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Abstract

The Bloch hyperboloid H? underlies the quantum geometry of the original SO(2,1) squeezed states.
In [23], the author utilized a non-compact 2nd Hopf map and a Bloch four-hyperboloid H 2.2 4o explore
an SO(2, 3) extension of the squeezed states. In the present paper, we further pursue the idea to derive
an SO(4,1) version of squeezed vacuum based on the other Bloch four-hyperboloid H*. We show that
the obtained SO(4, 1) squeezed vacuum is a particular four-mode squeezed state not quite similar to

the previous SO(2, 3) squeezed vacuum. In view of the Schwinger’s formulation of angular momentum,

2011.05677v2 [quant-ph] 22 May 2021

the SO(4,1) squeezed vacuum is interpreted as a superposition of an infinite number of maximally
entangled spin-pairs of all integer spins. We clarify basic properties of the SO(4, 1) squeezed vacuum,

such as von Neumann entropy of spin entanglement, spin correlations and uncertainty relations with

arXiv

emphasis on their distinctions to the original SO(2,1) case.
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1 Introduction

Squeezed state [11, 2 Bl [, 5 6] is a particularly important quantum state in quantum optical informa-
tion and practical applications (see [8, [0, [I0] as nice reviews.) In quantum optical information, two-mode
squeezed light realizes an entangled state of photons and it has been employed in state-of-the-art exper-
iments of quantum mechanics (see [7] for instance and references therein). Also in practical application
to quantum telecommunication, the squeezed state has attracted a lot of attention due to its intrinsic
anisotropic property of quantum noise. The uncertainty region of squeezed state is not isotropic unlike the
coherent state (laser) and an unfavorable quantum noise is reduced in a specific direction.

Up to now, many theoretical extensions of the squeezed state have been proposed [I11, 12} 13} 14, 15| [16],
[17, 18,19, 20]. In an attempt of extending the formalism of the squeezed state, mathematical aesthetics and
logically natural extension should be appreciated. One fascinating way to formulate a theory of physics may
resort to geometry. Needless to say, most successful theories of physics in this approach may be Einstein’s
general relativity of Riemann geometry and Yang-Mills theory of fibre-bundle geometry. Also in quantum
information theory, there is a reasonable fact that we can believe that geometric approach plays a key role,
since qubit, the fundamental object in quantum information, is described by the geometry of Bloch sphere
associated with the Hopf map [21] 22], and geometric structure seems to be inherent in the formulation.

As Bloch sphere provides a geometric description of qubit, Bloch hyperboloid plays a similar role in
description of squeezed state [see [23] and references therein]. Mathematically, Bloch sphere realizes the
basemanifold of the 1st Hopf map, and similarly Bloch hyperboloid denotes the basemanifold of the non-
compact 1st Hopf map. For 2D hyperboloids, we have two kinds of hyperboloids, two-leaf hyperboloid and
one-leaf hyperboloid, which are related to the two kinds of the non-compact 1st Hopf maps:

H?~{g*'/s'  HY“'~H>»'/H' (1)

In both cases, the total bundle space is H>'. The base-manifolds are H? and H"' with compact fibre S*
and non-compact fibre H' respectively. The geometric origin of the original squeezed state is accounted for
by the left of (@) with the Bloch hyperboloid H?2. Interestingly, the 1st non-compact Hopf maps have their
higher dimensional cousins, i.e. the 2nd and 3rd non-compact Hopf maps [24] 25]. This observation led the
author to propose an extension of squeezed state based on the geometry of higher dimensional hyperboloids
ﬂZ{ﬂ As a higher dimensional analogue of (), we have the 2nd non-compact Hopf maps:

H4 ~ H4,3/s3, H2,2 ~ H4,3/H2,1- (6)

As in (), the total space in both cases of (@) is given by H*?, and H* and H?? respectively realize the
base-manifolds with compact fibre S® and non-compact fibre H*!. We utilized H*? (the right of (@)

! The non-compact Hopf maps have already been applied to several subjects, such as twistorial quantum Hall effect [26],
non-Hermitian topological insulators |27, [28], and cosmological models of matrix model [29] [31]. Higher dimensional
hyperboloid HP>? is defined as

P p+g+1
Zmimi - Z zir’ = —1. (2)
i=1 i=p+1
As a coset space, HP>? is represented as
HP ~ SO(p,q+1)/SO(p,q), 3)
and the topology is
HP?4 ~ RP® S9. (4)

In low dimensions, HP:? realizes Anti-de Sitter, de Sitter and Euclidean anti-de Sitter spaces:
H?9 = EAdS?, HV!' = dS? = AdS?,
H*Y = EAdS*, H>' = AdS*, HY3 =d45*. (5)



to construct an Sp(4;R) ~ SO(2,3) extension of squeezed state [23]. In the present paper, we propose
an SO(4,1) version of squeezed state based on the H* geometry (the right of (@)). It turns out that the
S0O(4,1) squeezed vacuum attains a more natural generalization of the original squeezed vacuum than the
previous SO(2,3) case in several respects. The SO(4,1) squeezed vacuum accommodates an interesting
spin structure related to the hierarchy of the non-compact 2nd Hopf map:

sr g
H% — H*
H*3 can be regarded as a fibre-bundle of base-manifold H* with S3-fibre which itself denotes the fibre-
bundle space of 1st Hopf map of the Bloch sphere. This implies the existence of inherent spin geometry in
the present SO(4,1) formulation.
Before proceeding to detail discussions, we mention differences between the previous SO(2, 3) formula-
tion [23] and the present SO(4,1) formulation in a group theory point of view. For the original SO(2,1)
squeezed state, the associated two-hyperboloid is given by

H? ~ S0O(2,1)/S0(2) ~ SU(1,1)/U(1) ~ Sp(2;R)/U(1)
~ U(L;H")/U(1). (7)
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The symmetry group SO(2,1) allows Majorana representation as well as the Dirac representation, which
leads to one-mode and two-mode squeeze operators. The holonomy group is a compact group SO(2) ~ U(1).
Meanwhile in the previous work [23], we utilized a Bloch four-hyperboloid (right of (6l)):
H?*? ~ 80(2,3)/50(2,2) ~ Sp(4;R)/(SU(1,1)® SU(1,1)))

~ U(ZH)/(U(LH) ® U(LH)). (8)
The symmetry group SO(2,3) also accommodates Majorana representation as well as the Dirac represen-
tation, and the corresponding two-mode and four-mode SO(2, 3) squeezed states are constructed. A crucial
difference to the original case is the holonomy group SO(2,2) ~ SU(1,1)® SU(1,1), which is non-compact
unlike SO(2). In the present work, we will adopt the other Bloch four-hyperboloid (left of (G)):
S0(4,1)/S0(4) ~ USp(2,2)/(SU(2) @ SU(2)))
~ U1, LH)/(U(LH) © U(1;H)). (9)

H4

R

The symmetry group SO(4,1) does not accommodate Majorana representation, and so the two-mode
realization of SO(4,1) squeezed state is not possible, and hence the SO(4,1) squeezed operator can be
realized only by a four-mode Dirac representation. An analogous point to the original case is the holonomy
group, which is given by a compact group SO(4) ~ SU(2) ® SU(2) like SO(2).

