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The statistical properties of radiation emitted in a scattering process between a relativistic electron
beam and two interfering crossed laser fields are discussed, when the radiation system is coupled to
a reservoir (electron-beam system). The conditions to obtain anticorrelation effect are presented, and
the presence of super-Poissonian statistics, when the short-time approximation is adopted, is shown.

I. INTRODUCTION

The scattering between a relativistic electron beam and
two interfering laser beams has already been discussed.”?
The emitted photon flux has been shown to be increased,
when some “angle conditions” are fulfilled, if electrons
are bunched. The bunching effect is produced by a pon-
deromotive force’> which creates an “electron grating”
from which light is scattered in the Bragg directions.

In the following the statistical properties of backscat-
tered radiation in the electron rest frame (ERF) are stud-
ied when the radiation system is coupled to a “reservoir”
(electron beam). Anticorrelation effects are found to
occur between scattered modes; super-Poissonian statistics
also occurs in each emitted mode when the short-time ap-
proximation is adopted.

In the radiation field the following modes are con-
sidered: two incident modes at nearly the same frequency
(in the ERF) (modes 1i and 2i which are the interfering
incident modes), and two backscattered modes (1s and 2s)
at nearly equal frequency w, (the scattering is a quasielas-
tic one in the ERF). When the phase difference between
modes ls and 2s is zero, the emitted intensity is higher;
this means that the scattered field also interferes.

The coherent state technique and the g-c¢ number
correspondence have been employed, working in the
Schrodinger picture with the generalized Fokker-Planck
equation for the antinormal quasidistribution function.
The factorial moments are derived from the solution of
the Fokker-Planck equation. Losses are not accounted
for.

II. MASTER EQUATION

In the following we suppose that an accelerated electron
beam can be considered as a reservoir in which the in-
teraction with the radiation system produces transitions
between the two electron states. We can consider the elec-
tron beam a reservoir if we assume that the electron beam
is not fully monoenergetic, but has an energy spread AE
(in the hypothesis of AEg.. >>AE 4, see Appendix A).
The statistical properties of radiation are obtained from
the motion equation of the reduced density operator for
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the field, under the Markov approximation.

We study the problem in the electron rest frame, in
which the scattering is a quasielastic one, in two cases:

(a) small gain, i.e., the difference between number of
emission and absorption processes is very small and

(b) high gain, in which the number of emission process-
es is greater than the number of absorption processes.

The total Hamiltonian H,, describing the interaction is
given by

Htot:H0+Hint » (1)
where H is the free Hamiltonian, i.e.,
Hy=H;+H,, (2)

where Hy= 31 _ #a #4 @y, is the free radiation Hamiltoni-
an, and

AA

H,=E 3 3 € julpn—dpd ) 3
n p

is the free Hamiltonian of the electron system in second
quantization, where ¢ T and ¢ are fermion creation and an-
nihilation operators, for fixed spin value, and dand d'
are antiparticle operators. zp is the sum on the momen-
tum and ¥, is the sum on the total number of electrons.
The interaction Hamiltonian for the scattering in the in-
terfering field is given by
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where I and m are electron states, and K'? is the transi-
tion matrix element. We remember that for the photon
momentum uncertainty in an interfering field, each one of
the products ¢;¢,,d@ ;a; gives a nonzero contribution to
the scattering probability (the photon momentum uncer-
tainty makes sure of the momentum conservation law in
the scattering)."? Introducing the new variables A;,
=(é\li,s+&\2i,s)/\/§' and 22,',5-:((/1\1;,:——&\2,',5)/\/5 that
satisfy the standard commutation rules, the interaction
Hamiltonian becomes
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Hp=3 S#K2¢},6,A 1,41, (5)

ILm n

where
2=
Lm P

The statistical properties of the radiation—two-state-
electron system are described by a density operator p(z)
which satisfies the following motion equation:

o _1 -
ot i [H ot,P] (6)

[in the Schrédinger picture (SP)].

We are interested only in the radiation properties, there-
fore we eliminate the reservoir variables (electron system)
obtaining the density operator for the field alone, ps(2).
The motion equation for the density operator may be
described using the Markov approximation and the stan-
dard techniques (see Appendix A).

