2p?]

+2exp[ —2x2—2p%lcos(dya)} , (4.3)

where x =Repf, y=Imp. The last term on the rhs of Eq.
(4.3) arises from quantum interference between the states
|a) and | —a) and is responsible for the nonclassical be-
havior of the even CS (for details see also Ref. [6]). This
is clearly seen when we compare the Wigner function
(4.3) of the even CS and the Wigner function of the sta-
tistical mixture of the states |a) and |—a) described by
the density matrix

p=1la)al+Ll—a) —al, “4.4)
for which we find
W(B)————?-l;{exp[—Z(x —a)—2y?]
+exp[—2(x +a)*—2p?]} . 4.5)
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Both Wigner functions (4.3) and (4.5) are plotted in Fig.
1. From this figure it follows that the quantum interfer-
ence between states Ja) and |—a) leads to an additional
peak of the Wigner function (4.3). Moreover, this Wigner
function can take negative values, while the Wigner func-
tion of the statistical mixture (4.4) is strictly positive.

Using Eq. (2.25), we find that the photon number dis-
tribution of the statistical mixture (4.4) is Poissonian, i.e.,
P, =exp(—a*)a®/n!. On the other hand, the quantum
interference between the states |a) and | —a) generates
an oscillatory behavior of the photon number distribution
characteristic of the even CS (see Fig. 2)

__2exp(—|afy lol*
" 1+exp(—2|al?) n!
P,=0 if n=2m+1.

(4.62)

~if n=2m ,

. (4.6b)

The oscillations in P, are very similar to those exhibited
by the squeezed vacuum discussed by Schleich and co-
workers [36]. 7
As it has been shown recently [4,6—9], the oscillatory
behavior of the interference part of the Wigner function
(4.3) not only results in oscillations of the photon number
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distribution, but it also gives rise to quadrature squeez-
ing. We can easily find the variances of the quadrature
operators @; in the even CS.

v

2y 1 a .
=—+—0 4.7
(B Py=gt e o (4.72)
and
: 2 2
((Ap,py=Lt . explz2a) © (4.7b)

4 1+exp(—2a?) ’

from which we find reduction of fluctuations in the @,
quadrature [i.e., the y direction in phase space—see Fig.
1(a) and Ref. [6]). Simultaneously the fluctuations in @,
are enhanced. The squeezing parameters S/ for the
even CS are

S(Z): - 4a2

POV IO (4.82)

, 1+exp(—2a?) 2
and

S(Z) =_'——-———R——h-—4a2ex ( _2a2) fan A.V.n's- . s oA .. b (4 Sb)

2 1+exp(—2a?) )

»x, y)
.03 0.0¢

v
0

0.00 0.01

y

FIG. 1. (a) Wigner functions of the even CS, (b) the statistical mixture given by Eq. (4.4), (c) the odd CS, and (d) the Yurke-Stoler
CS with @=2. The role of the quantum interference between the coherent states |a) and | —a) is obvious.
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FIG. 2. Photon number distribution of the even CS with
a=2 (solid line). The dashed line corresponds to the Poissonian
distribution of the statistical mixture (4.4). From this figure it is
seen that the oscillatory behavior of the interference part of the
Wigner function of the even CS is closely related to oscillations
of the photon number distribution.

We see that @, is squeezed for any intensity 7 of the even
CS, which is related to a? through -

—_ 2 1—exp( —20a?)

i=«a

1+exp(—2a?)

From Fig. 3 we find that the maximum squeezing in the
case of the even CS appears for small values of 7i. For the
statistical mixture (4.4) we obtain the following values for
the variances of the quadrature operators @;:

((A))*)=1+d% ((A@,)=1%,

which means that, for the statistical mixture (4.4), the

0.2
0.0- s
-0.2 s
N
[75)
-0.4-
-0.64
-0.8 — ~
0 1 2 k
o

FIG. 3. Squeezing parameters S’ and S%* for the even CS vs
the parameter . We see that the highest degree of squeezing
can be observed for small intensities of the light field.
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fluctuations in the @, quadrature are larger than the vac-
uum (or coherent-state) fluctuations, while the fluctua-
tions in @, quadrature are equal to their vacuum value.
It is interesting to note that the fourth-order moments of
the operators Ag, and A@, in the statistical mixture (4.4)
are, respectively.

