MIT OpenCourseWare
http://ocw.mit.edu

6.453 Quantum Optical Communication
Spring 2009

For information about citing these materials or our Terms of Use, visit: http://ocw.mit.edu/terms.



http://ocw.mit.edu
http://ocw.mit.edu/terms

Massachusetts Institute of Technology
Department of Electrical Engineering and Computer Science

6.453 QUANTUM OPTICAL COMMUNICATION

Lecture Number 9
Fall 2008

Jeffrey H. Shapiro
(©2006, 2008

Date: Tuesday, October 7, 2008

Optical heterodyne detection and the a POVM

Introduction

We are close to completing our development of single-mode photodetection—in both
its semiclassical and quantum forms—with the principal remaining task being the
treatment of optical heterodyne detection. Heterodyne detection is the physical re-
alization of the a positive operator-valued measurement. Moreover, its analysis will
connect with the notion that POV Ms that are not observables can be regarded as ob-
servables on an enlarged—signal ® ancilla—state space. Before turning to heterodyne
detection, we shall briefly reprise what was done last time, i.e., the single-mode semi-
classical and quantum theories of direct detection and balanced homodyne detection
with ideal photodetectors.

Reprise of Direct Detection

Slide 3 shows our quantum description of a single-mode field. It is a positive-frequency
field operator, Ez(m,y,t), that has only one spatio-temporal mode which is not in
its vacuum state. Here we have taken that excited mode to be a monochromatic
+2z-going plane-wave pulse over the detector’s photosensitive region A during the
detection interval 0 <t < T. The “other modes” must be included, for a full quan-
tum field description, because their vacuum states carry zero-point fluctuations that
could, potentially, influence the photodetection statistics. Note that the a operator
appearing in the excited EZ($, y,t) mode is a photon annihilation operator, i.e., it has
the canonical commutator [, a'] = 1 with its adjoint, the photon creation operator.
Later this semester, when we cover continuous-time photodetection, we will see that
all the other modes on Slide 2 are also characterized by photon annihilation operators,
so that the entire quantized electromagnetic field comprises an infinite collection of
quantum harmonic oscillators.

The quantum theory of photodetection for the single-mode field dictates that the
final-count variable,
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takes on non-negative integer values, n = 0,1,2, ..., with probabilities
Pr(N =n|state = [¢)) = |(n[t)]*, (2)

when the excited mode is in the state |¢)), where {|n)} are the photon-number states,
i.e., the eigenkets of N = a'a. Inasmuch as our Axiom 3 tells us that these are the
statistics of the N observable, we can say that single-mode direct detection with an
ideal photodetector realizes the N measurement. Specifically, all statistics associated
with the classical outcome N equal the corresponding statistics of the observable N.

A~

For example, (N) = (N), (AN?) = (AN?), and (e/°N) = (¢/*N), etc. To denote this
equivalence of a classical random variable to measurement of a quantum operator we
write N < N.

Why don’t the “other modes” on Slide 3 contribute to the statistics of N7 The
full description of Ez(x, y,t)on (z,y) € Aand 0 <t < T is as follows:

Ez(m7y7t) = Z&kgbk(xvy?t)v (3)

k

where {¢y(x,y,t)} is a complete orthonormal set of functions on (x,y,t) = A x [0, T],
ie.,

T
A 0

and

D by, on(a’ y ) = 6(x — 2')o(y — y)o(t — 1), (5)

k

for (z,7), (z',y') € Aand t,t' € [0,T)]. So, taking ¢,(z,y,t) = e 7%t /\/AT, we can say
that our single-mode field from Slide 3 has its £ = 1 mode excited with the rest of its
modes being in their vacuum states. The continuous time theory of photodetection—
which will see later this semester—teaches that the final count is equivalent, in the
sense described in the previous paragraph, to the total photon number operator,

T
No= [dedy [ at Bl o0 Bulogt) = 3 alan (6)
A 0

k

where the last equality follows from Parseval’s theorem for the (operator-valued)
generalized Fourier series. Because {Nk = dzdk k= 2,3,..., } are all vacuum-
state modes, their measurements all yield zero-valued outcomes with probability one.
Hence only the excited mode ae 7! /v/AT from Slide 3 contributes to the final count
variable in the direct detection setup shown on Slide 4.

