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Abstract. The nonlinear extensions of the single-mode squeezed vacuum and squeezed coherent states are
studied. We have constructed the nonlinear squeezed states (NLSS’s) realization of SU(1,1) Lie algebra.
Two cases of this realization are considered for unitary and non-unitary deformation operator function. The
nonlinear squeezed coherent states (NLSCS’s) are defined and special cases of these states are obtained.
Some nonclassical properties of these states are discussed. The s-parameterized characteristic function and
various moments are calculated. The Glauber second-order coherence function is calculated. The squeezing
properties of the NLSCS’s are studied. Analytical and numerical results for the quadrature component
distributions for the NLSCS’s are presented. A generation scheme for NLSCS’s using the trapped ions

centre-of-mass motion approach is proposed.

PACS. 42.50.-p Quantum optics — 42.50.Dv Nonclassical states of the electromagnetic field, including
entangled photon states; quantum state engineering and measurements

1 Introduction

Coherent states (CS’s) of a simple harmonic oscillator
have considerable applications in the field of quantum
optics. It satisfies the eigenvalue equation aja) = ala),
with @ = |a|exp(if) and a is the annihilation operator
for bosons. However, the coherent state |a) parameterized
by a can be cast as the result of the action of the dis-
placement operator D(«) on the ground state |0), with
D(a) = exp(aa™ — a*a) [1], with a™ the creation opera-
tor for bosons being the Hermitian conjugate of a, and o*
the complex conjugate of «. In addition to CS’s, squeezed
states (SS’s) are becoming increasingly important, these
are the non-classical states of the electromagnetic field in
which certain observables exhibit fluctuations less than in
the vacuum state [2]. These states are very useful in vari-
ous branches of physics.

On the other hand, considerable attention has been
paid to the deformation of the harmonic oscillator algebra
of creation and annihilation operators [3]. Some impor-
tant physical concepts such as the CS’s, the even- and
odd-coherent states for ordinary harmonic oscillator have
been extended to deformation case. The nonlinear coher-
ent states (NLCS’s) |a) s, are right-hand eigenstates of the
product of the boson annihilation operator a and nonlin-
ear function f(a™a) of the number operator N = a™a, i.e.,
they satisfy af(V)|a)s = a|a)s. The nature of the non-
linearity depends on the choice of the function f. These
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states may appear as stationary states of the center-of-
mass motion of a trapped and bichromatically laser-driven
ion far from the Lamb-Dicke regime [4]. These states as
well as their superpositions have been introduced and
studied [5]. These NLCS’s exhibit nonclassical features
like squeezing and self-splitting [5]. The construction of
nonlinear squeezed states (NLSS’s) have been given in ref-
erence [6].

The SU(1,1) Lie algebra is of great interest in quantum
optics because it can characterize many kinds of quan-
tum optical systems [7—14]. It has recently been used by
many researchers to investigate the nonclassical properties
of light in quantum optical systems [12-14]. In particular,
the bosonic realization of SU(1,1) describes the degener-
ate and non-degenerate parametric amplifiers [7,12]. The
squeezed states of photons have been considered in terms
of SU(1,1) Lie algebra and the coherent states associated
with this algebra. The squeezed vacuum state is a special
case of the Perelomov SU(1,1) coherent state [7-13].

Nonclassical effects are characterized by photon anti-
bunching, sub-Poissonian photon statistics and quadra-
ture squeezing [15]. The definition of nonclassicality is
based on the existence of a well- behaved P-function [1].
This means that a state is considered to have a classi-
cal counter part if the P -function has the properties of a
probability measure. For a nonclassical state it fails to be
interpreted as a probability and it may have singularities
(Titulaer and Glauber in [1]). Some methods for the char-
acterizations of the nonclassical properties of radiation
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related to the P-function have also been discussed [16—
18]. Also, the negativity of the Wigner function may be
used as a signature of nonclassicality [19].