((A2))y=%+ia’+a, ((Ag,)")=% . - (4.10)
From the above we can conclude that the fourth-order
moment of A@; in the case of the statistical mixture is in-
creased compared to its coherent-state value. Generally,
the higher-order variances of the quadrature operator @,
in the statistical mixture (4.4) are equal to their
coherent-state values, while the higher-order variances of
the operator @, in the statistical mixture (4.4) are larger.

We now evaluate the fourth-order variances for the
even CS which are given by the following relations:

3 3a?
((Ag ) =—+
N 16 2[1+exp(—2a?)]
a4 ‘
+— (4.11a)
1+exp(—2a?)
and
3 3a2exp(—2a?)
Ay = =P S e
(a2, ) 16 2[1+exp(—2a2)]
4 _ 2
4 aexp(—2a” (4.11b)

“1+exp(—2a?)

The corresponding squeezing parameters S,-(4) may be
written as

2
S = 16a (o242 4.12a)
U 31 exp(—2a2)] © ?) ( N
and
2 2
S = 16a”exp(—2a°) (a®—3). (4.12b)

3[1+exp(—2a?)]

We can conclude that the even CS is not only second-
order squeezed, but it also exhibits fourth-order squeez-
ing, for weak fields with al< % Moreover, the degree of
fourth-order squeezing is even larger than the degree of
second-order squeezing (see Fig. 3). We should underline
here that, in the case of the even CS, there is a close rela-
tion between the presence of squeezing and the shape of
the Wigner function. As seen from Fig. 1(a), the Wigner
function itself is “squeezed” in phase space in the y-
direction corresponding to the reduction of fluctuations
in the @, quadrature (for details see Ref. [6]).

Finally, we note that the even CS has super-Poissonian
photon statistics for any value of 7, that is, the Mandel Q
parameter [see Eq. (2.27)]

0= 4a’exp(—2a?) >0

4.13
1—exp(—4a?) “.13)

is positive for any value of o’
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B. The odd coherent state

The odd CS differs from the even CS “just” by a phase
factor e'? in expression (4.1). For the even CS we have
@=0, while for odd CS, ¢=m. This subtle difference
leads to completely different nonclassical properties of
these states.

The Wigner function of the odd CS is equal to the
Wigner function of the even CS apart from the fact that

overall normalization constant is different and the in-

terference term is multiplied by —1:

W(B)=———L = {exp[ —2(x

a[1—exp(—20%)]

_a)2_2y2]

+exp[ —2(x +a)?—2p?]

—2 exp(—2x2—2p?)

Xcos(dya)} . (4.14)

This Wigner function is plotted in Fig. 1(c), which reveals
the striking difference between the Wigner functions of
the even CS and odd CS. This difference is also reflected
in the photon number distribution of odd CS, for which
only an odd number of photons have a nonzero probabili-
ty of being observed. As we have shown above, in the
case of the even CS, the probability of finding an odd
number of photons is equal to zero [this is, of course, the

reason for calling the states (1.5) and (1.6) even CS and

odd CS, respectively]. The photon number distribution
of the odd CS can be written as

2n 2
=—2eep(=lol) oo by wasw
[1—exp(—2la| )]n' :
P,=0 if n=2m . (4.15b)
The Mandel Q parameter (2.27) of the odd CS is
2 82 : T R L=
0= __ 4a”exp(—2a7) 0, (4.16)

1—exp( —4a?)

from which it follows that the odd CS has su-li-Poissoniaﬁw

photon statistics. It is interesting to note that the odd CS
has the maximum degree of sub-Poissonian statistics at
low intensities 77
the parameter a?: o
1+exp( 20%)

1—exp(—2a? )

In particular, in the limit 2,0 (e, A—1 ), we ﬁnd that h

Q ——1 (see Fig. 4).

As we have shown earlier, the even CS has super-
Poissonian photon statistics, but simultaneously it exhib-
its second-order squeezing. The odd CS has sub-
Poissonian photon statistics, but it does not exhibit
second-order squeezmg The (second-order) squeezing
parameters S/ for the odd CS are

2
sP = . =0
1—exp(—2a*)

and
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of the field, that is, for small values of }

(4173

-0.0-

-0.24
-O.4j
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-1.04

-1.23 E 3 :
[+ ¢

FIG. 4. Mandel Q paréinéter of the odd CS vs the parameter
a. .The highest degree of sub-Poissonian photon statistics
(@ ——1) is obtained for a—0, that is for i—1.

S(Z) 4a CXE( —Za ) > 0.

(4.17b)
1—exp(—2a?)

