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Abstract

We have studied the squeezing properties of a field and atom in a two-level system. The influence
of nonlinear interactions (i.e. the arbitrary intensity-dependent coupling of a single-mode field
to a single two-level atom, the nonlinear interaction of the field with a nonlinear Kerr-like
medium) on the squeezing is discussed in detail in the rotating wave approximation (RWA).
We show numerically that the effect of the virtual-photon field suppresses dipole squeezing
predicted in the RWA and leads to an increased squeeze revival period; the suppressed
squeezing can be revived due to the presence of the nonlinear Kerr-like medium.

1. Introduction

Recent achievements with highly excited Rydberg atoms in high-Q microwave
cavities (Brune et al. 1987) have made it possible to investigate experimentally
the dynamical features of the atom-field interaction which depend explicitly on
the quantum nature of the electromagnetic field. The revival (Sukumar and Buck
1981; Buck and Sukumar 1981; Buzek 1989a, b; Buzek and Jex 1990) of interest
in the Jaynes—Cummings model (1963) (JCM) is due to the observation of some
non-classical features in the laboratory, such as squeezing of the radiation field
(Slusher et al. 1985).

The JCM without the RWA is not solvable by the usual techniques since
the eigenstates of the Hamiltonian cannot be found in closed form. The first
solution of this model was due to Graham and Héhnerbach (1984) in which a
numerical method was employed. It has been shown that the virtual-photon field
(counter-rotating wave terms) is the source of the Lamb shift (Compagno et al.
1983), that it can ensure causality in atom-field coupling systems (Compagno et
al. 1989), and that it has a significant effect on the atomic inversion (Zaheer and
Zubairy 1988) and photon antibunching (Xie et al. 1995), even under the condition
that the RWA is considered valid. Recently, Lais and Steimle (1990) have shown
numerically that the counter-rotating wave terms suppress the squeezing of the
radiation field predicted in the JCM. All studies have shown that it is worth
while to investigate the quantum dynamical properties in the atom—field coupling
system, where the counter-rotating wave terms are included.

The squeezing of the radiation field has been studied theoretically (Walls and
Zoller 1981; Meystre and Zubairy 1982; Buzek 1989b) and experimentally (Slusher
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et al. 1985) due to its potential application (Yuen and Shapiro 1978) in optical
communication and gravitational wave detection. Meanwhile, the squeezing of
fluctuations of the atomic dipole variables has also received considerable interest
(Walls and Zoller 1981; Wodkiewicz et al. 1987; Hu and Aravind 1989; Zhou
and Peng 1991). It has been shown by Wodkiewicz et al. (1987) that an atom
exhibiting reduced dipole fluctuations can radiate the squeezed light. Hu and
Aravind (1989) have indicated that there exists a striking symmetry between
the squeezing of the field and that of the atom in the vacuum field JCM. In
recent years, some authors (Wodkiewicz et al. 1987; Zhou and Peng 1991) have
even formulated a new class of squeezed states (i.e. the superposition squeezed
states) of the field and atoms with a simple implementation of the fundamental
linear superposition principle of quantum mechanics. In the mixed JCM and
anharmonic oscillator model (Buzek 1989b), Buzek and Jex (1990) have shown
that the interaction between the field and the nonlinear Kerr-like medium leads
to the deterioration of the squeezing of the radiation field in weak nonlinearity
regimes. Buzek (1989a) has also found that the squeezing of the field exhibits
periodic revivals in the intensity-dependent-coupling JCM (Buck and Sukumar
1981).

Brune et al. (1987) have reported the first two-photon quantum oscillator
by employing Rydberg atoms in a high-Q superconducting microwave cavity.
Scully et al. (1988) have predicted that a two-photon correlated-emission laser
can produce the stable squeezed light. Zhou and Peng (1991) have studied
dipole squeezing in the two-photon JCM with superposition state preparations.
In the present paper, we consider the two-photon JCM, where various forms of
intensity-dependent nonlinear coupling of the field to the atom are supposed and
a nonlinear Kerr-like medium is introduced. The purpose is to investigate the
influence of the above nonlinear interactions on the squeezing of the field and
atom. In addition, the influence of virtual-photon processes on dipole squeezing
will be discussed through a numerical method (Graham and Hohnerbach 1984).