Now let us see how to connect the quantum theory of single-mode direct detection
to the semiclassical view of the same configuration. Today, rather than specify the
semiclassical case and compare it to the quantum formulation, let us choose to put



the single excited mode of the quantum field into the coherent state |a) and see what
transpires. In this case, (2) becomes the Poisson distribution with mean |a|?, viz.,
|a|2n67\a|2

Pr(N = n | state = |a)) , forn=0,1,2,... (7)

n!

Suppose, however, that the single-mode field is not in a pure state |«), but is in some
classically random mixture of such states, i.e., there is a classical probability density
function p(a) such that the density operator for the @ mode is!

b= / da p(a)|a) (o], (s)

Standard results from probability theory then tell us that

Pr(N = n) — / Lap(a) Pr(N = n | state = |a)) ()
2 |of?relol
= d ozp(oz)T, forn=0,1,2,... (10)

This result is the quantum origin of the semiclassical theory of single-mode direct
detection. Say that the detector is illuminated by the single-mode classical field,

aefjwt
VAT’

where a is a complex-valued random variable. If we take

E. (z,y,t) = for (z,y) e Aand 0 <t < T, (11)

B |OZ|2TL67|CM‘2

Pr(N=n|a=a«a) , forn=0,1,2,..., (12)

n!
and let a have the joint probability density p(«) for a3 = Re(a) and oy = Im(a),
then we get a semiclassical theory for {Pr(N = n)} that coincides with the quantum
theory for this probability mass function for all classical probability density functions
p(a).

So, within the regime of density operators that are classically-random mixtures
of coherent states we have that the quantum and semiclassical theories of single-
mode direct detection are quantitatively indistinguishable. However, even in this
regime the two theories are qualitatively different, in that the quantum theory ascribes
the noise in single-mode direct detection of a pure state to the quantum natures of
the light beam and the operator describing the measurement that is being made,
but the semiclassical theory ascribes the noise in single-mode direct detection of a
deterministic field to the shot noise associated with the discreteness of the electron

1See Problem Set 3 for more about density operators and mixed quantum states.



charge in the photodetector. The most stark contrast between the quantum and
semiclassical views of single-mode direct detection then occurs when the illumination
is in a non-vacuum photon number state |m). Quantum photodetection tells us
that N = m will occur with probability one, but the semiclassical theory can never
predict (AN?) < (N), so its Poisson distribution for deterministic illumination cannot
account for ideal direct detection of a non-vacuum photon number state.

Reprise of Balanced Homodyne Detection

Slides 5 through 7 review what was done last time for single-mode balanced homodyne
detection. Let’s take another look at this setup starting, as we just did for direct
detection, from the quantum theory. A single-mode signal field and a single-mode
local oscillator field are combined on a 50/50 beam splitter after which they illuminate
a pair of ideal photodetectors. From our direct detection results, we know that
Ny — Ni, i.e., the final counts from these two detectors are equivalent to the photon
number-operator measurements?

as % aro

It follows that the classical random variable output, ay, from the balanced homodyne
setup obeys ag < limpy, ,—oo(N+ — N_)/24/Npo, which ultimately becomes ay <
Re(agse™), i.e., the #-quadrature of the signal field’s annihilation operator ag. Thus,
if

N

alay, where ay = (13)

aglag)g = aplag)g, for —oo < ay < oo (14)

defines the complete orthonormal (in the delta-function sense) eigenkets of ay =
Re(age™%), then we know (from Axiom 3a) that the outcome of single-mode balanced
homodyne detection will be a continuous random variable ay with probability density
function

plag | state = [)) = |o{ag|¥)]?, for —oo < ay < oo, (15)

when the signal mode is in the state [)).

