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Abstract: Higher order correlation beams, that is, two-photon beams
obtained from the process of spontaneous parametric down-conversion
pumped by Hermite-Gauss or Laguerre-Gauss beams of any order, can
be used to encode information in many modes, opening the possibility of
quantum communication with large alphabets. In this paper we calculate,
analytically, the fourth-order correlation function for the Hermite-Gauss
and Laguerre-Gauss coherent and partially coherent correlation beams
propagating through a strong turbulent medium. We show that fourth-order
correlation functions for correlation beams have, under certain conditions,
expressions similar to those of intensities of classical beams and are de-
graded by turbulence in a similar way as the classical beams. Our results can
be useful in establishing limits for the use of two-photon beams in quantum
communications with larger alphabets under atmospheric turbulence.
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1. Introduction

The study of the effects of turbulent or random media on the propagation of non-classical
light has gained a considerable interest due to the possibility of implementing quantum optical
communication links with entangled photons [1,2].

In order to avoid absorption effects in long-distance quantum optical communications, one
needs to exploit satellite-based free-space distribution of single photons or entangled photon
pairs. In this scheme, photonic quantum states are first sent through the aerosphere, then re-
flected from one satellite to another, and finally sent back to a ground station. Since the effective
thickness of the aerosphere is of the order of 5 — 10 km (i.e., the whole aerosphere is equivalent
to 5 — 10 km ground atmosphere) and photon losses and decoherence are negligible in the outer
space, one can achieve global free-space quantum communication as long as the quantum states
survive after penetrating the atmosphere.

Transmission through free space can be used as a channel for high-dimensional quantum
communication if an orthogonal propagating mode set is used as a d-level system (qudit). In this
context, electromagnetic beams carrying orbital angular momentum open an opportunity for
communication with large alphabets [3]. Unfortunately, unlike polarization, transverse mode
profiles can be severely distorted by turbulence. Transmission through turbulence could thus be
regarded as a depolarizing channel for the transverse spatial degrees of freedom [4, 5]. Several
theoretical studies have been devoted to the investigation of turbulence effects on the propa-
gation of electromagnetic beams carrying orbital angular momentum [6-9]. An experiment in
which orbital angular momentum states in free space propagation were used as a multiplex-
ing resource for classical communication was performed with radio waves (at a wavelength
A =12.5 cm) at a 442 m propagation distance [10]. In the optical domain, free-space classical
communication using orbital angular momentum has been demonstrated in Ref. [11]. Quan-
tum key distribution through free space should also be considered, since it is possible to distill
secure final keys even in the presence of some noise in the quantum channel [12]. The trans-
port of orbital-angular-momentum entanglement through a turbulent atmosphere has been stud-
ied experimentally using a turbulence chamber [13]. Alignment-free quantum key distribution
through free space for a distance of 210 m exploiting orbital angular momentum in combination
with polarization to encode the quantum bits has been demonstrated [14]. A recent experiment
demonstrating a distribution of quantum entanglement encoded in orbital angular momentum
over a turbulent intra-city link of 3 kilometers has been done [15].

The effects of the atmospheric turbulence can be simulated in the laboratory by artificially
inducing random phase fluctuations in optical beams. Most (theoretical and experimental) stud-
ies of the effect of atmospheric turbulence on the modal entanglement of photon pairs are based
on the single phase screen approach, which uses a single phase screen to model the turbulent
atmosphere [16]. The random phase function of such a phase screen represents the phase mod-
ulation caused by the turbulence under weak scintillation conditions. An alternative approach
valid in all scintillation conditions, the multiple phase screen approach, was recently used to de-
rive first-order differential equations that enable the study of turbulence-induced decoherence
of transverse spatial mode entanglement of photon pairs [7,17]. According to [7], the parameter
dependence in the atmospheric decoherence process is more complex than what is found in the
single phase screen approach [6].

An appreciable research activity on other related topics has been observed, including: com-
munication [18-23], entanglement in orbital angular momentum [24,25]; negative correlations
[26-28]; two-photon speckle [29-32]; spatial correlations [33-35]; ghost imaging [36-39];
interference, anti-bunching and symmetry properties [40, 41], and high-dimensional quantum
cryptography [42].

To the best of our knowledge, no analytical study considering the propagation of pairs of
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entangled photons (two-photon beams) through a turbulent atmosphere is available. In this pa-
per we study the optical turbulence effects on a transverse-mode entangled two-photon beam
generated by the parametric down-conversion process in a nonlinear x(z) crystal [43]. As are-
sult, we calculate the armospheric fourth-order correlation function (the so called two-photon
speckle) in the cases when the ¥ (? crystal is pumped by any coherent Hermite/Laguerre-Gauss
beam or by a partially coherent beam. In the former case, the higher-order correlation beams
can be used for quantum communication tasks with large alphabets if the quantum correlations
maintain after propagating through atmosphere. The later case is particularly interesting be-
cause the beams produced by partially coherent sources spread less in the random medium than
coherent beams [44—46].