The paper is organised as follows. The theoretical model and its solution in
the RWA are given in Section 2. Then we study, in Section 3, the squeezing
properties of the atom in this model with and without the RWA. In Section 4,
light squeezing is studied in detail in the model with the RWA. Finally, we give
our summary in Section 5.

2. The Model and Its Solution in the RWA

Here we consider a two-level system, where a single two-level atom is surrounded
by a nonlinear Kerr-like medium contained inside a single-mode cavity, and the
cavity mode is also coupled to the Kerr-like medium (Buzek 1989b), as well as
to the atom. If cavity damping and the effect of the thermal field are neglected
and if an arbitrary intensity-dependent nonlinear coupling between the atom and
the cavity exists, then the total Hamiltonian of the system can be written as

H = Qu(aTa+ )+ Qb+ gbt26% + A(atb + bta)

+wS, +G(RT + R)(S_ + S,). (1)
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In the adiabatic limit, the total Hamiltonian (1) can be transformed to a form
involving only the photon and atomic operators:

Heg = Qata + 1) +wS, + xat?a® + G(RT + R)(S- + S4), (2)

where S, and S4 are operators of atomic inversion and transition, respectively,
having the following commutation relations:

[S,,S4] =4Sy,  [Sy,S_]=2S.. (3)

Here w is the atomic transition frequency, a® (a) is the creation (annihilation)
operator of the cavity mode with the frequency Q, and the commutation relation
[a,at] = 1, while b* (b) is the creation (annihilation) operator of the Kerr-like
medium with the frequency € and the commutation relation [b,b*] =1, and G is
the atom-field coupling constant. The operators Rt and R are the generalisation
of the definition (Buck and Sukumar 1981) in the following way:

Rt =V(N)a*?, R=d2V(N), (4)

where N = ata is the photon number operator and V(INV) is an arbitrary function
of N and reflects arbitrary intensity-dependent coupling between the atom and
the field of the Hamiltonian (1). The new frequency Q and the nonlinear coupling
constant X (i.e. the dispersive part of the third-order nonlinearity of the Kerr-like
medium) are given by (Agarwal and Puri 1989)

X = g/ (% - Q)?, (5)
Q= Qg —A2/(Q— Q). (6)

If the RWA is explicitly used, the effective Hamiltonian (2) can be written as
HRVA = Q(ata+ 1) +w S, +xat%a® + G(RTS_ + RS,). (7)

Throughout we employ units with i = ¢ = 1. The dynamics of the effective
Hamiltonian (7) can be solved explicitly as follows. In the representation of the

atomic eigenstates
1 0
= (p) ma 19=(9).

we have obtained the time-dependent unitary transformation operator as follows:

Uit Uspe
U t,0) = _~HRWAt :( ++ Y+ ) , 8
(t,0) = exp(—iHEM) = (7 ®)
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where

Usr = exp{=i[Qa*a+3) +x((a*a)® + a*a +1)]t}{cos (At) 9)

—i(A/2 — x(2a%a + 1)) sin (At)/A},

U-- = exp{~i[Q(a*a—3)+x((a*a)® + aa + 1)]t}{cos (Bt)
+i(A/2+ x(2a*a + 1)) sin(Bt)/B}, (10)
Ui = —iGexp{—i[Qata+32)+x((a*a+2)?
+ata+ 3)]t}Rsin(Bt)/B, (11)
U_y = —iGexp{—i[Q(ata— 1)+ x((a*a —2)?
+a*ta—1)]t}R* sin (At)/A, (12)
A = \/[A/2 — x(2ata + )2 + G2V2(N)a2a*?, (13)
B = [A]2+ x(2ata + 1) + GZa™2a2V2(N), (14)
A=w-20Q. (15)

Hence, if the initial state | 1(¢=0)) of the system is given, using equation (8),
we can obtain the state | 1(t)) of the system at time ¢. As an example, in the
present paper we assume that the system is initially prepared in the coherent

superposition state
_ [+
= (1)

of the two-level atom (Wodkiewicz et al. 1987; Hu and Aravind 1989; Zhou and
Peng 1991) and the superposition (Meystre and Zubairy 1982; Wodkiewicz et al.
1987; Zhou and Peng 1991) of the photon number states | n), i.e.

