arXiv:2407.05846v1 [quant-ph] 8 Jul 2024

Implementation of Composite Photon Blockade Based on Four-wave Mixing System

Hongyu Lin^{a,b}, Zhi-Hai Yao^{b,∗}, Xiao-Qian Wang^b, Feng Gao^a

aCollege of Physics and Electronic Information, Baicheng Normal University, Baicheng 137000 P. R. China bDepartment of Physics, Changchun University of Science and Technology, Changchun 130022, P. R. China

Abstract A high-quality single-photon blockade system can effectively enhance the quality of single-photon sources. Conventional photon blockade(CPB) suffers from low single-photon purity and high requirements for system nonlinearity, while unconventional photon blockade(UPB) has the disadvantage of low brightness. Recent research by [Laser Photon.Rev 14,1900279,2020] demonstrates that UPB can be used to enhance the strength of CPB, thereby improving the purity of single-photon sources. Research by [Opt. Express 30(12),21787,2022] shows that there is an intersection point between CPB and UPB in certain nonlinear systems, where the performance of single photons is better. In this study, we investigated the phenomenon of photon blockade in a non-degenerate four-wave mixing system, where CPB and UPB can occur simultaneously within the same parameter range. We refer to this phenomenon as composite photon blockade. Particularly, when the system achieves composite photon blockade, the value of g^{(2)}(0) is smaller, and there are more single photons. We conducted analytical analysis and numerical calculations to study the conditions for the realization of CPB, UPB, and 2PB in the system, and discussed in detail the influence of system parameters on various blockade effects. Keywords: CPB, UPB, Four-wave mixing system.

∗Corresponding authors at: Department of Physics, Changchun University of Science and Technology, Changchun 130022, P. R. China.

Email address: yaozh@cust.edu.cn (Zhi-Hai Yao)

Preprint submitted to Journal of L^ATEX Templates July 25, 2024

1. Introduction

The development of single-photon source technology is a key driving force behind advancements in quantum communication[1], quantum metrology[2], and quantum information technology[3, 4]. The primary objective in achieving a single-photon source is to realize non-classical states of light. The study of nonclassical photon states is also of profound significance for the development of quantum optics, quantum integration technology, and the future of quantum light fields[5, 6]. There are primarily two methods for preparing single-photon sources: weak light pulse attenuation and parametric conversion based on nonlinear materials. However, the weak light pulse attenuation method suffers from high multiphoton probabilities. In contrast, the parametric conversion method relies on achieving photon anti-bunching phenomena. Photon anti-bunching can be realized through two mechanisms: one based on energy level splitting in the system, which primarily relies on strong second-order (χ^2) or third-order (χ^3) nonlinearities. This mechanism is referred to as conventional photon blockade (CPB). The other mechanism is based on destructive quantum interference between different photon state pathways, known as unconventional photon blockade (UPB). In 1997, Imamōglu et al. first observed the photon blockade effect (PB) in experiments involving optical cavity coupling and trapped atoms[7]. This research breakthrough is considered a milestone in the fields of quantum optics and laser science.

The realization of CPB primarily depends on the quantum nonlinear resources within the system. These resources can be attained through high-order nonlinear effects, necessitating a system with a high nonlinear electric polarizability, such as Kerr nonlinear systems[8, 9]. Strong coupling between an optical microcavity and atoms within it, known as quantum truncation[10, 11, 12], can also achieve these resources. Various experimental schemes have been proposed for realizing quantum nonlinear resources, including optical lattices[13], superconducting circuits[14], and ultracold atom trapping[15, 16], among others.

CPB has been observed in different optical systems, such as optical microcavities[17, 18, 19, 20, 21], systems embedding quantum dots in resonant cavities of photonic crystals[22], QED systems[23], optomechanical systems[24, 25, 26], and waveguide systems[27]. Ester et al. achieved single-photon emission in an In- GaAs/GaAs quantum dot system. According to their research, when the secondorder correlation function (g^{(2)}(0)) of the single-photon emission system is less than 0.07, the efficiency of quantum computation can reach 0.9[28]. Therefore, achieving a smaller g^{(2)}(0) value in the single-photon emission system is crucial for excellent single-photon sources. In contrast to CPB, UPB can be realized without relying on the nonlinear intensity of the system. Liew and Savona were the first to achieve PB in weakly nonlinear systems [29]. The research by Carmichael and Bamba confirmed that PB realized in weakly nonlinear systems primarily relies on destructive quantum interference between different photon state paths[30, 31]. This type of PB, based on destructive quantum interference, is also referred to as UPB. Subsequently, Flayac et al. extensively discussed the input-output theory of UPB in a coupled system of two nanocavities[32]. In the same year, Zhou et al. successfully demonstrated UPB in a typical twomode system and provided detailed discussions on implementation conditions and parameter settings[33]. Currently, UPB has been experimentally verified in various weakly nonlinear optical systems[34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41].