The paper is organized as follows: In Sec. 2 we give a brief review of the theory of optical
turbulence. In Sec. 3 we develop the study of correlation beams in the atmosphere when the
nonlinear crystal is pumped by a coherent beam. In Sec. 4 we extend the theory to the case of
partially coherent correlation beams. Finally, in the appendices we provide some derivations of
the results discussed in Secs. 3 and 4.

2. Optical Turbulence

In fluid mechanics the Reynolds number is used to help predict similar flow patterns in differ-
ent fluid/gas flow situations. The Reynolds number is defined as the ratio of momentum forces
to viscous forces and quantifies the relative importance of these two types of forces for given
flow conditions. A turbulent flow occurs at high Reynolds numbers and is dominated by inertial
forces, which tend to produce chaotic eddies, vortices and other flow instabilities. Turbulent air
motion represents a set of vortices, or eddies, of various scale sizes, extending from a large scale
size Ly called the outer scale of turbulence to a small scale size [y called the inner scale of tur-
bulence. Under the influence of inertial forces, large eddies break up into smaller ones, forming
a continuous cascade of scale sizes between Ly and lyp known as the inertial range. Scale sizes
smaller than the inner scale belong to the dissipation range. In the simplest case, when an op-
tical wave propagates through turbulence, the diffraction and scattering effects occur on these
eddies of different size (those by molecules or aerosols are neglected). A propagating beam
will deflect encountering an eddy that is larger than the beams transverse size, and will expand
- encountering an eddy smaller than its size, giving rise to intensity and phase fluctuations,
respectively, in the observation plane.

In the optical turbulence the most important process in optical wave propagation is the index-
of-refraction fluctuations. Fluctuations in the index of refraction are related to temperature and
pressure fluctuations. In particular, for optical and infrared wavelengths, the index of refraction
for the atmosphere can be written according to [47]

- _sP(R)

n(R)~1+7.9x10 T®)’ 1)

where P is the pressure in millibars, and T is the temperature in Kelvin. There are a number

of turbulence models [16,48-52] depending on whether one includes the effects of the inner

or outer scale. The simplest model is the Kolmogorov model for the power spectrum of index-

of-refraction fluctuations [52], which is valid in the inertial range between the inner and outer
scales:

(k) =0.033C2k 13, 1/Ly < k< 1/l )

where C,2, is the index of refraction structure constant (in units of m~2/3). It determines the
strength of turbulence, with values ranging from 10~'7m~2/3 for weak turbulence, to about
10~3m~2/3 for strong turbulence.
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To account for the behavior of the power spectrum outside the inertial range, several spectral
models were developed. These models include the Tatarskii spectrum [53]:

2
®(x) = 0.033C2 k1B exp (f%) 3)

m

which is valid when x > 1/Ly; &, = 5.92/ly, and the (modified) von Kdrmdn spectrum [54]:

exp(—K*/K;,)

®(k) =0.033C2 /3 282 L om)
(1) e s

)
valid for 0 < Kk < o0; K, = 5.92/ly. These latter models are not based on rigorous calculations
outside the inertial range, but more on mathematical convenience and tractability.

To describe an optical wave propagation through turbulent (random) media several approxi-
mation model were developed: the Born approximation, valid under extremely weak turbulence;
the Rytov approximation [55], valid under weak turbulence; for strong turbulence, the parabolic
equation method [56, 57], extended Huygens-Fresnel principle [58,59], and the Feynman path
integral method [60, 61] have been developed. For non-classical light the parabolic equation
method has been used recently [62]. In this paper we adopt the extended Huygens-Fresnel prin-
ciple.

In the extended Huygens-Fresnel principle, the field that propagates from the source located
in the plane z = 0 is determined at the point r = (x,y) of the plane z = L via the expression

kikL oo ikls — 2
o | s s 0en | My ©

L) =
ur.L) L

where y(r,s) is the random part of the complex phase of a spherical wave propagating in the
turbulent medium from the point (s,0) to the point (r,L).

If the random medium is statistically homogeneous and isotropic, quantities that take the
account of statistical moments of the field are given by [16]

E1(0,0:0,0) = £1(0) = (ya(r.8)) + 5 (¥ (r.5)) = ~22°0°L | dxxa(o) ©)

Ex(r1,12381,82) = (i (r1,81) Wi (r2,82)) :47r2k2L/01d§ /Owdlck'd)n(lc)lo(ﬂ(l _EPpLEQ), (D
E3(ry,12:81,82) = (w1 (r1,81) Wi (r2,82))
1 oo
:—47r2k2L/0 d§/0 dKKan(K)JO(K|(1—§)p+§Q|)exp{

where E =1—z/L,andp=r| —13, Q=5 —s).

iLx? (®)
B

a-2).