(" eS f 1
vy = () ©3 fuln. (16)
Then the time-dependent state | 1(t)) of the system at the time ¢ is
| 1(t))
£)) = U(t,0) | %(0)) = , 17
| 9(8)) = U(t,0) | $(0)) (’%(t») (17)
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where

1) = Y m4faexp {=ilQn + 3) + x(n® +n + D]t}{cos (n?)

n=0

ﬂl.s()ﬂ_"t_)-}l >“iG Z n—fnexp{i[ﬂ(n_ %)

n n=P

—i[A/2 — x(2n + 1)]

n!  sin(wpt) |

—2), (18)

| da(t)) = Y 0 faexp{—ilQn — 3) + x(n® +n + 1)]t}{cos (wnt)

n=0

+i[A/2+x(2n+1)]Sm(w"t)}In G iy fexp{—il0n+ 3)

n=0
+x(n? + 0+ D)V (n+2), | (n :'2)! Si“g]"t) In+2), (19)
\/ [A/2 = x(2n + D2 + G2V2(n +2) 220 (" t2 (20)
Wn = \/[A/2+x(2n+1)]2 +G2V2(n)-(71—7i!—2)—!, (21)

with 3% | fo [>=1 and | n4 |> + | n- |*=1. Here V(n) is an arbitrary
function of photon number n. Obviously, when x =0 and V(n) = 1, equation
(17) is in agreement with those obtained by Zhou and Peng (1991).

3. Squeezing Properties of an Atom

In order to investigate the squeezing properties of the atom, we consider two
hermitian conjugate operators S, and S, (Walls and Zoller 1981),

1
Se=3(Sy+8-);  Sy= 5 5+ —5-), (22)

which correspond to the in-phase and out-of-phase components of the amplitude
of the atomic polarisation (Walls and Zoller 1981), respectively, and obey the
commutation relation

(S, S,] = iS; . (23)

Then, we have the Heisenberg uncertainty relation

((AS:)P)((AS,)%) 2 3(82), (24)
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where
((AS2)%) = (S2) = (S)%  ((ASy)?) = (S2) — (S,)? (25)
is the variance of S, and S, respectively. If the following condition is satisfied,

Fi=((AS:)%) = 51 (S:) <0 or Fo=((ASy)%) - 1](S.) <0,  (26)

then the fluctuations in the component S, or Sy of the atomic dipole are squeezed
(Walls and Zoller 1981).

(3a) Dipole Squeezing in the RWA

In this section we assume that the atom is initially prepared in the ground
state and the field is in a superposition (Wodkiewicz et al. 1987; Zhou and Peng
1991) of the vacuum state | 0) and two-photon state | 2), i.e.

wo) = ()& al0)+512). (21)

Using equation (17), we obtain the time evolution of the functions F; and F,
as

sin (wpt) sin (At + Txt + 6¢

) 2
Fi(t) = L -20°V2Q2) | fo | fu | ( ) ~ 185,

wo
(25)
Rt) = §=26V0) | o P o P ()R GOCE 7"“‘5@)2 —11sa) 1,
(29)
where
59 = 31 pp UM OT @A py
wa = /(32 +5x)2 + 2V2(2)G2, (31)

with | fo |2 4+ | f2 | = 1. Here 6¢ is the relative phase between the vacuum and
two-photon state. Clearly, when A =0 and x = 0, equations (28) and (29) are
in agreement with those obtained by Zhou and Peng (1991).

Now we study the squeezing properties of the fluctuations of the atomic dipole
variables. When the field is initially in the vacuum state (i.e. fo =1) or in the
two-photon state (i.e. fo =1), it can be seen from (28) and (29) that S, or
Sy cannot be squeezed. Does the squeezing of the atom exist when the field is
initially in the superposition state? We shall answer this question in the following.