Once again we connect the quantum theory to the semiclassical treatment by
assuming that the excited signal mode is in the coherent state |). In this case we
get?

e~ 2(ca0—Pp)?

NP

2The discussion of “other modes” from our direct detection treatment shows why only a single
mode of the signal and a single mode of the local oscillator contribute to the statistics of these final
counts.

3This result follows from our work in Lecture 7 on quantum characteristic functions. In particular,
we have that M,, (jv) = (e7V%) = yw (¢*, C)‘C:jve”ﬂ = eJvB0—"/8 where the last equality uses the
fact that the signal field is in the coherent state |3).

p(p | state = |5)) = where 35 = Re(Be79), (16)




i.e., ag is a variance-1/4 Gaussian random variable whose mean value is the 6-
quadrature of the coherent state’s eigenvalue. Now, if the single-mode field is in
a classical mixture of coherent states specified by the density operator,

5= / 26 p(A)8){3]. (17)

where p(/3) is a classical probability density for a pair of real-valued random variables,
B1 = Re(B) and By = Im([3), we find that the unconditional statistics for the balanced
homodyne detector’s output are given by the probability density function

6_2(049_/69)2
NI

This result is the quantum origin of the semiclassical theory of single-mode balanced
homodyne detection. Say that the 50/50 beam splitter is illuminated by single-mode
classical fields,

for —oo < ap < 0. (18)

plag) = / 26 p(5)

asef]wt aLoefjwt
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where ag is a complex-valued random variable and aro = v/Nio €/’ with Npo — oo.
Starting from the Poisson distributions

ES(x7y7t) =

and ELO(xvy’t) = (19)

|y |2 el
Pr(Ni:ni|ai:ai):n—i', forny =0,1,2,..., (20)
and the statistical independence of the shot noises of physically separate detectors, we
can assign the joint probability density p(«) to a; = Re(a) and ap = Im(«), and use
the Central Limit Theorem to get a semiclassical theory for p(ay) that coincides with
the quantum theory for this probability density function for all classical probability
density functions p(«) and all phase shifts 6.

Thus, within the regime of density operators that are classically-random mixtures
of coherent states we have that the quantum and semiclassical theories of single-
mode balanced homodyne detection are quantitatively indistinguishable. However,
even in this regime the two theories are qualitatively different, in that the quantum
theory ascribes the noise in single-mode homodyne detection of a pure state to the
quantum natures of the light beam and the operator describing the measurement
that is being made, but the semiclassical theory ascribes the noise in single-mode
homodyne detection of a deterministic field to the shot noise of the strong local
oscillator. As a result, if we illuminate the balanced homodyne detector with a
squeezed-state single-mode signal field, |3; u, v) with p, v > 0, and measure the ag, =
ag—o quadrature, then the quantum theory leads to a measurement variance of (u —
v)?/4 < 1/4 but semiclassical photodetection can never predict (Aa2) < 1/4.



Balanced Heterodyne Detection

We are now ready for the last of the three basic configurations for single-mode pho-
todetection: balanced heterodyne detection, as shown on Slide 8. Here, a single-mode
signal field of frequency w is combined, on a 50/50 beam splitter, with a strong local
oscillator field of frequency w — wip, where wyp is an intermediate frequency (IF), i.e
a radio or microwave frequency low enough to be handled by the post-photodetection
electronics. Because photodetectors are essentially square-law devices, we know that
the photocurrents i (¢) and 7_(¢) will contain signal x local oscillator beats at fre-
quency wir. A frequency-wip waveform, x(t), on the time interval 0 < ¢ < T can be
written in quadrature form as

x(t) = x. cos(wipt) + x5 sin(wyrt), (21)

where
2 (T 2 [T
T = —/ dt z(t) cos(wpt) and x4 = —/ dt z(t) sin(wrrt). (22)
T /o T Jo

Thus the post-photodetection processing shown in Slide 8 extracts these quadrature
coefficients from the normalized photocurrent difference, [i4(t) —i_(t)]/qv/Nvo.