A nonclassical state has been generated experimen-
tally by applying a series of laser pulses on a laser-cooled
trapped ion in its motional ground state [20]. Hence the
ion trap is a realization of the harmonic oscillator model
in quantum mechanics. In this manner, nonclassical states
of the atomic motion and entangled states of internal and
external degrees of freedom of the atom could be real-
ized [21-23]. The engineering of the vibronic coupling of
trapped atom by appropriate laser excitations have been
proposed [21]. The realization of special classes of NLCS,
corresponding to special choices of the function f(n) have
been investigated [20-23]. Here we propose an experimen-
tal scheme to engineer the NLSCS’s.

It is well known that there are three definitions of SS’s
and CS’s [1,2,13]: (1) displacement operator acting on
vacuum states, (2) eigenstates of the linear combination
of creation and annihilation operators, and (3) minimum
uncertainty states. Therefore, the SS’s are defined to be
the eigenstates of the operator b with eigenvalues «, [2]

bla, p, v) = ooy, p, v) (1)

where ;1 and v are complex numbers satisfying |u|>—|v|? =
1 and b = pa + vat and its adjoint b, thus it follows
a = p*b —vbT. For v = 0, then |a, pu,v) becomes the
ordinary coherent state. Also, the squeezed state can be
defined by the action of a squeeze unitary operator [2] on
the coherent state namely |z, a) = S(z)|a), with

S(z) = exp B(Z*cﬂ - za+2)] 2)

where z = r exp(i¢) is a complex number. We easily obtain
S(z)e) = 5(2)D(@)|0) = D(a0)5(2)[0) (3)

where the parameters ag and «p* represent equivalent
shift of a squeezed vacuum as « = pag + rap*. And
z,z* are related to 4 and v by p = coshr, and v =
exp(i¢g) sinhr.

The aim of this work is to construct the NLSS’s as
realizations of SU(1,1) Lie algebra, define the nonlinear
squeezed coherent states (NLSCS’s) and study some of
their statistical properties. One problem has been that:
it is relatively easy to define states of the field with non-
classical properties but it is another matter altogether to
find suitable mechanisms for their generation. Therefore,
we use vibrational motion of trapped ions to realize the
NLSCS’s. This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2
we briefly discuss the construction of the NLSS’s realiza-
tion of SU(1,1) Lie algebra. In Section 3 we introduce the
definition of NLSCS’s and special cases are found. In Sec-
tion 4 we discuss the statistical properties of NLSCS’s such
as, s-parameterized characteristic function (CF), moments
and squeezing. Also, we discuss the quadrature compo-
nent distributions for these states. A generation scheme
for NLSCS’s using the trapped ions centre-of-mass mo-
tion approach is introduced in Section 5.

The European Physical Journal D

2 NLSS'’s realization of SU(1,1) Lie algebra

The dynamical group SU(1,1) has long been used in quan-
tum optics as it is intimately related to the squeeze op-
erator which is an element of the SU(1,1) group [7].
This group is the simplest non-Abelian noncompact Lie
group with a simple Lie algebra, and shares with SU(2)
a common complex extension. The CS’s of the SU(1,1)
group can be divided into two broad categories: (a) the
Barut-Girardello (BGCS’s) [9] and (b) the Perelomov
(PCS’s) [10]. These two papers are the basic investigations
in which the concept of CS’s was extended beyond the
Heisenberg-Weyl group for the first time. Perelomov [10]
has elaborated and generalized the idea of CS’s to other
Lie groups, his book group methods were employed to
study the properties of these systems. The (BGCS’s) have
been investigated in mathematical framework in [11]. The
duality of these two types of SU(1,1) CS’s and an inter-
mediate type have been considered in reference [8].