Achieving high-quality photon blockade can effectively drive the development of high-quality non-Poissonian light sources. In certain specific nonlinear optical systems, CPB and UPB not only coexist but also exhibit better singlephoton performance at the intersection points[42, 39]. In this work, we discuss CPB, UPB, UCPB, and 2PB in a non-degenerate four-wave mixing system. The results indicate that there is also an intersection point between CPB and UPB in this system, which we refer to as composite photon blockade. Our recent research shows that a four-wave mixing system with Kerr nonlinearity can achieve CPB[43], while a four-wave mixing system with two-level atoms can simultaneously achieve CPB and 2PB[44]. The model discussed in this paper has a simpler nonlinear coupling relationship, making it more advantageous for experimental implementation. Through analytical calculations, we obtained the conditions for achieving CPB and UPB in the system. Numerical results show that the implementation of CPB is consistent with the analytical solution and strengthens with the increase of the nonlinear coefficient. When the conditions for UPB are met, the minimum value of g^{(2)}(0) perfectly matches the analytical solution. Particularly, at the intersection point of the analytical conditions for CPB and UPB, the single photons exhibit better performance, i.e., a smaller g^{(2)}(0) value and a higher average photon number. The discussion on the realization of two-photon blockade (2PB) in the system indicates that the system can achieve 2PB in a single driving mode. Furthermore, we discussed in detail the impact of system parameters on various blockade effects.

The manuscript is organized as follows: In Sec. II, we introduced the system model and conducted analytical calculations on the system implementation of CPB and UPB, respectively. In Sec. III, we conducted numerical calculations on the system’s implementation of PB. Conclusions are given in Sec. IV.

2. Physical model and analytical solution for implementing PB

Here, we consider a general three-mode optical system with four-wave mixing interactions. The system’s Hamiltonian is given by:

Ĥ = h̄ω_aâ^†â + h̄ω_bb̂^†b̂ + h̄ω_cĉ^†ĉ + h̄g(â^2b̂^†ĉ^† + â^{†2}b̂ĉ) +h̄F_a(â^†e^{−iωlt} + âe^{iωlt}) + h̄E(b̂^†ĉe^{−i(ωl1 +ωl2 )t} + ĉ^†b̂e^{i(ωl1 +ωl2 )t}). (1) Here, â(â^†), b̂(b̂^†), and ĉ(ĉ^†) represent the annihilation (creation) operators of modes a, b, and c, respectively. The parameter g represents the coefficient of nonlinear interactions. F_a represents the driving coefficient of photons in mode a, with a driving frequency of ω_l. E represents the non-degenerate parametric amplification coefficient[45, 46, 47, 48] for modes b and c, with a frequency of ω_{l1} + ω_{l2} , satisfying the relationship 2ω_l = ω_{l1} + ω_{l2} . (Setting h̄ = 1) By using the rotating operator Û(t) = e^{it(ωlâ†â+ωl1 b̂†b̂+ωl2 ĉ†ĉ)}, we can obtain the effective Hamiltonian of the system as:

Ĥ_{ef f} = Δ_aâ^†â + Δ_bb̂^†b̂ + Δ_cĉ^†ĉ + g(â^2b̂^†ĉ^† + â^{†2}b̂ĉ) +F_a(â^† + â) + E(b̂^†ĉ + ĉ^†b̂). (2)

Here, the detuning amounts are given by Δ_a = ω_a − ω_l, Δ_b = ω_b − ω_{l1} , and Δ_c = ω_c − ω_{l2} , satisfying the relationship Δ_b + Δ_c = 2Δ_a. The Fock-state basis of the system is denoted by |mnp⟩, where m represents the photon number in mode a, n represents the photon number in mode b, and p represents the photon number in mode c.

2.1. Analytical analysis of CPB in the system

According to the single excitation resonance condition, when a system resonantly absorbs a photon with frequency ω_l, it transitions from the photon state |0−⟩ to the photon state |1−⟩. However, if the system exhibits strong nonlinearity, leading to a detuning between the photon states |1−⟩ and |2−⟩, it can no longer absorb photons of the same frequency to activate the photon state |2−⟩. As a result, the system can only emit an existing photon before the next photon can enter, resulting in the phenomenon of photon anti-bunching and enabling single-photon blockade. Figure. 1 illustrates this concept. In the current system, which has a strong nonlinear coupling strength and a single-mode driving frequency ω_l = ω_a, it will not occupy the photon state |2−⟩, thus realizing single-photon blockade. Therefore, the condition for achieving CPB in this system is ω_l = ω_a, which corresponds to Δ_a = 0.

The splitting height of energy level 2 can be obtained by solving the eigenvalues of the system. Considering the photon blockade in mode a, we select |200⟩ and |011⟩ to form a closed subspace.The Hamiltonian can be expanded using |200⟩ and |011⟩, and can be represented in matrix form as:

H̃ = 2Δ^a √ 2g √ 2g Δ_b + Δ_c , (3)

Figure 1: Energy level diagram of CPB realized by the system.

In fact, the occurrence of photon blockade aims to convert Poisson-distributed photons in the input system into sub-Poisson-distributed photons in the output. When the system achieves photon blockade, it typically requires satisfying the condition of weak driving. Here, by neglecting the driving terms, we can analyze the matrix mentioned above and consider the coupling relationships of photons in each mode. This allows us to obtain the eigenfrequencies of the system, denoted as ω^{(1)}_+ and ω^{(1)}_− , given by:

ω^{(1)}_± = 2Δ_a ± √ 2g. (4)

Therefore, when the system realizes photon blockade, the splitting height of energy level 2 is 2 √ 2g. 2.2. Analytical analysis of UPB in the system

The implementation of UPB differs from CPB in that it relies on destructive quantum interference between different paths. Specifically, the system exhibits at least two paths from the photon state |1−⟩ to the photon state |2−⟩. Destructive interference among these paths prevents the photon state |2−⟩ from being reached, resulting in interference cancellation and allowing only single photon states to exist in the system. The energy level structure and transition paths are illustrated in Figure 2, depicting three paths for the system to reach the twophoton state of mode a: (i) |000⟩^{Fa}−→ |100⟩^{Fa}−→ |200⟩. (ii) |000⟩^E−→ |011⟩^{Fa}−→ |200⟩.