3. Correlation Beams in the Turbulent Atmosphere
3.1. Correlation Beams

There exist correspondences between the fourth order correlation for the parametric down-
conversion field and the second-order correlation for the pump beam. In the degenerate para-
metric down-conversion process, the two-photon detection probability amplitude (or, equiva-
lently, the fourth-order correlation amplitude) behaves as a Huygens-Fresnel integral for the
electromagnetic field of pump propagating from the point S at z = 0 plane to the point r at the
detectors’ plane,

2

A(Rth) o eikpz /dSEp(S)ei%(rfs) ©)
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Here, E), is the transverse (x,y) profile of the pump beam field, &, is the wavenumber of the
pump beam, k; = k; =k,/2, r=(r;+r2)/2and S = (s; +s2)/2. In other words,

r+
A(Rth)o«Ep( : 2%). (10)
Thus we see that the fourth-order correlation amplitude for the field generated by spontaneous
parametric down-conversion process resembles a field propagation integral, hence the expres-
sion “correlation beam”. This effect is a consequence of the transfer of angular spectrum of
pump to the downconverted field [63].

3.2.  Two Photon Speckle

In order to study the effects of turbulent atmosphere on a non-classical light, e.g. a two-photon
field produced by spontaneous parametric downconversion process [43], one needs to take ac-
count of the fact that the two-photon (historically called signal and idler) probability amplitude
obeys the Wolf equations [64], and therefore exhibits propagation and diffraction phenom-
ena analogous to those of the second-order coherence function, including the Huygens-Fresnel
principle and van Cittert-Zernike theorem [65-67]. A duality accompanied with mathemati-
cal similarity between the two-photon probability amplitude and the second-order coherence
function for the incoherent source has previously been highlighted [68].

In the context of this work, light in a two-photon pure quantum state is described by a super-
position of pairs of spatiotemporal single modes, each mode pair with a certain probability of
being occupied by just two photons. This state may be entangled in frequencies and in trans-
verse modes.

Assuming that the two-photon state propagates through a random medium and that the co-
incidence rate P; is measured as a function of the positions Ry and R; of the two detectors at
times #; and #,, one arrives at the concept of the two-photon speckle pattern P;(x,x;), where
x; = (Ry, ;) [32]. For two independent photons, P, factorizes: P;(x1,x2) = Py (x1)Pi(x2), where
Pi(x;) is the probability to detect a photon at a position r; at a time #;, i = 1,2. It describes
the one-photon speckle pattern and is proportional to the intensity of light at x;. It is important
to realize that P, corresponds to a single realization of the random medium. It is therefore a
random quantity and fluctuates from one realization of disorder to another. To obtain a deter-
ministic quantity, one must average P> over an ensemble of realizations of the random medium.
The problem of coincidence identification on the two remote locations without dedicated coin-
cidence hardware is solved using the time correlation of the photon pairs [69].

The two-photon speckle is given by the square magnitude of the two-photon probability
amplitude:

Pa(x1.32) = [A(v1,x2) P = (0,015 () £ (o) W) P, an

where x; = (r1,z1,41) and x, = (r2,22,%2) . E"]H)(xl) and Eéﬂ(xz) are +z propagating, scalar,

quasi-monochromatic, paraxial, positive-frequency field operators [1] at x, xp. They are ex-
pressed in terms of the annihilation operators d;(x) and d;(x) of the signal and idler systems at
the source (crystal) plane [68]:

£ ) = [ dr (e mas(en —2/e), (12

ES) () = / dr hi(r2,0)ai(r 12 — 22/c), (13)
with amplitude-response functions for signal and idler systems:
ket ik; ;

hi(rir)= -2 expl —Llri—r2+ v (r; rk; 14

j(r),T) 27z, P{sz| =T+ Y (k) ¢ (14)
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with j = s,i. Finally, |y) is the two-photon state vector
/
)= [ arar, (T35 ) ot -l 0.0
- / drE,(r)[1y, 1y),

15)

which is maximally entangled in the configuration space variables. |1,) = ﬁ [ dke®T|1y),
|1x) being the single photon Fock state of mode k.

Pictorially, the system is presented in the Fig. 1, where, for the completeness, we added an
amplitude-response system for the pump as well.

‘ hs(ry,r) Dy

Py(zy,x
)| h,(r,r') |(EEE|NLC o)
Dy

‘ hi(ra,r)

Fig. 1. Schematic diagram of the system considered. NLC represents a nonlinear crystal,
hp, hs and h; represent the amplitude response functions for the pump beam (p) and for
the down-converted photons (s, i). D; and D, represent the detectors and P> represents
the fourth order correlation function, a measurable quantity which is proportional to the
two-photon joint detection probability.