The physical quantities observed experimentally in
many optical effects based on emission and absorption
photons can be associated with the creation (a™) and an-
nihilation (a) operators. Optical effects connected with the
two-photon physics, are often related to the SU(1,1) Lie
group [7—14]. it has been shown that the single- and two-
mode bosonic realizations of the SU(1,1) Lie algebra have
immediate relevance to the nonclassical squeezing proper-
ties of light [7—14]. The SU(1,1) Lie algebra is spanned by
the three generators K7, Ko, K3,

[K1, Ko = —iK3, [Ka, K3)=1iKy, [Ks3,Ki]= ng( ;

4

It is convenient to use the raising and lowering generators

Ky = K +iK,, which satisfy

[Ks3, Ki] =+K4, [K_,K;] =2K3. (5)

For any irreducible representation of SU(1,1) the Casimir

operator K? = K3—K?— K3 has the form K2 = k(k—1)1.

Thus a representation of SU(1,1) is determined by the
parameter k.

2.1 The standard states

First we briefly review the standard case. The squeezed
vacuum realization of the SU(1,1) Lie group is considered
by taking the K's operators in the form

1, 1 1
_ == Ky==-(N+ =
2(1, 3 2< +2) (6)

with N = a*a the photon number operator. The Casimir
operator in this case becomes K2 = —3/16. Therefore,
there are two irreducible representations with k = 1/4 and
k = 3/4 [7,13]. The state space associated with k = 1/4 is
the even Fock sub-space with the orthonormal basis con-
sisting of the even number eigenstates {|2n)}. While the
state space associated with k = 3/4 is the odd Fock sub-
space with the orthonormal basis {|2n 4 1)}. The squeeze
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operator

S(z) =exp(zK4 —2"K_) =exp (%zaJrQ - %z*aQ)
(7)

is the unitary group operator for the two-photon realiza-
tion where K, K_, K3, are given by (6). In this case,
the SU(1,1) coherent states are the single-mode squeezed
states. For k = 1/4, the squeezed vacuum is given by

€, 1/4) = S(2)|0) = (1 - [ 1/42 Qn , €"I2 (8a)

and for k = 3/4, the squeezed one-photon state is given by

Clep 3/42 VE D i 1)

|£a3/4>: onpl

S(=)1) =

(8b)

with & = (z/|z|) tanh |z| = €’ tanhr.

2.2 The nonlinear realization

In what follows we mention the NLSS’s realization of the
SU(1,1) group by constructing the K — operators in the
following way [14],

1

— ZA*F?
2

Lo

7 )= 542
(92)

where the operator valued function f(N) is a reasonably
behaved function of the photon number operator N. For
the operator K3 to be in the form of (6) then f must be

a unitary operator fT = f~!. Under this condition

1 1

- N+=).
(V1)
The unitary group operator Sy(z) for the nonlinear
squeezing is the operator given by (7) but with Ky, K3
given by (9) under the condition f™ = f~!. Therefore the

SU(1,1) coherent states are the NLSS’s. Consequently the
non-linear squeezed vacuum is given by

e 1/42 v @n)! -

2"n!

(af (N

l\DI»—l

Ky = =(f(N)*ta™)”

N =

Ky = (9b)

1§, 1/4) 5 = €"I2n>
(10a)
while the nonlinear squeezed one-photon state is given by

P 3/4i VvV (2n +1)!

€,3/4, =0 20n1(f(2n + 1))

VAR enion 4 1)

(10b)
where f(0) = 1, f(n)! = [Ii—, f(i). The states (10) are
the SU(1,1) group realization by a nonlinear squeezed vac-
uum and one-photon states.
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2.3 Realization for non-unitary f

Even if the operator function f(NN) is not a unitary op-
erator one can still define a NLSS’s as given in [14]. The
steps towards this depends on using a canonical conjugate
operator. If we have

A= (af(N)), AT = ([f(N)]Fa®),  (11a)
then the canonical conjugate operators are
+o_L1 o+ L
T Progmp O

The operators A and B satisfy the commutation relations

[A,BT] =1 [B,A*] = 1. (11c)
In what follows the operator valued function f is assumed
to be a well-behaved real function. The use of the opera-
tors A and B (instead of AT) does not insure the opera-
tor S being unitary, thus one looks for the eigenfunctions
of the operator

1
Cr=—
V1=lal

1
or Cy =

V1= |£2|2(

with the eigenvalue zero, i.e., the nonlinear squeezed vac-
uum states are the solutions of the equations

