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A theoretical study is made of the process in which incident pump photons that interact with a
nonlinear medium (such as a crystal lacking inversion symmetry) are spontaneously split into lower-
frequency signal and idler photons. The down-converted fields are quantized and described by a
continuum of modes, a subset of which interacts with each photodetector. It is shown that when
two ideal photodetectors are appropriately located so that they receive the conjugate signal and idler
photons, then the joint probability of two-photon detection by the two detectors can equal the
single-photon detection probability. The time correlation between the two detected photons is shown
to be limited either by the resolving time of the detectors, or by the bandwidth of the down-
converted light, and to be independent of the coherence time of the pump field or of the length of
the nonlinear medium. These conclusions are compared with the results of recent experiments.

I. INTRODUCTION

The process of parametric amplification and oscillation,
in which two or more modes of the electromagnetic field
are coupled through a nonlinear medium, has already been
the subject of numerous studies in the past.!~!® The focus
in these treatments has ranged over a variety of topics,
such as the creation of nonclassical photon statis-
tics>7819=15 and of squeezed quantum states.*!” Of par-
ticular interest is the process of parametric frequency
down conversion, in which an incident pump photon ef-
fectively splits up into two lower-frequency (signal and
idler) photons, which constitute a highly correlated pho-
ton pair.>!® This phenomenon was first observed in pho-
ton coincidence counting experiments,!® and more recent
time-resolved correlation measurements of the same pro-
cess have been reported.?®

Except for the less-than-perfect detection efficiencies of
the photoelectric detectors, the joint probability for the
detection of the two down-converted photons by two ap-
propriately located detectors can be as large as the proba-
bility for the detection of one photon by one detector.
This remarkable result readily follows from the
parametric Hamiltonian that couples the pump mode to
the signal and idler modes in the interaction, and can be
obtained with the help of the general approach of Gra-
ham,'¢ for example. However, the effect is not nearly so
obvious when the field is treated more realistically by a
multimode expansion, and when the geometry of the non-
linear medium and of the detectors is taken into account.
Moreover, treatments based on just a few discrete modes
are unable to determine a meaningful correlation time for
the two-photon correlation function.

This turns out to be a particularly interesting problem
from the experimental point of view. In their pioneering
experiments, Burnham and Weinberg!® found that the
measured value of the correlation time 7, between the
two down-converted photons was limited by the time reso-
lution of the electronics, but it was of order or less than 4
nsec. They speculated that 7, might be related to the
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coherence time (2 X 10~ 1° sec) of the incident light beam,
which was, however, far below the instrumental resolution
limit. On the other hand, more recent experiments with a
single-mode laser having a coherence time > 40 nsec indi-
cate that T, can be several orders of magnitude smaller
than the coherence time of the pump light.?’ However, a
theoretical determination of the photon correlation time
T, requires a more realistic treatment of the down-
conversion problem, with a continuum of modes, rather
than the two- and three-mode calculations that have gen-
erally been given. The one exception to this is the previ-
ous treatment by Mollow,® who expressed the correlation
function of the down-converted light in terms of the sus-
ceptibilities of the nonlinear medium. However, that
treatment does not start from an explicit Hamiltonian,
and it does not clearly bring out which physical parame-
ters determine the correlation time T,.

In the following we use a simple model Hamiltonian to
describe the coupling of the incident pump field to the
down-converted signal and idler fields over a region that
coincides with the volume of the nonlinear medium. The
down-converted fields are decomposed into an infinite set
of modes, which is eventually treated as a continuum.
The Heisenberg equations of motion for the field opera-
tors are integrated over a short-time interval correspond-
ing to the propagation time through the medium, and cer-
tain expectation values are calculated. We show that
when the directions, the frequencies, and the detection
time intervals are appropriately chosen, the joint probabil-
ity of two photon detections at two ideal detectors equals
the single-photon detection probability. The two-photon
correlation function is examined, and is found to have a
range of the order of the resolving time of the photoelec-
tric detectors, with a lower limit set by the reciprocal
bandwidth of the down-converted photons. This means
that the time interval between the signal and idler photons
could, in principle, be in the subpicosecond range. These
conclusions are then compared with the results of some
recent experiments.?’
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II. EQUATIONS OF MOTION

It is well known that in a nonlinear dielectric an in-
cident electric field E will create a polarization P having
contributions that are not only linear in E, but also bilin-
ear, trilinear, etc.?! The lowest order nonlinearity can be
written

Pi—XkE,Ey (1)

where X ijk is the bilinear susceptibility. This makes a
contribution to the energy of the electromagnetic field of
the form

Hy=1 [, P(r,0)E (r,0)d

=4 f’/)?,-jkE,»(r,t)Ej(r,t)Ek(r,t)d3x , 2)

where the integration extends over the volume 7~ of the
nonlinear medium. However, in a typical parametric pro-
cess all three fields may oscillate at different frequencies,
and the susceptibility may also depend on these frequen-
cies. We then need to decompose the electric field into its
Fog{ier components &(r,w) and write, in place of Eq.
2),

='§' de:’x f f fda)da)'dw"i,-jk(r;w,m',w”)

Xgi(f’w)gj(l',w')gk(l’,a)") (3)
J
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for the interaction energy.