Dipole squeezing for x = 0. Here we study the role of arbitrary intensity-
dependent coupling of the field to the atom on dipole squeezing. For simplicity,



Squeezing Properties in a Two-level System 913

we take x = A =0 and 6¢ = 7/2. Obviously, F» > 0, so the fluctuations in
the component S, of the atomic dipole cannot be squeezed; however, we have
verified that the fluctuations in S, are squeezed under the following condition:
when v/2/2 < | fa|< 1, Fi(t) <0 during the time

2km + Cy 2km +2m — Cyz
<t<
2V/2V (2)G 22V (2)CG

(k=0,1,2,...), (32)

where
2 _ 4 _
C'A=arcos3|f2| 22|f2| 42 (33)
3| f21° 2] f2 |
It means that S, is squeezed periodically with the squeeze duration
™ — CA
sque — T /rs 34
T Vav ()6 34
and the squeeze revival period
T
TR=————. 35
T VAV )G (35)
Meanwhile, the maximum squeeze amplitude
Amax = | F1 <0 |max = (| f2 [* =3)(1= | f21%) (36)
appears at the time
km+ /2
tmax = ————— k=0,1,2,...). 37
= Tvae | ) (1)

We can see that Ay.x =0-0625 at | fo | = \/§/2 is the largest one among those

at v2/2<| fa|< 1.
When | f2 | =v/2/2, F1 =0, S, is not squeezed. When 0 < | f2 | < v2/2, S;
is squeezed almost at all times except to at which Fj(to) =0:

kmw

b= Tvae (k=0,1,2,..). (38)

In this case, the squeeze duration and its revival period are

™
Toquo = T = —=—— 30
e TR T Ave)e (39)

and the maximum squeeze amplitude

Amax:|F1 <O|max:|f2 |2 (%_|f2 |2) (40)
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appears at

km+m/2
tmax VAT (k=0,1,2,..). (41)
Also Apax =0-0625 at | fo | = % is the largest among those at 0 < | fp | < v/2/2.
In addition, we find from equation (28) that whether the fluctuations in S, are
squeezed or not also depends on the phase §¢. For example, when 6¢p = 0,
Fy >0, the fluctuations in S, cannot be squeezed [in this case ¢ =0 we can
see from equation (29) that the fluctuations in S, are squeezed and the results
are similar to those discussed above].

Fi(t)

0.06 |
0.00

-0.06 |
0.18 |

0.06 |

Fy(t)

0.00 |-

-0.06 | Y
aQ 1 2 3 4
Gt
Fig. 1. Time evolution of Fi with the RWA for G = 0-05, ¢ = 7/2, A =0, x =0 and
V(N) =1N’ for (a) r=0; (b) r = , where curve 1 is for | fo | = v/3/2 and curve 2 for
I fal=3.

When 6¢ = 7/2, we can see from above analysis that Tsque, TR and tpax
all are inversely proportional to V(2)G, and the maximum squeeze amplitude
Amax is only related to | fo | (note | fo | + | fa |* =1). These reflect that the
forms of arbitrary intensity-dependent coupling between the atom and the field
only influence the squeeze duration Tyque, the squeeze revival period Ty and
the time tn,.x of appearance of the maximum squeeze amplitude Ap... As an
example, we assume V(N) = N"(r > 0) (r = £ is the definition given by Buck
and Sukumar 1981). We have plotted the time evolution of F; in Fig. 1 for
r= 0,% and | fa |= %, \/?_,/2, where it can be seen clearly that Tique, Tr and
tmax all decrease with an increase of the factor r, and that the maximum squeeze
amplitude Apax is not influenced by the forms of arbitrary intensity-dependent
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coupling. Interestingly, if there exist the forms with V(N) = N~" (r = 0), longer
Tyques Tr and tnax values are obtained with an increase in the factor r.

Dipole squeezing for x # 0. For simplicity, we let x = —A/10. In the following,
we take the component S, of the atomic dipole and the cases with 6¢ = m/2
and 0 < | fo | < v/2/2 as an example. We have verified that the fluctuation in
S, is squeezed under the following conditions.