Figure 2: The photon state and interference path of UPB are realized in the system.

(iii)|000⟩^{Fa}−→ |100⟩^{Fa}−→ |200⟩^g−→ |011⟩^g−→ |200⟩. When the optimal conditions for photon antibunching are met, photons from different paths destructively interfere at the two-photon state of mode a, preventing the occupation of state |200⟩. This constitutes the physical mechanism underlying the implementation of UPB. The system’s wavefunction can be expressed as:

|ψ⟩ = C_{000}|000⟩ + C_{100}|100⟩ + C_{200}|200⟩ + C_{011}|011⟩. (5)

This approximation holds when the system contains only a single photon in mode a. Taking into account environmental effects, we can treat the system using a non-Hermitian Hamiltonian: ~H = Ĥ_{eff} − i κ^a 2 â^†â − i κ_b 2 b̂^†b̂ − i κ^c 2 ĉ^†ĉ. (6)

Here, κ_a, κ_b, and κ_c represent the decay rates of cavity a, b, and c, respectively. For convenience in calculations, we set κ_a = κ_b = κ_c = κ. The effective Hamiltonian Ĥ_{eff} is given by Equation (2). By substituting the wavefunction (from Equation (5)) and the non-Hermitian Hamiltonian into the Schrödinger equation i∂_t|ψ⟩ = ~H|ψ⟩, we obtain a set of coupled equations for the different coefficients:

iĊ_{000} = F_aC_{100} + EC_{011}, iĊ_{100} = F_aC_{000} + (Δ_a − iκ 2 )C_{100} + √ 2F_aC_{200}, iĊ_{200} = √ 2F_aC_{100} + 2(Δ_a − iκ 2 )C_{200} + √ 2gC_{011}, iĊ_{011} = EC_{000} + √ 2gC_{200} + (Δ_b − iκ 2 )C_{011} + (Δ_b − iκ 2 )C_{011}. (7)

Thus, the steady-state coefficient equations can be expressed as:

F_aC_{000} + (Δ_a − iκ 2 )C_{100} + √ 2F_aC_{200} = 0, √ 2F_aC_{100} + 2(Δ_a − iκ 2 )C_{200} + √ 2gC_{011} = 0, EC_{000} + √ 2gC_{200} + (Δ_b − iκ 2 )C_{011} + (Δ_b − iκ 2 )C_{011} = 0. (8)

In general, the probability amplitudes satisfy the relation |C_{000}| ≫ |C_{100}| ≫ |C_{200}|. Therefore, for convenience in calculations, we can set |C_{200}| = 0and |C_{000}| = 1. Additionally, the detunings between different photon modes satisfy Δ_a = Δ_b + Δ_c. Under the aforementioned conditions, we solve Equation (8) and obtain the following solution: E = − 2F^2_a g , (9)

which represents the optimal analytical condition for achieving UPB in mode a.

Based on the analytical analysis presented earlier regarding the implementation of CPB and UPB, we have derived the optimal conditions for achieving both CPB and UPB. In the case of a driving frequency ω_a = ω_l, corresponding to Δ_a = 0, the system can achieve CPB. Conversely, UPB can be realized under the condition described by Equation (9). Interestingly, we can now explore whether the system can achieve a stronger form of single-photon blockade known as composite photon blockade (PB) while simultaneously satisfying the conditions for CPB and UPB. Below, we will perform numerical calculations to analyze the implementation of PB in the system.

3. The numerical results for the photon blockade

In non-classical optics, we can determine the statistical properties of mode a photons by numerically solving the correlation function g^{(n)}_a (0). If g^{(n)}_a (0) < 1, it indicates a low probability of n photons being present simultaneously, implying the presence of anti-bunching effect in mode a photons. Therefore, when g^{(2)}a (0) < 1, it signifies sub-Poissonian statistics of mode a photons, with a small probability of two-photon occupancy, indicating single-photon blocking in mode a. To achieve two-photon blocking, both three-photon anti-bunching and two-photon bunching conditions should be simultaneously satisfied, i.e., g^{(2)}_a (0) ≥ 1 and g^{(3)}_a (0) < 1. The brightness of the system can be represented by the average photon number N = ⟨â^†â⟩ = Tr(ρ̂_sâ^†â). To realize a single-photon source, it is necessary to ensure a strong anti-bunching effect in the system, along with a sufficiently high brightness. The expression for the correlation function g^{(n)}_a (0) can be obtained by solving the master equation. The dynamics of the current system’s density matrix ρ̂ can be described by the following equation: ∂ρ̂ ∂t = −i[Ĥ, ρ] + κ_a 2 (n̄_{ta} + 1)(2âρ̂â^† + 1 2 â^†âρ̂ + 1 2 ρ̂â^†â) + κ_b 2 (n̄_{tb} + 1)(2bρb^† + 1 2 b^†bρ̂ + 1 2 ρb^†b) + κ_c 2 (n̄_{tc} + 1)(2ĉρ̂ĉ^† + 1 2 ĉ^†ĉρ̂ + 1 2 ρĉ^†c) + κ_a 2 n̄_{ta}(2âρ̂â^† + 1 2 â^†âρ̂ + 1 2 ρ̂â^†â) + κ_b 2 n̄_{tb}(2b̂ρ̂b̂^† + 1 2 b̂^†b̂ρ̂ + 1 2 ρ̂b̂^†b̂) + κ_c 2 n̄_{tc}(2ĉρ̂ĉ^† + 1 2 ĉ^†ĉρ̂ + 1 2 ρ̂ĉ^†ĉ). (10)