When the field is quantized, E(r,¢) becomes a Hilbert-
space operator £(r,7).22 This can be decomposed into its
positive-frequency and negative-frequency parts B 1)
and E~)r,t), and given a mode expansion in plane-wave
modes of the form

fiw (k)
260

E*Ar,0)= L§/2 Ei Ays(Dege™ ™. (4)

L3 is the quantization volume which is later allowed to
become infinite. &g, is a unit polarization vector depend-
ing on the wave vector k and the polarization index s
(s=1,2), and @y(¢) is the photon annihilation operator for
the mode k,s of frequency w(k). In the following we shall
find it a little more convenient to work not with E (+)(r,?)
but with another positive-frequency field operator®*

V)= L§/2 S (e’ (5)

k,s

whose square V1.V has the dimensions of photon density.
The integral of (VT(r,1)-V(r,t)) over a volume whose
linear dimensions are large compared with any optical
wavelength provides a measure of the probability for
detecting a photon within that volume.?*> We then write
for the total energy of the field, including the parametric
interaction,

H=3 #io(k)Ay,+ [fyd%cx,.,.,(r)ﬁﬁ(r,z)ffj*(r,t)V,(r,t)+H.c. , 6)
k,s

where X;;(r) is another kind of “susceptibility” with different dimensions, or more generally, when the susceptibility is

frequency dependent,

A= Eﬁw(k)nks+ f, ax-L =5 3 3 Xylsolke,a(k)ok a0 e 0V,

K,s'k",s"

il(kg—K'—K") r—a(ky)t]

X(e*k's')i(e*k"s”)je (7)

The wave vectors appearing in this equation are those within the nonlinear medium. In writing H in this way we have
assumed that the incident field is so intense that it can be treated classically as a monochromatic plane wave with wave
vector ko and frequency w(kg). This is an approximation, but one that is usually acceptable for a laser beam, so long as
the beam is only weakly attenuated in passing through the nonlinear medium (or crystal). We have therefore put

V(r,t)=Ve'lKoT~oko] ‘ @)

for the incident field. If the crystal is spatially uniform and in the form of a rectangular parallelepiped centered at r,
with sides /1,/,,13, the space integration is easily carried out. We then obtain for the energy

A= zﬁw(k)nks+—i- 3 3 Xiplo(ko),o(k),a(k")8 (118 Lo (D eke)i(ehs); Vi
k,s k',s'k",s"

sin[ 3 (ko—k' —Kk"" ) ]
_;_(ko__kl_ku)m

i[(kg—k' —k") Ty —a(k)t]

Xe 9)

m=1

This Hamiltonian can be used to derive the Heisenberg equations of motion for the annihilation operators a@y,(#). It is
a little more convenient to work with slowly varying dynamical variables

A (=8, (t)eio®" (10)

that have the highly oscillatory behavior of @y(?) canceled out. We then find
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1~ fyietor, ; 7
(t}=§[aks,H]e +iw(k)Ay(t)
== ﬁ;f S 3 Xilolke), (k)oK )@y, 8 L@ L 1e K el ); () Vi
K,s' K",s"
¢ ¢ 1k =K —K"rg—a(kg)] 3| sin[ 3 (ko—k'—k")nlpn]
m=1 1 (ko—k'—K"),,

= fiL3 EX,JI(w(ko) w(k),o(k'))A LA (ehs); (€h 0+ (Eks)i (8ks); 1Y)
¢ ¢ o kK, —ilotko) —ak)—o(k)]t Sin[?(ko_k—k,)mlm] , an

m=1 > (kg—k—Kk’),,
after making use of the symmetry property with respect to the two down-converted waves

Xij(o(ko)o(k'),o(k))=X;;(o(ky)o(k),wlk’)).

We now integrate the equation of motion over the short interaction time At for which the modes are coupled through
the nonlinear medium. This time A¢ may be taken to be the effective propagation time of the light through the crystal.
In practice At is typically a fraction of a nanosecond, and the intensities of the down-converted light beams are generally

so low that we may replace, to a good approximation,
time is then trivial, and we obtain

Ay (A1) = A1y(0)+ ——

i(kg—k—K')r,
Xe ko

A Ls:( t) under the time integral by A4 l's'(O).
fiL3 2)(,]1(60(1(0) w(k), co(k’))A ws(0)[ (g

.1
0, ~(i/DNatkg)—o(k) - (k)18 SIN{ 7 [0(ko)

The integration over

Ek' ) +(Ek' ') (Sks) ]VI

— (k) —o(k)]At)
w(k’)]

T o(ky) —o(k)—

Sin[%(ko—k——k’)mlm]

(12)

3
x II
m=1

After the time At when the interaction is over, }\lb(t)
evolves essentially as a free-field mode, with

A (t)=Ay (At) fort>At . (13)

We can use this result to construct the configuration
space operator Vir,1) given by Eq. (5). In order to avoid
complications introduced by the boundaries of the non-
linear medium (or crystal), which normally generate re-
fracted and reflected waves, we shall suppose that the
crystal is embedded in a linear medium with exactly the
same refractive index. The wave vector k then has the
same value inside and outside the crystal.