(A—&BY)

B - &AY) (12)

Cil#)y =0 or Cs|W2) f = 0. (13)
It is straightforward to find the expression
), = N, Z N empgy (14a)
V= Qmm' !
and
) @m)! m2 14b
22) Z Ve ¢jom)  (140)

where N7, Ny are the normalization constants. While the

nonlinear squeezed one-photon states are the solutions of

the eigenvalue equations
C?|®;) =0,

i=1,2. (15)

Carrying out the calculations, it is easy to find that
these states are composed of the odd Fock states and are
given by

Vv (2m+ DI(f(2m + 1)! m
|@1)p = Ny Z Qmm, 5 2m + 1)
. (16a)
all
Vm+DI(f(2m+1)!
|By) f = Ny Z Qmm| g’”|2m+1>

(16b)
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with N; normalization constants. Equations (14) and (16)
are formally similar to equations (10) which are the
squeezed states and NLSS’s realizations of the SU(1,1)
group for the different Bargmann numbers.

The functions |¥;) and |®;) may be formulated as re-
sults of applications of exponential operators on the states
|0y and |1). In effect it is easy to find that

0y) = Niex B0y, () = Ner BT (17)
while for |¥) and |[P3) BT is replaced by AT. Some of the
nonclassical properties of these states have been discussed

recently [14].

3 Nonlinear squeezed coherent states

In this section we extend the investigation to the nonlinear
squeezed states. We first start with the case when the
operator valued function f is unitary.

3.1 The definition for unitary f

For the operator function f(N) is unitary operator, i.e.,
fT=f"1 and [A, A*] = 1. Then the NLCS’s are defined
in the form [6]:

o)y = exp(aA’ —a”A)[0) = Dy(a)[0),  (18)
with a a complex number. The nonlinear squeezed vacuum
states [6] are given by
1 +2 * A2
§(ZA —2"A%)|10) =

Sp(2)0)  (19)

|z) 5 = exp

and the nonlinear squeezed coherent states in this case is
defined by
£()]0)

|z,a)f = S¢(2)D (20)

which can be written as

0 1 1 m/2
=03 s (39)
By1— ¢
« Hy, lﬁ] im). (21)

By using the Hermite relation [24],

= (/2
Z(/)

n=0

n

I)Hn(y) =

) _ 2 2\42
(1122 exp ( wyt 1(35 t;‘y )t )

(22a)

where H,,(z) stands for the Hermite polynomials, given by

[
H,(z) =

|

w3

n!(fl)i(2x)”*2i.

i — 23), (22b)
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Due to the fact that f is unitary, the normalization con-
stant ¢p is the same as for the standard squeezed state
f =1, in the form

lcol 7% =

p{—|ﬁ|2 |§|(ﬁ2 z¢+ﬁ*2 —z¢)}
(23)

1
VIR

When we use the relation ¢ = —e* tanhr, or £ = —v/p,
and write 0 = poag — vaf = « in equation (3), the exact
formula of Yeun’s work [2] is retained. For the results of
NLCS’s we put & = 0 in equations (21) and (22). The
coherent states normalization constant can be found when
¢ =0 in equation (23).

For the unitary deformation operator function, i.e.,
fft = I, it is clear that the overcompleteness relation
holds

1

> [emiseas =1 (24)
The overcompleteness relation is difficult to prove for the
non-unitary case as we mention below.