Where κ_a, κ_b, and κ_c represent the decay rates of modes a, b, and c, respectively. n̄ta, n̄tb, and n̄tc represent the average number of thermal photons in modes a, b, and c, respectively. Their expressions are given by n̄ti = exp [h̄ω_i/(κ_BT_i) − 1]^{−1}, where κ_B is the Boltzmann constant and T_i is the temperature of the reservoir in thermal equilibrium. In the subsequent numerical discussions, for convenience, we assume n̄ta = n̄tb = n̄tc = nth. Here, we only need to consider the steady-state values of g^{(n)}_a (0). Therefore, we can simply set ∂ρ̂/∂t = 0 to solve the master equation for the steady-state density operator ρ̂_s. The statistical properties of photons will be described using the zero-delay time correlation function:

g^{(n)}_a (0) = ⟨â^{†n}â^n⟩ ⟨â^†â⟩^n . (11)

By numerically solving the master equation, we can obtain the values of g^{(n)}(0). Smaller values of g^{(n)}(0) indicate a strong photon bunching effect occurring in the system, which is an essential condition for realizing an ideal single-photon source.

3.1. Numerical Results of the system in implementing CPB

Next, we will further investigate the scenarios of achieving conventional photon blockade (CPB), unconventional photon blockade (UPB), composite photon blockade (UCPB), and two-photon blockade (2PB) in the system through numerical calculations. We will also compare the numerical results with analytical results. The numerical calculations primarily involve plotting the correlation function g^{(n)}_a (0) and the average photon number N_a of mode a as functions of the system parameters. All numerical calculations for modes a, b, and c are performed in truncated Hilbert spaces of dimension 5. For convenience, we will redefine all parameters in units of the dissipation rate κ.

In Figures. (a), (b), and (c), we logarithmically plot g^{(2)}_a (0) as a function of Δ_a/κ for different values of the nonlinear coupling coefficient g/κ. The other parameters are set as F_a/κ = 0.05, E/κ = 0.01, and Δ_b/κ = −Δ_c/κ = 2. From the computed results in the figure, it can be observed that the system can achieve single-photon blockade, and the minimum value of g^{(2)}a (0) occurs at Δ_a/κ = 0, consistent with the analytical conditions for achieving conventional photon blockade (CPB). Moreover, as the nonlinear coupling coefficient g/κ increases, the bottom of the optimal blockade point becomes lower, indicating a more pronounced blockade effect. This observation aligns with the physical mechanism of CPB, which relies on a large nonlinear strength-induced level splitting in the system. Under the same parameter settings as in Figures. (a),

Figure 3: (a) and (a1) logarithmic plot of g^{(2)}(0) and average photon number N_a as functions of Δ_a/κ, with F_a/κ = 0.05, E/κ = 0.01, Δ_b/κ = −Δ_c/κ = 2 and g/κ = 2. (b) and (b1) logarithmic plot of g^{(2)}(0) and average photon number N_a as functions of Δ_a/κ, with F_a/κ = 0.05, E/κ = 0.01, Δ_b/κ = −Δ_c/κ = 2 and g/κ = 4. (c) and (c1) logarithmic plot of g^{(2)}(0) and average photon number N_a as functions of Δ_a/κ, with F_a/κ = 0.05, E/κ = 0.01, Δ_b/κ = −Δ_c/κ = 2 and g/κ = 6.

(b), and (c), we plot the variation of the average photon number N_b with Δ_a/κ in Figures. (a1), (b1), and (c1). By comparing the computational results, it is evident that the position of the optimal blockade point perfectly aligns with the location of the maximum average photon number. A higher average photon number indicates a higher brightness value of the system, and a higher brightness value in the optimal blockade region is more favorable for the system to achieve single-photon emission when implementing single-photon source devices.

In the upcoming discussion, we’ll delve into how the driving coefficient F_a/κ and the nonlinearity coefficient g/κ impact the implementation of conventional photon blockade (CPB) within the system. In Figure.(a), we depict g^{(2)}(0) against F_a/κ, with g/κ = 4, E/κ = 0.01, Δ_b/κ = −Δ_c/κ = 2, and Δ_a/κ = 0. The computational findings reveal that as F_a/κ rises, the photon blockade effect gradually diminishes. Notably, when F_a/κ > 0.5, the curve’s slope significantly

Figure 4: (a) We plot g^{(2)}_a (0) as a function of F_a/κ, where g/κ = 4, E/κ = 0.01, Δ_b/κ = −Δ_c/κ = 2, and Δ_a/κ = 0. (b) Logarithmic plot of g^{(2)}_a (0) as a function of g/κ, with F_a/κ = 0.05, E/κ = 0.01, Δ_b/κ = −Δ_c/κ = 2, and Δ_a/κ = 0”.