Ultimately we shall be interested in calculating the
response of a photodetector that receives the down-
converted light at some distant point r at some time ¢
For this purpose we need the part of the total field to
which the detector responds. In practice, it is often con-
venient to locate the detector at the focal plane of a lens,?°
possibly with a filter in front, so that it responds only to
wave vectors of the field within some small range of
directions and within some limited frequency range.

7(ko—k—k'),

r
However, we prefer to avoid the complications that the
lens would introduce into the calculation, although its ef-
fects appear implicitly below. Let [k]; denote the limited
set of wave vectors to which the detector at r; responds,
where the set [k]; is centered on some wave vector k; and
contains contributions within some range Ak;, which is
not necessarily small. We then define the response opera-
tor W(r,;t) to be given by a sum like that in Eq. (5), but
with k limited to the set [k];. From Egs. (10), (12), and
(13) we then have for ¢ > At ,

1 A
F/—Z‘ > A (0)gy e
[k]ps

A i[kr;—a(k)
W(rl,t)= i[kr;—o(k)t]

L3/2 2 A ks(O)f(k,s,rl,t)

=wfree(rbt)+ L3/2 EA ks(o)f(kys,l'l,t) (14)

where \/Slf,ee(rl,t) is the field operator in the absence of
any interaction, and
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i(kg—k—K') 1o

1 o(ky) —w(k)—a(k’)]

) (15)

parametric frequency down conversion, in which the elec-
tromagnetic field of interest is that generated by the down

2412
fhsirt)=—— 3 Xy(o(k),o(k),o(k)ey, Ty (k,s;K',s )Wie
ifil [k']}s’
i[r —o()] (/D) wlkg)—a(k)—o(k')]Ar S 7lo(ky) —w(k)—w(k’)]At}
Xe e
3 | sin[L(ko—k =Ky ]
>< H 1 ’
m=1 7(ko—k—k'),,
|
with
Tij(k,S;k”s’)E(skS)i(ek’s’)j+(8k’s')i(8ks)j . (16)

In expressing W(r,t) in the form of Eq. (14) we have in-

’

terchanged the variables k,s and k',s’.

III. PROBABILITY OF PHOTON DETECTION

Once the quantum state of the field has been specified,
~ we can use Eq. (14) to calculate expectation values of any

function of the field operators. In the special case of
J

1

(WT(r,t) W(r,t)) = 73

when we apply the commutation rule
[Aks(0),4 [:(0)] =838 - (19)

In practice, the light intensity cannot actually be mea-
sured at a point and at an instant of time, but we have to
integrate Eq. (18) in order to arrive at measurable quanti-
ties. If the detector has a small illuminated surface area
8S normal to the direction of the incident light in the far
field of the source, and if the measurement time is a short
interval 8¢, then the detector is effectively counting the
photons in a volume 87 =8Sudt (but with 87 >>A%),
]

___1__ 3 3 37, 31.m
Pi)= o= Jor @x1 [ @k [ &K' [y &K

conversion of the incident pump light, we take the initial
quantum state to be the vacuum |vac). By virtue of the
property

A

A,(0) | vac) =0={vac| 4 };(0) ,
Wieo1,2) | vac) =0=(vac| Wzree(r,t) ,

it then follows from Eq. (14) that the averaged measured
light intensity at r,# is given by

>3 (;l\ks(O)Z\ Ls.(O)) f*(k,s;r,t)-f(k',s';r,t) :—Ijl? S | flk,s;r0) |2, (13)
k,s k',s’ k,s

—
where u is the velocity of light in the medium. We shall
therefore take the volume integral over 87~ of the average
intensity given by Eq. (18) to be a measure of the proba-
bility P,(¢) of photon detection by the detector at time ¢,
and we write

Pin= [ x-S | fks;r0)|2. 20)
k,s

87 L3

In the limit L — 0, the sum over k can be replaced by an
integral in the usual way, and with the help of Eq. (15) we
obtain

X 3 Xijlo(ke),o(k),o(k)X 4y (@(ko),0(k),0(k”) ) ey Exrs)