(1) In the cases where

[ x|

= >F, 42
X (42)
where
|4
E = _———(2)\/§D, (43)
27
2
D = arcos(—'é—l——z) (44)
1—| f2 |
Here S, is the squeezed duration for
2k — 2k D
2kntm—D <t< emtmt D (k=0,1,2,..). (45)
4] x| 4] x|
Clearly, the squeeze duration is
D
Ts ue — <~ 1 46
the squeeze revival period is
™
Tr = , 47)
2] x| (

and if 2 | x | /vV2GV(2) is an odd number, we observe the maximum squeeze
amplitude

Amax = | F1 <O |max = f2 > 3| f2 %) (48)
at time
2k
b = ZEEDT 01,2, (49)
4] x|

(2) In the cases where

IA
=

(50)

Qlx
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we have verified that S, is squeezed almost completely during the following,
except at to at which sin (vV2GV(2)ty) =0,

- 2 D
Zhmtm-D _, 2kmtm+t (k=0,1,2,..), (51)
4]x| 41x|
where the squeeze duration (here we have included the time to) is
D
Ts ue = — 7 52
2 x| (52
the squeeze revival period is
™
TR = —, 53
2] x| 59)

and if \/§GV(2) /2| x| is an odd number, the maximum squeeze amplitude Apmax
(given by equation 48) appears at the time ty., (given by equation 49).

T T T T

(a)

L

Fi(t)

0.06 |
0.00 {

—-0.06

0.06

Fi(t)

0.00

Fi(t)

Fig. 2. Time evolution of Fi with the RWA for | fa |=7-§-, G =0-05 6¢ =7/2, A =0,
V(N)=+N and (a) x/G = }; (b) x/G =1; and (c) x/G = 5.
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From the above analysis, we can see that Tyque and Tr are inversely proportional
to x, and the maximum squeeze amplitude Apmax is related to x, V and G as
well as to | fa |. These reflect that the squeeze duration Tique, the squeeze revival
period Tr and the maximum squeeze amplitude Apax all are influenced due to
the nonlinear interaction of the field with the medium. In addition, the forms
of intensity-dependent coupling between the atom and the field only influence
the maximum squeeze amplitude Anax. In Figs 2a and 2¢, we show the time
evolution of Fy with V(N) = VN, | fa| = % and x/G = %, 1, 5 (in this case,
E ~0-4). These plots clearly show periodical squeezing below the dotted line,
where the squeeze duration and the squeeze revival period decrease with an
increase of x/G. In addition, we can see that v2GV(2)/2 | x | in Fig. 2a and
2| x| /v2GV(2) in Figs 2b and 2¢ are odd numbers, s0 Amax = 0-0625 appears
at tmax (given by equation 49).

(3b) Dipole Squeezing without the RWA: Numerical Results

Not much work has been done on the influence of the virtual-photon processes
on squeezing. In recent years Lais and Steimle (1990) have numerically shown,
using a continue fraction method, that the counter-rotating wave terms suppress
the squeezing of the radiation field. In this section, we want to examine
numerically the role of the virtual-photon field on dipole squeezing.

Numerical method. Taking | m,n) as our basis, where S, | m, n) =m|m, n),
m = :I:% and ata| m,n) =n| m,n) (n=01,2,..), we can obtain the
eigenfunction | ¢;) and the energy eigenvalue E; (i=1,2,...) of the effective
Hamiltonian (2) by truncating the infinite matrix to finite order (Graham and
Hohnerbach 1984), then taking the initial condition (27) we can obtain the
expected value of the variable S;(I=z, y, z) at t as

(S1) = (@) | S| ¥(®)

> W (0) | i)(gi | St | 655 | $(0) exp (—i(E; — E)t).  (54)

4,3

By substituting into equation (26), we can investigate the squeezing properties
of atomic dipole variables as follows. The efficiency of the numerical method
used in this section is adequate, since the RWA corresponds to a perturbation
treatment to first order and the cases considered in the following satisfy the RWA
condition (Graham and Hoéhnerbach 1984) (i.e. |w —2Q | < w and G K w).

It should be stressed that an analytical explanation of the physical origin of
our numerical results is still lacking but will appear in a future paper. In the
following, we only describe our numerical results (we have only considered the
resonance case A =0 in our numerical work).