This paper is organized as follows. In SecP] we review spin-coherent state and squeezed state with
emphasis on their relations to the geometry of Bloch sphere and hyperboloid. We also discusses interesting
relationship between spin-coherent states and squeezed states. In SecI3 the SO(4,1) squeeze operator
is introduced based on the geometry of the Bloch four-hyperboloid H*. In SecH], we propose a physical
interpretation of the SO(4,1) squeezed vacuum in spin geometry and explore its basic properties, such
as von Neumann entropy, spin correlations and uncertainty relations. Sec[H] is devoted to summary and
discussions.

2 Bloch hyperboloid and squeezed states

We begin with a review of the Bloch sphere and Bloch hyperboloid and their associated coherent states.
The Schwinger operator formulation is not only useful to represent spin state with arbitrary spin but also



closely related to the squeeze operator.

2.1 Bloch sphere and spin-coherent state
The geometry of the Bloch sphere [21] stems from the 1st Hopf mapH

52 5 g2, (10)

and the Hopf map is explicitly realized as the map from the 2-component normalized spinor (T =1 : 5%)
to a normalized three component vector (Ele iz, =1:5%) [32):

Y= <¢1> - x; =vlon. (11)
o

Here, 0; (i = 1,2,3) are the Pauli matrices:

w=(00) w=(0 ) == () ) 12)

When we parameterize x; € S? by using the usual polar coordinates

r1 =sinfcos¢, xo =sinfsing, x3 = cosb, (13)
1) can be expressed as
#(6,0.3) cos(%) o139 —ily (14)
= . 2 .
X sin(%) eit? | ©

Here, e~"2X denotes the overall U (1) phase that corresponds to the S* fibre in (I0). Importantly, ¢ has a
physical meaning as spin-coherent state [33] [34] [35] that is aligned to the direction of (#, ¢) on the S? (see
the left of Figll):

(x(0,9) - o) =¢. (15)
Applying the Euler angle rotation [36] to the spin state aligned to z direction, we can readily reproduce

@) as

006,60 = D00, () = cos(g) 50591 () s 200 (T). o)

The rotation matrix in (8] is known as the Wigner’s (spin 1/2) D-matrix of the SU(2) group :

il 0 il(yv—
20ctd) _gin(8) efz(x ¢>>, a7

cos(3%) e~ (
e_i%(X_(b) COS(% ei%(X"l“z’)

)

D(1/2)(¢797X) — o150z iy p—iFos ( )

[SISYSIISS

sin(
where the range of the parameters are
0<op<2m, 0<O<m 0<yx<dm. (18)

For later convenience, we also introduce coset representative of the SU(2) groupE As S? is expressed
as a coset
S?~ 53/S' ~ SU(2)/U(1), (19)

2See [22] for the roles of the 2nd Hopf map in the context of entanglement of qubits.
3Coset representative (see [38] for instance) is also referred to as the non-linear realization [39] 40} 41].



Figure 1: Bloch sphere and Bloch hyperboloid for the spin and pseudo-spin-coherent states.

the corresponding coset representative is obtained as

) ) 8 _qin @ ot
0 2 Umoms — = 4(e e o) _ cos 3 sing e
sin % el® cos g ’
where
Y1 =cos@, yz =sing,
and

1 i 0 1 _ 0 0
Uijzgeijko'kv o = 0 0)’ g = 1 0/

L. i ;@ ;8 i &
Euler decomposition : ¢ 2m=1.2¥moms — ¢=13020=130u¢i50: — D/2)(g 9 —g)

20) can be factorized as

and

i¢o+e— In(cos )0 etan %ei"’a*

. ; . =
Gauss decomposition : €0 ma1,2YmOoms — o~ tan ze

(23)

(24)

Notice that the Euler decomposition (23] is realized as a special case of the D-matrix and the physical

meaning of the coset representative is transparent in this decomposition.

2.1.1 Schwinger operator realization

We construct the spin-coherent state with arbitrary spin magnitude using the Schwinger operator for-

malism [37, [36]. With the Schwinger boson operator

subject to
[a,a'] = [b,bT] =1, [a,b] = [a,bl] =0,

the spin operators are expressed as
S’i = @T%Uﬂ/s-
In detail,
S, = %(aTb—i— vla), S, = —%(aTb— bla), S.= %((ﬂa —bfb),



and so

8 =8(5+1) (29)
with 1 1
S = 5 (o + 1) = 5(cﬁa +b'D). (30)
The spin states |5, S,) that satisfy
§°15,5.) = S(S+1)|S,S.),  5.1S.5.) = 5.5, S.) (31)
are constructed as 1
S, 52) = |na,ne) = (aF)"(b")™0,0), (32)

Vg !ng!

where the relations between the boson numbers (n,,n;) and spin values (5, .S,) are depicted in Fig[2l and
hereafter we utilize |n,,npy) and |S,S,) interchangeably.

np

4 S

7/2
3

5/2
SZ
1
1/2

3/2

- Ngq
0 1 2 3 4

Figure 2: The SU(2) irreducible representation with fixed S is specified by each of the oblique blue lines
of ng +np =25 .

