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Abstract

We propose a generalized Jaynes-Cummings model that includes but is not limited to an exten-
sive collection of experimental and theoretical proposals from the literature. It covers nonlinear
boson terms, nonlinear dispersive and multi-boson exchange interaction. Our model features an
underlying Lie graded algebra symmetry reminiscent to supersymmetric quantum mechanics. This
allows us to propose a diagonalization scheme and calculate its analytic time evolution. In conse-
quence, we are able to construct closed forms for relevant observables and explore the dynamics
of particular realizations of our model independent of their complexity. As an practical example,
we show the evolution of the population inversion and the boson quadratures for an initial state
consisting of the qubit in the ground state interacting with a coherent field for a selection of cases
including the standard JC model with Stark shift, Kerr-like terms, intensity dependent coupling,

multi-boson exchange and algebraic deformations.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The distinction between bosons and fermions is closely related to the statistics they follow
[1]. Each behave in an unique manner but both follow an underlying supersymmetry (SUSY)
[2, 3] relating a set of bosonic [d, &T} = 1 and fermionic { f_, f+} = 1 degrees of freedom.

In its simplest form [4], SUSY requires a set of constrains,
i={0.0), 0] =[] =0 7= o )

relating the so-called SUSY-Hamiltonian H with the SUSY-charges Q and Q. In general,
it is possible to extend this construction in a manner where each added bosonic degree of
freedom induces a fermionic one [5].

The simplest example of SUSY implies a bosonic and a fermionic degrees of freedom [6]
For the sake of experimental feasibility, we think of a qubit interacting with a bosonic degree
of freedom; for example, the two-internal levels of a neutral atom interacting with a single
mode of the quantum electromagnetic field [7], those of a trapped ion interacting with a
quantum center of mass vibration mode [§], or a superconducting qubit interacting with the
quantum mode of a strip-line resonator [9]. In this case, the SUSY Hamiltonian and charges

have the form,

H=d,6d'a+6 6.ad", Q=0,al, Q' =64, (2)
in terms of up (down) Pauli operators for the pseudo-fermion ¢, (6_) and creation (annihi-
lation) operators for the boson mode a' (a). It is straightforward to see that the spectrum
of this SUSY Hamiltonian is given by E., = n with |[¢) = |e,n) and E,,, = n + 1 with
|Y) = |g,n), where the notation |g) (|e)) refers to the ground (excited) state of the qubit and
In) to a Fock state of the boson field. This type of SUSY Hamiltonians are convoluted but
possible to realize in experiments; for example, squeezed states relating an interaction free
qubit and boson field with the anti-Jaynes-Cummings model in the strong coupling regime
[10].

Here, we want to focus on the fact that this SUSY formulation allows for two auxiliary

charges
Qx=0Q'+Q and Qr=—-i(Q'-0Q). (3)
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that are the square root of the SUSY Hamiltonian,

Qx =0Qy =H, (4)
these auxiliary SUSY charges are straightforward to realize as the Jaynes-Cummings model
[T1] in experimental setups involving the resonant interaction between a the internal levels
of a neutral Rydberg atom and a quantized electromagnetic field [12], two internal levels of a
trapped ion interacting with the quantized motion of its centre of mass [§], or the interaction
of a superconducting qubit with a strip-line resonator [13].

In the following, we explore a generalization of the Jaynes-Cummings model that includes
non-linear, multi-boson exchange, Sec. [[I} and its relation to an algebra with SUSY char-
acteristics, Sec. [[TIl Then, in Sec. [V] we diagonalize the system using the structure of our
proposed algebra and present the time evolution for observables of interest. These analytic
results allows us to visualize the dynamics of specific realizations of our model that have

been discussed through the years in Sec. [VI Finally, we close with our conclusion in Sec.

