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We introduce and study the properties of a class of coherent states for the group SU(1,1) XSU(1,1) and
derive explicit expressions for these using the Clebsch-Gordan algebra for the SU(1,1) group. We also
derive a phase space representation based on pair coherent states rather than the standard harmonic-
oscillator coherent states. We discuss the utility of the resulting “bi-pair coherent states” in the context

of four-mode interactions in quantum optics.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Multimode radiation fields admit a variety of coherent
states [1]. The utility of these states depends on the con-
text in which they are to be used. Consider, for example,
a two-mode radiation field with modes denoted by the an-
nihilation and creation operators a, b, aT, and b'. The
simplest type of coherent states that can be considered
for this system will be the product state |a,8), where

ala,B)=ala,B) ,
bla,B)=Bla,B) .

(1.1

However, depending on the context, one may not need
the full set |a,3) and it might be more useful to have a
new set of coherent states. Let us give three examples:

(i) Consider the radiation field of frequency @ with ar-
bltrary polarization and 1ts transformations on the Poin-
caré sphere. Here a Ya+b7b is conserved. In this case, it
would be more appropriate to con31der the underlylng
SU(2) group (obtained from a b, ab', and a'a —b ') with
the associated coherent states [2]

|&,N,m ) =exp(Ea'b—c*abH)IN—m,m ) ,

(1.2)
(ata—b'0)|g,N,m)=NIE,N,m ) .

(ii) For the class of problems involving four-wave mix-
ing, where the pump field is treated classically and undep-
leted, the relevant set of states, called the Caves-
Schumaker states, defined by the relation

|£Y=exp(ta'bT—¢E*ab)|0,0) ,

have been used in the context of the phenomena of
squeezing [3].

(iii) Consider the down-conversion of photons of fre-
quency (2 into two photons of frequency o, and w,. As-
suming that one is dealing with situations where the two
photons are created or destroyed together, the operator
o, =a'a—b"b is conserved. In such a situation it was
found to be more convenient to introduce “pair coherent
states,” which were simultaneous eigenstates of ab and

Ql [4]7

(1.3)
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abl,q)=¢ls,q)

(1.4)
0,16,9)=4,15,9) .
The relevant operators here are
Kif=a"', K7 =ab, Ki=l@'a+b'b+1), (15

which form an SU(1,1) algebra with the commutation re-

lations
(K{.K7 1=—2K}
[KiKE]=+K* (1.6)
1> 81 TRy .

The conservation law for Q) is related to the Casimir
operator C for the SU(1,1) group,

(KFtK7T+KTK)
— 1 1 5 1 1 —Kz2) (1'7)

which can be written as

c=1[1—(afa—bM?1=1(1—0}) (1.8)
Thus the eigenstate of Q, is also an eigenstate of C and
the pair coherent state is related to the eigenstate of K|
introduced in Ref. [5].

It is thus clear from the foregoing that multimode sys-
tems will be characterized by a variety of coherent states
and every set of coherent states would describe altogether
different physical phenomena. It is also important to
note that states like (1.2) and (1.3) can be produced by
evolution under the effect of an appropriate Hamiltonian.
States like (1.4) have, however, been shown to be pro-
duced by a dissipative process [4].

In this paper, we consider processes involving four
modes of the radiation field, as there has been a consider-
able amount of recent work on physical systems requiring
four modes of the field [6—8]. Clearly, such systems
would admit a large number of different types of coherent
states. In view of this, we consider processes where the
direct product of SU(1,1) groups will be relevant. This
would be the case in problems where one studies the
emission of two photons of frequencies w; and w, and
where each of them is emitted in either of the two modes
of polarization, as in the case of a calcium cascade [6].
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Other examples of processes where four modes of the ra-
diation field are important involve phase conjugate reso-
nators [9] and the process of down-conversion in the field
of a standing pump wave [7]. In the latter case, the for-
ward wave will produce the modes a and b and the back-
ward pump will give the modes ¢ and d. The Hamiltoni-
an for such interactions will have the form

H=¢€fab+e€pcd +c.c. (1.9

where €, and ¢, are the forward and backward fields. In
such a context, it would be interesting to study the
coherent states of the operator

K~ =(ab+cd)=Kj +K; (1.10)

These states will be degenerate, and we will discuss in
Sec. II the origin of this degeneracy.