3.2 The definition for non-unitary f

In this case, we define the nonlinear squeezed coherent
states (NLSCS’s) |, ) as the eigenfunctions of the op-
erators C; of equation (12) such that

Cil&, Bi)y = Bil&i, Bi)

where [3; are complex numbers, and C; given in equa-
tion (12). We next determine the solution to the eigen-
value equation (25). The NLSCS’s are expressed in terms
of the Fock states in the form

i=1,2 (25)

o

6,8 =Y caln).

n=0

(26)

Substituting equation (26) into equation (25), we find the
recursion relation among the coefficients ¢, ’s

VI € Bem = Vi F L (mDess — 5L

Fmy et 1)
taking ¢, = dp/[f(m)!v/ml], then
v 1-— |€|2ﬁdm = dm+1 — §mdm_1. (28)

Putting d,, = (—1£)"™/2F,, and by the help of the
Hermite polynomial recurrence relation
2eH,(x) =2nHy_1(x) + Hpy1(x) (29)
we obtain
m/2
11, 81) 5 = Fou Z m <2§1) Hy,

m=0
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where the normalization factor has the form

[Foa| 2 = {im (-3 1e)

Bry/1 — [& 2
V=28

x | Hp,

2
}. (31)

A similar expression is obtained for |£2,(2); but with
f(m)! replaced by [f(m)!]~1. This is the definition of the
NLSCS’s depending on the form of function f when it is
not a unitary operator. Note that it is formally similar to
equation (21).

4 Non-classical properties

In this section, we shall evaluate the characteristic func-
tion (CF) and examine the correlation function, squeezing,
and quadrature distributions. However before we proceed
any further it is necessary to specify the nonlinearity func-
tion f(n). From equation (30), it is clear that for every
choice of f(n) we shall get different NLSCS states. In the
present case, we choose the following nonlinearity function
which has been used in the description of the motion of a
trapped ion [4], namely

L,(n°)

I = G nme)

(32)

Where 7 is known as the Lamb-Dicke parameter and
L™ (z) are associated Laguerre polynomials given by

=3 ()=

s=0

(33)

Clearly f(n) = 1 when n = 0 in this case the states of (21)
and (30) become the standard squeezed coherent states.
However, when 7 # 0 nonlinearity starts developing, with
the degree of nonlinearity depending on the magnitude
of the parameter 7. The function f(n) can be tailored at
well by using N —lasers to engineer the Hamiltonian for
nonlinear multiquanta JCM as proposed in [21].

To begin with the state (30) will be written in the form

€.8)s =Y Bu(&, f,5)In), (34a)
n=0
where
(=39 Byv/1— €2
Bn(E,f,B)—Fof(n)!mHn[ e ] (34b)

For simplicity we use By, (¢, f, 3) = B, in our calculations.
It is clear that the coefficients B,, in general depend on
polynomials, therefore we shall resort to perform numeri-
cal calculations.
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4.1 Moments and the auto-correlation function g(® (0)

The average values of the annihilation and creation opera-
tors are derived by differentiating the characteristic func-
tion (CF) with respect to A and —\*, respectively. The s-
parameterized characteristic function C(, s) is defined by

C(\s) = TripD(V)] exp (A1) (35)
with D(X) as given before. Now we calculate the CF for

the state |¢, B) s equation (30). The density operator cor-
responding to the state |, 3) s is

p =188 s1(8:¢l

then after some operators algebra, we can write the CF
on the form,

(36)

exp{—3(1 = $)[A} X250 im0 B B
<\ /)T LE (A1),

n!

exp{—3(1 = s)[A"} 227 im0 B B

X\ Z AL (AP), m>

(37)
where L7 (z) is the associated Laguerre polynomial. A
hierarchy of observable conditions for a quantum state
to be nonclassical have been derived in terms of exper-
imentally accessible characteristic functions of quadra-
tures [17]. Thus, the CF is obtained; and from it we can
calculate any expectation value for the field operators. The
s-ordered average value of @ and at can be calculated in
the following way

(la*"al)s) = Tr[p{a*"a'}.]

oF 0!
T ONEO(—A)
Or through an integration involving the s-parameterized
quasiprobability function [1]. To calculate the moments of
the quadratures in our state, one has to find average values

of products of the operators a and a* in these states, on
the form

i 7!
al) = * = a+‘1 *
{a?) SEOBTBSU (T @) (39)

° ! !
+P ¢ _ BB* r. S! ) .
@)= 2 B \/ (rq)!\/ CEDIR

(40)

n>m
C()\,S):