Thus we obtain the master equation for the reduced
density operator in the SP:

Py 1

ar = iz HrPr]

+4K([A4,A1p, 44,1 +14,4]p,414,D

—4zZ([4, 4], 44,571+ 4
where
Z—+ Wi, =(y/2)m(1—,)
is the number of emission processes, and
K=+ Wi =(y/2)i,(1—m)

is the number of absorption processes; moreover (see Ap-
pendix A),
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and |K® |2 is the transition probability (2), 7, is the
electron density in the m state, 7; is the electron density
in the [ state, A 1,~,s=;4\,-,s. Equation (7) is equivalent to
what is obtained in the optical region in the scattering be-
tween radiation and an atomic system.

III. FOKKER-PLANCK EQUATION
Making use of the relations
(@ '%5.p1=[2"p10+a 15,51,
(29,4 9 p]1=4 T T[40,p]+[45,p12 75T, ®)

[G,8 1=

and

~ O N S At N
[a"N]= ’ N’a' =T

/ 3@ (V.1 3a;
~dN aN . N
a; = a;+ , 9)
Taa] aa] " (aa)y?

A A 2/\

alAVa’r=é\;[ 31:’ 4 E)AN2

aaj aaj (aaj)

we obtain the master equation for the normally ordered
operator pf. Now we apply the operator N ~! which
transforms the operator function p} into an ordinary
function ;‘)("’(aj,a}‘,t) of the complex variable a; by re-
placing &@; by a; and a; by a}‘. We must remember that
a; is the eigenvalue of &; in the coherent state |{a;})
representation. Then, making use of the relation

¢A({aj},t)=—;75<">({aj},t) , (10)
where M =4 is the number of modes, we obtain a general-
ized Fokker-Planck equation for the antinormal quasidis-
tribution function ®,({a;},t) representing the equation

y~|K?|? ,  of the density operator in ¢ numbers:
D, 3D, D,
= w;——a; —C.C. |+ Wg——ag—C.C.
ot lzl" ' da; ? ¥ day *
P D
FUK ~Z) (2] A |20y —2| A; | 2Dy + | Ay |24} —2 +c.c.— | 4; | 24F—2 —c.c.
94; 94!
%D, 3D, P, 3P,
—4K+Z) |AA} ———+ccc. |—4Z |—2|4,]|* Af A;
K+2) A A gy TO° A S roa, T4 aar T oa,
3, oD, %,
—4K |A* 2|4 |2 —2—|, 11
s aar Taa, B2 Sy (an
where

2—>1i,2i , 2-—>1S,2.S‘ R Aivs=(a1,-’s+a2i,s)/\/§ .

Performing the Fourier transform

®,= fCA({Bj},t)-;l_;l;Iexp(—Bja;'-l-B}'aj)dwj,

(12)
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introducing a new variable 6; = B;exp(iw;t), and eliminating the fast oscillations exp(—iw;?), we obtain

9C,({6;},1) . 9 3 | 3 3 |
o =—(K+42Z) |4C +(01;+6y;) 26, + a6, C+c.c.+(015+6) 26, + 26, CY+c.c.
a d 0 d ,
4 (6154 025)(61; +65;) 30, + 305, laols + 30, C, +c.c.
d d 9 d
K |2(67; +65)(0,;+6,;) C,
+ ( 10 +0 1i +02 60‘1‘54—8035 aeh'!‘aezs A
+(64;+64) 9 + 9 Cy+c.c. +4C,
1i 2i 391,' 392,- A gl A
d d a d
2(67; +65,)(05 +6,) + C,
1s 02, (015 105 [60’& 365, 30, + 26, |“*
+ (B15+62) | o + =0 | +c.c. +4C.
1s+02) | 5~ + 3, |C4 TS 4
9 d 9 d d d d 9
(K —-2Z) + Cy— + C,
* k [ae’;‘s ae;s ae]s + aBZS 4 66’;, 802, | [agli + 802,' 4
d d 9 d 0 d
i i C, .C.
+(0u+620) 36", 06, | |86, 06, | |36y T a6y | AT
a d d d d d
— (845 +6,) C) —c.c. (13)
G laa*;i Ta6s, | |26 "6y | |90, T B0, |7

We have used C4({B;},1)—C;({6;},?) because in the problems involving interactions, these functions exist for all times,
so that they are more convenient than the Glauber-Sudarshan quasidistribution ®y—Cy. Now we seek a solution of Eq.
(13) in two cases: (a) small gain, i.e., Z ~K and (b) high gain, Z > K.