increases, and at F_a/κ = 2, g^{(2)}_a (0) approximates 1, signaling the dissipation of the photon blockade effect. This arises from the Poissonian statistics of photons emitted by the driving source, contrasting the sub-Poissonian statistics essential for photon blockade. Hence, a high driving intensity for mode a impedes achieving photon blockade. Generally, implementing conventional photon blockade necessitates meeting the weak driving condition. In Figure.4(b), we display g^{(2)}_a (0) against g/κ logarithmically, with F_a/κ = 0.05, E/κ = 0.01, Δ_b/κ = −Δ_c/κ = 2, and Δ_a/κ = 0. The computational analysis reveals that in the g/κ > 0 region, increasing g/κ leads to a gradual decrease in g^{(2)}_a (0), indicating an augmented photon blockade effect, aligning with the physical mechanism of achieving conventional photon blockade. Conversely, in the g/κ < 0 region, g^{(2)}_a (0) decreases overall with increasing g/κ. However, at g/κ = −0.48, a noticeable dip emerges in the curve, signifying a substantial enhancement of the photon blockade effect. Drawing from prior analytical calculations, we ascertain that under the current parameter configuration, g/κ = −0.48 precisely fulfills the condition for implementing unconventional photon blockade (UPB) in the system (refer to Equation 9). Consequently, at g/κ = −0.48, the system exhibits UPB, corroborating the computational findings with theoretical predictions. Subsequently, we’ll delve into the specifics of UPB within the system.

3.2. Numerical Results of the system in implementing UPB

Next, we will discuss the numerical analysis of parameter settings required for implementing UPB in the system. In Figure 5(a), we plot g^{(2)}_a (0) as a function of F_a/κ using logarithmic coordinates, while keeping g/κ = 4, E/κ = 0.01, Δ_b/κ = 0.5, Δ_c/κ = 1.5, and Δ_a/κ = 1. Here, we only satisfy the condition 2Δ_a/κ = Δ_b/κ + Δ_c/κ for detuning, without considering the CPB analytical requirement of Δ_a/κ = 0. According to the computational results, the system exhibits single-photon blockade over a relatively wide range of F_a/κ, indicating that the driving coefficient of mode a photons has a broad range of values for UPB implementation. Consistent with the optimal analytical solution for UPB implementation in the system, as shown in Equation 9, when g/κ = 4 and the non-degenerate parameter amplification coefficient E/κ = 0.01, the optimal blockade position in the system should occur at F_a/κ = ±0.15, in line with theoretical predictions and numerical calculations. In Figure 5(b), we plot (g^{(2)}(0)) as a function of E/κ, while keeping F_a/κ = 0.1, g/κ = 3, Δ_b/κ = 1, Δ_c/κ = 2, and Δ_a/κ = 1.5. Here, we also do not consider the CPB analytical requirement of Δ_a/κ = 0. The computational results demonstrate that the system can exhibit UPB. According to the optimal analytical solution for UPB implementation, when g/κ = 3 and F_a/κ = 0.1, the optimal blockade position in the system should occur at E/κ = −0.0066. The numerical solution aligns well with the analytical solution, albeit with a relatively narrow range of E/κ values.

In Figure. 6(a), we plotted g^{(2)}a (0) as a function of g/κ on a logarithmic scale for different values of F_a/κ. Here, we have E/κ = −0.005, Δ_b/κ = Δ_c/κ = 1, and Δ_a/κ = 2. The computed results show that for the three different values of F_a/κ, the curves all exhibit a distinct dip, and the bottom values of the dip perfectly match the optimal blockade condition of the UPB. When F_a/κ = 0.02, the optimal blockade point occurs at g/κ = 0.165, indicating a relatively weak nonlinear strength in the system. This suggests that the current single-photon blockade arises from destructive quantum interference between different photon number states, consistent with the physical mechanism of UPB. In Figure. 6(b),

Figure 5: (a) Logarithmic plot of g^{(2)}(0) as a function of F_a/κ, with g/κ = 4, E/κ = 0.01, Δ_b/κ = 0.5, Δ_c/κ = 1.5, and Δ_a/κ = 1. (b) Logarithmic plot of g^{(2)}(0) as a function of E/κ, with g/κ = 3, F_a/κ = 0.1, Δ_b/κ = 0.5, Δ_c/κ = 1.5, and Δ_a/κ = 1.5.

we plotted g^{(2)}_a (0) as a function of g/κ on a logarithmic scale for different values of E/κ. Here, we set F_a/κ = 0.05, Δ_b/κ = Δ_c/κ = 1, and Δ_a/κ = 2. Similar to Figure .6(a), we observe that single-photon blockade can occur in the region of small g/κ, and all three curves exhibit a distinct dip whose bottom values match the optimal blockade conditions of UPB. However, unlike Figure. 6(a), in Figure. 6(b), the blockade effect is significantly enhanced as E/κ decreases. This indicates that smaller values of E/κ are more favorable for the realization of UPB.

3.3. Numerical Results of the system in implementing composite photon blockade In the previous discussion, we separately investigated the implementation of CPB and UPB in the current system. According to previous research results, we know that when CPB is achieved, the value of N_a is large, resulting in high brightness, but the value of the second-order correlation function is also large, indicating low photon purity. On the other hand, when UPB is achieved, the second-order correlation function has a small value, indicating high photon purity, but the value of N_a is small, resulting in low brightness. Therefore, the implementation of a composite photon blockade system that allows CPB and UPB to occur simultaneously within the same parameter range is meaningful for

Figure 6: (a) Logarithmic plot of g^{(2)}_a (0) as a function of the nonlinear interaction strength g/κ, under different driving coefficients F_a/κ. Parameters used are E/κ = −0.005, Δ_a/κ = 2, and Δ_a/κ = Δ_b/κ = 1. (b) Logarithmic plot of g^{(2)}_a (0) as a function of the nonlinear interaction strength g/κ, under different nondegenerate parametric amplification factors E/κ. Parameters used are F_a/κ = 0.05, Δ_a/κ = 2, and Δ_a/κ = Δ_b/κ = 1.