5,8',8"

i[(K"—K')(rj—1g)— (k" )t +o(K')t] - _ 1 ) —aw(k"”
X Ty (K, 55K',5 ) Ty (k55K 5"V Vi Ve o) el ok, —(1/2ifa)— otk At

sin{ 3 [w(ko) —o(k)—w(k)]At} sin{+[w(ke) —o(k)—w(k”)]Ar}

Ho(ke) —o(k) —o(k’)]

sin[ 5 (ko—k —Kk') 1, ]

1ok —o(k)—w(k”)]

sin[ +(ko—k—k"),u 1, ]

x T

m=1

+(ko—k—Kk'),,

3
. (21)
mI=Il 7 (ko—k—k")p,
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It is worth observing that because of the sinc factors
[sinc denotes (sinx)/x], and because /;,l,,l3 and At are
typically many thousands of optical wavelengths and opti-
cal periods long, the dominant contribution to the three k
integrals come from those wave vectors that are close to
satisfying the index-matching conditions, or energy- and
momentum-conserving conditions,

ko—k—k'=0=~ko—k—k", (22a)
olkg) — (k) —w(k') =0=~w(ky) —w(k) —aw(k”) . (22b)

It follows that k' and k'’ are close to each other, and the
difference vector

kn__kIEkln (23)

is small and of order 1/1 even if the pass band Ak of the
|

F

2r)? :
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detector is wide. The scalar product &} g, in Eq. (21)
can- therefore be well approximated by €} €xrsn =8,
and for the same reason T,,(k,s;k”,s"’) can be replaced
by T, (k,s;k',s’), and X, (0(ky),o(k),o(k”)) by
X www(0(Ko),w(k),w(k’')). In the same spirit we may use a
Taylor expansion to express w(k’’) in terms of w(k’), by
writing
o(k")=w(k')+k"" Vyo(k')+ - - -
=o(k')+k"u(k’), 24)

where uw(k)=Vyw(k) is the group velocity. These
transformations allow us to simplify Eq. (21), after mak-
ing k'’ the new variable of integration in place of k”.
The k'’ integration is carried out most easily, if we reex-
press all the sinc factors as space-time integrals, by put-
ting

1 fd3km ei[k"“(rl—-ro)—k”’-u(k’)t]e(i/2)[w(k0)—w(k)—w(k‘)]Ate —(i/2)[0(kg) —w(k) —a(k')—k""-u(k’) At

sin{ 3 [w(ky) —w(k) —w(k’)]At} sin{5[w(ky) —w(k)—o(k’)—k""-u(k’)]At}
X

T o(ky) —o(k)—o(k')]
sin[ +(ko—k—k'),u 1,1

1Holky) —o(k)—o(k’)—k""-u(k’)]
sin[ +(ko—k—k'—k""),, 1, ]

3 3
x 11 I1
m= m=1

1 +(kg—k—k'),,

%(ko_k_kl__kln)m

1 30m 3 ,f 3 ,,fA' ,fAt ,  i(kg—K—K)-(F+1")
= 2n)y fd k f—zl/zgx'gll/zd ") 1 pexr<, 2% g dr’ |, dt”e

=1,2<y'</2
—13/2<2'<13/72

—1,/2<y" <1 /2
—13/2<2"<13/2

— 3. f

= f_ll/zsx'gl,/zd " J o nexr<tin
—1,/2<y'<, /2 —1,/2<y"<1,/2
—13/2<2'<13/72 —13/2<2"<13/2

iloky)—w(k)—ao(k)](t'—2t") ik [ri—1g—1"—u(k')(z—1")]
we [w(kg)—w(k)—a(k')] e [ry—ro

A A
& [Var [V a8 —ro—r —u(' )t —1")

i(kg—k—Kk')(r'+1") i[o(ky)—o(k)—aw(k)])(t'—t")
e k r e [o(kg)—w - ] .

If dispersive effects are small, we may take the group velocity vector u(k) to be almost independent of the wave number
k, but pointing in the direction of the wave vector k. We shall therefore write u(k)=ux, where k=k/k. The integra-

tion over r'’’ can now be carried out, and we obtain

At At i(kg—k—K')-[r'+1, —1g—Ku(t—t")]
. 3.0 f ' f ” '(kO 1770
F= f—Il/ng'gll/Zd vy 4], dtve —

=1,2<y'<l, /2
—13/2<2'<13/2

X

ei[w(ko)—m(k)—m(k’)](t’——t“)

U(rl—ro—K’u(t—t") | 11,12,13) >

where the step function U(r|!,l,,13) is defined to be unity if r falls within the volume 7", of the crystal and zero other-

wise,
1, ifre”’,

U(l'll2,ll,l3)= .
0, otherwise .