We introduce D-operator as

D(9,6,x) = e Fne xS (33)
whose matrix representation is the D-matrix:
(5.8:1D(9,0.X)|5", 8%) = D (,0,x)s..5: 5.5, (34)

i.€.
D) (,0,x) = e~ "% 0vem 5, (35)

In BH), Si=s,y,. denote the SU(2) matrices with spin magnitude S. Under the SU(2) transformation of
D(¢,0,x), [@3) transforms as an SU(2) spinor

D(¢,0,%)" ¥ D(#,0,x) = DY (6,6,x) 9. (36)
In a similar manner to ([I6]), we can readily construct the spin-coherent state with arbitrary spin magnitude:
1S, 52(¢,6, X)) = D(¢,6,X)15,52) = e7**XD(4,6,0)|S, 5-), (37)

which satisfies

S2|Sv SZ(¢595X)> = i(na + le)(na + np + 2)|S5 SZ(¢797X)>5

(06, 6) - SIS, 5:(6,0,10) = 50 — )8, 5:(6,0, ). (38)



With B4), 1) can be concisely expressed as a linear combination of the spin states with expansion
coefficients of the components of D-matrix

S
1S,5.(6,0,%)) = > D(¢,0,x)s,.5. 15,5L), (39)
5,=-8

which is a ket state expression of ([I0) generalizing the spin 1/2 to arbitrary spin magnitude. In the
Schwinger boson notation, ([B9) is represented as

15, 5.(6,6,x)) Z DE=2netm)) (.0, )

’
nl, nb—O

L (0, —n}) L (ma—np) s M) - (40)
2.2 Bloch hyperboloid and pseudo-spin-coherent state

Here, we extend the above discussions to the case of hyperboloid. The SU(1,1) version of D-operator
realizes the squeeze operator in its special form.
2.2.1 SU(1,1) algebra and the Schwinger operator realization

The non-compact Hopf map is given by

1
> 5 g (41)
and, in the same sense of the Bloch sphere, we refer to the base-manifold H? as the Bloch hyperboloid.
H?!is a group manifold of the SU(1,1) whose invariant matrix is o,. The SU(1,1) matrix generators can
be realized as the following non-Hermitian matrices

1, 1 1 1
57’ = {250172501/, 50}}, (42)
which satisfy
{8, 77} =20, [ 79] = —2i*ny, (43)
with
nij = diag(—, —, +), ¢ =1 (44)

With two-component spinor subject to ¥fo,1 = |[¢1]? — [¢2|?> = 1 : H?!, the non-compact Hopf map is
explicitly realized as

v = 2l =yiEy, (45)
where x' are Hermitian matrices made of 7°:
k' = o, = {—0y,04,12}. (46)
o' [@5) satisfy
nijrtal = a'e; = —xtat — 2?2 + 28ad = (Yiey)? = (47)

and denote the coordinates on H2. When z are parameterized as

z! =sinhpsing, z? =sinhpcos¢, x> = coshp, (48)

4Interestingly, D-matrices themselves have a physical meaning; D(S)(qb, 0, X)S;,Sz denote 25 + 1 degenerate eigenstates of
(S —]S5z])th Landau level in the monopole background with magnetic charge S. (see [44] for instance).



1) can be realized as

[ cosh(%) ei% ix
¢(¢7 P X) - (Sinh(ﬁz) ez%) e 2,

which also acts as the pseudo-spin-coherent state [34] [42] [43] (see the right of Fig[l):
(«'(p: 6) i) = ¥

1 can be derived by acting the SU(1,1) rotation to the pseudo-spin state aligned to z-direction:

(6, p.x) = DD (0, p, x) (é) :

where DU/2) (¢, p, x) is the SU(1,1) version of the D-matrix

z : x

D(I/Z)((ba 0, X) _ eiET efzgﬂr ei%q-z _ ( ) el

) e

(x+¢) Sinh(
(x—9) COSh(

e

cosh(
sinh(

[MISENTESY
Bl= =
SIS

The ranges of the parameters are
p=10,00), ¢»=10,2m), x=10,4n).
With the Schwinger boson operators, we can construct the SU(1, 1) operators as

T = i,

i=(5).

[’Q[AJQ, ’@[AJ;}] = (Uz)aﬁv [’Q[AJQ, ’@[AJB] =0.
The SU(1, 1) Hermitian operators are represented as [45] 40 [47]

. 1 . 1 - 1
7% = zs(aTbT —ab), TY= 5(aTbT +ab), T* = 5(aTa+ bib) +

Here, g[AJ is defined as

whose components satisfy

N =

and the ladder operators are
Tt =a'bt, T7 =ab.

The SO(2,1) Casimir is derived as

C=TT" = ~(T") - (T")* + (T7)* = ;(JT0.4) ($loi) +2),

| =

where
Vlo.p =ala —bb' = ala —bTb—1.

The SU(1, 1) D-operator is given by
D(@.p.x) = T 70T NT,
Under the SU(1,1) transformation of D(¢, p, x), ¢ transforms as an SU(1, 1) spinor

D(¢,p,X)" & D(¢,p,x) = DY (4, p,x) ¢
50ne may explicitly verify that (G3) satisfies the conditions of the SU(1,1) group:
DO (¢,p,x)T 0 DY/ (4, p,x) = 02, det(DH/D(¢,p,x)) = 1.

) e_i%(X_¢)
) e~ i (x+d)

)

(55)

(56)

(57)

(58)

(59)

(63)

(52)



2.2.2 SU(1,1) coset representative and the squeeze operator

In the parameterization
Y1 ((b) = sin ¢a 92(¢) = COS¢ € Slv (64)
an SU(1,1) coset representative for H? ~ SU(1,1)/U(1) is obtained as

- p m n _p i P —id— h(ﬁ) _Slnh(ﬁ) ei¢
M _ i5emny™ (@) T _ ge¢t++ge P _ cosli{ 5 2 65
(p,¢) =e ¢ —sinh(§) e7* cosh(%) ’ (65)
with €12 = —€g31 = 1 and
1 1 0 1 1 1 0 0
th=—icr®+ 279 = =izt 7Y = : 66
5T taT (o 0)’ T e (—1 0) (66)
([3) can be factorized as
PR _ ieTT il —isT _ (12 o
Euler decomposition : M(p,p) =e'27 e'27 e 27 = DV (p, —p, — o), (67)

and
Gauss decomposition : M (p, ¢) = e~ th(%) e'? t+ o—In(cosh §)7% jtanh(§) ™' ¢~
_ o tanh 857" (dr—imna) o~ logleosh §) 7. ctanh §”" (brotirna) (68)
where
T = —ii[Ti,Tj] = —§6ijkﬂc- (69)

In the Gauss decomposition (G8), the Poincaré Disc coordinates, tanh £ 3™ (¢), appear on the shoulder of
the exponent. The operator that corresponds to the coset representative (G2l is constructed as

S(p, (b) = eigémnym@’) ™ = exp(—g €i¢ G/TbT + g €_i¢ ab) (70)

Notice that (Z0) is nothing but the two-mode squeeze operator in quantum optics [2, B} [4]. Thus, the
SU(1,1) D-operator realizes the squeeze operator in its special form. Since the SU(1,1) D-operator sig-
nifies hyperbolic rotation, the squeeze operator can be interpreted as a hyperbolic rotation operator. As
exemplified in the above, ([70Q) is factorized as