achieving higher purity and brightness in a single-photon source. In Figure.7(a), the red dashed line represents the plot of g^{(2)}_a (0) as a function of E/κ, using a logarithmic scale. The parameters are set as Δ_b/κ = Δ_c/κ = 1, Δ_a/κ = 2, and F_a/κ = 0.05. The computed results show that the system achieves single-photon blockade, and the optimal blockade point perfectly matches the analytical solution of UPB as given by Equation 9. At this point, Δ_a/κ = 2, and the CPB condition is not satisfied. This indicates that in the calculation results represented by the red dashed line, only UPB occurs. In the blue curve, we similarly plot g^{(2)}_a (0) as a function of E/κ, using a logarithmic scale. The parameters are set as Δ_b/κ = −Δ_c/κ = 1, Δ_a/κ = 0, and F_a/κ = 0.05. The computed results show that the optimal blockade point coincides with the red dashed line, and the depth of the curve’s minimum is lower, indicating a stronger blockade effect. In the calculation results represented by the blue curve, the condition of Δ_a/κ = 0 satisfies CPB. The optimal blockade point also perfectly matches the analytical solution of UPB as given by Equation 9. Therefore, CPB and UPB coexist in this case, which is referred to as composite photon blockade. To further discuss the implementation of composite photon blockade in the system, in Figure. 7(b), we plot g^{(2)}_a (0) as a function of Δ_a/κ using a logarithmic

Figure 7: (a) The logarithmic plot of g^{(2)}_a (0) as a function of E/κ is shown. The red dotted line corresponds to F_a/κ = 0.05, g/κ = 3, Δ_a/κ = 2, Δ_b/κ = 1, and Δ_c/κ = 1. The blue solid line corresponds to F_a/κ = 0.05, g/κ = 3, Δ_b/κ = −Δ_c/κ = 2, and Δ_a/κ = 0. (b) The logarithmic plot of g^{(2)}(0) as a function of Δ_a/κ is shown. The red dotted line corresponds to F_a/κ = 0.1, g/κ = 3, Δ_b/κ = −Δ_c/κ = 3, and E/κ = 0.01. The blue solid line corresponds to F_a/κ = 0.1, g/κ = 3, Δ_b/κ = −Δ_c/κ = 3, and E/κ = −0.0066.

scale. In the red dashed line, we set g/κ = 3, Δ_b/κ = −Δ_c/κ = 3, E/κ = 0.01, and F_a/κ = 0.1. The computed results show that the system achieves singlephoton blockade, and the optimal blockade point occurs at Δ_a/κ = 0, consistent with the analytical solution of CPB. In the blue curve, we set F_a/κ = 0.1, g/κ = 3, and E/κ = −0.0066 to satisfy the analytical conditions of UPB as shown in Equation 9. The system exhibits a more pronounced photon blockade effect at Δ_a/κ = 0. In other words, in the calculation results represented by the blue curve, the parameter settings satisfy the analytical solution of UPB, and the optimal blockade point perfectly matches the analytical solution of CPB. Therefore, CPB and UPB coexist in this case, which is referred to as composite photon blockade. Therefore, the computational results in Figures. 7 demonstrate that the current system can achieve composite photon blockade, and the implementation of composite photon blockade has significant purity advantages compared to UPB and CPB individually.

To further demonstrate the simultaneous implementation of CPB and UPB in the system within the same parameter range, we present Figure.8(a), where we plot g^{(2)}a (0) as a function of g/κ and E/κ using a logarithmic scale. Here,

Figure 8: (a) Logarithmic plot of g^{(2)}(0) as a function of g/κ and E/κ for F_a/κ = 0.1, Δ_b/κ = −Δ_c/κ = 2, and Δ_a/κ = 0. (b) Logarithmic plot of g^{(2)}_a (0) and N_a as a function of Δ_a/κ under different numbers of thermal photons n_{th}. Parameters used are F_a/κ = 0.1, E/κ = −0.0066, Δ_b/κ = −Δ_c/κ = 2, and g/κ = 3.

F_a/κ = 0.1, Δ_b/κ = −Δ_c/κ = 2, and Δ_a/κ = 0. The white dashed line represents the optimal analytical solution for achieving UPB, as given by Equation (9). The computed results show that the region of photon blockade aligns with the analytical solution for UPB. To investigate the influence of environmental temperature on the system, we present Figure. 8(b), where we plot g^{(2)}a (0) and N_a as functions of different thermal photon numbers (n_{th}). The parameters are set as F_a/κ = 0.1, E/κ = −0.0066, Δ_b/κ = −Δ_c/κ = 2, and g/κ = 3. The computed results indicate that as n_{th} increases, the value of g^{(2)}_a (0) tends to increase, while the average photon number N_a decreases. This suggests that lower temperatures are favorable for achieving photon blockade.

3.4. Numerical Results of the system in implementing two photon blockade Finally, we will discuss the case of achieving two-photon blockade (2PB) in the system. 2PB, as one of the primary methods for realizing sub-Poissonian light sources, has garnered significant attention. Implementing 2PB requires satisfying the conditions of both three-photon antibunching and two-photon bunching simultaneously, i.e., g^{(2)}(0) ≥ 1 and g^{(3)}(0) < 1 must hold concurrently. In Figure. 9(a), we present the logarithmic plot of g^{(2)}a (0), g^{(3)}a (0), and

Figure 9: (a) Logarithmic plot of g^{(2)}_a (0), g^{(3)}_a (0), and N_a as a function of Δ_a/κ for E/κ = 0.06, Δ_b/κ = −Δ_c/κ = 2, g/κ = 5, and F_a/κ = 0. (b) The energy level schematic diagram illustrating the realization of two-photon bunching (2PB) in the system.