(25)

In the following we shall suppose that the detector is located in the far field of the nonlinear medium, and that
| ry—ro| and ut are both large and almost equal. After performing the 1’ and ¢’ integrations we have

g fAtdt” o o= k—K 1y —ro—K'u(t—1")] ilalky)— (k) —a(k)[(1/2)At—r"]

3 sin[4(kg—k—k" )l ] sin{ +[o(ko) —w(k)—o(k')]At)

X U(rl—f()—K’u(t—t”) | 11,12,13) H

m=l Hko—k—k'),

1 (26)
Tlo(k) —o(k)—o(k")]

Use of Eq. (26) in Eq. (21) with the foregoing substitutions then leads to the following expression for the photon detec-
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tion probability at time #:

__l_ 3 .___1._ 3 37,1
Py(t)= 7 farld X1 (27)° fd k f[k’]ld k
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X X Xip(o(ke),0(k),@(k)X ypy (0(Ko),0(K), (k")) Tj;(k,s3k',5") Ty (K, 55K’ ,s )V V,,

XfoAtdt,,ei(ko—k——k’)~[r1—ro—-x’u(t-—t”)]ei[w(ko)—w(k)—m(k')][(1/2)At—t"]

U(l’l—ro——Klu(t‘“t”) I 11)12’13)

3 sin[ 3 (kg—k—k'),,1,,] sin{5[o(ky) —w(k)—a(k’')]At}

7(ko—k—K'),

m=1

In order to evaluate the k integrals one would of course
need to know the form of the susceptibility tensor. We
compare P;(t) with a certain probability for the detection
of two photons below.
IV. TWO-PHOTON DETECTION PROBABILITY

Next we consider the joint probability P,(¢,t+7) of
detecting two photons with two detectors located in the
far field of the crystal, in the neighborhood of points r;
and r, at two different times ¢ within 6¢ and ¢+ within
8t. We therefore need to calculate the expectation of the
normally ordered and time ordered operator product

W e, )W eyt + W (00t + )W (13,0)
]

(27)

+o(ky) —w(k) —w(k’)]

[

and to integrate this over the small surfaces of the two
detectors and over the short measurement time intervals
8t. As before, we replace the surface-time integral by an
integral over the equivalent volume 87". Let us suppose
that the detector at r; responds to the set of wave vectors
[k]; and the detector at r, to the set [k],, where [k]; and
[k], in general differ both in direction and frequency.
[k], is centered on k; and [k], on k;. Because of the par-
ticular form of W(r,z) given by Eq. (14), in which all
operators are effectively zero-time operators, the time or-
der of the operator product is not significant, but the nor-
mal order is important. We therefore have for the joint
probability of two-photon detection at times ¢ and ¢+,

Pz(t,t+7')=f57/1d3x1 f5V2d3x2(vac| ﬁ’;(r,,t)ﬁ/;(rz,t+T)ﬁ’q(r2,t+T)Wp(r1,t)|vac)

— 3 f 3
_.[SV‘d X1 aVZd x2<vac

We now use the following commutation rule:

(e, e
[Aks(o),W; free(r2at+7-)]= L*? kla

0 otherwise ,

A 1 A :
x |w! free(To +7) + 577 k,z,Akrs'(O)f;(k',sI;rz,t—f-T)
»§
X | Wy treelTat +7) +

1_' N " nr ‘
X L1372 b Alt'"s"'(O)fp(k ,8""11,)
o

—i[kry—a(k)(t+7)]

—i7 2 A0 ks, 0) ‘
k,s

1 2 ” "
1372 k%,A L's"(O)fq(k L83t +7)
Va°> : (28)
if ke[k \
kel ) (29)

to rearrange the operator product in Eq. (28) and eventually to put it into normal order. We obtain

1
_ 3 3 —
Py(t,t+7)= fmd *1 fs?fzd ¥ s [%s [klzz

1

+
6
I ks kK5’ k", s" k", s"

*
(Exs  Exrmgm)e

‘~{(km_k).rz_[w(k"')_w(k)](t+‘r)}f*(k s.r t)'f(k”’ s r t)
SLEES ¢ ’ s11y

S5 S S (44044 (0)4 L) Lrgn(0))

Xf;(k,s;rl,t)f;(k’,s’;rz,t'—;—'r)fq(k",s”;rz,t +7)fp (K", 5" r,t) |

(30)

Because the state of the field is the vacuum state, we have from the commutation relations
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( As(0) Ay (0) A [ (0) A Lo g(0) ) = 8B BBy + Bigerr BBy (31)
and this allows us to rewrite Eq. (30)
Py(t,t+7)= faV dx, fsy d3x2—16— s 3 [(8;s_sk,S')ei[(k’—k)-rz—[w(k’)—w(k)](t+r)]f*(k’s;rl’t)'f(k,,s,;rl,t)
! 2 LY figys s
+fp (K,s311,8) f5 (K830, t +7)f 4 (K, 8505, +7)fp (K 57511,8)
+ | f(k,s51,2) | 2| £(K',s"30, 47) | 2] . (32)