VIIl

II. GENERALIZED JAYNES-CUMMINGS MODEL

The introduction of the Jaynes-Cummings model (JC) [1I1I] to describe the interaction
of a two-level system with a boson field under the rotating wave approximation (RWA)
opened the door to more complicated models from both the theoretical and experimental

perspectives. We focus on a generalized JC model,

A

1
H = wit+ swods + 0.F () + G(7) + g [6a"f(n) +o_f(R)a™], (5)

that accounts for families of reported models and more. Here, the frequency wy provides
the qubit energy gap and the up (down) and population inversion operators, 6, (6_) and
7., provide its dynamics. The boson field frequency is w with creation (anihilation) and
boson excitation number operators, a' (a) and 7, in that order. The first two terms in the
right hand side are the free energy of the qubit and the boson field. The third term implies
nonlinear shifting of the spectrum as a function of the boson excitation number; it includes
the Stark effect. The fourth term is a collection of nonlinear effects in the boson field; it
includes the Kerr effect. The fifth term is the nonlinear, multi-boson interaction between

the qubit and the boson field under the rotating wave approximation.



Our model covers but is not limited to a cohort of examples from the literature. The
obvious one is the Jaynes-Cummings (JC) model [I1] describing the interaction of a qubit
with a boson field in the RWA and, as discussed in the introduction, relates to standard
supersymmetric quantum mechanics. One of the first extensions of the JC model used an
intensity dependent coupling and multiboson exchange interaction [I4, [I5]. Soon after, a
slight modification included nonlinear effects such as Kerr-like terms and two-boson exchange
[T6H19]. In these works, photon statistics and time evolution of physical observables were
presented. The addition of the Stark shift, an interesting effect describing the qubit energy
gap dependence on the intensity of the field, came later [20 21]. Nonlinear extensions for the
occupation number were proposed as a generalization to the Kerr effect [22]. Then, trapped
ions were proposed to realize nonlinear multiboson exchange interaction [23]. An algebraic
generalizaton was proposed to study coherent states for an anharmonic perturbation to the
JC model. Some of us studied a, slightly complicated in hindsight, generalization [24-29]

that reduces to our general scheme in the following section.

III. GRADED LIE ALGEBRA

Let us focus on just the interaction part of our generalized Jaynes-Cummings Hamiltonian

and recast it into the form,
=g (Q'+9), (6)
where we define the nilpotent charges,
Of =6, f(d)a*, and Q= 6_a*f(n), (7)
such that QTZ = Q% = 0. These provide the SUSY Hamiltonian,
H—{d" 0}, (8)
=6, 6_a"a" f2(n) + 6_o,a™a" 2 (h — k), (9)
that commutes with the charges [7:[, QT} = [7:[, Q] = 0, and whose diagonal elements are
isospectral sectors,
Hrle,n) =01 0le,n) = nf2(n — le,n),

. . (10)
Hplg,n) =QQg,n) = (n+1)f*(n)lg,n),



connected by the intertwining relations,
OHr=HpO, and HpO' = Oy (11)
It is possible to define two auxiliary charge operators,
Ox=0'+Q ad Oy =i(Q'-9), (12)

that are the square root of the Hamiltonian Q% = Q2 = H. Thus, the interaction part of our
generalized Jaynes-Cummings model is proportional to the square root of the Hamiltonian

H with an underlying SUSY algebra [30-32].

Now, let us recast our complete Hamiltonian,
Aﬁ:wQV—B>+%%+PWV—@B+G(N—B)+g@T+Q» (13)

where we define the total excitation number,

~

N =a+B, (14)

in terms of the boson number operator n and the scaled Pauli z-matrix,

~

B =ké./2. (15)

We assume that the nonlinear boson functions are continuous and differentiable, such that
F(z) =3, Fya’ and G(z) = 3 ; G;27 with the shorthand notation f;(0) = &’ f(x)/da?|,=o.
Both the SUSY Hamiltonian and the total excitation number commute with all other oper-

ators involved in our model,
0,7 = |0, 4] =0, (16)

where the place holder operator Oj stands for elements of the set O = {Q, ot H,N ,B}

The commutation relations between the charges and the scaled Pauli-z operator,

2 A a
—HB, 17
- (1)
are reminiscent of a deformed su(2) algebra. These relations will come handy in the diago-

nalization of our model.