When substituting Egs. (12)-(15) into Eq. (11), the joint detection probability density func-
tion takes the following form:

Koo ik
Py (ry,r)) =102 // dr'dr"Ep(r')E; (r'"Yexp { ;—Z [\rl Pt =P+ - =, —r"|2} }

X <exp [l[/(r/7l‘1) + W* (I‘”,I‘l) + W(rler) + W*(rﬂer)] > )
(16)

where we dropped the time dependence in field operators and assumed the degenerate case, i.e.
k=ks=ki=kp /2, chose the detection plane at z = z; = zp, also took a statistical average over
an ensemble of realizations of turbulent medium. Now, with the help of Egs. (6)-(8) the last
exponential in Eq. (16) takes the form

(exp[...]) = exp [4E{ (0) +2E(0,0;x',x") + Ex (r1,r2; 1 ,x") + Ex (r2,11; 1, 1) + 2ReE3 (1,125 0,0)]
(17
where it was assumed that the random part of the index-of-refraction is a Gaussian random field,
for which (exp(y)) = exp [(y) + 1 ((y?) — (y)?)] holds. For the case x; = x, the two-photon
speckle takes the form

P 7k2€7q72"(z) dr'dr’ E. (¥ E* (¥ ik 12 "2 2D A 18
() = T [[avar s, @ e exn ] e P e ] 20,06 -} as)

Experimentally, it can be measured using, e.g., a two-photon absorber [65]. In Eq. (18), Dy, (p)
and Gszp(z) are the wave structure functions and the scintillation index for a spherical wave,
respectively, defined as

1 o
Dyp(Q) =872z [ dE | drex(x) 1~ 1o (xEQ). (19)
and
1 o K2
05 (2) = 87r2k2z/ d&/ dKkd(K) {1 — cos (75(1 —g))} . (20)
0 0
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For different models of turbulence power spectrum ®(x), they are given in the Appendix I1I of
Ref. [16] expressed in turbulence parameters. Going back to the more general case we recognize
in Eq. (17)

1
4E (0) +Ex(ry,ro;x X" ) + Ex (ra, vy x) = ) [Dsp(p, Q) +Dsp(—p,Q)] , 1)
and

1 '
2E2(0;r’,r”)+2ReE3(r],r2;0)=8ﬂ2k2z/0 dg/o dxKd(K)
2
« [n(xe) - nixgpcos (F-e1-) )| @2)

=Dy (p) - Dyp(@) 4472 [ a6 [ a o (xEnE1 &)

where Dy, (p, Q) is the so called two-point spherical wave structure function:

Dp(p.Q) =87 [ d [ () [1 —Jo(xI(1 - E)p+ Q). @3)

In the last line of Eq. (22), to have an analytical expression, we used geometrical optics approx-
imation, viz. zk?/k < 1, to replace cos @ by 1 — a?/2 ( [16], ch.9). Using Tatarskii spectrum
(Eq. (3)) we evaluated the integral in Eq. (22) (for details, see the Appendix A). Now Eq. (16)
amounts to

k2
Py(r,1p) = a2 exp

1.5802 2
Rg) - P2 — 0.0437172C5Z31777/3
Ao pWs 3pp1

x _//deQEp(S +Q/2)E(S—Q/2)exp {”‘71’ (S-Q—r- Q)} 24)

1.5807 2
(2t 2 ).
AOaPWO 3ppl

where r = (r1 +12)/2, Ao, =22/(k,W3), ppi is the so called plane-wave spatial coherence

X exp

radius and o , = 1.23C2k}/%211/6 is the Rytov variance.

It is interesting to compare the two photon speckle with the one-photon speckle which is
obtained in single photocounts (second order effect). The single-photon probability density is
given by [70]

Pu(r1) = [ drlE, ()P i (ri.m)P. (5)

Substituting the definition (14) in Eq. (25) one arrives at

2
Pi(r;)) = (anz) /dr|Ep(r)|2exp [W(ry,r;k) +y*(r,r;k)]. (26)

Expanding v, as always, up to the second order, y| + y», ¥» < yi, and making an ensemble
average of the exponent we obtain

(exp[w(ry,r;k) + w*(ry,r;k)]) = exp [2(7,2l — T} , 27)

where 6,21 describes the atmospherically induced change in the mean intensity profile in the
transverse direction, and 7 describes the change in the on-axis mean intensity at the receiver
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plane caused by turbulence [16, Ch. 6]. The one-photon speckle now looks like

 \2
Pl(rl):(z—m) exp 2(7 —T /dr|E

k\? 2
= (2—”2) exp [26,] fT} X Ip|z=0-

It is proportional to the pump intensity at the crystal (z = 0), additionally affected by the turbu-
lence parameters represented by G and T.