Another system in which these states would play a role
is in double beam polarization-dependent two-photon ab-
sorption processes, which have been recently considered
[8]. In general, such processes involve four modes: two
modes of polarization and two colors. In an atomic sys-
tem involving the J=0—1—0 cascade, the absorption
and emission will involve photon pairs, with each pair
consisting of photons of the same polarization but
different colors. The effective two-photon Hamiltonian
for this process can be written in the form

H,=#[G(ab+cd)le){g|+c.c.], (1.11)

where G represents the two-photon matrix element, and
the excited state |e ) is connected to the ground state |g )
via a two-photon transition. If, in addition, the two-
photon transition is driven by an external coherent pump
of frequency w;, such that the condition of two-photon
resonance is satisfied, then Eq. (1.11) will be supplement-
ed by

H,,=(#G,ele){gle "“'+H.c.). (1.12)

A detailed analysis following Ref. [10] shows that the ra-
diation field is in a state that is the eigenstate of the
operator O =ab +cd.

From the foregoing it is clear that many other physical
systems will require the coherent states of the group
SU(1,1) XSU(1,1), which we call ‘“bi-pair coherent
states.” The plan of the paper is as follows: In Sec. II we
use the Clebsch-Gordan algebra of the Kronecker prod-
uct of SU(1,1) XSU(1,1) to derive an expression for the
bi-pair coherent states (BPCS) in terms of the individual
pair coherent states. In Sec. III we introduce a projec-
tion operator which projects out the BPCS onto the prod-
uct of pair coherent states. We conclude with some pos-
sible applications of the BPCS to other fields. It is worth
noting here that the states associated with the related
product group SU(2) X SU(2) have been the subject of ex-
tensive investigation in the context of the semiclassical
(Rydberg) states of the hydrogen atom [11].

II. CONSTRUCTION OF BI-PAIR COHERENT STATES

13

We construct the “bi-pair coherent states,” which are
coherent states of SU(1,1) XSU(1,1) in terms of the indivi-

dual pair coherent states of each SU(1,1) group by using
the Clebsch-Gordan (CG) coefficients of SU(1,1) X SU(1,1)
[12,13]. We consider pairs of photon operators

Ki=a'v', K =ab, Kiz%(a*a+bfb+1)
=cfa?, Ky =cd, Kj=Lcle+dld+1),

which satisfy the algebra

(K"K 1=—28,K},
e . (2.2)
[KfKF]1=£8,,K; .
The corresponding Casimir operators are
(KK +K K"
= 2 —K; (i=12), (2.3)

which can be written in terms of photon operators as

C,=i[1—(a'a=bTp)?],

(2.4)
C,=1[1—(cTe—d"ay].
In the photon number basis the action of the C; is
1— 2
Cilni+q;,n; )= 4 ~ lni+qim;) . (2.5)

and D2 of SU(1,1)

corresponding to the basis functions |j;,m; ), labeled by
the eigenvalues j; and m; of the Casimir operator C; and
K?Z,

Ciljm;)=—jG;+Dlj,m;) (i=1,2), (2.6)
Kiljm ) =mlj,m;) . 2.7

The states |j;,m;), which are relevant in the context of
this paper, are the ones that correspond to the positive
discrete series representation of SU(1,1), with the lowest
state being |j;,—j;). m; takes on the values

—Jji»—Ji+1,... . In what follows we shall be us-
ing both of the bases, as the quantum-optical applications
involve the photon operators, whereas many of the stan-
dard group-theoretical treatments use the [j;,m;) basis
[5,12]. The state |j;,m;) can be written as

. J
These generate a representation Dm‘1

—j.—1
(aT)mz Ji

[(m;+j Mm; —j; —

(bT)mi+J:
1)| 172

Ijl,m1>= [0,0) (i=1).

(2.8)

with |j,,m, ) defined by replacing a<>c and b<>d. In the
conventionally used number-state basis, this corresponds
to |n;+q,n,), where

y— (a1 T

(T @0 (=D @9

|n1+q1,n1

and state |n,+8,,n,) is defined similarly with a<>c and
b<>d. Furthermore,

bYbIn,+q,n Y =nln +q,n,), .10
dld|n,+qy,n,)=n,ln,+qy,n,) . )
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Thus we can establish the connection between the two
bases by the identification

m;—ji—1=n;+gq; ,
(i=1,2),

(2.11)
m;+ji=n;

and
g;=—(+2j;), (2.12)
with ¢;=0=j;= — 1.
The pair coherent state corresponds to the simultane-
ous eigenstate of the operator K;” and C, i.e.,

K 160ii»=6:i160sdi)
Clgi’ji )= -ji(ji+l)|§i’ji) .