Euler decomposition : S(p,¢) = D(¢, —p, —¢) = e¢1” ipL” =T
; (71)

and

s A _ Peid T+ _ sh 217 pe—ib pr—
Gauss decomposition : S(p,¢) = e~ tanhze™ T7¢ 2In(cosh 5)T7 gtanh ge=*% T

— 1 e tanh(%)e"? a’bt < 1 )"aJr"b etanh(%)eﬂ"‘s ab. (72)
cosh § cosh(%)
The Euler decomposition (Il) demonstrates the physical meaning of the squeeze operation, i.e., the SU(1,1)
hyperbolic rotation. Meanwhile, the Gauss decomposition is very useful in deriving the number state
expansion of squeezed state [47], as ([72)) is realized as an almost normal ordered form.
The phase ¢ can be absorbed in the phase redefinition of the Schwinger boson operatorsﬁ

a = e @a b — e P, (73)

6The commutation relations (28] are immune to the phase redefinition of each Schwinger operator (Z3).



the squeeze operator is transformed as
S(p, ¢) = exp (—g e abt + g e i ab) — S(p) = exp(—g a’bl + g ab), (74)

where 1 1
a=go+y, B=56-7 (75)

(The degree of freedom of ~ still remains.)

2.3 Two-mode SO(2,1) squeeze vacuum and entangled spin-coherent states
2.3.1 S0O(2,1) two-mode squeeze operator and the interaction Hamiltonian

With the Gauss decomposition ([72), the two-mode squeezed V&CU.U.I’IE is readily obtained as

(. 0) = S(.0)0) ©10) = (tanh >¢ n) ® [n, (76)

where
In) @ [n) = ——ai"|0) & ——b"|0). (77)
Vn! Vn!
|sa(p, ¢)) signifies an entangled state of the number states. Removing the right U(1) factor of (1)), we
introduce the Schwinger-type squeeze operator as [23]

S(p, ¢) = 9T ", (78)

The difference between the squeezed vacuum of the Dirac-type and that of the Schwinger-type is just the
phase factor:

Isa(p, @) = 5(p, $)[0) ® 0) = =% S(p, $)|0) @ |0), (79)

and so the Dirac-type and Schwinger-type squeezed vacua are physically identical. In the interaction
picture, the two-mode Hamiltonian realizes as the time-evolution operator of the squeeze operator (70,
which is

H™(p, ¢) = —igemcﬁlff + igeﬂd’ab. (80)

2.3.2 Two two-mode squeezed vacua as entangled spin-coherent states

For later convenience, we point out an interesting correspondence between the SU(2) spin-coherent
states and the SU(1,1) squeezed states. Let us consider a direct product of two independent squeezed
vacua with same squeeze parameter p. We also assume that a squeezed vacuum is realized in the Schwinger
boson space of a and ¢, and another in the Schwinger boson space of b and d

1 poit et i’ pt gt

[56(p, 8))ac @ [sa(p, O ))oa = —5 e7HT A 0,0,0,0)
COS b)
_ 1 E 4 n+m i(n¢+m¢')
= : nmE 0(— tanh(i)) e |n, m,n,m), (81)

7See Appendix [Al about basic properties of the two-mode squeezed vacuum.
8T is a four-mode analogue of the two-mode SU(1,1) ® SU(1,1) state of [48].
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where |n,m,n,m) = |n)q|m)p|n)c|m)q. Recall that the Schwinger interpretation of spin states, in which
|n, m) is interpreted as the spin state |, S, ), and the sum of all particles numbers is replaced with the sum
of all possible spin degrees of freedom (see Fig[2):

S
P D DD D (82)
n,m=0,1,2,3,- 5=0,1/2,1,3/2,--- S.=—5
With this replacement, (&Il can be rewritten as
1 0o P ) , S . ,
[sa(p O))ac@lsalp, @ )na = —5m D (—tanh(5))*e ST BT SOTOV 158,018, 5. e,
cosh™(§) 5=0,1/2,1,--- S.=—5

(83)
which denotes a linear combination of direct products of two identical spin states with all possible spins.
In each spin sector, we have a maximally entangled spin state:

S
Z i8:(6—¢") 1S,52)ab @15, 52)c.d- (84)
S;=-8

Though in ([83)) the left and right-hand sides are mathematically identical thorough the Schwinger operator
formalism, they describe totally different physics: The left-hand side denotes a separable state of two
squeezed states, while the right-hand side stands for a mazimally entangled spin state.

3 Bloch four-hyperboloid and SO(4,1) squeeze operator

In this section, we exploit the four-hyperboloid geometry (Fig[3) and the SO(4,1) coset representative.
The geometric structures of H2 and H* are respectively given by

H?> ~ R? ~ S'o@R,, H'~R'~ S3aR,. (85)

H* can be regarded as a natural generalization of H? whose latitude is expanded from S! to S2. Such an
S3 structure brings an internal spin structure to the SO(4, 1) formulation. Adopting a set of four Schwinger
operators as an SO(4,1) representation, we derive an SO(4,1) squeeze operator and discuss its internal
spin structure.

3.1 SO(4,1) algebra and Bloch four-hyperboloid
3.1.1 H* and the SO(4,1) algebra
The four-hyperboloid H* is given by
5 4
Z Napx®a? = — Z ™ 42525 =1 (86)
a,b=1 m=1

with
Wab = TNab = dia’g(_a_a_a_a+)' (87)

As a coset, H* is represented as
H* ~ S0(4,1)/S0(4). (88)
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= {sinhp y", cosh p} '
(m=1,23,4)

Figure 3: 2D hyperboloid H? (left), 4D hyperboloid H* (middle) and its S3-latitude (right)

The SO(4, 1) gamma matrices v* (a = 1,2, 3,4,5) are introduced so as to satisfy

{v*, 7"} =21, (89)

and the SO(4, 1) generators X% are constructed as

1
Eab _ _iz[,}/a,,}/b]7 (90)
which satisfy
[Eab7 ECd] _ inaczbd _ inadzbc + inbdzac _ inbczad' (91)

Hereafter, we take the SO(4,1) gamma matrices and the generators as

m_ (0 —q" 5 (12 0

with ¢ being quaternions,

qm = {-7;0'1', 12}7 (jm = {iO’i, 12}7 (93)
and therﬁ
1 (n o 0 5 10 g™
DAL mn ) yme — . 97
(75" ) =5 (e ) o