Our previous assumption that the interaction time At, or the propagation time through the nonlinear medium is short,
and that the down-converted light is of low intensity, makes the last two terms, which are of the fourth order in f, much
smaller than the first term, which is of the second order in f. Accordingly we now discared these smaller terms. After

replacing sums by integrals in the usual manner, and using Eq. (15) to substitute for f(k,s;r,z), we obtain

__1_. 3 3 __1_ 3 37,0 37,1 37,000
Pat,t+7)= 7 fsrld *1 fsvzd X2 (2m)12 f[k]zd k f[k’hd k f[k”]ld k f[k"']ld k

X 2

5,5',8",s""

(ks *Exrs ) (EkrgExmg X (1 (0(Ko),0(K""),0(K) WXy (0(Ko), 0(k"""),0(Kk"))

i[(K' —k) (1) —1o) + (K" —=k") (1] —10)] il oo(k")— (K" ) — (K’ —i )—
><ﬂj(k,s;k",s”)T,f,,(k',s';k"’,s”’)V}"Vwe[ 2~ To 1 Olet[w(k) (k") ~a(k") +o(k)]t, —ilok)—ek)]r

' . 1 "
o172 )0kg)—atk)—ac") 1At ~(i/2)]alky) — (k) —alk"]Ar sin{ 7 [w(ko) —w(k) —w(k")]Af]

sin[ +(ko—k —k")u 1, ]

+Holky) —o(k)—w(k”)]
sin[ +(ko— k' —k""),n1,n ]

sin{ +[(ko) — (k') — (k") ]At} ﬁ
Lio(kg)—o(K)—a(k™)]  m=1

Once again we note that, because of the various sinc
factors, the dominant contributions to the four k integrals
come from those wave vectors k, k’, k", and k’” that are
close to satisfying the index-matching or energy- and
momentum-conserving conditions

k+k" ~ko=k'+k",
o(k)+o(k") =k =o(k')+o(k') .

Now let us suppose that the two detectors 1 and 2 are so
arranged that the wave vectors k; and k, to which they
respond, and on which the sets [k"'];,[k"’]; and [k],,[k’],
are centered, are conjugate, in the sense that k; and k,
satisfy the index-matching conditions

kl+k2=k() N (353)
o(ky)+o(k;)=w(ky) . (35b)
Then k,k’ under the integral in Eq. (33) differ from k,
|

(34a)
(34b)

+(ko—k—k"),,  m=1

3
I Y

3 (kog—k'—k'"),,

T :
only by terms of order of the response band of detector 2,

and k”,k"’ differ from k; only by terms of the same or-
der. We may therefore replace k’ by k and k'’ by k" in
those factors in Eq. (33) like €}, €y, Xyow> and T, that
vary only slowly with k’,k’””. In the remaining factors we
make the substitution

(36a)
(36b)

k'—k=q,,
k"'—k”qu ,

where ¢,,9, are small compared with any optical wave
number, and we write

(37a)
(37b)

o(k') =o(k)+qyu(k) ,
w(kl’l)zw(kll)_,—ql-“(k") ,

in terms of the group velocities u(k) and u(k’’), as before.
After reexpressing the sinc factors as space and time in-
tegrals as in Eq. (25) above, we obtain from Eq. (33),

1 1- "
PZ(t’t‘*'T):'ﬁ? fsy,dsxl farzdstW f[k]2d3k f[k"]ldsk fd3q1 fd3‘12

X F Xi(o(ke),0(k),@(k )Xy, (0(ko),0(k), (k")) Ty (k,s;k",s" ) Ty, (k,s53K",5" W] V,,

5,8"

3. f
x f—ll/ZSx’sll/Zd "Jonnexr<in

—1,72<y'<ly/72
—13/3<2'<13/2

X

At At iqq-[r;—1p—1" —u(k”)t—1")]
d3ru fo dtl fo dt"e ql[ 1 0

—1,/2<y" <172
—13/2<2"<13/2

iqy [y — 1o —1" —u(k)(t +7—")] i[o(ky)—o(k)—(k"))(t'—t") i(kg—k—K")-(r'+r")
¢! /oo ] PR . (38)
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The integrations over q; and q, would yield 83(r;—ro—r”" —u(k”)(t—t")) and 8X(ry—ro—r"'—u(k)(t +7—1")),
respectively, if the ranges of q;,q, were infinite. Actually the range of q,, is only of order Ak,, (m = 1,2), because of the
limited ranges of k, k', k", and k’”’. Nevertheless, the integration may be treated as effectively yielding a 8 function, if,
for almost all values of the arguments,

") >1/Ak, ,
| p—ro—r1"—u(k)(t+7—1")| >1/Ak; ,

r—ro—r’ —u(k” )t —t
1—To

and if the remainder of the integrand behaves as a slowly varying test function with respect to ry,r,,r"’,k”,z”” when ry, r,,
r’, u(k')t"”, and u(k)?” vary by an amount of order 1/Ak. These conditions will be satisfied if the passband Ak is large
enough as it usually is in practice. We are then justified in writing 8 functions for the q; and q, integrals. Also we have

the general 8-function product relation
3 ”" (3)
f—ll/st”sI]/zd r"g(r")s
—1,/2<y" <1, /2
—13/2<2"<13/2