(a) Small gain (Z ~K =p). In this case Eq. (13) becomes

aCy 9 a 9 3 9
3 =—2p|2 30, (013+62s) + 30, +c.c. +46;(6,5+0,) a6.. + 36, +c.c.
9 3 3 9 9?
—4 ei 2 —4(615+ 0 *s 9*3 ~——|Cu> 14
o ae‘:ﬁao&] 30,, a0y, | HOuT OO g | e

f
where, because the incident field is an interfering one, we where
have considered modes as indistinguishable: 6;; =0,; =6;.

We seek the solution of Eq. (14) in the form

gk({0;},t)=— | (4 +B)fy _1+B*fr_;

o0

z (2p)fi((6,},0)

C,({6;},t)=exp (15)

+ VifmVaofr +CifmCafy)
where the field is assumed initially coherent. Substituting m+ ,2= k—1 1fmVafr 1fmCalr

Eq. (15) into Eq. (14) and comparing the coefficients at

the same power of p, we obtain a recursion system of

equations for fi:* + S VifwVifs (17)
afk({ej},t) m+r=k—1

with
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d d d d eje="5y,,,
A= —4|6,|? 4 + '
N AT I Vi—46,=2 | Vy=(01+05) |24 =2
52 1=413g, > V27 15+ 025 30, + 36, |
— 40,5+ 02,015+ 65) ,
s TR s 96; 06; The solution of Eq. (15) is given by
t)= },0) ({6;},t")dt" . (19)
B= 29:%4— (615 +0) [53—+5§—- £e16;},0=1i16;1,00+ f &kl
s = We assume as an initial condition for C A({ :1,1) that the
field is in a coherent state |{£;}) (at the time =0);
d d d therefore, we have
+46;(05+6) ot
36, | |a6,, " 36y, 3 ,
fol16;}1,00=3 (—|6;|*+6;& —65&;) , (20)
3 9 j =
1=40i 1 36, + 36, |1 THOWTO) |5 ’ez j=1-i, j=2—>1s, j=3—2s, and f¢({6,;},00=0 for
(18) k > 1. With this condition, performing the calculation of
3 a Eq. (19), we obtain the following result, correct for
—6; 89"‘ Ry — (61 +65) |5~ |e2 s | pét| <1 (“short-time approximation,” where ¢
s 2 O represents the interaction time):

3 iw;t —iw;t
z (Bjele é’; _I}*e 4 &s)

j=1

Cn({B;},t)=exp

—2pt[+4|B; | > 43| Bus | *+3 | Bas | >+ 3B1sBs + 3B Bos +2B:iE1e ' — 2B £ T
+ %—(Bls +B2s )e’wStas - —%‘(m.s +B;s )glse R

L8 (Bis 4 Bos)e ™ — L (Bl + Bl Erge

w)t lwt

+4ﬁx ﬁlx +62s)(_3ke 5)( —mse _int'*'g'l‘s _B;se.—i%t‘f'é;s)‘*‘c-c-

—4!Bx | ("“ e_ +§k B;se _iwst+§;s)( _Blsei%t——gls _ﬁlseint_§2s)

+iw;t

_4(Bls+32s)(3‘l‘s+ﬁ;s)( _Bie §t le +g')] (21)

where we have used the transformation 6;— 8;exp(iw;t) and assumed, in a first approximation, @, ~ @, =w; and

Cy({B;},0=C,({B;},) [T exp(|B; |?) .
J

To obtain information on the statistical properties of radiation emitted in modes 1s and 2s it is necessary to calculate the
factorial moments. The first factorial moment gives some information on the mode intensity

FCy({B;),1)

W)= — i =(&!(a;(), : (22)
W) 3B,0(—B) |ig=o I )
then
(Wi ) | Ers |2 +pt[8 | & |24+ 6—2| 15 | 2 —(E15E5s +E15625)] (23)
(Wasde | Ea | +Dt[8 | & |24+ 6—2 | £ns | 2—(E1sE3s +ET5E25)] 24)

where each §; is proportional to the field amplitude (at the time t =0). We observe that if the scattered field is initially
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in a vacuum state, we have