For the semiclassical treatment of balanced heterodyne detectlon, we take the
signal and local oscillator fields to be

alsefjwt a]LOefj(wwaF)t

and FEio(x,y,t) = ————8-—,
JiT 1o, 4 1) TaT

where ag is a (deterministic) complex number and aro = /Npo with Npo — oo.
Then, we can find the mean photocurrents from

Es(x,y,t) = (23)

(ix(t)) = Q/dxdylEi(x,y,t)l 2T!ase Wt g qpoeJ@memtz o (24)
A
= QTHGS\ + |aro|* £ 2Re(agafoe )], (25)

where we have used the continuous-time theory of semiclassical photodetection to
obtain the first equality. It is now easy to verify that

lim ([(is(t) — i (O)]) g/ Nog = 22l GS; ) (26)

Npo—o0

from which we get
(ag) = ag,, fork=1,2, (27)

where ag, = Re(ag) and ag, = Im(ag) are the quadrature components of ag.
To complete our derivation of the semiclassical statistics of single-mode balanced
heterodyne detection, we need to find the behavior of the noises Ay = ay, — (), for
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k = 1,2. A proper derivation of the noise behavior requires random process theory
that is not assumed in our prerequisites and which we will not develop now. So, we
will get by with a little handwaving. It should be clear that as we make the local
oscillator’s strength grow without bound its shot noise will dominate the fluctuation
behavior of the {ay}. Moreover, because the high mean-value limit of a Poisson
random variable is Gaussian,? you should not be surprised when you are told that,
in semiclassical theory, the {ay} for single-mode balanced heterodyne detection are
statistically independent variance-1/2 Gaussian random variables whose mean values
are given by (27).

Before turning to the quantum treatment of balanced heterodyne detection, there
is one additional point worth making. The preceding development presumed that ag
was deterministic, i.e., a known complex number. What happens if ag is a complex-
valued random variable with probability density function p(cg) for its real and imagi-
nary parts to be ag, = Re(ag) and ay = Im(ag), respectively? The answer is obvious.
The known ag results become the conditional statistics of the balanced heterodyne

measurement, i.e.,
ef‘afo‘SlQ

P(Q|GSZQS)=Ta (28)

is the conditional probability density for the balanced heterodyne detection system’s
output to be o given that ag = ag. The unconditional statistics are found by aver-
aging over the probability density for ag,

67|a70‘5|2

pla) = /dZOésp(Oés)T- (29)

Slide 10 shows the field operators that we will need to obtain the quantum theory
of single-mode balanced heterodyne detection. The local oscillator field operator is
the obvious generalization of what we used for balanced homodyne detection. All
that has changed in going from the homodyne case to the heterodyne case is that
the frequency of the strong, coherent-state local oscillator mode has been shifted
to be offset by the intermediate frequency from the frequency of the excited signal
mode.> We've done something more subtle, on Slide 10, in spelling out the field
operator for the signal field. Here, in addition to the excited signal mode—governed
by annihilation operator as—we have explicitly called out a particular unezcited mode
that has the same +z-going plane wave spatial characteristic as the excited signal
and local oscillator modes, but is at a frequency that is wir below that of the local
oscillator, whereas the signal mode’s frequency is wir above the LO frequency. This

4A simple example of this asymptotic behavior is as follows. Suppose that N is a Poisson
random variable with mean m, then we have that z = (N — m)/y/m is a zero-mean, variance-1
random variable. Moreover, the characteristic function of z is M, (jv) = My (jv//m)e 90V =
e’V =) =juv/m Iy the limit m — oo, this gives M, (jv) — e~*"/2, which is the characteristic
function of a zero-mean, variance-1 Gaussian random variable.