IV. DIAGONALIZATION

It is possible to use the properties of the scaled Pauli-z operator to recast our generalized

Jaynes-Cummings Hamiltonian in the form,

B =l + FON) + [22 0+ G0 B+g (O + Q7). (18)

where the auxiliary functions in terms fo the total excitation number relate to the nonlinear

boson number functions in the following manner,

oo J j L 2s o J ] L 2s5—1
/) — s N[i—2s _ R Nri—2s—1
FW) _Z —~ (25) (2) GiN ; — (23+ 1) (2) N (19

i s
o J . L 2s © J ] L 2s5—1
b Nfi—2s—1 n NTi—2s
]ZS (23+1) (2) G +]ZOS:0 (23) (2) BN (20)

Here, we used the fact that B¥ = (k/2)% and B¥*' = (k/2)¥B. As the total number
excitation is an invariant of the model, the first two terms in the right hand side of Eq.

only introduce a phase factor. We move into a rotating frame defined by these terms,
) = e LAl g), (21)

such that we obtain an effective Hamiltonian,

Hy= [ —w+ ()] B+g (01 +0), (22)

where the factor accompanying the scaled Pauli-z operator B commutes with all other op-
erators.

Now, we move into the frame introduced by the displacement transformation,

A

D(B) = =57 H@-0), (23)

where the operator H/2 is the square root of elements in Eq. 1} The effective Hamiltonian

is diagonal in this frame,
Hp =DY(3)HD(p),

:{[@—QH—Q(N)] COSB—F%";’:[l/QSinB}B, (24)



for a displacement parameter operator fulfilling,

tanB:2?g3’:[1/2 %—wg(ﬁf)}_l. (25)

All involved terms are diagonal in the qubit and Fock basis and we used the expressions,

DNBBD(B) = Beos i — T <QT + Q> sin 3,
DI(3) (QF + Q) D(B) = (Q' + Q) cos 3+ 2H*Bsin .

V. EIGENSTATES AND TIME EVOLUTION

In the original frame, it is possible to calculate the eigenstates of our model in terms of

the manifold {|e,n), |g,n + k)} with total excitation number N = (N) = n + k/2,

‘+>N> = D(B)’e>n>

- cos (2 st (222 g0,

| N) = D(B)lg.n +k)
— _sin (@) le,n) + cos (%N)) g, n + k), (26)

up to a common phase ¢p(N) = w (n + k/2) + F(n + k/2) and the relation

tanﬁ(./\/’):%g %f(/\/—g) [%—uﬁLg(N')]_l. (27)
The corresponding eigenvalues,
EL(N k) =£Q(N), (28)
involve a generalized Rabi frequency,
Q*(N) = %_WFQ(N)FJF%% fQ(N—g). (29)
These results yield a time evolution in the diagonal frame,
ﬁ(t) _ e—i{[%@—wg(m] cos/§+2—,f7tll/2sinB}L%‘t7 (30)

that helps us calculate the evolution of the Pauli-z operator
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(G,(t)) = <¢(0)|D(B) [6,2 COSB + 7:[11/2 (QATez‘k;FIDléflt 1 Qe—ikﬁpé*t) <in B} DT(B)|¢(O)>

(31)

For example, assuming an initial state with the qubit in the excited state and the boson

field in a Fock state,

[¥(0)) = lg,n), (32)
it is straightforward to calculate,
(6.)n = cos® BN) + sin® B(N) cos [QN)] . (33)
The other observable, the boson field excitation number, is trivial,
(i) = N) = 5{02). (34)

We use these expressions to compare several models included in our generalized Hamiltonian

involving an initial state with the qubit in the ground state and the boson in a coherent

state,
0o |a\2
4(0)) = |g, ) Z oﬂ|g 4)- (35)
The evolution of the Pauli-z operator is,
o —‘CM|2
A € N
(g,a|az|g,oz) - Z j' |Q{|2J<0'z<t>>N7 (36)

J=0

where (0,), is that in Eq. and N' = j + g This series does not converge to a closed
expression but it is possible to approximate it for each particular case using known methods
[33]. In general, the evolution of the population inversion for an initial coherent state,

Eq., involves the sum of single but fixed Rabi frequencies terms, Eq..