9The independent generators of X are

1(o; 0 1/0 0 1/0 g
i i —is ) 4
2<0 0)’ 2(0 cr) 2 (q’“ 0) ®4)

Among £ @), ¥™" are Hermitian matrices, while ™% are anti-Hermitian matrices. iX%® [@T7) are recognized as the
U(1,1; H) generators, since their components are quaternions

, 1/¢ 0 1/0 0 1/0 gm
nab = (% - - , 95
‘ 15 (0 0) 2(0 Qi) 2(qm 0)} (95)

(ixedyf ((1] _01) = ((1] _01) ineb, (96)

and they satisfy

12



Here, 1!, and 7}, are the 't Hooft symbols:

ann _ 6mni4 + 5m15n4 _ 5m46ni, —i _ e7nni4 _ 5mz5n4 + 577145711’7 (98)

nmn

with €¢!2%4 = 1. Notice that v* and X% amount to fifteen matrices that satisfy the SO(4,2) ~ SU(2,2)
algebra. With the SU(2,2) invariant matrix
k=177 (99)

we can “hermitianize” the SU(2,2) generators as

k= ky?, k% = kX, (100)

o DHE G ) G

Also note that neither the Hermitian matrices k¢ satisfy (89) nor k% satisfy the SO(4,1) algebra (@I)).

or

3.1.2 Bloch four-hyperboloid and SO(4,1) coset representative
The 2nd non-compact (hybrid) Hopf map is [25]

i E AN e (102)
which is explicitly given by
U = 2t =0Tk, (103)

Here ¥ = (U Wy U3 Uy)t denotes a four-component spinor subject to
Ul kW = |+ |Ty2 — | U2 — W2 =1 : H*?, (104)

and z® (I03) automatically satisfy

4
Napa®ab = — Z 2™ 4 2P = (UEW)2 =1 . H* (105)
m=1
We can realize ¥ as .
1 1 1
P S (( +2%) 2> » (106)
2(1 + %) T qm

with two-component spinor ¢ = (11 12)! subject to
Pl =1 : S35 (107)
With polar angle coordinate representatior@

x! = sinh psin ysinfcos ¢, z* = sinh psinysinfsin¢g, 2° = sinh psinx cosf,

z* = sinh pcos x, x5 = cosh p, (109)

10The ranges of the parameters are

0<p<oo, 0 < x, 0 <m 0< ¢ <2 (108)
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(I00) is represented as
L
— ( cosh(5) 1o )¢- (110)

sinh(§) ¥™qm

Here, y™ (an:l y™y™ = 1) denote coordinates on the normalized S3-“circle” at latitude p on H* (see

FigB):
1

Yy == o 2™ = {sin x sinf cos ¢, sinysinfsin¢, sinycosh, cosx}, (111)
sinh p
and so
. . (cos x — isin x cos ) isinysinf e~ .
M = — mgm — B . = mgn) . (112
n;y m ley e ( isinysinf e —(cosx—i—isinxcos@)) (;y Gm) (112)

Notice that ¥ acts as the SO(4, 1) pseudo-spin-coherent state on H*:

(2%7) ¥ =9, (113)
which suggests
v =110, (). (1)
where M (p, x, 0, ¢) denotes an SO(4,1) rotatio
with
Y = =™ = z% (q?n q(’)”) . (117)

The last expression of (II6) implies M (p, x, 0, ¢) is a coset representative of SO(4, 1) group, since £™° act
as the broken generators associated with the symmetry breaking, SO(4,1) — SO(4). Generalizing the
SO(5) coset matrix for S* [53], the Euler decomposition of (II6) is given by

M(p,x,0,6) = H(x,0,¢)" - e~ . H(x,6, ¢). (118)

Here, H(x,0, ¢) denotes an SU(2) matrix of the form

_ixm | iestt | iget? Hp(x,0,9) 0
H(x.0,6) = 2% 00 (e ) (119)

with

e

e

0 .
2

—iXo i iLos €
Hi(x,0,0) = Hr(=x,0,¢) = e *27% - e"272 . €27 = <_sin(g) 30+ cos(§) eizx—9)

n the polar coordinate representation, (1) is expressed as

M(p, x,0,) =
cosh(§) 0 —sinh(§)(cos x + isin x cos 6) —isinh(4)sinxsinf e~
0 cosh(%) —isinh(4)sinx sin e'¢ — sinh(£)(cos x — isin x cos 0)
— sinh(§)(cos x — isin x cos 0) isinh(5)sinxsing e=*® cosh(%) 0
isinh(4)sinx sinf e'¢ —sinh(4)(cos x + isin x cos 6)) 0 cosh(§)

(115)
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Obviously (II8) is a natural generalization of the SU(1,1) case (G7) with replacement of the U(1) factor
e~27" with the SU(2) factor H(x,0,$) (IF). The Gauss decomposition is also given by

M(p,x,ﬁ,qs):exp(tanh(g) (8 ymoq_m))-exp(—ln@osh(g» (10 _012))-exp(tanh<§> (ymoqm 8))

~ oxp (_ tanh(2) 4 L - i2m5)) exp <_ In(cosh(2)) 75) exp <tanh(§) e (L + i2m5)>,

2 2
(121)

which realizes a natural generalization of (G8]), again.

3.2 SO(4,1) squeeze operator
3.2.1 SO(4,1) Schwinger operator realization and SO(4,2) operators

As the SO(4,1) group does not accommodate the Majorana representation two-mode SO(4,1)
squeeze operator does not exist unlike the SO(2,3) case [23]. We then consider a set of four Schwinger
operators in correspondence with the Dirac representation:

a
- b
U = 126
b (126)
dt
whose components satisfy
(G, Wh] = kap,  [Fa, ¥p) = 0. (127)
Sandwiching (I00) with (I26]), we introduce the following Hermitian operators:
X =0tkew, X9 = Oy, (128)
X are explicitly
X' = —i(a'd" + bt —ad —be), X% = —(aldl —blct + ad — be),
X? = —i(alet —bldt —ac+bd), X*=—(alch +bTd" + ac+ bd),
X =ala+ b0+ cfe+dfd + 2, (129)
2The SO(4,1) gamma matrices [@Z) and generators (@) satisfy
(,Ya,)* — C"yaCfl, (Zab)* _ _Czabcfl’ (122)
where C denotes the charge conjugation matrix
0O 1 0 O
-1 0 0 O
c= 0 0 0 1 (123)
0O 0 -1 0
With C ([I23) the Majorana condition is imposed as
Uy = Oy, (124)
and so
(W5)* = C*CWyp = — Wy, (125)

Under the usual definition of the complex conjugation (¥*)* = ¥, (I25) implies ¥y; = 0, which means that the Majorana
spinor does not exist in the SO(4,1) group.