—a)83(r" —b)=8%a—b)g(a)U(a|l;,1,,15) , (39)

where U(a| ! 1,l 2,13) is the unit step functlon defined by Eq. (25). When this is applied to Eq. (38) we obtain

Pyt,t+717)=—5

7 fa:v/ 1f57f (2 )6 f[k]2d3k f[k”

kll

X 3 Xin(w(ko),o(k),(K" )Xy (@0(Ko),0(k), (K" ) Ty (k,s;k" 5" ) Ty (K,53k",s" )WV V,,

5,8"

At At
x [ dr [ dr f_I‘/ZSx,Sll/Za“r’8(3)(1'2—1'1—u(k)(t+7-—t”)+u(k")(t——t”))

—L,/2<y'<l, /2
—13/2<2'<13/2

XU(rl—ro-u(k")(t—t") | 11,12,13)
The three-dimensional r’ integration and the ¢’ integration
yield a product of four sine functions, which were the
basis for the approximate relations (34) above. Recalling
that u(k)=xu and u(k”)=«""u, let us suppose that the lo-
cations of the two detectors and the time ¢ are so chosen
that ryy—ro=kKut, rio—ro=x,ut, where k;,k, satisfy the
index-matching conditions (35), and r,ry are the mid-
points of the volumes 877,67,. In other words, the
detectors are placed so as to pick out conjugate photon
pairs from the signal and idler. The integration of the &
function over r, will yield unity only if the volume of in-
tegration 677, is large enough to accommodate all possi-

ble values of the vector
r+ulk)(t+7—¢t")—u(k”)(z—t")

If r;—ro=8r;, r,—r,,=38r,, the necessary condition can

be written

8ry—8r; — (kK —xy)ut + (k" — K )ut +(k— k" Jut"” —xur=0.
41)

Now |Kk—K,| T +A0,, |k”"—K,| T5A6;, where Af; and
A@, are the angular ranges of the wave vectors to which
detectors 2 and 1 respond, and |k—«" | =0, the angle be-
tween the conjugate k; and k, vectors. Hence

| (k" —xy)ut | T3 A6, ut
| (k—Ky)ut | T+ A6 ut , (42)
| (k—K")ut" | <Ou At=0I; .

Because of the finite size of the nonlinear medium, for a
given signal wave vector k"’ there is a whole range of con-

i[o(ky)—awl(k)—

(k") ](t'—1") i(ko—k—k“)'[rl—-r0+r'—u(k”)(t—t”)]

(40)

-
jugate idler wave vectors k lying within an angle
80,~1/k,1,. If Eq. (41) is to hold, and if detector 1 has
an aperture of linear dimensions A, ut in the plane con-
taining the vectors kj,k,, then detector 2 needs an aper-
ture of size (A8,+86,)ut + 015 in the same plane.

The geometric significance of this requirement can be
understood by reference to Fig. 1. If a signal wave mak-
ing an angle 0, with the pump beam is conjugate to an
idler wave making an angle — 6, (with 8, ~0,), then signal
waves within angles 6, ++ z (AB,+ 6,13 /ut) are conjugate to
idler waves within 6,++5(860,+ A6, +6,l3/ut). Because
of the crystal length /; these waves at distance ut spread
to cover a transverse width

(80, + A0+ 613 /ut )ut + 0513 =(A0,+86,)ut +61; , (43)

Detector 1

8,23/ut

FIG. 1.
ment.

The geometry of the two-photon detection experi-
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where 6=0, + 6,. The condition &x,>(A8;+86,)ut
+0I; is therefore necessary to ensure that detector 2
responds to all wave vectors which are conjugate to wave
vectors to which detector 1 responds. In addition, for Eq.
(41) to be satisfied it is necessary that the longitudinal

: ]
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range of 8r, is no less than 8r;—ku7, or the resolving
time interval 8¢, of detector 2 is no less than &t 4.
When 7=0 this merely requires 8¢, to be no less than &¢,.
If these conditions are satisfied, then we obtain from Eq.
(40) after integration over r’, t', and r,, with 7=0,

___1_ 3 _1__ 3 37,1 * ’"
Pyt =3 Jor @51 o S, 4% Sy, % s’zs"x,.j,(mko),w(k),w(k )

X Xy (0(ko),0(k), (k")) Ty (k,5;k",s" ) Ty, (K,53K",8" W[V,

X foAt dt" e

i(kg—k—k"):[r; —rg—x""u(t -—t”]ei[w(ko)—w(k)—w(k“)][(1/2)At—-t"]