(28)

3.3.  Coherent Hermite-Gauss and Laguerre-Gauss Pump of any Order.

Now we consider the two-photon speckle for the case when the pump field is a Hermite-Gauss

beam
i\, (v2 A
Ep(r) = Un’jf(rx,ry,O) = BunHn (WOrx H, Wory exp| =37 | (29)

0

-1
where H,(p) are Hermite polynomials and By, , = [Wov 7r2’"+"+1m!n!} . In this case Eq. (18)

takes the following form
V2 O«
Hn [WO (Sx - 7)

pz(r,r):@wwz/ - [f (Sx Qx)
i () ()

47272 W 2

[ 1
_ (22 _ Y 22 (30)

X exp S+ exp[ o +0
I WO2 < x ’) Wo2 ( x ’)
[ik, ik,

xexp [ —* (SxQx+Sy0y) | exp | — - (reQx + 1, 0y)
[ 3.1603
_ L (021 02

ol i ea]

where we made the following change of variables in the source plane
1
Q=r'-r", Szi(r/qu”), 0=1Q|, sS=Is| (€2))

In the Appendix B we evaluated this integral analytically. The result is

P = < { ] § 5 < )<n) { w2 r” o [ e B [ 32
2(6,r) = )
2nwL2T L e Y 1) 2wk kI

where W represents the spot size of the pump beam on the observation plane in the absence
of turbulence. We also made the following definition: Wyr =W, /14 6.326,%7PA. Note that, as

one would expect, in the no turbulence limit, Gszp (z) » 0, Wir — W, and Eq. (32) reduces to

w2 V2 V2 212
PZ( ) |an|2 0[‘12 |:Wrx:| H’,% |:er:| exp |:7W:| ) (33)
where we have used the identity [71]:
sz
H2(x 12 34
Z 2" (m— k) 4
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Similarly, we have a final exression for r| # r; case

1 15803, 2\ , ) o -3
Py(ry,rp) = exp L= | p?—0.0437°C z3p_7/3 e “in
27Wh, ApW2 - 3p, ! )
k+1 2 w2ty 2 [ yitrye
BR[04
S \kJ\1) |27, k1! ’

where Wyr1 = W, [1+6.3203 At 4/3\;,?/2. Eq. (35) also reduces to an expected expression
? “Fpl

(see Eq. (10)) for the vacuum limit justifying the concept of the correlation beam

w2 V2 (ro+r V2 (11 +1y2 212
Py(ry,rp) = \Bm7n|2W*02Hi {W <%) Hy i (%) p {*W] ) (36)

with r = |I‘1 —‘y—l‘2|/2.
It is interesting to analyse the m = 1, n = 0 case, for which Eq. (32) takes the form

7652 (2) 2 2 4w2 W2
émmnzi—%me"%}O+ 4&——7) 37)
2nWir Wir Wir Wir

In Fig. 2 we plot the normalized version of Eq. (37) as a function of r, for r, = 0 correspond-
ing to the cases: vacuum, moderate turbulence, moderate-to-strong and strong turbulence for a
propagation distance of z = 5km. The normalization is made by dividing Eq. (37) by its maxi-
mum value (1/7W?2e) in the absence of turbulence. For simplicity, we took Gszp (z) = 0.403 for
the Kolmogorov spectrum (2) from the Appendix III of ref. [16].

z=5000 m
1T = \/acuum T
—— e (22107132 28
ostk Fx\ 5 |- C2=107138 128 |-
20 I A | Y A | - C2o107145 28
5 06F |
N
©
£
5 0.4F k
=z
L < 4
02 ,’? * \\\\
o7 NN, SO
- s NN, ~
- o7 e Sl
o - . , , 5 .-
-0.2 -0.15 -0.1 -0.05 0 0.05 0.1 0.15 0.2

x (m), w0:0.01 3m

Fig. 2. The normalized two-photon speckle (TPS) for the HG1o pump case under turbulence
conditions: strong (dashed), strong-to-moderate (dashed-dotted), moderate (dotted) and no
turbulence (solid). The normalization is made by dividing Eq. (37) by its maximum value
(1/7W?2e) in the absence of turbulence. For simplicity, we took qu(z) = 0.403 for the
Kolmogorov spectrum.

The plot resembles the result [16, ch.17] for HGy( laser beam intensity. This is again a
manifestation of the beam-like behavior of spatial correlations in two-photon states generated

#248797 Received 28 Aug 2015; revised 1 Oct 2015; accepted 1 Oct 2015; published 29 Jan 2016
© 2016 OSA 8 Feb 2016 | Vol. 24, No. 3 | DOI:10.1364/0OE.24.002318 | OPTICS EXPRESS 2328



by spontaneous parametric down-conversion. We see that the coincident counts reduce signif-
icantly in the strong turbulence regime. Another important conclusion can be drawn from this
result: the amount of the HGgp mode is appreciable even in moderate turbulence, meaning that
cross-talk between modes increases with turbulence, degrading the dimensionality of the alpha-
bet based on higher-order Gaussian modes. The dimensionality degradation of Laguerre-Gauss
modes due to turbulence has been experimentally demonstrated in Ref. [13].