C()\, S)|,\=,\*=0. (38)

Practically applicable criteria for the nonclassicality of
quantum states are formulated in terms of different types
of the moments of creation and annihilation operators [17].
A method for measuring general space-time dependent
correlation functions of quantized radiation fields have
been proposed in reference [18]. It is shown that all the re-
quired moments can be determined by homodyne correla-
tion measurements [17]. We look at one way to character-
ize nonclassicality behaviour namely the auto-correlation
function.
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Fig. 1. Coherence function g(2) measured on vertical axis

and horizontal axis indicates the nonlinearity parameter 7.
The direction of squeezing is zero ¢ = 0, and (a) 8 = 3,

= —tanhr = 0, i.e,, r = 0, (solid curve) and 8 = 3,
¢ = —tanhl, i.e.,, r = 1 (dashed curve); (b) 8 = 3, r = 2,
(solid curve) and 8 =5, and r = 1 (dashed curve).

The Glauber second-order coherence function is de-
fined by
(2) — M (41)
(aa)?
The light with ¢®» < 1 is a sub-Poissonian light, with
1 < g < 2is a super-Poissonian light, and with ¢ > 2
is called super thermal light. Coherent light has ¢(?) =1
while thermal light has ¢(2) = 2.

We plot the auto-correlation function ¢(? in Figure 1
against the squeeze parameter £. We assume the param-
eters as follows: the direction of squeezing is taken to be
zero, and (a) B =3,and £ =0,7=0,1 (b) 8= 3,5, and
r=1,2.

From Figure la sub-Poissonian light exists for »r = 0
and 77 > 0.1 and the super-thermal exists for small § with
r > 2 and super-Poissonian for 7 = 0.4. For increasing
r the super-thermal behaviour is persistent. Also, when
the displacement parameter (3 is increased the Poissonian
behaviour is persistent. From Figure 1b, we note that the
sub-Poissonian light exists for large range of  with higher
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values of squeezing and coherence parameters. The super-
Poissonian light exists only with » > 0.75. The super-
thermal statistics exists as r increases.

Generally the contribution of the nonlinearity param-
eters appears when the values of squeezing and coherence
parameters are small. In this case we have examined the
behaviour of sub-Poissonian, which depends originally on
the squeezing and coherence parameters.

4.2 Photon number distribution

We begin by looking at the photon number distribution for
the state [¢, 8) ;. The photon number distribution P(I) is

P(l) = |{11¢, 8) I

= [Bi|*. (42)
In Figure 2 we illustrate the photon number distribution
P(n) with 8 =3, = —tanh1, ie., r = 1 and for different
values of the nonlinearity parameter n. For n = 0 the
photon number distribution has a maximum around the
value of |3|2+sinh? 7. The photon number distribution has
less than that value for 0 < 1 < 0.25. Some oscillations
of P(l) appear for the values of n > 0. The oscillations
reoccur later for higher values of n > 0.2 for lower values
magnitude of photon number.

4.3 Squeezing

We next look at squeezing. To do this, we introduce the
two quadrature operators

X9 = l(afa*).

1
Xl:_(a+a+)v 2

: (43)

These are dimensionless position and momentum op-
erators for a harmonic oscillator. Their commutator is
[X1, X5] = i/2 and they satisfy the uncertainty relation
((AX1)%)((AX2)?) > 1/16 with the variance ((AX;)?) =
(X7) = (X;)?. The field is said to be squeezed if (AX;)? <
1/4 for (j =1 or 2).

The average values of the quadrature field operators
(X1) and (X5) are directly computed. Also variances of
the quadrature field operators ((AX7)?) and ((AX5)?) are
computed.

The squeezing is best parameterized by the following
parameters

AX )2 —0.25 .
fax om

such that squeezing exits for —1 < g; < 0, i.e., the squeez-
ing condition now reads ¢; < 0, and the maximum squeez-
ing corresponds to ¢; = —1. Squeezing in one quadrature
is achieved at the expense of increase noise in the conju-
gate quadrature. Therefore, if one of g;’s is less than zero,
then the other should be greater than zero.