Ulry—rto—K"u(t—1t")|1,15,13)

sin[ +(ko—k —k")n 1, ] sin{+[e(ko)—w(k)—a(k”)]At}

3
x 11
m=1

+(kog—k—Kk"),,

It is interesting to compare P,(¢,¢) given above with the
one-photon detection probability P,(z) given by Eq. (27).
Although the k integration in Eq. (27) appears to be unre-
stricted in range, whereas the k integration in Eq. (44) is
limited to the set [k],, i.e., to a small range Ak about the
vector k, that characterizes the photodetector 2, the dis-
tinction is really illusory. For, because of the sinc factors,
the vectors k,k’ in Eq. (27) are connected so that

k=ky—k'+O —;— (452)
o(k)=0(kg)—o(K')+0 [—Al—t ] : (45b)

If the passband Ak is as large as or larger than 1//, then k
differs from ky—k; by a vector whose length is no greater
than Ak, and w(k) differs from w(ky) —w(k;) only by a
term of order Ak /u. The integral over k therefore has an
effective range Ak which is centered on k,=k,—k;, and
we could have imposed the restriction [k], on the k in-
tegral in Eq. (27) With this substitution we have

Py(t,t)=P,(1), (46)

or the two-photon detection probability is exactly equal to
the one-photon probability. In other words, every signal
photon emitted in one direction in the process of down
conversion is accompanied by an idler photon emitted in
the conjugate direction, with the relevant two wave vec-
tors connected by the index-matching conditions (35).
The frequencies of the two conjugate photons are deter-
mined partly by the two directions of propagation, and
they may differ substantially. The effective equality of
P,(¢) and P,(¢,t) has been confirmed in photon counting
experiments,’g’20 when due allowance is made for the
quantum and collection efficiencies of the detectors.

V. TWO-TIME CORRELATIONS

In connection with the derivation of Eq. (41) and the
subsequent discussion we have already seen that
P,(t,t+7) begins to fall from its maximum value once 7
exceeds the resolution limit 8¢ of detectors 1 and 2. This

(44)

3 [o(ky) — (k) —w(k")]

|
suggests that the two-photon correlation time 7, may be
governed by practical considerations involving the photo-
detectors, rather than by fundamental properties of the
pumping light or the nonlinear medium. '

For another approach to the variation of P,(¢,¢47)
with 7 we return to Eq. (38), and we observe that the 7
dependence is carried entirely by the factor

iqy-u(k)T iqyKuTt
' —e'®

under the integral. As we have taken u to be virtually
constant with frequency, the correlation time is governed
by the effective range of q,'x under the integral. Now
q,=k—k’, and from Eq. (33) k and k' both belong to the
set [k], and therefore differ only by Ak. Hence the range
of P,(t,t+7), or the two-photon correlation time T, has
a lower limit of order 1/uAk=1/Aw, where Aw is the
bandwidth of the detector field. So long as the resolving
time 8¢ of the detectors exceeds 1/Aw, T, is governed by
6¢. But if 8¢ falls below 1/Aw then 1/Aw provides the
range on the time interval within which the signal and
idler photons can be detected. We see that it is really an
instrumental limit, rather than one determined by the na-
ture of the incident pumping light or of the nonlinear
medium.

_VI. DISCUSSION

We have shown that when the positions and apertures
of the two photodetectors are properly chosen, so that the
detectors capture the conjugate signal and idler photons,
then the joint two-photon detection probability equals the
one-photon detection probability, provided that the quan-
tum detection efficiencies are both 100%. If the detection
efficiencies a,,a, are less than 100%, then P(¢) has to be
multiplied by a,, and P,(¢,t+7) by a;a,, so that

Py(t,t+7)=0,P(2) . 47

This has been confirmed in the original,'® and also in the

more recent, experiments,20 and is consistent with the idea
that the signal and idler photons are always created to-
gether from a single-pump photon. It suggests the possi-
bility of using the two down-converted photons in order
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to discriminate against background in an optical com-
munication channel.?*

The correlation time 7, within which the two down-
converted photons show up is obviously an important
quantity. We have seen that T, has nothing to do with
the bandwidth of the incident pump field, which was ac-
tually taken to be zero in our calculation. While the
pump bandwidth determines the time uncertainty of an
incoming (pump) photon, it does not affect the relative
time separation between the signal and idler photons. T,
is ultimately limited by the acceptance bandwidth of the
down-converted light, which is generally governed by
practical considerations, but can be exceedingly short. In
particular, T, can be shorter than the propagation time At
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through the nonlinear medium. This conclusion is also
consistent with recent measurements, in which 7, was
found to be below 150 psec, and limited by the transit
time spread of the photodetector, when the propagation
time At was close to 400 psec.”’ However, there appears
to be no fundamental reason why 7, cannot be in the sub-
picosecond range. The process of parametric down con-
version therefore provides us with a highly correlated
photon pair with extremely small time separation.
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