_In spite of the fact that there is no second-order squeez-

ing in the case of the odd CS, fourth-order squeezing can
occur, as we can see from the squeezing parameters S/*:

" 160
S = (a2+32) (4.18a)
! 3[1—exp(— 2a2)] :
and .
~ o l6a’x (;-Za )
(4) = Pl (a®—32). (4.18b)
2 3[1—exp( —2a?)] >

The fourth-order squeezing in the @, quadrature appears
for a®>2 when S% <0. Nevertheless, the degree of
fourth-order squeezing in the odd CS is significantly
smaller than that for the even CS.

s C, 'The Yurke-Stoler coherent state

No way to generate the even and odd CS from a
coherent state by a unitary transformation is presently
known (although the nonunitary field reduced matrix in
the Jaynes-Cummings model evolves to such a state
[27,29]). On the other hand, the Yurke-Stoler CS given
by Eq. (1.4) appears as a result of a nonlinear interaction
of coherent light with a Kerr-like medium [13] and is
equal to a unitarily transformed coherent state with the
unitary operator given as the exponential of a polynomial
in the number operator fi. Therefore, the photon number

-~distribution of the Yurke-Stoler (CS) must remain Pois-

sonian (i.e., @ =0).
- The Wigner function for the Yurke-Stoler CS is [see
Fig. 1(d)]



W(B)=—{exp[ —2(x —a)*—2y?]

3 |-

+exp[ —2(x +a)?—2y?]

—2exp(—2x2—2p?)sin(dya)} . (4.19)

In spite of the fact that the photon number distribution
of the Yurke-Stoler CS is not altered by the quantum in-
terference between the component states |a) and |—a)
[described by the third term in the rhs of Eq. (4.19)], this
interference results in the appearance of the second- and
fourth-order squeezing of quadrature operators. After
some algebra we find for the squeezing parameters S,A(z"”
the following expressions:

SP=4q2, (4.20a)
S = —daZexp(—4a?) , (4.20b)
and
SW=1a%a+3), (4.21a)

S(24’=‘T5a2exp(—4a2){a2[4—3 exp(—4a?)]—3} .

.

(4.21b)

The maximum degree of the second- and fourth-order
squeezing in the Yurke-Stoler CS is smaller than in the
case of the even CS. This can be seen by comparing Figs.
3 and 5. We can conclude that the superposition of two
coherent states |a@) and | —a) exhibits different nonclas-
sical effects which depend on the particular choice of the
phase @. In other words, the phase ¢ dictates the charac-
ter of the quantum interference between |a) and |—a).
This dependence on the relative phase in the quantum su-
perposition should be distinguished from the role of the
relative phase ¢ of the coherent states with complex am-

Sl“)

0.0+

Sz

-0.24 s

0.4

(04

FIG. 5. Squeezing parameters S5 and S§ for the Yurke-
Stoler CS vs the parameter . We see that the highest degree of
squeezing can be observed for small intensities of the light field.
The highest degree of squeezing in the case of the Yurke-Stoler
CS is smaller compared with the highest degree of squeezing of

the even CS (see Fig, 3).
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plitudes, studied by Schleich et al. [9], which also
changes the quantum interference. :
D. One-dimensional continuous superpositions

of coherent states

We have shown earlier that the even CS (1.5) exhibits a
large amount of second-order (quadrature) squeezing.
The degree of squeezing can be increased if we add to the
superposition (1.5) another pair of coherent states |3)
and | —B) (B and a are supposed to be real)

W)=A'"[p,(la)+|—a))+pgIB)+|—=BM],

where p, g are some numerical parameters and 4 is the
corresponding normalization constant. In fact, it can be
shown [4,6] that a one-dimensional continuous superposi-
tion of the type '

7|§>=C'Ff_°°wF(a,§)dala) , (4.22a)
where v )
ci?=[ [ (@pF @)
Xexp] —(a—a')?/2)dada’ , (4.22b)

with properly chosen weight functions F(«,§), can exhib-
it a large degree of squeezing. If F(a,&) is taken to be
the Gaussian function [6]

_1=9
2

then the state (4.22a) is equal to the squeezed vacuum
state, that is

)=C¢ [~ Fla,9)D(l0)da=8(&)l0) ,  424)

Fla,&)=exp , . 4.23)

where S(£) is the squeeze operator

S(&)=exp %(a“)z—éa’ , E=tanhr , 4.25)

and §(£)]0) is the squeezed vacuum state.