15



X consist of the SO(4) particle conserving operators Xmn

. 1 . 1
X1 =—c(ala—b'b—cletdld), X¥=io(-a'b+bla—cld+dlo),
L

2
; 1 ; 1
X = —ii(aTb —bla—cld+dic), X3 = —E(aTa —b'b+ cfe —d'd), (130)

. 1 R
X1 = —§(aTb +bla+cfd+de), X2 = (a'b+bla—cld—die),
and the remaining particle number non-conserving operators Xm5

X 1 . 1

X1 = 5(aﬁd* +blel + ad+be), X = —i§(aTdT — bl — ad 4 be),

X 1 . 1

X% = 5(aﬁcT —bld' + ac—bd), X* = —ii(aJ‘cT +b'd" — ac — bd). (131)

Notice that the Hermitian matrices k% (I00) do not satisfy the SO(4,1) algebra, but the corresponding
Hermitian operators X do satisfy the SO(4,1) algebra. SO(4,1) invariant operators are constructed as

A 1 A N A a4 A
XX, = > XXy = (VTR (TR +4), (132)
a<b
where
Ukl = afa+ b0 — cct — dd' = ng + ity — e — g — 2. (133)

Furthermore, X and X6 = — X6 = —%X“ constitute the SU(2,2) ~ SO(4,2) algebra in total:
[(XAB XOP) = jpACXBD _ jpAD X BC 4 jpyBD XAC _inBCXAD (A B,C,D =1,2,3,4,5,6) (134)
with
n*P = diag(—, —, —, —, +,+). (135)
The corresponding SU(2,2) ~ SO(4,2) Casimir is constructed as
XXy +4Y XPXop = 3(fta + iy — e — frg — 2)(Ra + iy — e — fra +2) = 3(PTRD)(TTRT +4). (136)
a<b
The eigenstates are given b
1

m (a’r)na (bT)nb (CT)nc (dT)nd |0,0,0,0>, (137)

|na7 nb7 nc7 nd> =
Obviously, the particle numbers, n,, 1y, n. and ng, uniquely specify the eigenstates.

3.2.2 Subgroup decomposition of the SO(4,1) squeeze operator

From a view of the SO(4,2) group theory, we delve into internal spin and pseudo-spin structures. The
S0O(4,2) group accommodates two important subgroups, the SO(4) group for spins and the SO(2,2) group
for pseudo-spins:

SO(4) ~ SUQ)L®SU2)r C SOM4,1) C SO@4,2), (138a)
50(2,2) ~ SU(1,1)7® SU(1,1)5 C SO(2,3) C SO(4,2). (138Db)

B3For oscillator realization of the SU(2,2) group and its representation, one may consult Refs.[54} [55] [56] 57, 58} [59] [60].
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For SO(4) ~ SU(2). ® SU(2)g, the corresponding left and right SU(2) spin operators are constructed as

N 1. - a f 1 a - 1 c f 1 c
Li = annX = (b) §O'i (b) 5 Ri 477mnX = (d) 501' (d) 5 (139)
which satisfy
3. o 3. o
S Lili=L(L+1), Y RiRi=R(R+1) (140)
i=1 i=1
with 1 1
L= 5 (a + 710), R= 5 (e + 2a). (141)
The SU(2,2) eigenstate ([I37) can be specified by the spin group quantum numbers,
| | A 1 ~ 1
L= i(ﬁa—i—ﬁb), R= §(ﬁc+ﬁd), L, = i(ﬁa—ﬁb), R, = §(ﬁc—ﬁd). (142)

Meanwhile for SO(2,2) ~ SU(1,1)r®SU(1,1)p, the corresponding top and bottom SU(1, 1) pseudo-spin
operators are introduced as

T T
o (a1 ;(a i (b 1 a

3
Z i 117 =T(T +1), > ;BB =B(B+1), (144)
ij=1 i=1
with n;; = diag(—, —, +) and

which satisfy

-1 A~ 1
T=5(ha—he=1), B=g(hy—ha—1). (145)
In detail,
. 1 1 1 . 1 1, 1
T = ii(aTcT —ac) = §X45 — ZXS’ TY = §(aTcT +ac) = ——X35 — —X47
Tz:l(aTa+cTc)+l:lX34+lX5 BT =i (deT—bd) X45—i-1X3
2 2 2 477 2 4
- 1 1 1, - 1 1 1.
BY = 5(deT +bd) = 5)(35 ZX4, B* = E(bTb_F d'd) + = 2X34 ZX5' (146)

The SU(2,2) eigenstate (I3T) can be specified by the pseudo-spin quantum numbers of 1", B, 7% and B*.

3.2.3 S50(4,1) squeeze operator and the interaction Hamiltonian

The existence of spin and pseudo-spin groups in the SO(4, 1) group implies that the SO(4, 1) formalism
is large enough to incorporate both spin and squeezed state structures. Replacing the non-Hermitian
matrices in (I16) with the corresponding Hermitian operators, we introduce the SO(4, 1) squeeze operator:

S’(p, Y, 0, ¢) — ¢ip Sy (xG0,0) Xms e—ip S ym(X,9,¢>)X’"5' (147)

The interaction Hamiltonian is then given by
H™(p, x,0,0) = —pz y" Xms

= g (sinx (cosB(a'ct —bldl) +sinf(e™atd + ebich)) —icosy (alc + deT)> +h.c. (148)
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The SO(4,1) squeeze operator is a unitary operator that satisfies

S(pyx,0,0)" = S(p,x,0,6)"" = S(—p,x,0, ). (149)

In ([I48]), we can easily see that the phase ¢ can be absorbed in the phase redefinition of the Schwinger
operators:

—i 2%

a = e ™@a b = b ¢ = ¢, d — e P4, (150)
where

a+pB=o (151)

To grasp physical meaning of the SO(4, 1) squeeze operator (I47), we rewrite the SO(4, 1) squeeze operator
in the language of the SU(2) spin and the SU(1,1) pseudo-spin groups. For this purpose, we apply the
Euler decomposition ([II8]) to the squeeze operator ([4T):

S(p,x,0,6) = H(x,0,0)" - S(p) - H(x, 0, ), (154)
where R X X
H(x,0,¢) = XX 0X7 omi0X™ _ B (v —0,—¢) - Dr(x, =0, 6) (155)
and .
S(p) = e X" = S2(p) - Sn(p). (156)
Here,