In terms of the basis states |j;,m; ), |§;,j; ) can be written
as [5]

(2.13)

m;+j;

ke ( ,‘)
lgnji>=Nj,. > 2

|ji’m‘>
m=—J [(m;+j Mm;—j;— 112 '

(i=1,2). (2.14)

The normalization of these states N, is given by

2j;+1

Nji:[(|§i|) I—Zji—l(zlgi|)]_l/2- (2.15)

In the number-state basis |n;+g;,n;) the state labeled
|£;,q; ) can be written as [4]

n.

- &'
| i ,‘)ZN, —n; + i’ni) (i=1,2),
bird q'n,.z;'o n[!(n,~+q[)!( 1
(2.16)
with
N, =g U1, 2lg;1712 . (2.17)

These states constitute a complete set in each sector g;,
and the completeness relation in each sector is given by

J AN G K, QIEDIE ) (gl =1,

i

(2.18)

where the identity refers to the subspace characterized by
a fixed value of g;. This can be written as

fdzé‘:%Iq‘(z}g,‘)qu(zlg,|)|§,,q, ><§l,q,|:1 (219)

for the normalized states (2.16).
We now consider the group obtained by the addition of
these SU(1,1) generators, i.e.,

K*t=aw'+cla'=k} +K; ,

K~ =ab+cd=K}+K; , (2.20)
K*=La'a+bb+clc+dld+2)=K;+Kj3 .
The corresponding Casimir operator will be
o -+
c=K K tK K g2 .21

2 z
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The “bi-pair coherent states” are now the eigenstates of
K™, C;, and C. If we restrict ourselves to the positive
discrete series representations of SU(1,1), then the
Kronecker product D,Jn‘1 ><D,J,,22 reduces to the sum of ir-
reducible representations, i.e., the Clebsch-Gordan series
for SU(1,1) given by [12]

o0

pixp?= 3 D7, (2.22)
—I=—i—i
where the allowed values of J are given by
—J=—j,—j,+n. In the number-state basis we label
the irreducible representations by D9, where g = —2J — 1,
and we may write the Kronecker product as
p“"xp”= ¥ D9, (2.23)
g=q,+g,+1

Thus a given representation in the Kronecker product is
fixed by J, j,, j, or q, q,, g, and we have two alternative
ways of labeling the BPCS, ie, |£,9,,95,9) and

|€,jsj1sj2sd ). There is an added degeneracy
parametrized by
—(g,+g,+1)
n=—J+jl+j2=q—?‘—233-— (n=0,1,2...).
(2.24)

The eigenvalue problem that we wish to solve is

K~ltq)=¢lEq)
(2.25)
Cltg)=—JJ+DIq)=(1—¢*/4)|l,q) .

Labeling the states |£,q ) by the degeneracy parameter n
and g, and g,, the eigenvalue equations (2.25) are

K_|§,‘I1742,n >:§|§’q1’q27n ) ’

(2.26)
2n+gq,tq,
C|§,q17Q2,n>: ’_T“
2n+gq,+q,+1
~——2*-——+1 |&,g1,9,,n ) .

The basis states for the representation D’ are labeled by
the eigenvalues J and M of C and K,. The coherent state
|&,J,j1572 ), which satisfies (2.25), can be written in terms
of this basis as

lgyJ)jl’j2>

* (é—)M+J | )
=N, IM,jyds) -
JM=2_J [(M+J)!(M—J_1)!]1/2 J12J2
(2.27)
The normalization factor N; is given by
Ny =[Gy 12112 228

It is clear from (2.27) that the bi-pair coherent states are
complete in the same subspace as the states |J,M,j,,j,),
i.e., the subspace given by the representation D’. The
resolution of the unit 1 ; in each subspace characterized
by a fixed value of j,, j,, and J is
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2 . .
fd2§;1—21—1(2|§|)K—ZJ—1(2|§|)Ig)J’JI’]2><§aJ’]1’]2I=1(J)

(2.29)

The explicit form of this bi-pair coherent state in the product basis |j;,m )|j,,m, ) using the CG coefficients of SU(1,1)

is
o (§M+J

;J).v. )=N
SRR 27y vareyoy vouaym D7z 2 O

Jodyd
where C1 2

given in Appendix A [12].