On the other hand, the odd CS exhibits a large degree
of sub-Poissonian statistics (Q <0). One can construct a
superposition of coherent states |[c|e 7'} with equal am-
plitudes |a| and suitably chosen distribution of their
phases @ in such a way that the degree of sub-Poissonian
statistics can be increased (for details see Ref. [4]). It has
been shown by Gardiner [38] that, in the continuous limit
of coherent states on the circle, one can find the following
relation:

ln)=4,(a)) [" dpe~"?||ale’®) , (4.262)
where the normalization constant 4,,( la|)is
A, (|a)=Valla| el 72, (4.26b)

In other words, a continuous superposition of coherent
states on the circle can represent the number state |n),
that is, the state with highest degree of sub-Poissonian
statistics Q = —1.
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V. INFLUENCE OF DAMPING
ON QUANTUM INTERFERENCE

In this section we will study the decay of a field mode
initially prepared in a superposition of coherent states.
To be specific, we shall assume that the density operator
p for the field mode obeys a zero-temperature master
equation in the Born-Markov approximation. This equa-
tion in the interaction picture can be written as (see, for
instance, Ref. [39]) ’

i’@:l;—(zaﬁaf—afaﬁfﬁa*a) , (5.1)

ot
where y is the decay constant. Such a model was previ-
ously studied by Walls and Milburn [39] and Savage and
Walls [40]. These authors have shown that the off-
diagonal terms in the field density operator, expressed in
a coherent-state basis, are weighted with a time-
dependent factor which rapidly suppresses these coher-
ences. The effect of the decay on observable quantities
was studied by Phoenix [41] who has shown that mean
values of observable quantities, arising from off-diagonal
coherence, do not decay on a faster time scale than other
terms arising from the diagonal terms. As it will be seen
later, this is the reason why squeezing in the superposi-
tion of coherent states decays on the same time scale as
the mean photon number. On the other hand, we will
show that the photon number distribution P,, which is
related to the diagonal matrix elements in the number-
state basis, is very sensitive to the presence of damping.
The same is also true for that part of the Wigner function
which corresponds to the quantum interference between

coherent states. One of our tasks is therefore to explain

why some quantities seem to be so sensitive to dissipation
whereas others do not show this extraordinary sensitivity.

Following Barnett and Knight [42] we can write the
solution of the master equation (5.1) in the form

pty=exp(Lt)exp plo), (5.2)

j_(i;e-rt)
Y

where the two operators £ and T are defined by their ac-

tion on the density operator, i.e.,
Jp=vapa’ :

and

T i)

Lp= —Jzi(a*aﬁwa*a) :

Using the formal solution (5.2) for the p matrix, one can
find the time-dependent expression for the density matrix
of the superposition of two coherent states

|W)=4"*[la;}+]e;)]

54
at ¢ >0 (for details see Refs. [39,41)): '

-

i,j=1

where p=exp(—yi).
The last expression reflects the fact that the off-

) .
pn=4 3 (ol ) 7Hp' e p! ey, (5.5)
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(5.3b)

diagonal terms of the density matrix are rapidly dephased
at a rate governed by the separation of the coherent
states. The interference terms in the Wigner function are
proportional to the off-diagonal terms of the p matrix
which means that the Wigner function of the pure quan-
tum superposition state decays very rapidly towards the
Wigner function of the statistical mixture. This is very
noticeable in Fig. 6 in which the Wigner function of the

- initial even coherent state is plotted for various values of

A similar sensitivity of the quantum interference terms

A
X
3
8
a3
(b)
_Q. 5‘ \
X >
N Sﬁ ,:‘/1/.
N Q\\’i\\\'&&z&:
« ;-, »::1[,,!‘&‘&}\&?3\! -
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FIG. 6. The Wigner function of the initial even CS influenced
by damping. The transition from the Wigner function of the
even CS [Fig. 1(a)] towards the Wigner function of the mixture
of two coherent states (c) can be observed. The value of ¢ is 2
and (a) y£=0.1, (b) y¢ =0.3, and (c) y¢ =1.0.
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to decay can also be observed in the case of the photon
number distribution. As we noted earlier, the photon
number distribution of the even coherent state exhibits
oscillations (see Fig. 2), while the statistical mixture of
states |a@) and |—a) has a Poissonian distribution. The
oscillations of the photon number distribution have their
origin in the quantum interference described by the off-
diagonal terms (in the coherent-state basis) of the density
matrix [see Eq. (2.25)]. From this it follows that the os-
cillations of P, disappear very rapidly and that only the
terms corresponding to the statistical mixture give the
dominant contribution to P, (see Fig. 7). '

From the above we can conclude that both the Wigner
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FIG. 7. The photon number distribution of the initial even
CS (see Fig. 2) influenced by the damping. The initial value is
a=2 and (a) yt=0.1, (b) y£=0.3. It is clearly seen that, with
increasing yt, the photon number distribution of the even CS is
transformed into the photon number distribution of the statisti-
cal mixture. Dashed lines describe photon number distributions
of the states obtained from the statistical mixture (4.4) under the
influence of the decay mechanism.