VI. PARTICULAR CASES

While we believe our contribution is the identification of the underlying graded Lie algebra

and the diagonalization of our model Hamiltonian, we want to show how simple is to use our
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results to analyze the dynamics of particular cases of our model; for more models included
in our generalized JC model see Ref. [34]. In all cases, Fig. X(a) shows the time evolution
of the population inversion for an initial state involving a coherent state. Figure X(b) and
Fig. X(c) show the evolution of the boson quadratures,

~ 1 /\T ~ ~ Z /\-I- ~

xzi(a +a) and y:E(a —a), (37)
in polar plot form where the real mean value of the quadratures is the radial coordinate and

time is the polar coordinate.

A. JC model

Figure [I] shows one of the most theoretically studied and experimentally tested models in

quantum optics [8, 11HI3]. The JC model,

H, = wh + %az +g(6.a+_ab), (38)
allows the identification G(n) = 0, F(n) =0, f(n) = 1 and & = 1. For an initial coherent

state, its population inversion shows so-called collapse and revival, Fig. (a). Its quadratures

show how the boson state is squeezed as time evolves, Fig. [I[b) and Fig. [I|c).

B. JC model with intensity-dependent multi-boson coupling

One of the first extensions of the standard JC model included multiboson exchange and

intensity dependent coupling f(n) = n'/2 [35] 136],
Hy = wi + %&Z + g(6:a™ Vi + 6_vVaa™), (39)

leading to G(7) = 0, F(7) = 0, and f(7) = V2. The evolution of its populations inversion is
well known for initial Fock states [14]. For an initial coherent state, its population inversion
oscillates with a fast frequency around a value of zero, Fig. (a). Its quadratures show

that the boson state is squeezed in a faster manner and explores a more localized portion of

optical phase space than in the JC case, Fig. [I{b) and Fig. [I](c).
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—1.00

FIG. 1. Time evolution of the (a) population inversion, (b) z-quadrature and (c) y-quadrature
for the JC model, that is, our model with parameters w = wy, G(n) = 0, F(n) = 0, f(n) = 1,
g = 0.1wg and k = 1, for an initial state with the qubit in the ground state and the boson in a

coherent state with o = 3. .

C. JC model with two-photon interaction and Stark shift

This model essentially implement an additional term describing how the field intensity effects

the qubit energy gap [16, 17, 37],

Ba— P,

. Bo+ B wo . G, + g(&+d2 + ?LdTZ)- (40)

H;j=wn+n 5 —i-?az—i-ﬁ 5

The parameters o and [ control the new features and we identify G(n) = fLBQLZm, F(n) =
ﬁ%, f(n) =1 and k = 2. Its population inversion oscillates with a fast frequency and
is highly localized around a value of zero, Fig. (a). Its quadratures show that the boson

state squeezes in a slower manner and explores more of the optical phase space than in the

JC case, Fig. [3(b) and Fig. [3(c).
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FIG. 2. Same as Fig. 1 with f(n) = VA and k = 2.
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FIG. 3. Same as Fig. 1 with parameters G(n) = ﬁ%, F(n) = fz%, k=2 p

ﬁg = 0.75600.
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D. JC model with a Kerr medium

A single qubit in a single-mode cavity is surrounded by a Kerr-like medium [I8] 37H40].
The medium can be modeled as an anharmonic oscillator, the qubit undergoing two-photon
transition is coupled to the cavity field which has a nonlinear interaction with the Kerr

medium,

H, = wi+ %&Z + i — 1) + g(64.62 + 6_a™2), (41)

where y is a parameter controlling the strength of the Kerr term and we have the identifi-
cation G(n) = xn(n—1), F(n) =0, f(n) =1 and k = 2.

Its population inversion shows that the qubit state has periodical oscillations that bring it
close to the initial state for small times, Fig. [4(a). Its quadratures show that the boson
state also approaches its original state, Fig. [f{b) and Fig. [4c).