]1]2J

ml,M|j1’m1>|j2 M—m,), (2.30)

~m,,M aTe the CG coefficients in the |j;,m;) basis for SU(1,1) whose explicit forms and properties are
Using the fact that —J+j,+j,=n defining M+J=k, M—J—1=k+2n+gq,+q,,

nytn,=mi+m,+j +j,=M+j +j,=k-+n, and g=2n+gq;+q,+1, and using the relations (2.11), we can write
expression (2.30) in the photon number basis as

I&,n,91,92) =N, 2 ()" > C:132n+k8n tamtiolritann)ny+g,n,) o (231

o [Nk +2n+q, +g, + 112 < B
-

Substituting the explicit expressions for the CG . k
coefficient given in Appendix A in Eq. (2.30), we get an 1£,1,0,0) =N, 2 [(k+1)!(k)!]‘/2
expression for the BPCS in terms of the CG coefficients
in the photon-number basis. In order to understand the Xy —
properties of the coherent state (2.31) we examine some nyon, k+1 172
special cases where the CG coefficient has a simple form. s | 3 )

(a) Vacuum state (£=0) of SU(1,1)XSU(1,1). This cor- KO tny kMR 2 M2 T2 ) s
responds to K ~|0,n,9,,4,)=0. Only the term k=0 (2.35)
contributes to (2.31) and n; +n,=n. Using the recursion where )
relation for the CG coefficient n, times we get

_ ( I ;' )1/2
172 = . (2.36)
qu'qz"’ ‘11 9,7 (— (n)!(ql)! ! [11(2|§|)]1/2
mompon— Conn (n)Nn—n ) . - e .
In this case, the joint probability distribution of finding
(n+g,y) 12 n, photons in the mode a and n, photons in the mode c is
, (2.32) i
(ny+g ) )M(n—n;+g,)! given by
N% |é_{2(nl+n2)
where  Cgli2"={(n+q,)(n+q,+4,)11/[g,!(2n +q, Py, (16D= [(ny+n,+ P 237
+¢,)!1}1/? is a normalization coefficient given in Appen- 1 2 )
dix A. Thus the vacuum state can be written as The single-mode probability distribution P, and the
2n+q,+q, || 7'? mean number of photons {n, ) are given by
0’ b b =
o) e P, (©=3 P, (I6] N2|§|z»12_£__l -
n+q,+q, | 8 P (ny+n,+1)
Xz(—l n, ni+q, (2.38)
g " el
GiI,(2181)
X|n—n;+ — . 2.33 = f)y=—=——— .
In—ny+qyn—ny) (2.33) (n)=3 P, 5D AR (2.39)

It should be noted that expression (2.33) can also be de-
rived directly without going through the CG algebra [8].
As mentioned in the Introduction the vacuum state is de-
generate, with the degeneracy parameter given by n.

(b) g, =q,=0; g =1; {70. In this special case, we start
with an equal number of photons in the modes a and b
and in ¢ and d. We choose g=1 so that
n=[qg—(q;+gq,+1)]/2=0 and n;+n,=k. The
relevant CG coefficient is given by

1 1
C0,0,I = = . (2.34)
merek T (e Y2 (nyny+1)172

Therefore (2.31) reduces to

nysny

A measure of the nonclassical nature of the distribution is
given by Mandel’s Q parameter, which for the mode a is
given by

_ ) —(n 2= (ny) (2.40)
<n1>
_2lglneleh)  1glnleh 2.41)
31,(2[¢]) 21,(2(¢))

We have checked, numerically and graphically, the
behavior of Q vs |£| and found that for values of |£] <2,
Q is nearly O and slightly negative. This shows that the
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FIG. 1. P, vs k [expression
(2.42)] for |£|=10 (solid line).
The dashed line is the corre-
sponding Poissonian with mean
(k). The inset shows the
behavior of the mean (k) as a
function of |£|.

distribution P, is nearly Poissonian for low values of [£l.
In fact, upon comparing the distribution P,,1 vs n; for
various values of |£| with the Poissonian of mean {n,),
we find that for |§ | <2 the two distributions almost coin-
cide, showing the Poissonian nature of the single-mode
distributions.

The joint probability distribution P,,1 +n, Can be calcu-

lated from P, ., by the relation

_ _ NilgI*
P lgh=3 8n1+n2,kPnl,n2(|§|)_m . 42
nystty
The average value (k) is given by
1E11,(2181)
kP (|E)=—7"7— (2.43)
2 RPN =7 e

In Fig. 1 we plot P, vs k and compare it to the corre-
sponding Poissonian with mean value {k ), and it is clear
that the distribution of the sum n, +n, is sub-Poissonian.

We do not treat in detail the method of production of
such states. However, from Egs. (1.11) and (1.12) and
previous works [10,14], the mechanism for the generation
of these states is evident.