3.4. Coherent Laguerre-Gauss Pump of any Order.

In calculating the two-photon speckle we have used Hermite-Gauss functions to represent the
transverse profile of the pump. We have done so due to relatively simpler manipulations that
Hermite-Gauss functions permit, which lacks when dealing with Laguerre-Gauss functions.
Using the fact that Hermite-Gauss and Laguerre-Gauss modes are converted one into another
by a basis change [72], viz.

m+n

ULS(x,3,2) = Y i*b(m,n, ULS  (x.3,2), (38)
k=0

where

(m+n—k)k!' 1 d"
and m+n =2p+|l|, one immediately has a solution for the two-photon speckle for a Laguerre-
Gauss pump of any order.

b(m,n,k) =

4. Partially Coherent Pump

When the x(?) crystal is pumped by a partially coherent beam in the expression for the two-
photon speckle (Eq. (16)) one must take the ensemble averaged quantity (E pE;> over different
realizations of the field, which, assuming a monochromatic source, is the cross-spectral den-
sity function W) (ry,r,), where the superscript (c) indicates the cross-spectral density propa-
gated until the surface of the x(?) crystal. The monochromaticity condition is not crucial here
since one could use, instead of cross-spectral density function, the mutual coherence func-
tion I'(ry,ry,7), which is related with the cross-spectral density function by two-dimensional
Fourier transformation. In this case the equation holds for each Fourier component.
The two photon speckle now takes the form

Py(ry,rp) = i 2 2 / dr'de"w') (¢ v
X exp{ [|r1 P e =P e )P =y — r”\Z] } (40)
1 _
S {75 [Dsp(pvQ)Jwa( P, Q)] +Dsp(p) — Dsp(Q) ,0,043752C313P 7/3} ’
where we dropped the w-dependence. For the case x; = x, we have
o5,
Py (r,r) = 4 a2 / ar'dv’w r’)
xexp{ . [\r > —[r—r" 2} —ZDSp(|r'—r"|)}.

As a model we choose a Gaussian-Schell-model source, which is characterized by a cross-
spectral density function of the form [45, 65]

(41

WO (r,r, 0 \/S (r1, )80 (r2,0)1 ) (11,12, 0), 42)
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where
Ir|?

_ 2
SO (r,0) = Mexp {—72} . 1O, 0) =exp {—'”rz'} 43)

20" 207

are the spectral density and the spectral degree of coherence of the source, respectively. M is a
positive constant, oy and oy are the effective widths of spectral density and spectral degree of
coherence, respectively. Now one can rewrite Eq. (41) in the form

kZe—O}zp(Z) (L) lkp
P =S //deQ W (S+Q/2,SfQ/2)exp{7 S-Q—r-Q] 72DSP(Q)}
(44)
Mi2e— () S2 0> ik
= A / dSdQ exp _2(732 _E e)(p{Yp[S.Q_r.Q}_zDSP(Q)}7
where 1/03 = 1/407 +1/0.
The integral (44) evaluates to
Me=%(2) r
e =¥ e~ s | @
where »
2 1 L L) 5 158Gk 3
A%(z) =1+ Ko \ 302 + P z +7crs2 770, (46)

In Eq. (45) ﬁGSA(z) represents the overall spread (vacuum and turbulence induced) of the
partially coherent two-photon correlation beam. We note that Eq. (45) recovers the result in
Ref. [45] for a partially coherent beam but our result is for fourth order correlations. This is
a manifestation of the concept of correlation beam introduced in Sec. 3.1. Eq. (46) depicts
the spread of a partially coherent beam in the atmosphere when the approximation z < z; is
satisfied where z; represents the propagation distance at which the transverse coherence radius
of optical wave is of the order of the inner scale /y. For the other limit, z > z;, Eq. (46) takes
the following form

1 11 0.55¢21, '
Az(z)—l—i—( +G2>22+"0 2. (47)

(kpos)? \ 402 o o2

In Eqgs. (46) and (47), the first two terms represent the vacuum induced spreading, the third
therm — the turbulence induced spreading. As we see from Eqs. (46) and (47), turbulence effects
become dominant for long propagation distances. For a fully coherent Gaussian beam (o}, = o),
A?(z) is larger, and (45) is appreciably changed in comparison with the beam propagating in
free space. In Fig. 3 we show the normalized version of Eq. (45) for fully and partially coherent
Gaussian pump beam cases. The normalization is made by dividing it by the on-axis probability

Po(r=0.2)[c2_0 0,0 = M/(1 + (m2/2k,062)?) and by e~%);

14 (2/2k,62)2 r?
P{V(r,r) = 7(12(;; ) exp {_72652A2(z) } . (48)

As the figures show, the two-photon speckle of the fully coherent correlation beam propagat-
ing through the atmospheric turbulence is appreciably changed in comparison with that of the
same beam propagating in vacuum, whereas the two-photon speckle of the partially coherent
correlation beam is nearly the same as of the correlation beam propagating in vacuum. Thus, in
analogy with the classical case [45], partially coherent correlation beams are also less affected
by atmospheric turbulence than fully coherent ones. It should be noted that despite this robust-
ness of partially coherent beams to atmospheric turbulence, it is not clear that they can be used
to implement larger alphabets for quantum communications.
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Fig. 3. Normalized two-photon speckle profile for the case when the x(z) crystal is pumped
by (a) a fully coherent (0}, — o) Gaussian beam and (b) a partially coherent (0}, = 2mm)
Gaussian beam, both under the conditions kp=10" m_' C2 10136y 2/3, lp =0.01m,
O, = Smm.