Numerical results. In Fig. 3 we plot the time evolution of Fy for | fo | = %,
x =0, é¢ =n/2 and r =0, % It can be seen that periodical revival squeezing
appears; however, comparing these results with those in the RWA (see Figs la
and 1b for | fo | = % and r =0, —é—, respectively), we found that the interference
between the real-photon and virtual-photon processes suppresses the squeezing
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of some time regions predicted in the RWA and leads to an increased revival
squeeze period. In addition, as in the RWA, we can see from Fig. 3 that the
squeeze revival period decreases with an increase in 7.

Fi(t)

0.06

0.00

-0.06 |nnuln'nluun,nluullllunlun:lnnnng ....... u{nnnln}nn .....
I 1

0.18 (b)

YT T
P TR ST B

Fy(t)

s LRI |

Q 8 16 24 32 40 48
Gt

Fig. 3. Time evolution of Fi without the RWA with | fo | = %, G=0-05 6p=m/2, A=0,
x=0and V(N)=N" for (a) r=0; and (b) r = %

Finally, we plot the time evolution of Fy in Fig. 4 for | f, | = %, ¢ =m/2 and
x/G =0-01, 0-02, 0-04. We can see that the suppressed squeezing in Fig. 3a is
gradually revived with an increase of x. These numerical results show that the
destructive effect of the counter-rotating wave terms on the squeezing may be
weakened due to the presence of the nonlinear Kerr-like medium. An analytical
explanation for these results would be very interesting.

(3¢) Conclusions

If the field is initially prepared as a superposition of the vacuum and two-
photon state and the atom is initially in the ground state, we reach the following
conclusions: (i) when x =0, A =0 and §¢ = 7/2, we have shown that dipole
squeezing is observed in the cases with v2/2 <|fo|<1lor 0<| fo|< V2/2,
where the forms of arbitrary intensity-dependent coupling between the atom and
the cavity mode only influence the squeeze duration Tsque, the squeeze revival
period Tr and the time tn.x of appearance of the maximum squeeze amplitude
Amax; (ii) dipole squeezing is phase insensitive; (iii) taking x = —A /10, 6¢p = m/2
and 0 < | fa | < \/5/2, we have shown that Tyque, Tk and Apax all are influenced
by the nonlinear coupling of the field to the medium, while the forms of arbitrary
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intensity-dependent coupling of the field with the atom only influence Ap.x; and
(iv) the counter-rotating wave terms suppress dipole squeezing predicted in the
RWA and lead to an increased squeeze revival period—this suppressed effect may
be weakened by taking into account the nonlinear Kerr-like medium.

Fy(1)

~0.06
0.03 |

0.00 |

Fi(t)

-0.03

-0.06 |

Il
=}

Fig. 4. Time evolution of F; without the RWA for | f2 | =
and (a) x/G =0-01; (b) x/G =0-02; and (c) x/G = 0-04.

, G

.05, 8¢ =m/2, A=0

Nf=

4. Squeezing of Light in the RWA

Recently Buzek (1989a) has studied light squeezing in the intensity-dependent-
coupling JCM (Buck and Sukumar 1981). In this section we shall investigate
light squeezing in arbitrary intensity-dependent-coupling JCM described by the
effective Hamiltonian (7). Meanwhile, we also wish to indicate the relation
between the field and atomic squeezing.

In order to investigate the squeezing properties of the light, two quadrature
field operators a; and ag are defined as (Meystre and Zubairy 1982)
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a1 = i(a+at); az=—(a—a™"). (55)

They obey the commutation relation
[a1,a] = i} . (56)

The Heisenberg uncertainty relation is
((Aa1)?){(Aa)®) > 15, (57)

where

(Aa)?) = (af) — (@) (i=1,2). (58)

It is convenient to define two functions

= ((Aa)?) ~ % hy=((Aa)?) — 1. (59)

The squeezing condition is h; <0 (i =1 or 2).
Taking the initial condition (27) and using (17), we obtain the time evolution
of hy and hy as (here x = 0)

.2
Mo = 1 (eosont) + (barZee) 2 g

Asin (wat)

X (cos (wat) cos (1At + 6¢) +
wa

sin (At + 5(15)) ,  (60)

sin 2(w
M) V2 g

hao(t) = | f2 |7 (Cosz(wzt)+(%A) - -5
wa

X (cos(wgt) cos (1At + 6¢) + Asin (wst) sin($At + 5¢)) , (61)

w2

with

wy = /(30)2 +2V2(2)C2 (62)

and | fo |* 4+ | f2 |2 = 1. Here 8¢ is the relative phase between the vacuum and
two-photon state.