III. PHASE-SPACE REPRESENTATION OF BPCS
IN TERMS OF PAIR COHERENT STATES

In quantum optics, phase-space representations are ex-
tensively used to study the quantum statistics of the radi-
ation fields. These representations are useful in extract-
ing precise information on the quantum nature of the
field. For a single-mode radiation field, one can expand
an arbitrary state |¢) in the coherent state basis as

=1 *)p—lal® 2
9)=—[d@a“e" " laNd%, (3.1)

where

Pa*)=(aly)) , (3.2)
and |a)) is the unnormalized coherent state

= — . 3.3

la ) n§0 ‘/n!ln> (3.3)

The Schrodinger equation can then be transformed into a
differential equation for ¥(a*) as shown by Klauder and
Sudarshan [14]. One of the phase-space distributions
used in quantum optics is the Q function defined for the
single-mode field by |¢(a*)|2e'|“‘2/7r. This can be gen-
eralized to other situations such as the SU(1,1) group or
equivalently for two-mode fields, as has been done by
Barut and Girardello [5]. We will now use a generaliza-
tion of this method for the case of bi-pair coherent states.
Since we consider four-mode radiation fields, we will have
to work with an eight-dimensional phase space. Howev-
er, we could examine a subspace of this eight-dimensional
space, keeping in view the occurrence of photons in pairs.
Therefore, we introduce an analog of the Q function
defined via the projection of the four-mode state |1) onto
the product of pair coherent states,

0(61,6291,92)= 151,41, 62,02 19> . (3.4
The relations analogous to (3.1) to (3.3) for this four-
mode basis can be obtained by using the unnormalized
pair coherent state basis, which we denote by | ),

d 51
’ = T —— + ’ ’
v ) ,Eo Vnl(n+q,) Intqun)
" e (3.5)
|§2,Q2»= > = |m +q2,m> .

m=0 V' ml(m+g,)

The completeness relation for the unnormalized states

|§i7qi » iS



fa, %

where the unit operator 1(,, refers to each subspace

~161"K, 216 DI e ) Kenal =1, (3.6

|

2 2
Wa1.020= [ [d*6d’6 161" 21617K, 216DK, (216,

where

W(T,63.91,92)= L1911 L8 q, 190) . (3.8)

Summation over g, and g, would lead to the state |¢)
over the entire four-mode Hilbert space.

The eigenvalue equation for |1) can be converted to a
differential equation for the function # in the basis of pair
coherent states by using the differential operator repre-
sentation for K ,-i and K7,

Ki+léi’41 N=—

ag, |§i7qi» ’

d
qi+§i aé_l

KelEng )= [;,-a%+ g s 5.9

Ki—lé‘i’qi »=§i|§i’qi » .

The action of the Casimir invariant can be expressed as a
differential operator by using Eq. (3.9) and the fact that
C, and C, are conserved quantities,

2

(&iailCi= (&gl - (3.10)
We now apply the above prescription for obtaining the
projection of the BPCS |{,g) onto the states
161,911,902,

F(6,6%,63.91,92,9)=C61,91,62.9216,9) - (3.11)
Calling the overlap of  the unnormalized

«&,q181,65,91,9, ) =f*, the eigenvalue equations for
|£,q ) can be converted to equations for f*,

<<§»‘IIK+|§1’§2,‘I1:‘12 »=§*«§ ‘II§1»§2»41"12 »,
«g qlclgl)§2vq1’q2»_

2) (3.12)
q €&,9181,62,91,92 M -

Using the differential representations (3.9) and (3.10) of
K=K} +K; and C;, we can obtain the following
differential equations for the function f*:

9

§1 ag é_

3§

§2 agz ] ]f‘:é‘*f* H

(3.13)
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characterized by a fixed value of ¢;. Summation over g; is
required to get the unit operator in the whole Hilbert
space. The state |) in the subspace of the four-mode
Hilbert space specified by the values of ¢, and ¢, is

W(ET,865,41,92)16a1 M 160ar M, (3.7

8 3 @
8§2 6§1 a5, 9%,
9 _ 3
a5y 95,

[§1§2

(g, +1)5,

)
I ET

¢2  (gitgq,+1)7
4 4

F*. (314

To solve the above set of coupled differential equations
we define the complex variables z and 6 by