N_a as a function of Δ_a/κ, where F_a/κ = 0, E/κ = 0.06, Δ_b/κ = −Δ_c/κ = 2, and g/κ = 5. Computational results demonstrate that the system can achieve 2PB in the region of Δ_a/κ = 0, consistent with the predicted outcomes. In Figure. 9(b), we provide a schematic energy level diagram illustrating how the system accomplishes 2PB in mode a. The diagram depicts multiple energy levels representing the quantum states of mode a. The bottom-most level represents the ground state, while the levels above it correspond to excited states. An energy difference typically denoted as ω_a exists between these two levels, and ω_{bc} represents the amplification frequency of the non-degenerate parametric drive. According to the energy level diagram, it is evident that when the driving frequencies of modes b and c photons are set to ω_{bc} = ω_e, the system can achieve 2PB in mode a, with 2PB occurring in the region of Δ_a/κ = ±1.

4. Conclusion

We investigated the phenomenon of photon blockade (PB) in a non-degenerate four-wave mixing system. Through analytical calculations, we obtained analytical solutions for implementing UPB and CPB, which were validated by numerical solutions obtained by solving the master equation in the steady-state limit.

We conducted comprehensive numerical analysis and discussions on the system parameters required for implementing CPB and UPB. It is noteworthy that when CPB and UPB occur simultaneously within the same parameter range, their g^{(2)}_a (0) values are lower than those when CPB or UPB occurs alone. We refer to this phenomenon of CPB and UPB occurring simultaneously within the same parameter range as the composite photon blockade effect. Implementing composite photon blockade provides an effective solution to address issues such as low single-photon purity and high nonlinearity requirements in CPB implementation, as well as poor single-photon brightness in UPB implementation. Finally, we conducted theoretical analysis and numerical calculations for the case of two-photon blockade(2PB) in the system, and the results demonstrate that 2PB can occur when the system meets the conditions for single-driving mode.

Acknowledgment

This work is supported by the Jilin Provincial Natural Science Foundation, Grant No. 20240101305JC. JiLin Education Department Fund under Grant No. JJKH20230015KJ. Program for Innovative Research Team of Baicheng Normal University, Grant No.IRTBCNU.

Disclosures:

The authors declare no conflicts of interest.

References

1. Scarani V, Bechmann-Pasquinucci H, Cerf NJ, Dušek M, Lütkenhaus N, Peev M. The security of practical quantum key distribution. Reviews of modern physics 2009;81(3):1301.

2. Giovannetti V, Lloyd S, Maccone L. Advances in quantum metrology.

Nature photonics 2011;5(4):222–9.

3. Knill E, Laflamme R, Milburn GJ. A scheme for efficient quantum computation with linear optics. nature 2001;409(6816):46–52.

4. Kok P, Munro WJ, Nemoto K, Ralph TC, Dowling JP, Milburn GJ. Linear optical quantum computing with photonic qubits. Reviews of modern physics 2007;79(1):135.

5. Davidovich L. Sub-poissonian processes in quantum optics. Reviews of Modern Physics 1996;68(1):127.

6. Shields AJ. Semiconductor quantum light sources. Nature photonics 2007;1(4):215–23.

7. Imamoḡlu A, Schmidt H, Woods G, Deutsch M. Strongly interacting photons in a nonlinear cavity. Physical Review Letters 1997;79(8):1467.

8. Gerace D, Savona V. Unconventional photon blockade in doubly resonant microcavities with second-order nonlinearity. Physical Review A 2014;89(3):031803.

9. Tan H. Deterministic quantum superpositions and fock states of mechanical oscillators via quantum interference in single-photon cavity optomechanics. Physical Review A 2014;89(5):053829.

10. Miranowicz A, Paprzycka M, Liu Yx, Bajer J, Nori F. Two-photon and three-photon blockades in driven nonlinear systems. Physical Review A 2013;87(2):023809.

11. Leoński W, Tanaś R. Possibility of producing the one-photon state in a kicked cavity with a nonlinear kerr medium. Physical Review A 1994;49(1):R20.

12. Hovsepyan G, Shahinyan A, Kryuchkyan GY. Multiphoton blockades in pulsed regimes beyond stationary limits. Physical Review A 2014;90(1):013839.

13. Eichenfield M, Chan J, Camacho RM, Vahala KJ, Painter O. Optomechanical crystals. nature 2009;462(7269):78–82.

14. Teufel JD, Donner T, Li D, Harlow JW, Allman M, Cicak K, Sirois AJ, Whittaker JD, Lehnert KW, Simmonds RW. Sideband cooling of micromechanical motion to the quantum ground state. Nature 2011;475(7356):359– 63. 15. Brennecke F, Ritter S, Donner T, Esslinger T. Cavity optomechanics with a bose-einstein condensate. Science 2008;322(5899):235–8.

16. Gupta S, Moore KL, Murch KW, Stamper-Kurn DM. Cavity nonlinear optics at low photon numbers from collective atomic motion. Physical review letters 2007;99(21):213601.

17. Birnbaum KM, Boca A, Miller R, Boozer AD, Northup TE, Kimble HJ.

Photon blockade in an optical cavity with one trapped atom. Nature 2005;436(7047):87–90.