—0.25FT

-1.00

[=)
[N}
=~
o b
o)
S

FIG. 4. Same as Fig. 1 with G(n) = xn(n — 1), k =2, and x = 0.5wp.
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E. Molecular JC Hamiltonian

This model arises from molecular physics or from the nonlinear Jahn-Teller effect, although

long-time behavior in either case might be obscured by omnipresent damping [19],

A

H, = wi+ %a—z + B + g(6.a+ 6_ah). (42)
The corresponding parameters are G(n) = a2, F(n) =0, f(h) =1 and k = 1.
Its population inversion shows that there is almost no energy exchange between the qubit

and the boson, Fig. (a). Its quadratures show that the boson state is squeezed and explores
what seems a reduced portion of optical phase space, Fig. [p(b) and Fig. [f(c).

—0.95F =
(@)

—1.00

t(x10%s)

FIG. 5. Same as Fig. 1 with G(?) = 372 and 8 = 0.3wy.

F. Algebraic JC model

Here, a deformation of the boson mode operators introduces nonlinear exchange and non-
linear boson terms [41],

Hy = wi+ %&Z + yan(R = 1)

+yg (&+a\/1 S &\/1 _ X ﬁ‘fl)&T) . (43)

w
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where the anharmonicity parameter fulfills 0 < x, < w and [ > 1. Here, we identify G(n) =
Xan(t = 1), F(R) =0, f(h) = \/1—2(1—n%T1) and k = 1. The population inversion

presents localized oscillations around a negative value with high oscillation frequency, Fig.

@(a). Its quadratures shows boson squeezing that is faster and more localized than in the

standard JC model, Fig. [6[b) and Fig. [6]c).

—0.40FT

-1.00E

t (XlOzs)
(b)

FIG. 6. Same as Fig. 1 with G(7) = yan(al~! — 1), f(7) = \/1 _ Xa(] _ #6-1), v, = 0.5wp, and
=2

G. Parity deformed JC model

The parity deformed JC arises from a A-analog of the Heisenberg algebra [42],

A~

Hy = wit+ D6, +wh (=1)" + g(o1a + o-al), (44)

where \ is the deformation parameter and (—1)ﬁ is the parity operator. The functions
defining the model are G(i) = A (=1)", F(n) = 0, f(7) = 1 and k = 1. This is a curious
model as its population inversion is similar to the JC model showing a collapse and revival
but localized around a negative constant bias, Fig. (a). Its quadratures shows boson
squeezing that is faster and more localized than in the standard JC model but follow a

similar evolution, Fig. [f{b) and Fig. [7]c).
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FIG. 7. Same as Fig. 1 with G(2) = A (—1)" and X = 0.2wy.

H. g-Deformed JC model

This model implements deformed commutation relations for the boson operators that inter-

polates between Bose-Einstein and Fermi-Dirac commutation relations [43], [44],

Hy, = wit + wobs + g (J_\/[ﬁ]aT + 0+a\/[ﬁ]> , (45)
where the deformed operator [n] is defined as

¢ =g
(] = —, (46)
q—q!
in terms of the deformation parameter ¢ < 1. The corresponding parameters are G(n) = 0,
F(n) = 0, f(n) = y/[n] and k& = 1. Its population inversion shows a high frequency
oscillation without collapse nor revival, Fig. (a). Its quadratures shows boson squeezing

that is similar to that in the standard JC model but goes faster to a reduced optical phase

space region, Fig. [§(b) and Fig. [§fc).
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FIG. 8. Same as Fig. 1 with f(n) = +/[n] and ¢ = 0.9.

VII. CONCLUSION

We started from the well-known analogy between supersymmetric quantum mechanics
and the Jaynes-Cummings model to propose an extension that includes nonlinear boson
processes, nonlinear dispersive interaction, and nonlinear multiboson exchange between the

qubit and the boson.

We demonstrated that our model shows an underlying symmetry provided by a graded
Lie algebra that has a similar behaviour to standard SUSY QM. This structure allows us to
propose an operational diagonalization that provides analytic closed form eigenstates and
eigenvalues, as well as time evolution.

For the sake of providing an example, we used our closed form analytic expressions to
explore the dynamics of models from the literature for an initial state where the qubit is in
the ground state and the boson in a coherent state. While a detailed analysis is not within
the scope of our approach, this allowed us to identify interesting dynamics in the population
inversion and in the squeezing of the boson state. Some of these dynamics were unavailable

at the time this manuscript was written.