45 SUPERPOSITIONS OF COHERENT STATES: SQUEEZING...

6581

function and the photon number distribution are very
sensitive to the rapid destruction of the off-diagonal
coherences. On the other hand, one can find (see, for in-
stance, Ref. [41]) that normally ordered expectation
values ((@")"a") are given by

2
(@hmamy=43 (ala, )@@ e,
Li=1

(5.6)

which means that the terms arising from the off-diagonal
coherences in the superposition state (5.4) decay on the
same time scale as those arising from the diagonal ele-
ments [41]. We now understand that the intensity of the

0.2
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FIG. 8. Squeezing parameters S’ for (a) the even CS and (b)
the Yurke-Stoler CS vs the parameter a for various values of yt:
y¢=0.0 (line 1), yt=0.1 (line 2), y£=0.3 (line 3),'yz=1.0 (line
4), and yt=>5.0 (line 5). We see that a considerable amount of
squeezing can be observed even for a value for a value yt=1.0
(line 4) when the interference term in the Wigner function has

totally disappeared.
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field mode as well as the mean values Re({@%)) and
(Re{@))? decay with the same rate, which means that,
for the variances of the quadrature operators, we obtain

([A8(OP=1+u([A2,O:) . 5.7)
For the squeezing parameter S/ we find _ L
SP()=ps?(0) ' 5.8

From which it follows that second-order squeezing is
deteriorated by the presence of damping at the same rate
as the mean photon number [for which we can find that
Ai(t)=um(0)]. In Fig. 8(a) we plot the squeezing parame-
ter S{% of the even coherent state for various values of yz.
We can see that squeezing is much more robust with
respect to damping than the oscillations of the photon
number distribution or the interference term in the
Wigner function. For instance, for y¢=0.3 one can ob-
serve a considerable degree of quadrature squeezing,
while the Wigner function of the even CS for this value of
vt is almost identical to the Wigner function of the sta-
tistical mixture (see Fig. 6). The same effect can be ob-
served also in the case of the Yurke-Stoler CS [see Fig.
8(b)].

In order to understand more clearly why the second-
order squeezing decays at a different rate than the
Wigner function, we rewrite the Wigner function in terms

o]

W (B) =2 [l—ki—é—] ~2 48
T oz

ov dv oz

n V 4 .
exp [—2 [x—év
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of normally ordered moments of the creatlon and anmhl-
lation operators { (a')"a") =Tr[p(a’ )"@"]. To do so, we
rewrite the displacement operator D(£) in normally or-
dered form:

ﬁ(g exp( 1I§12> }‘, —@——j;—?—,» (5.9)

from whlch we obtam the followmg expression for the
characteristic function C?:

C™(g)=exp(—LIE]?) z 5——£—< @hmary
- n,m=0
(5.10)
The Wigner function (2.20) can now be rewritten as

wE= 3 (@' )'"a'>

n,m=0
where the function W,,,(B) is defined as

Won(B) (5.11)

(B)_,_fd2§exp( 1|§|2+B§r B#g)gm(_é—*)n
(5.12a)

and can be evaluated by partial differentiation over the
parameters v and z from the generating function

2
—2

2

y+ %z (5.12b)

v,z =0

with x =Ref, y =ImB. In this way we directly see that the Wigner function depends on all moments of the field observ-
ables. But these higher-order moments depend on powers of the damping factor u (as can be seen by consideration of
the appropriate Heisenberg equations) and this is responsible for the sensitivity to dissipation. The Wigner function
[and P(n)] contains a sum of terms, each one of which decays more rapidly than its predecessor. Low-order expecta-
tion values depend only on the appropriate low-order terms in the Wigner function expansion and are thus insensitive
to the more rapid decay of the higher-order terms.