(Wi )=(Wy)=8pt(|& |*+0). (25)
The second factorial moment is
*Cy({B;1,t) Cy({B:1,1) 2
<(AWJ)2>= IZ{BJ}z _ N {Bl}
3B(—B;)P |gy=0 | 3BA(—B;) |By=0
=(aPwatn) —(alwam)?, (26)
therefore
<(AW15)2)'—\’—16Pt Igl |2{ |§1s |2—pt[2|§15 |2+(§1s§§s +§;s§23)]} (27)
and
(AW ) 16pt | &; | 2{ | £25 |2 —Pt[2| bos | 2+ (E1sE2s +ET:E25)]) (28)

again in the “short-time” approximation and neglecting
the “second-order term” (pt)®.. The second factorial mo-
ment given by Eq. (26) corresponds to the quantum-
mechanical normalized (second-order) intensity correla-
tion function (normally ordered and time ordered) at 7=0.
If we define’

g@(p= LD +1) “)(I‘j)j”) (29)
I
we have, in fact,
(AW;)?)
g(Z)(O)—I:-(<7’;2——— (30)
J

Usually the quantity g» —1 <0 is the basis for the defini-
tion of antibunching, though it reflects only instantaneous
photon anticoincidence. In a more correct way the quan-
tity [g®(0)—1] gives information on the corresponding
photon counting distribution. In fact, some authors® use
the Fano factor F,(T)={(An)*)/{(n) to define the
super-Poissonian [F,(T)>1] or sub-Poissonian [F,(T)
< 1] character of the photon counting distribution, and
write

where M represents the number of degrees of freedom
(number of modes). When M >0 we have a correspon-
dence between antibunching-bunching and sub-
Poissonian—super-Poissonian statistics. In the following
we consider only the situation at 7=0, i.e., we consider
only the behavior of g*(0). From Egs. (27) and (28) and
from the short-time condition (pt& < 1), it is not possible
to observe sub-Poissonian statistics (g2 —1 <0) and each
mode exhibits a super-Poissonian statistics. In the case in
which only one stimulating field is present (| & |0,
| €25 | =0), we have for the integrated intensity

(Wis)= |5 |2 +pt (8] & |*+6—-2] &1 |, (32)
and for the second factorial moment

(W) =16pt | & | X(| &1 |P—pt 611D - B3
The same result is obtained for the mode 2s when

| €25 | 70 and | &;5 | =0. However, as is easy to verify,
the statistics does not greatly change, with respect to the

AW )? case of Eqgs. (27) and (28).
F,(T)=1 +%—>—[g(2)(0)— 1]~1 +nisml , (31) The other second factorial moment is given by
j
]
*Cy({B;},t ’Cy({B;}, ’Cy({B;},
(AW, AW;) = v{{B;},1 _[BentiB) V(18310
3B;3(—B;)9Bd(—Br) |iB=0 | 3B;0(—p;) 3Bkd(—Br) | |iB=0
=(& (@} a;(0a (1) — (@ lwan) @ Lna () , (34)

which for scattered modes gives
<AWISAWZS>Z+8pt |§t Iz(glsé‘;s +§1s§§s) 35

in a short-time approximation and for small intensity
values of stimulating fields | &, | and | &5, |. Because the

terms &; are given by £;= | §; | e, where @; is the phase

r

factor, anticorrelation between the scattered modes is pos-
sible and it depends on the phases of the fields.
Finally we have between incident and scattered modes

(AW, AW 5 ) ~—16pt | &; | *Re[£] 55 (E15+E25)1
(36)
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which shows that positive correlation can exist between
the incident and scattered modes when the phase differ-
ence between the two scattered . modes is
m/2<@—@,<3m/2. In the case of spontaneous emis-
sion ( | £;,5s | =0) we have from Egs. (27), (28), and (35),

(AW )?)=0,
((AWy)?*) =0, (37)

(AW AW, ) =0 .
|

These relations correspond to having scattered modes with
stabilized amplitudes. It is also interesting to inspect
the behavior of the ‘normalized variance”
(AW ,55)*) /{ W1 ) (corresponding to the F, —1 factor
of Ref. 5) for each emitted mode. This quantity can as-
sume the value zero for coherent field, —1 for “Fock
state,” or a value proportional to the mean number of
photons in the mode, in the case of chaotic field.
In the case of small gain we have (when | &; | 25<0)

(38)

((AW)?)  (AWy)%) __lept|& 12016106 |*—2p1(| 1,25 |2+ | £1sl182s )]
(Wl-') <W2S> N |§1,2s]2+pt(8|§i|2+6_2|§1,2s|2_2|§1s”§2s|)
I
With the hypothesis

l§1sl=|§2s|=|§s|’ Pis=P2s »

16pt | &; |2<< | € |2» ptE<1,
the previous equation becomes

Being that this quantity is greater than zero, we have in
the used approximation and in the small-gain regime that
the scattered modes tend to exhibit a super-Poissonian
statistics.