In Figure 3 we plot ¢; against n with = 0.5, ¢ =0,
and r = 0.25. Squeezing for increasing r is shown as may

95 = (44)
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Fig. 2. The photon number distribution P(n) with 8 =
¢ =0, and r = 1, for values of n = 0,0.1,0.2.
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Fig. 3. Squeezing parameter ¢; against the nonlinearity pa-
rameter 7, with 8 = 0.5 and r = 0.25.
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be expected. The quadrature operator g has no squeezing
for these states for the same parameters. The squeezing
behaviour decreases for increase of the coherence param-
eter 3, and becomes highly effective for » > 0 and small
of B. After n = 0.4 the behaviour becomes remarkably
different and larger values of squeezing are observed [25].

Numerical calculations show that with increasing
Lamb-Dicke parameter n the nonclassical effects are typ-
ically decreasing for the range 0 < n < 0.45. But with
increasing 7, i.e., n > 0.45, the behavior of the NLSCS’s
is reversed, i.e., the nonclassical effects are typically in-
creased. Therefore, increasing values of 1 (more than 0.45)
result in significant oscillations as shown in Figure 2.

4.4 Quadrature distributions

In order to calculate the quadrature component distribu-
tion for the NLSCS state (i.e., the phase-parameterized
field strength distribution) we write

P(z,®) = [(z, I¢, B)¢|* (45)

which can be measured in balanced homodyne detection.
We first expand the eigenstate |z, @) of quadrature com-
ponent

(46)

z)lj). (@7

We have the quadrature component distribution (3.6) in
the form

cos[@(l — j)]
2(l+])j

X Bj BlHj(ac)Hl(x).

2>

7,1=0

P(z,P) = — exp(—

7{'2

(48)

In Figure 4 we plot the phase-parameterized field strength
distribution (quadrature component) P(z,®) with § = 3,
r=1and (A)n =0, (B)n=0.2. In general the figures for
P(z,®) are symmetric around ¢ = 0. Changing 1 does not
make a remarkable difference for the distributions except
of the higher magnitude of values. For x = 0 it is observed
that two peak shape for the distributions about ¢ = +7/2,
but all phase information disappears as x takes values
larger than 3.5. However, when x > 2.5, we show that
the two-peak shape for the distribution submerge and a
single broad peak is shown as @ gets closer to 0.
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Fig. 4. Plots of the phase-parameterized field strength distri-
bution (quadrature component) P(z,®) with, 8 = 3, r = 1,
¢=0,and (A) n=0, (B) n=0.2.

5 Generation scheme

After the discussion of the properties of the NLSCS’s, we
wish to consider the production of such states.An ion con-
fined in an electromagnetic trap can be regarded as a par-
ticle with a quantized centre-of-mass motion in harmonic
potential. The changes in motion of an ion can be con-
trolled by exciting or deexcitting the internal states of
the ion by a classical laser field. The ion’s motion is al-
tered since stimulated emission and absorption are always
accompanied by momentum exchange between the laser
field and the ion. If the vibrational amplitude of the ion is
much smaller than the laser wave-length (the Lamb-Dicke
limit [20]) and if the driving field is tuned to one of the vi-
brational sidebands the model simplifies to a form similar
to the Jaynes-Cummings model [27] where the radiation
field is replaced by the vibrational motion of the ion. The
dissipative effects of the cavity may be neglected in this
model as the coupling between the vibrational modes and
the environment is extremely weak [20-23].