If we suppose that initially the light field is in a superposmon of two coherent states (5.4), then taking into account
the damping process, the Wigner function W(f,?) at time ¢ will take the form

WBH=d4 3

m,n=0

n(a )m Y
(5.13)

2 (a)la; ) ——== |p" "W, (B,t =0)
ij=1 Vmin! )

from which it is clearly seen that the Wlﬁner function always decays faster than the second-order squeezing. This is be-
cause it contains the damping factors u™ *™/2 related to higher-order normally ordered products of creation and an-

nihilation operators. The last expression for the Wigner function W (f3,t) can be rewritten in the form:

W(B,t)=4 2 (a,fa) exp

Lji=1

mla;—a;):

97

where =v +iz and 3/3d9=03/dv+id/dz. We see that
the off-diagonal terms of the Wigner function (i) de-
cay faster than the diagonal ones. This is due to the fact
that off-diagonal terms contain an additional damping
factor arising from the term exp[u(a; —a;)-3/9n], which
is equal to unity for diagonal terms.

j———iu(aj—i-a,-)@

exp(—2|B1>+2ineB+L|nM)|,— , (5.14)

9
an

Decay of the fourth-order squeezing

Earlier in this section we have shown that second-order
squeezing, which arises due to the quantum interference
between two coherent states, decays linearly with the
variable u [see Eq. (5.8)]. We illustrate this fact in Fig. 8
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FIG. 9. Squeezing parameters S5* for (a) the even CS, (b) the
odd CS, and (c) the Yurke-Stoler CS vs the parameter a for
various values of y#: y#=0.0 (line 1), y¢=0.1 (line 2), yt=0.3
{line 3), y£=1.0 (line 4), and yz=5.0 (line 5). We see that, in
the case of the even CS and the Yurke-Stoler CS, fourth-order
squeezing can be generated via the damping mechanism.
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where the parameters S5 are plotted for the even CS and
Yurke-Stoler CS vs a for various values of u. We see
how the decay leads to deterioration of second-order
squeezing.

The fourth-order squeezing parameters S{* can be
written in terms of normally ordered moments of quadra-
ture operators:

SIO=18[3(:(AR,)% )+ (:(Ag;)*)] . (5.15)

As seen from Eq. (5.6), if the light field is initially in the
superposition state (5.4), then in the presence of damping
we find for the squeezing parameter at time ¢ (corre-
sponding to a particular value of u) the expression

SW()=1(3u(:[AG,(0) %) +p2(:[AR,(0)]%} ,  (5.16)

which means that the two parts of the rhs of Eq. (5.16)
decay at different rates, and the fourth-order normally or-
dered variance (:[A@;(0)]*%) decays faster than the
second-order normally ordered variance. This can lead
to a remarkable result: the decay mechanism itself can
generate fourth-order squeezing. Namely, let us suppose
the light field to be initially in the even CS (1.5). The ini-
tial degree of fourth-order squeezing in this case is given
by Eq. (4.12) from Wthh it is seen that fourth-order
squeezing is absent for > 2 3. If we take into account the
decay mechanism, then we ﬁnd for S,

20%)
20%)]

16,ua exp(—
3[1+exp(—

(5.17)

NYOE pat—3),

from which it follows that, at ¢ >0, fourth-order squeez-
ing occurs for ua? <3, that is, at ¢ >0 the fourth order
squeezmg can appear for such values of a? for which
#(t=0)>0.
Fourth order squeezing parameters S5*(¢) for the odd
CS and Yurke-Stoler CS are, respectively,

16pa’exp(—2a?)
Si(g)= ——HEEAD 23 5.18
2 (1) 3[1—exp(—2a2)](”a ) G.18)
and
S (1) =Y pa’exp(—4a?)
X {pa*[4—3 exp(—4a?)]—2} . (5.19)

All these parameters are plotted in Fig. 9 as functions of
«a for various values of 4. We can conclude that, in spite
of the fact that damping leads to deterioration of second-
order squeezing [see Eq. (5.8)], it can produce consider-
able fourth-order squeezing for particular values of
coherent amplitudes of the coherent states composing the
quantum superposition [see Figs. 9(a) and 9(c)]. The
necessary condition under which one can observe an
enhancement of fourth-order squeezing via damping is
that, at the initial moment of the evolution, the state un-



6584 V. BUZEK, A. '{’IDIELLA-BARRANCO, AND P. L. KNIGHT 45

der consideration is second-order squeezed. From here it
directly follows that, in the case of the odd CS, the
fourth-order squeezing cannot be enhanced by the damp-
ing mechanism [see Fig. 9(b)]. Finally, we note that the
maximum (global) degree of fourth-order squeezing of the
quantum superposition of coherent states cannot be
enhanced by damping.
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