Di(x.0,9) = e ™ e e Di(x,0,6) = e e R TR Sy (p) = T, Sp(p) = e
(157)
Consequently, the SO(4, 1) squeeze operator can be expressed a

S(p.x0,6) = Dr(6,0.X) - Dr(=.0,~x) - S1(p) - S5(p) - Dr(x. =0, ~¢) - Dr(x, ~0.9),  (158)
Removing the right SU(2) factor of (I54]), we introduce the Schwinger-type SO(4,1) squeeze operator

S(p.x,0,0) = H(x,0,9)" - S(p) = Dr(¢,0,—x) - Dr(—,0,—x) - S7(p) - S5(p). (160)

4 One may of course utilize the Gauss decomposition of g(p, X;0,¢) (IZI) in deriving the number state expansion of the

SO(4,1) squeezed vacuum:
3 Py omelg s Py Py omlyg 5
S(p,x,0,d) = exp —tanh(a) y (5Xm —iXms) | - exp —log(cosh(a) X5) ) -exp tanh(a) y (5Xm +1iXms) ), (152)
where
1 - ~ . .
ym(5X7n — iX,m5) = isin ysinfe " *ald! + isinx sin0e’®btct + (cos x + isin x cos 0)a’ e + (cos x — i sinx cos 0)bTdT,
X5 = fq + 15y + A + fg + 2. (153)

In the main text, we however adopted the Euler decomposition as it manifests a clear physical meaning of the SO(4,1)
squeezed vacuum.

15We used D(x, 0, )" = D(—¢, —0, —x) in the derivation of (I53).

16The corresponding squeeze matrix of the Schwinger-type is given by

M(p,x,0,6) = H(x,8,¢)" - e ="

il(v_ . ;1 . i Ly . . ;1
cosh § cosg e’z (x—¢) —cosh § smg emiz(xte) sinh § cosg e’z (x—¢) sinh £ sm% etz (x+e)
. il —il(yv— . . i L . —il(y—
cosh § smg ez (x+e) cosh £ cos 0 —iz(x=9) —sinh £ sin 0 cizxte) sinh £ cos 0 —iz(x—9)
= 1 L1 -1 o1
—sinh £ cos g e i3 (x+9) sinh £ sin g etz (x=9) cosh £ cos g etz (x+e) —cosh & sin g etz (x=9)
. . —il(y— . i L . —il(y— i L
—sinh £ smg e tz(x=9) —sinh § cosg e'z(X+9)  cosh 8 smg e tz(x=9) cosh § Cosg ez (x+o)
(159)

18



4 S0O(4,1) squeezed vacuum and its basic properties

Armed with the spin and pseudo-spin based expression of the SO(4, 1) squeeze operator, we now derive
a mathematical expression of the SO(4,1) squeezed vacuum and discuss its physical properties.

4.1 SO(4,1) squeezed vacuum
4.1.1 Spin interpretation

We simply construct the SO(4, 1) squeezed vacuum by applying the SO(4, 1) squeeze operator to the
vacuum:

Sa(p, x, 0, ) = S(p, x, 6, )]0, 0,0,0). (161)
The squeezed vacuum is identical for the Dirac-type S and the Schwinger-type S:

|Sq(p7 X 97 ¢)> = ﬁL((bv 97 _X) : ﬁR(_(bv 97 _X) : ST(p) : gB(p)|Ou 07 07 0>
=3S(p,x.0,9)[0,0,0,0). (162)

This is a property similar to the original SO(2,1) case, in which the squeezed vacua in the Dirac-type
and the Schwinger-type are physically equivalent ([3). (In the case of the Sp(4;R) ~ SO(2,3) squeezed
states [23], the Dirac-type and Schwinger-type squeezed vacua are physically different.) Thus, the SO(4, 1)
squeezed vacuum inherits the uniqueness of the squeezed vacuum. Expanding the two squeeze operators,
Sroand S B, in terms of the number operators, we can express the squeezed vacuum ([I62]) as

1 [e’e} n+m . .
[Sa(p, x,0,9)) = Wg(g) n%::o (— tanh(g)) Dp(¢,0,—x)Dr(=6,0,—x) |n,m) ®@|n,m). (163)

With the spin interpretation (32)), we can rewrite (IG3) as

25
Saprxb ) -— Y3 < tanh§> D1(6,0,~x) - Dr(—6,0,x) 15,5.) © 5, 5.)

2(p
cosh (2> $=0,1/2,1,3/2,--- S.=—5

1 p 25 S
Z (_ tanh(i)) Z |Su Sz((baea _X)> ® |Sv Sz(_¢797_X)>'
S

2
cosh (g) 5=0,1/2,1,3/2,-- z=—8
(164)

Here, we changed the summation from n and m to S and S, according to ([82)). Thus, the SO(4,1) four-
mode squeezed vacuum can be understood as a linear combination of two-body spin-coherent states. In
([I64) the first spin direction is specified by (0, —¢) while the second spin direction is specified by (6, ¢),
and then, by tuning 6 and ¢, we can manipulate relative configurations of two splns. Extracting the U(1)
phase factor of the spin state

15,520, 6,x)) = e~ X>:|S,5.(6,9)), (165)
we can express ([64]) as
1 PR ‘
Sap0d) =m0 () 3D ANIS5.0.0) 915..0,-0), (160
cosh™(%) ¢y 1757 5/2. S.=—8

17In the four-mode interpretation, due to the independent phase choice of the four-mode operators, the angle ¢ can be
“gauged” away (I5I)), but in the spin interpretation, only the overall phase of a and b and that of ¢ and d are allowed to
change, since the angular momentum operators (I39) are just immune to overall phase redefinition of these operators. Thus
in the spin interpretation, ¢ cannot be gauged away and is indeed related the relative direction of two spins.
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where

1S,5.(0,9)) = D(¢,0,0)|8, S). (167)
One may find that ([IG0) naturally generalizes the number-state expansion of the original squeezed vacuum
(@) [Fig.
The SO(2,1) squeezed vacuum
— 1 - P " ingo
|SCI(p, ¢)> - COSh%ng()(_tanhE) € In) ® |n)

1n 11
= ® o —tanhB{’_W
cosh g 2

—tanh3£
2

The SO(4,1) squeezed vacuum

1 S
Saox )=y Y (-tann D) Y XS 5.(0.6)) 015.5.(0,-9)
COSN™3 5=0,1/2,1,- S.:=-5
S 00 1/2 1/2 3/2_3/2

1
=77 ey tanh— @+tanh2p . tanh3p ‘
cos
2

Figure 4: The original SO(2,1) squeezed vacuum is an entangled state of infinite (separable) pairs of

number-states. The SO(4,1) squeezed vacuum is an entangled state of infinite (maximally entangled)
spin-pairs.