We believe that our operational approach may open the door to the detailed theoretical
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and numerical analysis of extended JC models already in the literature or that may arise

from current and future experimental realizations.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

F.H.M.-V. acknowledges financial support from CONACYT Cétedra Grupal #551.
C.A.G.-G acknowledges financial support from DGAPA-UNAM postdoctoral fellowship.

[1] L. D. Landau and E. M. Lifshitz, Course of Theoretical Physics, third edition ed. (Pergamon,
1980) pp. 158 — 190.

[2] A. Neveu and J.H. Schwarz, “Factorizable dual model of pions,” Nuclear Physics B 31, 86 —
112 (1971)!

[3] P. Ramond, “Dual Theory for Free Fermions,” Phys. Rev. D 3, 2415-2418 (1971).

[4] Edward Witten, “Dynamical breaking of supersymmetry,” Nuclear Physics B 188, 513 — 554
(1981).

[5] M. de Crombrugghe and V. Rittenberg, “Supersymmetric quantum mechanics,” Annals of
Physics 151, 99 — 126 (1933).

[6] P. Salomonson and J.W. Van Holten, “Fermionic coordinates and supersymmetry in quantum
mechanics,” Nuclear Physics B 196, 509 — 531 (1982).

[7] C.N. Cohen-Tannoudji, “Nobel Lecture: Manipulating atoms with photons,” Rev. Mod. Phys.
70, 707719 (1998).

[8] R. Blatt and D. Wineland, “Entangled states of trapped atomic ions,” Nature 453, 1008-1015
(2008).

[9] T. Niemczyk, F. Deppe, H. Huebl, E. P. Menzel, F. Hocke, M. J. Schwarz, J. J. Garcia-Ripoll,
D. Zueco, T. Himmer, E. Solano, A. Marx, and R. Gross, “Circuit quantum electrodynamics
in the ultrastrong-coupling regime,” Nature Physics 6, 772— 776 (2010).

[10] M. Orszag and S. Salamo, “Squeezing and minimum uncertainty states in the supersymmet-

ric harmonic oscillator,” |[Journal of Physics A: Mathematical and General 21, 1.1059-1.1064
(1988).

[11] E. T. Jaynes and F. W. Cummings, “Comparison of quantum and semiclassical radiation

17


http://dx.doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-08-023039-9.50011-1
http://dx.doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(71)90448-2
http://dx.doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(71)90448-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.3.2415
http://dx.doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(81)90006-7
http://dx.doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(81)90006-7
http://dx.doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1016/0003-4916(83)90316-0
http://dx.doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1016/0003-4916(83)90316-0
http://dx.doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(82)90505-3
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/RevModPhys.70.707
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/RevModPhys.70.707
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature07125
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature07125
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nphys1730
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0305-4470/21/22/004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0305-4470/21/22/004

[18]

[19]

23]

[24]

[25]

theories with application to the beam maser,” Proceedings of the IEEE 51, 89-109 (1963).
S. Haroche and J.M. Raimond, “Radiative Properties of Rydberg States in Resonant Cavities,”
(Academic Press, 1985) pp. 347 — 411.

A. Wallraff, D. I. Schuster, A. Blais, L. Frunzio, R.-S. Huang, J. Majer, S. Kumar, S. M.
Girvin, and R. J. Schoelkopf, “Strong coupling of a single photon to a superconducting qubit
using circuit quantum electrodynamics,” Nature 431, 162167 (2004 ).

S. Singh, “Field statistics in some generalized Jaynes-Cummings models,” |Phys. Rev. A 25,
3206-3216 (1982).

C. V. Sukumar and B. Buck, “Some soluble models for periodic decay and revival,” |Journal
of Physics A: Mathematical and General 17, 885-894 (1984).

P. Alsing and M. S. Zubairy, “Collapse and revivals in a two-photon absorption process,” J.
Opt. Soc. Am. B 4, 177-184 (1987).

T. Nasreen and M. S. K. Razmi, “Atomic emission and cavity field spectra for a two-photon
Jaynes—Cummings model in the presence of the Stark shift,” |J. Opt. Soc. Am. B 10, 1292-1300
(1993).