We have the state (25) (C;|&;, 8i) 5 = Bil&i, 8i) 5) where
C; are given by (12). We look for a generation scheme for
such states. In experiments with trapped atoms, the elec-
tronic transitions are accompanied by annihilations and
creations of centre-of-mass motional quanta. We use the
trapped atom technique as a framework for the generation
of such states. It has been proposed [21,22] to use a num-
ber of laser fields of the same frequency but with different
amplitudes and different Lamb-Dicke parameters, in order
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to engineer the photon-number depending coupling. Thus
to implement this scheme we apply N7 laser fields with the
same frequency tuned lower than the electronic transition
frequency by a single frequency of centre-of-atom quan-
tized motion, and N laser fields with the same frequency
tuned to the blue-sideband of the transition frequency by
the same frequency, besides N3 laser fields of the carrier
type. The Hamiltonian for the trapped atom of transition
frequency wg, and the centre-of-mass quantized motion
of frequency w and annihilation and creation operators a
and a™ respectively, in interaction with the different laser
fields is given by

H=wa"a+ %az
N;
+ ﬁ Z Er exp[ier - (WO - w)t + Z¢T]
r=1
Ny
+ Z Ejexplikiz — (wo + w)t + igy]
=1
N3
+ Z E, explikyx — wot + iy,

u=1

(49)

The quantized centre-of-mass position & is given by & =
Ax(a + a*) where Az is the standard deviation of #
in the ground state of the harmonic potential. In equa-
tion (49) o is the atomic inversion operator, ﬁ the atomic
dipole moment operator and can be written in the form
[i = pos(04 + o_) where o (0_) is the raising (lowering)
operator for the atomic states. With Ez- the laser ampli-
tudes, and ¢; their phases. Rotating wave approximation
is then used and neglecting terms with fast oscillations
then we get the Hamiltonian (49) in the following simpli-
fied form:

Hin = 0 { 20, (N )a— Qp,a* fo(N)+ 21, fo(N) p+hee.

(50a)
where
N oo i
NN et ()™ NY e
fl(N)leZ:;mZ::l Or, m!(m+1)!(N—m)!e "
(50Db)
N: oo ;
et Qe (*772)m N —n;
PN =13 =
=1 m=1 2
(50c¢)
N3009ui¢“73m N! 2
F5(N) = Z Z Qig ((TZ'))Q o m)!e T (50d)

where {2, is the electronic Rabi frequencies associated with
the field amplitude E; and {21, characteristic Rabi fre-
quencies. As it has been shown [21] the amplitudes (the
geometry) and phases of the laser fields can be controlled
to produce a photon-number dependent function tailored
at well.
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The master equation for the density matrix under
spontaneous emission with energy dissipation rate ~ is
given by

o _

5 = —i[Hint, p] + %(20—00+ —oy0_p—poro_). (51)

The stationary solution ps for this master equation is ob-
tained by setting dp/0t. A solution for the density opera-
tor ps, may be given as

ps = 19)1€) (€l {gl (52)

with |g) the electronic ground state of the atom (o_|g) =
0, (glo+ = 0) and the state |£) is given from

Hiu|g)|€) = 0. (53)
This turns out to be
2, filN)a = Qp,a fo(N) + 21, f3(N)[€) = 0. (54)

This can be cast in the form of the NLSCS by taking

JIN) = f3 YN = 1) fs(N = 1),
FTHN) = f5H (N = 1) fo(N),
=gk md fVT-RE=->.  (59)
L4 Ly

Then the form of equation (54) tend to equation (25), thus
leading to the realization of NLSCS’s.

6 Conclusions

In this article we have studied a nonlinear extension of
the single-mode squeezed vacuum and squeezed coherent
states. Some basic definitions and properties of SU(1,1)
Lie algebra have been considered. Various applications of
these results in the context of the two-photon realization
of SU(1,1) in quantum optics are also considered. The
NLSS’s realization of SU(1,1) Lie group have been con-
structed. We have defined the nonlinear squeezed coher-
ent states. We have discussed numerically the properties
of these states. In particular, the photon number distribu-
tion and squeezing. Several moments have been calculated.
The second-order correlation function ¢(2) has been inves-
tigated numerically and shown that the NLSCS’s exhibit
sub-Poissonian behaviour. We have analyzed the quadra-
ture component distributions for these states and have
presented analytical and numerical results. A generation
scheme for NLSCS has been presented. Recently, some
different classes of nonlinear squeezed coherent states are
discussed in reference [28].
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