§1=22c052(9) ,

(3.15)
&,=2z%in%(0) ,
Eq. (3.13) for f* takes the form
d*f* Lg(f*) ~
dfz +—= (2q1+2q2+3 df f =4L*f*
z?
(3.16)
while (3.14) becomes
27 %
Lyf*=4 ’: +[(2g,+1)cot()
do
+(29, +1)tan(9)] 9L
q, tan(6)] 10
=—[q?—(q,+q,+1)7]. (3.17)
We now use the separation of variables
f*(z,60)=g(2)h(0) , (3.18)
to reduce Eq. (3.16) to
h(6) 2‘; £ +z(2q1+2q2+3)——-—4§*
Z
=—g(z)Ly[h(6)], (3.19)
which after division by 4(6)g(z) leads to
1_|,2d? A 4px,2
2(2) z 472 +z(2q,+2q2+3)dz 45*z°g(z)
1
) Ly[h(6)]. (3.20)



4924

Thus the left-hand side is a function of z alone and the
right-hand side is a function of 8; hence, we must have

1

0)]=—A, 3.21
h(e)Le[h( )] ( )
1 2d g dag _ 2 -
m dz 2 +z(2q1+2q2+3 "-i— 4§*Z g(z) =
(3.22)
To determine A we use Eq. (3.17) to obtain
e Lh(O))= g (g, Tq, F1P]=—A . (323)
Thus Egs. (3.16) and (3.17) reduce to two uncoupled
equations,
d*h dh
10 +[(2q2+1)cot(0)+(2q1+1)tan(0)]de
=—[g*—(q;+q, +17]h(6) , (3.24)
d? d
(zz—d;gz—-i-z(qu+2q2+3)7§-—4§*22g(z)
=[g’—(q,+q,+1)?1g(z) .  (3.25)
The unnormalized regular solution for g(z), which is

finite and regular at z=0 and consistent with the limit
&*=0is [15]

g(z)=D |(z) (3.26)

—4,74q; 1 Iq(‘/4§*z)
Ve |7
where D is a normalization constant, which may be a
function of { and z*. Now to obtain a solution for
h, we use the transformation x=cos*(0)—sin*(6)

=(§,—&,)/(&,+ &) to reduce the equation for A (3.24) to
the following:

d?h dh
(1—x2)zﬁ+[(q1 —q,)—(q,+q,+2)x ]d—x
+[—(q,+gq,+1)*+¢%lh=0. (3.27)

By using n =1[qg—(q,+g,+1)], where n is an integer,
we recast Eq. (3.24) into

d*h

dh
(1—x )dx +[‘11_42—(Q1+‘12+2)x]“§‘

+n(n+qg,+g,+1)h=0. (3.28)

This is the differential equation for the Jacobi polynomial
P (x)=(—1)"P;""2(—x); thus
R(6)=B(—1)"PI""2[sin%(6)—cosX(6)]
=BP,>"'[cos¥(6)—sin%(6)] , (3.29)
where B is a constant. Thus the expression for f* is
F*z,0)= AV )z T (Vag ) P x)
(3.30)

where A is a constant that can be a function of £} and &.
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Substituting the values of z and 6 we have the final ex-
pression (apart from normalization factors) for f given by

FUELE5,0=a%() 92t +gy) TRt
I &a-g
X I QE(EX +EX) PPN
LV 4Lt +enp, e
(3.31)

The normalized overlap function can be obtained from
the completeness relation

[ J17rPa*agnd®ae)=1, (3.32)
where
aMe)=2k, e el "a%, . (3.33)

To sum up, using the differential representation of the
generators of the SU(1,1) Lie algebra we have derived an
expression for the overlap of the unnormalized states:
«&1,91,62,9,18,9 ) =7, given by expression (3.31). The
normalized overlap function can be obtained from ex-
pression (3.32) to get

FENILE DT LIV AL LT +EDNET+E3)"
&=
LY+

Thus the state |£,q ) can be obtained from the relation

92,91

XP, (3.34)

60 =" [a%, [ %11 K, (216,16 K, 216

X gla‘]h§2:‘]2|§,q »
X |§1’¢11 »lgz,% ».

In Appendix B we show by explicit integration that the
expression obtained from Eq. (3.35) is identical to that
obtained in Eq. (2.31).

We evaluate the quantity |f|>=Q, for some special
cases of physical interest.

0 ¢l=
fimg, =

(3.35)

INPAgt+e3 P

b

qqu [é‘l gZ ]
Si+63

(3.36)
2n=q—q;—q,—1,

where N is the normalization obtained from (3.22). By
using the explicit expansion of the Jacobi polynomial [15]

;l §2
P‘]z:ql =(&+E)"
n [ +§2 gl §2
n n+q; | |n+tgq,
x % n—m m

X ( _1)(n—m)(§xlk )n(g; ym—m
(3.37)
and using Eq. (3.35) and the results of Appendix B, after
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some rearrangement we have

<§1,§2|O,q,q1,42)

91,45:9
ni,N,,h
=N n,! ‘ 12 1l/2
n, (nl.nz.(n1+q1).(n2+q2).)
X(EH"en" ", (3.38)
where CZ ! ,‘,IZZ is the CG coefficient given in expression

(2.31); thus our result is consistent with Eq. (2.33).
(ii) g =q, +q,+1 and |£|70.