A.-S.F. Obada, A. M. Abdel-Hafez, and M. Abdelaty, “ Phase properties of a Jaynes-
Cummings model with Stark shift and Kerr medium ,” Eur. Phys. J. D 3, 289-294 (1998).
M. J. Werner and H. Risken, “Quasiprobability distributions for the cavity-damped Jaynes-
Cummings model with an additional Kerr medium,” Phys. Rev. A 44, 4623-4632 (1991).

R. R. Puri and R. K. Bullough, “Quantum electrodynamics of an atom making two-photon
transitions in an ideal cavity,” |J. Opt. Soc. Am. B 5, 2021-2028 (1988).

A. Joshi and R. R. Puri, “Dynamical evolution of the two-photon Jaynes-Cummings model in
a Kerr-like medium,” Phys. Rev. A 45, 5056-5060 (1992).

V. Buzek and I. Jex, “Amplitude kth-power squeezing of k-photon coherent states,” [Phys.
Rev. A 41, 4079-4082 (1990).

W. Vogel and R. L. de Matos Filho, “Nonlinear Jaynes-Cummings dynamics of a trapped
ion,” Phys. Rev. A 52, 4214-4217 (1995).

B. M. Rodriguez-Lara, H. Moya-Cessa, and A. B. Klimov, “Combining Jaynes-Cummings
and anti-Jaynes-Cummings dynamics in a trapped-ion system driven by a laser,” Phys. Rev.
A 71, 023811 (2005).

B. M. Rodriguez-Lara, F. Soto-Eguibar, A. Zarate, and H. M. Moya-Cessa, “A classical

18


http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature02851
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevA.25.3206
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevA.25.3206
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0305-4470/17/4/029
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0305-4470/17/4/029
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1364/JOSAB.4.000177
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1364/JOSAB.4.000177
http://dx.doi.org/10.1364/JOSAB.10.001292
http://dx.doi.org/10.1364/JOSAB.10.001292
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s100530050176
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevA.44.4623
http://dx.doi.org/10.1364/JOSAB.5.002021
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.45.5056
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevA.41.4079
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevA.41.4079
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevA.52.4214
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.71.023811
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.71.023811

[26]

[27]

[30]

[31]

[32]

[33]

[36]

37]

simulation of nonlinear Jaynes—Cummings and Rabi models in photonic lattices,” Opt. Express
21, 12888-12898 (2013).

B. M. Rodriguez-Lara, “Intensity-dependent quantum rabi model: spectrum, supersymmetric
partner, and optical simulation,” J. Opt. Soc. Am. B 31, 1719-1722 (2014).

B. M. Rodriguez-Lara, A Zarate Cardenas, F. Soto-Eguibar, and H. M. Moya-Cessa, “A
photonic crystal realization of a phase driven two-level atom,” |(Optics Communications 292,
87 — 91 (2013).

I. Ramos-Prieto, B. M. Rodriguez-Lara, and H. M. Moya-Cessa, “Engineering nonlinear co-
herent states as photon-added and photon-subtracted coherent states,” International Journal
of Quantum Information 12, 1560005 (2014).

F. Soto-Eguibar, B. M. Rodriguez-Lara, and H. M. Moya-Cessa, “Phase state and related
nonlinear coherent states,” J. Opt. Soc. Am. B 31, 1335-1338 (2014).

V. A. Andreev and P. B. Lerner, “Supersymmetry in the jaynes-cummings model,” [Physics
Letters A 134, 507 — 511 (1989).

H. Fan and Q. Lee, “Normally Ordered Operator Realization of U(1/1) Supergroup and Su-
per—Jaynes—Cummings Model,” Communications in Theoretical Physics 24, 221-226 (1995).
H. Lu, X. Wang, and H. Fan, “Solving a Generalized Jaynes-Cummings Model by Supersym-
metric Unitary Transformation,” Chinese Physics Letters 17, 319-320 (2000).

P. Meystre, A. Quattropani, and H. P. Baltes, “Quantum mechanical approach to Rabi
flipping,” Physics Letters A 49, 85 — 86 (1974).