®We have also set the phase of the local oscillator’s coherent state eigenvalue equal to zero.
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unexcited mode is governed by the annihilation operator a;, where I stands for image
field Physically, the square-law nature of photodetection—which prevails in both the
semiclassical and quantum descriptions—implies that both the signal and image fields
beat with the local oscillator to produce terms at the intermediate frequency wrp.
In semiclassical theory an unexcited image field has value zero, and so contributes
nothing to the balanced heterodyne detection system’s output. In quantum theory,
however, an unexcited image field carries zero-point fluctuations that contribute noise
to the balanced heterodyne detection system’s output.

Paralleling what we did for the semiclassical version of balanced heterodyne de-
tection we use a result from continuous-time quantum photodetection to say that
is(t) — 15 (t), where®

) = a [ dodyBlop) Balopt (30)
A
— %(dse—jwt + dle—j(w—ZuJIF)t + dLoe—j(w—wIF)t)T
% (dseijwt + dlefj(w*%)m)t + &Loefj(w*wm)t) (31)
q

= gplakas +ajar +afoaro + 2Re(asaje ") £ 2Re(asaf oe )

+ 2Re(atagoe e, (32)

Next, we use this result to evaluate the operator equivalents of the balanced hetero-
dyne outputs, i.e., & < ay, for k = 1,2, and find

1 T . .
A ~ A . : o Jwirt
& = a1+ joy NLICIJIEOO Q\/N_Lo/o dt [iy(t) —i_(t)]e (33)

o asal o + abaro
No—oo  /Nro
Strictly speaking, our notation here has been a little cavalier. The signal, image, and
local oscillator modes all have annihilation operators which reside on different Hilbert
spaces, Hg, Hy, and Hro, respectively. Thus our final result for the quantum theory
of single-mode balanced heterodyne detection should really be written

— ag +al. (34)

G=as® I +Is®al, (35)

where I and I; are the identity operators on the signal mode and image mode Hilbert
spaces. However, we will continue to use the shorter notation in what follows, with
the implicit understanding that it is this tensor product form that is being considered.

5In the second equality we have anticipated the effect of the post-photodetection quadrature-
component extraction, which will imply that only the ag, d; and aro modes will contribute to the
output of the balanced heterodyne detection system.



Equation (35) is ezactly the commuting observables on a larger Hilbert space form
of the ag POVM that we exhibited in the last lecture, only now we have a physical
realization of the measurement and thus a physical locus—the image mode—for the
ancilla that injects the extra noise into the two quadrature observations. Ordinarily,
however, we do not bother with explicit recognition of the image mode, and we just say
that the complex-valued classical random variable that is obtained from single-mode
balanced heterodyne detection realizes the ag POVM. This means that all statistics
of this complex-valued classical random variable a coincide with the corresponding
statistics of the a operator, so we write o < ag.

It is instructive to consider the case in which the signal mode is in the coher-
ent state |3). Here we find that the classical probability density for the balanced
heterodyne detector’s outcome is

QB2 e-lapP?
pla | state = |3)) = LA _ | (36)

™ ™

In words this means that oy and ay are statistically independent, variance-1/2 Gaus-
sian random variables with mean values (3, and s, exactly as found from the semiclas-
sical theory. However, the quantum theory ascribes the noise in balanced heterodyne
detection to the quantum noise on the signal and image modes, whereas the semiclas-
sical theory says that the noise is local oscillator shot noise. When the signal mode is
in a classically-random mixture of coherent states, its predictions are still in perfect
quantitative agreement with those of the semiclassical theory. But, because of the
difference in their interpretations of where the noise comes from, there are quantum
states whose heterodyne statistics cannot be accounted for in the semiclassical theory.
An example is the squeezed state |3; p,v) with p,v > 0. In this case the quantum
theory gives (Aa?) = [(u — v)? + 1]/4 < 1/2, whereas the semiclassical theory can
never have (Aa?) < 1/2.

The Road Ahead

In the next lecture we shall wrap up our discussion of single-mode photodetection
by compiling the non-classical signatures of states that are not coherent states or
classically-random mixtures thereof. We then return to the waveguide tap that we
discussed in Lecture 1 and show exactly how it works.