4925

(iii) ¢,=0; ¢,=0. Here we use the fact that
PY>%x)=P,(x), where P,(x) is the Legendre polynomial
and ¢ =2n +1. Thus, |f|? becomes

Ly (V4T +E2))

§(2n +1)/2

Q,=I(MP|(gt+¢3)1 !

[gl gzl
et

(3.40)

= NPl +epl ™ VLV Az + £ 1.
(3.39)  Using (3.35) state |£,2n+1) is
|
k P 172
2n+1)=N 9 motnt?) |——
I£,2n )= kzo [kWk+2n+1) ]1/2 ”1'2"2 8"1"’"2"""]‘('11 ny!nt%) (k+2n+1)!
1
X —1) , , . (3.41
2 = DBy =DM, —n 1)1 Immingma) - 34D

For the case ¢g=1 or n =0, Qp becomes

=|NPIEET+EDI L [V AL +E011%, (3.42)
and
& 1
6 D=N E [k 1k + D172 2 8"1+"2’k)m

X |n1,n1 )Inz,n2> .
(3.43)

Thus we see that the above the expression for |£,1) is
identical to Eq. (2.34) obtained in Sec. II.

IV. CONCLUSION

In conclusion, we have introduced a class of coherent
states, the bi-pair coherent states, which can provide a
useful tool in tackling problems involving two-photon
beams, each polarized in an arbitrary way, or in dealing
with problems involving pairs of down-converter crystals.
By using the boson realization of SU(1,1) we have shown
that the BPCS are related to the group-theoretic-addition
properties of two SU(1,1) groups. We can provide a rep-
resentation of the BPCS in the basis of pair coherent
states. In view of the tremendous range of applications of
pair coherent states, the utility of the BPCS is not limited
to quantum optics, but has applications in other fields as
well. An example of such an application in particle phys-
ics is in the phenomenon of multipion production in cos-
mic ray events and particle collisions. Events with

[

unusually large fluctuations in the number of pions
known as Centauro events have been recently shown to
describe bi-pair coherent states where the charged pion
states can be thought to be right and left and circular po-
larized states [17]. Imposition of isospin conservation
leads to pair coherent states, and the BPCS should be
useful when pairs of charged pions participate in the
dynamical process. These and other related problems are
the subject of future research.

APPENDIX A

In this appendix we list some properties and expres-
sions for the Clebsch-Gordon coefficients for the coupling
of two positive discrete unitary representations of

SU(1,1), which are required in Sec. II [12]. The CG
coefficients are defined by the relation
|J’M> Ecjljz m1M|]1,m1)|]2,M ml) . (Al)

Applying the lowering operator K =K +K; on both
sides, the following recursion relation can be derived:

]1 _1)]1/2C11 sJgd

my,my,M

[(my+j ) m,

=[(M+I(M—J—1)]"2cr2)

my—1l,m,,M—1
; . Jps
*[(mz_Jz)(m2+Jz+1)]1/2Cm111—21 my+1L,M -

(A2)

After some algebra and repeated applications of the re-
cursion relation we have
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Ci]l,szJMz(_1),-,+,-2_,Cj_1},;2'}fﬂ-J{ (1\{+J)!(m2+j?)!(m1+j,)!(——2j1—.—1)!(.—2J—1)!(j.1+j.2—J)! : 12
e ’ (m—ji—DWmy—j,—IMM—J—DNj,—j,—T—INj,—j,—J— 1)
—_g, — ! i.—J—1—I)
X3 -1 (l)!(m(ln-:lJ - 11-2 +ll_)t(lr:;(2’j—2jjj—ll)!(i’2 —IJ i),l e (43

with

Jyrigrd jytiy—J Go—hh = =N —ji—j,—J —2) 2

Cljoh=a, -y =(m D2 =20 1] (—2/;—Di(—2J —1)! l '
Thus,

civiv? =VW——1{ (M A+ my~+j, W m +j = —jy—F =20 +jy =) ]1/2

mymaM (my—j;— 1 (my—j, — DM —J — 1N —j,—J — Iy —j; —J — )

. (m,—j —1+Dmy+j —J—1=1D)
Xy (—1) ; - - - . (A4)
i (Dm +T—j,+DWmy+j, —DWj,—T+j— I