(b) High gain (Z >K). Using the same considerations
as in the case of small gain, we obtain a solution of Eq.
(13) (see Appendix B). The factorial moments are now

L {awy)?)y (AW tept|& |
Faml= (W) AWy ~1+8t|§i|2 )
AL
|
(Wigyal | Er | 2—421 (2| Er | 24+ (E3sf1s +Eas8le) + | &i | P[EL (6rs +E2s) +E1s( €L +£5) =2 £ | 2]}) (40)
and
(Wasd (| £ag | =42t (2 | Eas | P+ (E5ers +E25815) + | &1 | 21636 (Ers +Ens )+ Ens (1 +E3)1 =21 & |*]) 41

<(AW15)2>= 16zt | §i I 2( I gls I 2—4Zt{ | gls | 2+§;s§2s +§1s§;s + | §i | z[g:s(gls +§2s)+§1s(§:s +§§s)]_‘2 | gi | 2}) ’

(42)

(AW ) =162t | & | U | &y | 2= 42t { | Eng | 2+ ENsbrs +E15E0s + | &i | LErs(Ers+Ens) +En(ET, + 65012 & | .

In this case also, from Egs. (42) and (43) and from the
short-time condition (zt | §; | <1), it is possible to verify
that scattered modes exhibit a super-Poissonian statistics.
In the case in which only one stimulating field is
present we have the following expression for the integrat-
ed intensity and for the second factorial moment

(18151520, | &2 | =0):
(Wi =[ & |* =82t (| &1 |2 — | & D], (44)
(AW )2y =162t | & |2(| &5 |2 =82t |E15 %) . (45)
We observe also that in the case of high gain, the charac-

teristics of the super-Poissonian statistics do not greatly
change with respect to the case in which two stimulating

(43)

fields are present. Moreover, again in the short-time ap-
proximation, the correlation between modes 1s and 2s is

(1&15 |20 and [ &y | =0),
(AW AW, ) 2816 | &; | X(Elsrs +E15E55) (46)
and
(AW, AW 5 ) ~—82t | &; | *Re[ €] 55(E15+E1,25)]
47)

where the incident and the scattered modes exhibit an-
ticorrelation depending on the field phase. In the case in
which [&1s| = l§2.v | =& | =0, P1s =Pas> and
162t | & |2 << | & |% zt || <1, we have the following
expression for F, —1:



2
Foel= (AW 125)%)
(W)
_ 162t | & |
1_a (4] &1 | 24+4 & 12| Ers |22 & 1D
—4zt >
| 1,25 |

(48)

Being this quantity greater than zero, the field exhibits a
super-Poissonian statistics. In the case of high intensity
of the stimulating field, Eq. (48) also becomes proportion-
al to 16zt, and each of the scattered modes exhibits a
super-Poissonian statistics. When a spontaneous scatter-
ing occurs ( | €15 | = | €25 | =0), from Egs. (45) and (47) we
have

< ( Wl s )2> =0 b
((AWy)?*) =0, 49)
<(AW13 AWZS))=O ’
corresponding to a stabilized amplitude of scattered
modes.
An idea of the coupling parameter can be obtained

from Ref. 2. In the laboratory frame the interaction time
is t~L /c, L being the interaction length. In the ERF it

is t,=yt (y=E/mc?. If y=10° and L~1 cm, then

t, ~3%10°%10~%~3% 1078 sec. The coefficient p(~Z)
(in the ERF) is
Aikg

P~RNoN’r§~ 7

Il ’ (50)

where

L= [ [dodonf@)f (@) 3 | Mylxa) > (5D

(see Appendix A) and M,(x,) is a matrix element; 7, is
the total electron density in the beam (10° cm™3); N, is
the number of incident photons per cm?sec (10%°
cm~2sec™!); A;=A, (in the ERF) are the incident and
scattered wavelengths, respectively; and N is the fringe
number.

With the values, in the laboratory frame, A; =0.5u and
N ~10? (fringe number) (for interfering angles §=5°), in
the ERF we have

p~1sec™! and pt,( <zt,)~1076 . (52)

The short-time approximation is | pt§; | <1 and therefore
we must have |£;|%<10'%, corresponding to a photon
flux of about 10*? photons per second. Because we have
an incident photon flux of (in photons per second)

n~10% (53)
the term | &; |2 is
|&]7~3%10°.