Now we study the squeezing properties of the field. When the field is initially
in the vacuum state (i.e. fo = 1) or two-photon state (i.e. fo = 1), it can be seen
from (60) and (61) that a; or as cannot be squeezed. Does the squeezing exist
when the field is initially in the coherent superposition state? In the following we
shall take h; as an example and answer the question. For simplicity, we assume
the field to be resonant with the atomic frequency (i.e. A =0) and take 6¢ = 0.
Clearly, when 0 < | f | < v/3/3, light squeezing can be observed during the time
(1e hl(t) < 0)
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2km +m/2 2km + 37/2

, 63
V2V (2)G V2V (2)G (63)
where the squeeze duration is
™
Lique = —=———, 64
T Vav()e (64
the squeeze revival period is
2T
Tp = —— 65
T AV @e)e (63)
and
V2| fo
Apax = 2 (=221 66
=112 (1) (60

appears at tmax which satisfies cos(\/§V(2)Gtmax) = —1.
When /3/3 < | f2 | < 1, light squeezing can be observed during (i.e. h1(t) < 0)

2km + /2 i< 2km + Cp, ’ (67)
V2V (2)G V2V (2)G
or
2km + 27 - C, <t<2k7r+37r/2’ (68)
V2V (2)G Vav(2)@
where
V2| fol
Cr = arcos< - ) . 69
2| fa (69)
It can be seen that
CL — 1T/2
Tique = ———, 70
sque \/§V(2)G (70)
2T
Th = ————— . 71
T VAV @e)e )
We can show that
2
Amax=|h1<0|max=_'f;| (72)

appears at tma, which satisfies cos(v/2V(2)Gtmax) = -2 | fol /4] f2l-
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From the above analysis, we can see that when 6¢ = 0 and A = 0, light
squeezing appears for 0 <| f3 | < 1, where Tyque, TR and tax are inversely
proportional to V(2)G, and Apax is only related to | fo |. These mean that
only Tique, Tk and the time tmax of appearance of A,.x are influenced by the
forms of intensity-dependent coupling between the atom and cavity mode. As
an example, we assume V(N) = N"(r > 0), and plot the time evolution of h; in
Fig. 5 for r =0, % and | f5 |= 3, v/3/3,1. It can be seen from these plots that
Tsque; TR and tmax decrease with an increase in 7, and A, is not influenced
by the forms of intensity-dependent coupling.

When A = ¢ = x =0, as addressed above, the fluctuations in S, are squeezed
for 0 <| fa|<Vv2/2 or V2/2 <| f2| < 1. Surely, for these parameters, light
squeezing appears. Moreover, these show the relation between the field and
atomic squeezing: the squeezed atom can radiate the squeezed light.

hy(t)

hy(2)

Fig. 5. Time evolution of h; with the RWA for G = 0-05, 6¢ =0, A =0, x = 0 and

V(N)=N": (a) r=0; (b) = %, where curve 1 is for | f2 | = 45, curve 2 for | f2 | = v/3/3
and curve 3 for | fo | = %

5. Summary

In this paper we have dealt with a generalisation of the two-photon JCM,
where arbitrary intensity-dependent coupling between the atom and field has been
taken into account and a nonlinear Kerr-like medium has been introduced. The
general time-dependent state of the system within the RWA has been analytically
obtained when the system is initially restricted to the coherent superposition
state of the atom and that of the photon number state. We have analytically
investigated the role of the nonlinear interaction of the cavity mode with Kerr-like
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medium and the arbitrary intensity-dependent nonlinear coupling of the field to
the atom on squeezing of the field and atom in the system with the RWA. Also,
we have numerically examined the influence of the counter-rotating wave terms
on dipole squeezing predicted in the RWA.
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