Using the fact that —J +j, +j, =n and defining
M+J=k, M—J—1=k+q, g=2n+q,+q,+1, nitn,=m,+m,+j +j,=M+j,+j,=k+n, (AS)
the expressions (A2) and (A4) for the CG coefficients in the photon-number basis become

[(n))(n,+g )22 =[(k)(k+q)]/2Cii28 [(ny+q,+1)(n,+1)]12Ci0i24 (A6)

nl,n2n1+n2 nl—l,n2n1+n2—1_ nl—l,n2+l,n1+n2
and
172

cirixn =(2n+q,+q,+1)72 () n Nny) ) n+q,+q,)

npngntk (ny+g Mn,+g, Mk +2n+q,+qg,+1)(n+g,)Mn+qg,)
_ylntny+g+DNn, +q, +D!
X D G = Dl — Dm0 (A7)
with
172
ciriri_ (n+q )Mn+gqg,+q,)! (A8)
0,m,n (g,)2n+q,+q,)

The expression due to Biedenharn and Holman can be converted into a more convenient form for the purposes of com-
paring (2.31) and (3.35) using the method of Racah [18] and the identity

a! (a—b)a—:c)!

bl 2 (a—b—sMa—c—s)Nb+c—atsis! ’ (A9)
witha=n+n,=q,—1,b=n,—1I,and c=n—1 we get
172
Coran —(2n+q,+q,+ D kW n M n, ) n)(n+q,+g,)(ny+g,)(n+g,)!
npngntk Pz (n,+q Nk+2n+g,+g,+1)(n+gq,)
(ny+gq,+I
X 3 (—1) .
§( ) Mn,—n+DUs—g,+s—Dn+q,—s)Mny,+g,—s) (A10)
Then summing over 1 using the identity
(=D'w—=D" _ . (u—z)Mx+z—u—1)
2 0G-me-nn VT xmG—e—nr (A1
withu=n—n;—1,x=—n;—q;—1, and z=—gq, +s, and defining m = —gq, +s, we have
172
Vdos nin,(n,+g, Mny+q,)Nk!
Cotmpmex =2t qi gy + 10V =R e [(n+qln+g,1]"
1

x %“” (g tmlMn—mNny—mWn,—n+mWn+gq,—m (A12)
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As will be seen from Appendix B this form is convenient when it comes to comparing expressions (2.31) and (3.35).

APPENDIX B

In this appendix we will show that the two expressions for |,q ), Egs. (2.31) and (3.35), are equivalent by the explicit
evaluation of the integral given by

l;q>=‘;—ﬁv I [ 27661617 16,1 K, (216,1)K, (216DF (165,018,941 M162aa M - (B1)

Using Eq. (3.30) we have

FEH.65,0=€6002,60:16:9 ) =[6&T+EDT 2L [V 46T +E1ET+63 P> lg +Z l : (B2)
Thus
60) =28 [a%, [ ale | 161K, 26K, CIGDIEET +6))7"
XI,(V4g(Et+E e +63)P " §;+§2 16,1 W1E2gs ) - (B3)

Substituting the values of |£;,q,)) and |£,,q, ), substituting ;=& 1Ie % and &= |§2|ei62, and using the expansion for
the Jacobi polynomial (3.37) as well as the expansion of the Bessel function I, [15]

© (1 Z)k
L7622 S ey
we get
I§,q) 2 2 2 2 de 101(n1—m—l)fdezeiez(nz—n+m+l—k)
nlnzk =0/=0m=0
n,+q,+1+m+1 +q,tn—m+k—I+1
X fle" T K, @lghdlel [le" T K, (21&)d1,]
1 &k k||[nta:||nta, .
X (n i, \n; +q )My g% Kk +q)! n—m m |-V Iny+q,n ) ny+qs,n,) . (B5)

The integrations over 6, and 6, give us two Kronecker deltas 8[n;—(m +1)] and §[n,—(n —m +k —1)], and the in-
tegral over £, and &, can be carried out using the identity

af e, TN K, 2le)d]g] =i g1 (B6)
By carrying out these integrations using the 8 functions and rearranging we have
172
, gk nny(n;+q,Mn,+g,)Nk!
1
-1 + + . B7
XE,( b 1!<q2+m(n—1)!<n2—1)!(n1—n+1)!<n+q1~l)!|”‘ g lnatann,) (B7)

This is the same as expression (2.31) (apart from normalization) derived in Sec. II using the CG coefficient in the form
given in Appendix A. In fact, this method can actually be used to derive the CG coefficient of SU(1,1).
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