Therefore, in this case, the short-time approximation is a
good approximation, and some of the predicted effects
can possibly be observed.
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IV. CONCLUSIONS

We have shown how a method usually employed in the
statistical study of optical processes can be applied to a
system involving free electrons. We remember that this is
possible if the energy spread of radiation is smaller than
the energy spread of the electron beam.

It is interesting to observe that the statistical properties
of emitted radiation, as expressed by the value of the
second factorial moment, are connected to the strength of
the interaction and its time duration. The technique used
allows one to discuss sub- or super-Poissonian statistics.

APPENDIX A

We have a radiation field coupled to a reservoir (free-
electron system), and we wish to study the statistical prop-
erties of the radiation field. By using a standard tech-
nique, we can write the master equation (to second order
in the perturbation theory) (in the interaction picture) for
the reduced density operator

a_ﬁf_ — ) a 5 +
= % (05, —0;)[(Q;Q;Pr — Q;Pr Qi) Wij

—(QiPrQ; —prQ; QWi 1,
(A1)

where the Q Eerms contain the field operators, i=1,2,
Jj=12, and Wj; is the reservoir spectral density.
Equation (A1) is obtained in the Markov approxima-
tion: the interaction time (¢ —1#y) is
t,<<t—tg<<y~!,
where y ~! is the damping time of radiation field and ¢, is

. . . -+ .
the “reservoir correlation time.” The terms W;; are given
by

0 . ~ A~
fo= [T dte’! 3 | KDR,) | XE hmnlinl ) 5
Im n

(A2)

where Aw=w; —w,, and 3, is the energy sum, and

Wii= [ dte’®®' 3 3 [KDG) | Xl pnl imn ) 3

ILm n

(A3)

because the energy distribution of the electron system is a
continuous one

E*fdwzf(wl)fdmmf(wm) ,
Lm

(A4)
wi,= [ [Idodonf(o)f (@m)

X 3 | K2(Zm) | X imnlinl fon )
n

where
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1= [ et
(AS)
W%:1= f fldcolda)mf(wl)f(wm)

X 2 |K(2)(in) | 2<é\lné\:nné\}‘né\mn) .
n

If we consider the fermion operators in Eqgs. (A4) and

(A5), we observe that
( 6'1",,6,”,,61”6;" ) =ﬁe( 1—7n, )
(Cl el b ) =Rn(1—77) ,

so if I states are higher (in energy) than m states we can
think of the electron system as a two-level system. In this
way the W7, terms represent the emission processes and
W31 the absorption processes.

APPENDIX B

Using the same considerations as in the case of small gain, we obtain as a solution of Eq. (13), with

Cn({6;},0)—Cn({EB;},1),

3 iw; —iw;
Cy(B ) =exp | 3 (BiEe ' —Bgje )
j=1

— 2t [(Bis+Bas)e T (— e T gt Bhe T L ) +c.c.

+4( _Bie +ia)‘-t_§i )( —B,?e ~iwit+;;)

—8|B; | A —Blse " —Bhe”

+iot +iw t
+(—‘Blse : _§ls_BZSe :

ims,"'g‘l(s +§§s )( _Blse

+iogt +iwgt

—Bue  * —E1s—&)

_§2s )( "‘B;se _i%t"‘gls "‘B;:e _int—§2s)

4B By 4 Bos ) —Ble T L BN —Blre T — B T B+ ) +coc.

+iw;t

+4pB;e

(Bt T 4 B (—Brae T — 1 —Bre T 60— Bl T L= Bhie T 1)

Fe.c.— 4By, +Basde O (— Bl T L B B —Bhe )

X(—Bre " L e —Be T _g)tec] (B1)

IM. Bertolotti and C. Sibilia, Phys. Rev. A 21, 234 (1980).

2M Bertolotti and C. Sibilia, Proceedings of the 11th Internation-
al Conference on Quantum Electronics, Boston, 1980 (IEEE,
Boston, 1980), p. 612; Phys. Rev. A 26, 3187 (1982).

3P. W Smith, A. Ashkin, and W. J. Tomlinson, Opt. Lett. 6,
284 (1981).

4]. Pefina, Opt. Acta 28, 325 (1981); Photocounting Statistics of

Radiation Propagating Through Random and Nonlinear
Media, Vol. XVIII of Progress in Optics, edited by E. Wolf
(North-Holland, Amsterdam, 1980); J. Pefina, V. Pefinova, P.
Szlachetka, and S. Kielich, Opt. Acta 27, 1609 (1980).

SM. C. Teich, B. E. A. Saleh, and D. Stoler, Opt. Commun. 46,

244 (1983).