4.1.  Two-Photon Speckle in Coherent-Mode Representation.

The cross-spectral density function of a planar, rectangular Gaussian-Schell-model sources may
have coherent-mode representation of the following form [45]

WO (x50 =LY (@ )0 (r1, )85 (12, @), (49)
where i
T b m-n
ﬁm’n(w)_M(a+b+c> <a+b+c) ’ (50)
witha = 1/462, b= 1/26&, ¢ = v/a? + 2ab, and the coherent modes ¢*)(r, ®) are given
by
2,2
O (r.0) = 6 (e 1. ) V2 V2| | ot
(0 (r7 w) (0 (VX7ry7w) By nHp |:W0 Vx:| Hy, |:WO Iy | €Xp W02 ) (51)
with Wy = 1/+/c. Using (49) with (51), the two-photon speckle (41) takes the form
2
(pcoh) - 162(,’70'51’(Z> 2
Pzp (r,r)= sz‘,ﬁm,nwm,n‘
/ dr'dr” H, —r; Hy,, Qrg H, Qri H, Qr’,’ (52)
Wo Wo - Wp

X exp

r'2 4 ,,//2 4 r/g + r//2 ik

_x ' x 2) y exp{l— {|l‘7r/|2f\r7r”\2] *2Dsp(‘r/*r//‘)}-
4 z

We notice that the integral in (52) is exactly the one in (30) if one makes the change of variables

(31), so that we can write

o

Pz(pmh) (ny) = Z Z ﬁm,n|Bm,n|2P2<COh) (x,x), (53)

m=0n=0

which is an incoherent sum of probabilities of type (32) with f3,, , given in (50).
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5. Conclusion

In conclusion, we have analytically derived expressions for joint detection probability density
function (two photon speckle) for the correlation beams that propagate through highly turbu-
lent atmosphere. We considered the cases when (i) the beam pumping the x(z) crystal in spon-
taneous parametric down-conversion process is coherent Hermite-Gauss and Laguerre-Gauss
beam, and (ii) when it is a partially coherent beam from a Gaussian-Schell model source. The
joint detection probability density function for the partially coherent source is shown to be an
incoherent sum of those for coherent sources. In addition, we reproduce, in fourth order cor-
relations, the results in Refs. [16, Ch. 17], [73] and [45], done for classical case i.e. in second
order correlation for ordinary classical beams.

As a perspective, one can consider the problem for different pump beam models, e.g. cosh-
Gauss, Hermite-cosh-Gauss beams [75], Bessel and Bessel-Gauss beams, etc. which have inter-
esting properties and may be applied in communication schemes. As for the partially coherent
case one can also consider the phase screen model [76] instead of the Gaussian-Schell model
we considered here.

An important potential application of our results is the determination of the turbulence pa-
rameters: the strength of turbulence o or C2, the inner [y and outer L scales, etc. by measuring
the signal and idler photons in coincidence. The question whether the correlation beams are
advantageous in comparison with a laser beams is still open. The extended Huygens-Fresnel
principle that we extensively used for correlation beams can be applied in two-photon imaging
systems, together with ABCD ray matrix formalism and Zernike polynomials [77], to calculate
the first few turbulence induced aberrations such as piston, tilt, focus, astigmatism, coma and
so forth.

Appendix A: Evaluation of the integral in Eq. (22)

I=47°7 /Oldé /:d;cx5<1>(;<)J0(x§p)§2(1 —&)2. (54)

Using Tatarskii spectrum (3), viz.,

2
®(x) = 0.033C2 kP exp <K2> : GR)
m
we have
o 2 7/3 22,2
/ K4/3exp [7’%} JO(K(Sp)dK:O.O33C,2,m1F1 <Z;1;7§ 14 Km), (56)
o K2 2 6 4

where we used the integral 14 of [16, Appendix II]. 1 Fj(a;c; —z) is the Confluent Hypergeo-
metric Function.

Now, using the asymptotic form of the Hypergeometric Function for the case Re(z) > 1,
viz.,
(c)

lFl(a§C;_Z) ~ m

7% Re(z) > 1,

we can simplify Eq. (56) further:
/w W exp |- ] o8 p)dx ~ 0.033C2
o P T OV PR E RIS SR 7 /6)

~ —0.016C2E773p~ 713,

L(7/6) (524102)7/"

(67

This approximation is valid since &2p? K,% /4> 1 for the following reasons: £ is a variable
that changes between O and 1, p is the distance between the detectors, so it can be chosen
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appropriately. Lastly and most importantly, k,, = 5.29/y > 1 for the inner scale /y is a small
quantity.
Finally, Eq. (54) takes the form

1
I=—0.04612C2p~ 7/ /0 ET1R(1-8)2dE = —0.0437%3C2p /3. (58)

Py(r,r) = 47251]2/ dSdQ H,, |: < %) - |:\W[Q (Sx_ sz):|
V2 0,
[ ( ) {Wo (S”z)]
[ 2 (0o
W (55+57) eXp[ W7 (0i+0})
fik i
X exp 7p (8x0x +SyQy)} exp {77‘” (reQx +ryQy)]

[ 3.1603
X exp |— AOPW(;ZP <Q§+Q§):| .