D. Bonatsos, C. Daskaloyannis, and G. A. Lalazissis, “Unification of Jaynes-Cummings mod-
els,” Phys. Rev. A 47, 3448-3451 (1993).

C. V. Sukumar and B. Buck, “Multi-phonon generalisation of the Jaynes-Cummings model,”
Physics Letters A 83, 211 — 213 (1981).

B. Buck and C. V. Sukumar, “Exactly soluble model of atom-phonon coupling showing peri-
odic decay and revival,” Physics Letters A 81, 132 — 135 (1981).

Ts. Gantsog, A. Joshi, and R. Tanas, “Phase properties of one- and two-photon Jaynes -
Cummings models with a Kerr medium,” |Quantum and Semiclassical Optics: Journal of the
European Optical Society Part B 8, 445-456 (1996).

S. M. Chumakov, A. Frank, and K. B. Wolf, “Finite Kerr medium: Macroscopic quantum

superposition states and Wigner functions on the sphere,” Phys. Rev. A 60, 1817-1823 (1999).

19


http://dx.doi.org/10.1364/OE.21.012888
http://dx.doi.org/10.1364/OE.21.012888
http://dx.doi.org/10.1364/JOSAB.31.001719
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.optcom.2012.11.072
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.optcom.2012.11.072
http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/S0219749915600059
http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/S0219749915600059
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1364/JOSAB.31.001335
http://dx.doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1016/0375-9601(89)90696-8
http://dx.doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1016/0375-9601(89)90696-8
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1088/0253-6102/24/2/221
http://cpl.iphy.ac.cn/Y2000/V17/I5/319
http://dx.doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1016/0375-9601(74)90681-1
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevA.47.3448
http://dx.doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1016/0375-9601(81)90825-2
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/0375-9601(81)90042-6
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1088/1355-5111/8/3/008
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1088/1355-5111/8/3/008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.60.1817

[39]

[40]

[41]

A.J. Adanmitonde, G. Y. H. Avossevou, and F. A. Dossa, “Quantization of Some Generalized
Jaynes-Cummings Models in a Kerr-Like Medium,” Theor. Math. Phys. 203, 824-836 (2020).
S. Cordero and J. Récamier, “Selective transition and complete revivals of a single two-level
atom in the Jaynes—Cummings Hamiltonian with an additional Kerr medium,” |Journal of
Physics B: Atomic, Molecular and Optical Physics 44, 135502 (2011).

0. de los Santos-Sénchez and J. Récamier, “The f-deformed Jaynes—Cummings model and its
nonlinear coherent states,” Journal of Physics B: Atomic, Molecular and Optical Physics 45,
015502 (2011).

A. Dehghani, B. Mojaveri, S. Shirin, and S. Amiri Faseghandis, “Parity Deformed Jaynes-
Cummings Model: “Robust Maximally Entangled States,” |Scientific Reports 6, 38069 (2016 ).
M. Chaichian, D. Ellinas, and P. Kulish, “Quantum algebra as the dynamical symmetry of
the deformed Jaynes-Cummings model,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 65, 980—983 (1990).

J. Crnugelj, M. Martinis, and V. Mikuta-Martinis, “Properties of a deformed Jaynes-
Cummings model,” Phys. Rev. A 50, 1785-1791 (1994).

20


http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1134/S0040577920060082
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0953-4075/44/13/135502
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0953-4075/44/13/135502
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0953-4075/45/1/015502
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0953-4075/45/1/015502
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/srep38069
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.65.980
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.50.1785

	Underlying SUSY in a generalized Jaynes-Cummings model
	Abstract
	I Introduction
	II Generalized Jaynes-Cummings model
	III Graded Lie algebra
	IV Diagonalization
	V Eigenstates and time evolution
	VI Particular Cases
	A JC model
	B JC model with intensity-dependent multi-boson coupling
	C JC model with two-photon interaction and Stark shift
	D JC model with a Kerr medium
	E Molecular JC Hamiltonian
	F Algebraic JC model
	G Parity deformed JC model
	H q-Deformed JC model

	VII Conclusion
	 Acknowledgments
	 References