18. Zhou Y, Shen H, Zhang X, Yi X. Zero eigenvalues of a photon blockade induced by a non-hermitian hamiltonian with a gain cavity. Physical Review A 2018;97(4):043819.

19. Tian L, Carmichael H. Quantum trajectory simulations of two-state behavior in an optical cavity containing one atom. Physical Review A 1992;46(11):R6801.

20. Werner MJ, Imamoḡlu A. Photon-photon interactions in cavity electromagnetically induced transparency. Physical Review A 1999;61(1):011801.

21. Brecha R, Rice P, Xiao M. N two-level atoms in a driven optical cavity:

Quantum dynamics of forward photon scattering for weak incident fields. Physical Review A 1999;59(3):2392.

22. Faraon A, Fushman I, Englund D, Stoltz N, Petroff P, Vučković J. Coherent generation of non-classical light on a chip via photon-induced tunnelling and blockade. Nature Physics 2008;4(11):859–63.

23. Hoffman AJ, Srinivasan SJ, Schmidt S, Spietz L, Aumentado J, Türeci HE, Houck AA. Dispersive photon blockade in a superconducting circuit. Physical review letters 2011;107(5):053602.

24. Liao JQ, Nori F, et al. Photon blockade in quadratically coupled optomechanical systems. Physical Review A 2013;88(2):023853.

25. Rabl P. Photon blockade effect in optomechanical systems. Physical review letters 2011;107(6):063601.

26. Nunnenkamp A, Børkje K, Girvin SM. Single-photon optomechanics. Physical review letters 2011;107(6):063602.

27. Lang C, Bozyigit D, Eichler C, Steffen L, Fink J. aa abdumalikov, m.

baur, s. filipp, mp da silva, a. blais, and a. wallraff,“observation of resonant photon blockade at microwave frequencies using correlation function measurements,”. Phys Rev Lett 2011;106:243601.

28. Ester P, Lackmann L, Michaelis de Vasconcellos S, Hübner M, Zrenner A, Bichler M. Single photon emission based on coherent state preparation. Applied Physics Letters 2007;91(11).

29. Liew TC, Savona V. Single photons from coupled quantum modes. Physical review letters 2010;104(18):183601.

30. Carmichael H. Photon antibunching and squeezing for a single atom in a resonant cavity. Physical review letters 1985;55(25):2790.

31. Bamba M, Imamoğlu A, Carusotto I, Ciuti C. Origin of strong photon antibunching in weakly nonlinear photonic molecules. Physical Review A 2011;83(2):021802.

32. Flayac H, Savona V. Input-output theory of the unconventional photon blockade. Physical Review A 2013;88(3):033836.

33. Zhou Y, Shen H, Yi X. Unconventional photon blockade with second-order nonlinearity. Physical Review A 2015;92(2):023838.

34. Flayac H, Savona V. Unconventional photon blockade. Physical Review A 2017;96(5):053810.

35. Lin HY, Yang H, Yao ZH. Unconventional photon blockade in a three-mode system with double second-order nonlinear coupling. Chinese Physics B 2020;29(12):120304.

36. Sarma B, Sarma AK. Unconventional photon blockade in three-mode optomechanics. Physical Review A 2018;98(1):013826.

37. Flayac H, Gerace D, Savona V. An all-silicon single-photon source by unconventional photon blockade. Scientific reports 2015;5(1):11223.

38. Shen H, Xu S, Zhou Y, Wang G, Yi X. Unconventional photon blockade from bimodal driving and dissipations in coupled semiconductor microcavities. Journal of Physics B: Atomic, Molecular and Optical Physics 2018;51(3):035503.

39. Zubizarreta Casalengua E, López Carreño JC, Laussy FP, Valle Ed. Conventional and unconventional photon statistics. Laser & Photonics Reviews 2020;14(6):1900279.

40. Tang J, Geng W, Xu X. Quantum interference induced photon blockade in a coupled single quantum dot-cavity system. Scientific reports 2015;5(1):9252.

41. Liang X, Duan Z, Guo Q, Liu C, Guan S, Ren Y. Antibunching effect of photons in a two-level emitter-cavity system. Physical Review A 2019;100(6):063834.

42. Ren Y, Duan Z, Fan B, Guan S, Xie M, Liu C. Antibunched singlephoton/photon-pair emission with coupled jaynes-cummings model. Optics Express 2022;30(12):21787–96.

43. Wang ZX, Yang H, Wang XQ, Lin HY, Yao ZH. Conventional photon blockade in a four-wave mixing system with kerr nonlinearity. Physica Scripta 2023;98(3):035108.

44. Li Y, Yao Z, Yang H. One-photon and two-photon blockades in a four-wave-mixing system embedded with an atom. Physical Review A 2024;109(4):043702.

45. Holmes C, Milburn G, Walls D. Photon-number-state preparation in nondegenerate parametric amplification. Physical Review A 1989;39(5):2493.

46. Björk G, Yamamoto Y. Generation and amplification of number states by nondegenerate parametric oscillators with idler-measurement feedback. Physical Review A 1988;37(1):125.

47. Abdalla MS, El-Orany FA, Perina J. Quantum statistical properties of nondegenerate optical parametric symmetric coupler. Journal of Physics A: Mathematical and General 1999;32(19):3457.

48. Teh R, Sun FX, Polkinghorne R, He Q, Gong Q, Drummond P, Reid M. Dynamics of transient cat states in degenerate parametric oscillation with and without nonlinear kerr interactions. Physical Review A 2020;101(4):043807.