All the integrals’ limits are oo unless stated otherwise.

Appendix B: evaluation of the Integral (30)
k2

X exp (59

Integration in S, and S, variables. Separating the S, integral and calling it I, we have

Ix:/de H, [\vf (Sx-i— Q2 )] H, [g (Sx— sz)] exp { (;252 zkszxSxﬂ @

The expression in the exponent can be written as

2
752 lkaxS — QS _ tkpyQ:Wo +k2 W3
wg * Wo ' 22z 822
We define & = fS - lk"wo 20, so that dS, = gdﬁ and

V2 Ox O ([ .kWg
W (szz) é+\fwo<l > il).

Now I, looks like

1= exp {—;( ”Q*WO) ]/déH [E+n]Hn[E+Cle” (61)

2z

h Iso defined 1 = -2 (*2% 4 1) and
where we also defined n = 2 (75 and { =
7.377], viz.,

[dE Hulg (e +Cle € =2 VEmE L -me), <,

(i koW 2Z 1) Using [74, formula

where L% are the generalized Laguerre polynomials, L), = L,, , one arrives at

Wo 1 kaxW0>2 1 (k Wo\2\ .,
L= —exp|—= 2"/ Ly | | —5 + | 2 . 62
X \/i p |: 2 ( 21 f m W02 2Z Qx ( )
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Similar steps bring us to the expression for I, viz.,

W, k, O, Wo . 1 k,Wo \ 2
I, = \/%xp|: (/’2>Z )}2\/Enan[<%2+<”2Z>>Q§] (63)

Now (59) has the form (note that the coefficients exactly cancel B,z,m)

K2e %! ik
Pz(r,r):ﬁ / dQ:xdQy L (4 Q7)Ln(Qy) exp[—B (7 +0)]exp {—%(ererryQy)},

(64)
where we defined

L (kW 2 5 3160z, 1 1 (kW 273.160,§7p+a
W3 22 )7 AopWg  2WZ 2\ 22 ) AgW§ 27

o

Integration in O, and O, variables. The integral in Q,, which we call J,, is the following

Ji= [0 LujaGlexp [— (BQ,% e Qx)}

=exp [; (k”rx) }/de Ly[aQ7]exp { (fo 1%1)2] :

Changing the variables & = \/BQ, and 1 = —ik,r./(21/Bz), we have

Jx\/lﬁexp{ (kprx) }/d&L ( ) (&) 66)

Now we use the series representation of the Laguerre polynomial [71]

L =3 (1) S

(65)

to write the above integral as

s=gpn [ (8 E QS G) fereme @

Using formula 3.462 — 4 of Ref. [74],

/ dxe™ 0 = (20) "/ TH (i),

we arrive at

1 kprs il (m) (—1) (a)k kprs
Jy= —=ex —— |5 | H 68
Y p[ ﬁ(%”kg o) e \B) " 2B o
Integration in Q) brings us to a similar expression,
1 1kr2”n(—1)’ozl kpr
Jy=— —— 2= P 69
> \/B‘”‘p[ ﬁ(zz”,zo<l)u(2i>ﬂ( ) ' 2VB: ©
#248797 Received 28 Aug 2015; revised 1 Oct 2015; accepted 1 Oct 2015; published 29 Jan 2016
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Finally, Eq. (64) takes the following form

Pyfer) = %“p{ ! < ) } iZ( )(n) LO[;}M Hyy {2[}12’21 {z\ﬁ] 0)

One can write this expression in terms of output pump-beam parameters. To do so, notice

that
1 2z 1
=Wo/1+A2 = WoA I+ ——=— 14+ —,
oA =Woan L+ g = w1 Rz,

where we used input parameters @y = 1 — Fio, Ay = kt% and the output beam parameters
_ z _ _ B _ 2z _ Mo _1_ _ :
O=1+%= 2 +A2 A= sz = oA ® = 1—0, with ®) = 1 for a collimated beam,
272 2 2 272
a:i +i :W k;, :3'16GR7p+g:3'166R,p W<k,
w3 A} 4227 AO,I,WO2 2 AW 82
bk v
2/Bz . 3.16o,§p v 316chp g2 Wir’
ApW2 822 AW2 W2

where Wyr =W, /1+6.3263 ,A and /o = (1 n 6,320,%,[,/\) /2 =Wk (2W2).
With these formulas, Eq. (70) takes the form

—02,(2) 2k-+21
e O W/WLT) ﬁ \/E
P = g, P o[- szJZZ( ) (1) 5t {W]H {w a

k=01=0
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