4.1.2 Spin entanglement
We can represent (I64]) as

25
Sa(px0.0) = —os Y VESET (-mahB)) ISeS0a). (69

5=0,1/2,1,3/2,

where |S® S (x,0,¢)) denotes a (normalized) spin-pair state:

S
1
505 (0.0,0)) = Zom= Z S, 5:(¢,0,=X)) @S, 8(—6,0,—x))
1 S S S
= 55 Z Z Z DS)(¢,0,-X)1..5.D®) (=,0,X)r. 5. |5, L2) @ |S, Rz)
1 S S
el Z Z (D'(6,0,=x) D (=x, =0, =0))1.n. |5, L) @ |8, R2).
(169)
In the last equation, we used the property of the D-matrix:
D) (x,0,8)" = D) (¢, 0, x). (170)
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([I6]) exhibits a duplicate entanglement which we refer to as the hybrid entanglement:

1. An infinite number of spin-pairs are entangled with the squeeze parameter p. This manifests a natural
generalization of the entanglement of the original SO(2,1) squeezed vacuum.

2. In each spin-sector, two spins are maximally entangled. This is a unique feature in the SO(4,1) case.
In the original SO(2, 1) squeezed vacuum, the corresponding state is simply a product state, [n) ®|n).

The spin part (I69) can be expressed as a superposition of the integer total spin states only:
I=S®S=001020 - ©28. (171)

This is a generalization of the fact that even total number states |n) ® |n) only appear in the expansion

of the two-mode SO(2,1) squeezed vacuum. Using the Clebsch-Gordan coefficient C’jﬁjnhmmz, we can

construct total integer spin states

S S
ILL)= > Y C8§r.srlSL:)®|S Rs), (172)
L,=—SR,=-S
and (I69) is expressed as
1 25 I 1
[S@ 5 (x.0,0) = m;ﬂz Cs™ (. 0, 9)I1, L) (173)
where
CL (x.0,0) = Z Z CET5n. (DD)(6,0,—x) DS (=x, =0, —9))L. A.. (174)
L,=—SR,=—S

Consequently, the SO(4,1) squeezed vacuum ([IG8) is actually expressed as a linear combination of an
infinite number of spin-pairs with total integer spins:

I
Sa (px.0,0) = > >, CM(p,x.0,0) I, 1)), (175)
1=0,1,2,--- I,=—1I
with 1
z — p Lz
Cllox 0 9= Sy 2 (k@) Ot 0o6.9) (176)

Up to O(tanh(§)), (D) is represented as
1

ISq (p, x,0,9)) = m

<|O, 0) — tanh(g) <(cosx + i sin x cos A)|1, 1)) + v/2i sin x sin 6 cos ¢[1, 0))

+ (cos x — isin y cos §)|1, —1)) + v/2sin y sin @ sin ¢|0, 0>>) + O(tanh2(g))>.
(177)

4.2 Dimensional Reduction

Here, we discuss reductions of the squeezed vacuum associated with lower dimensional geometries of

the Bloch four-hyperboloid. First, we consider a 0D reduction: We focus on the the lowest point of the
upper leaf of H*, i.e., (z', 2%, 2, 2%, 2°) = (0,0,0,0,1), which corresponds to no squeezing p = 0, and so

the squeeze operator (I47) becomes trivial:

S=1. (178)
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The squeezed vacuum (I66) is reduced to the trivial vacuum:
[Sq) = 10,0,0,0). (179)
Next, let us consider a 2D reduction, H* — H?, which is realized at 6 = 0:
(z', 22 23, 2%, 2°) = (0,0, sin y sinh p, cos x sinh p, cosh p). (180)

The interaction Hamiltonian (I48) is reduced to
H™(p,x,0,¢) = ZS“TCT ZngdT e X +he. = HP (p,x) + Hg"(p, —X)
_ E[int(p7xjo70), (181)
and then the squeezed vacuum (I66) becomes

28 S
50 = salp ) @ balp e =z 3 (—n)) 3 nSIss) 0185,
S

2(p
cosh (2) 5=0,1/2,1,-- 2==5

(182)
which is obvious from (83)). Lastly, let us consider 1D reductions. For y = 0, we have (z!, 2%, 2%, 2%, 2%) =

(0,0,0,sinh p, cosh p) and the squeezed state is reduced to

1

VBT, Z 19, 5.) ® 1S, S.). (183)

[Sq) = L ) Z .“\/2S+ 1(— tanh(g))zs

Similarly for x =0 =¢ = T, i.e. (1,22, 23, 2%, 25%) = (0,sinh p, 0,0, cosh p), we have

pint T TN Pt gt Pt i _p oy _ frint int
H™(p, 503" 2)— 22((1 d ad)—HZ(b " —be) = Hpy' ) (p; )—l—H(bc)( ), (184)
and
1Sa) = [sa(p; 0))a,a @ [sa(p, m))e.c

- 5 Z VZS+1 (- tanh(2))2S

1
— —1)%7%:18,5,) ® |9, —S.). 185
COSh2 2 2 2S + 1 S:Z—S( ) | > | > ( )

Each spin sector of (I85) realizes a maximally entangled spin-singlet state

1 -
T O (FUSTIS S 015, -8.), (156)
S.=—8

which is utilized in the context of violations of Bell inequality for arbitrary spins [49] 50, [51] 52].
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4.3 Statistical properties
4.3.1 Statistics about spins
The probability function to find a state |S, L.) ® |S, R,) in the SO(4, 1) squeezed vacuum i1

Ps.r..r.(p, X 0,6) = [((S, Lz| @ (S, R|)| Sa.(p, x. 0, 9))|?

tanh*$(2) |(D®) (6,0, —x) DO (—x, =0, ~))1..n. | (189)

- cosh*(5) 2

We also introduce the following probability function to find the two spin-coherent state with L = R = S:
s

S
Ps(p)E Z Z Psqu,Rz(p7X’0’¢):

L.=—SR.=—

25%1 tanh*S (2). (190)
cosh™(§) 2

Meanwhile, the probability function for the original SO(2,1) squeezed vacuum is (see Appendix [A])

o,

t h2n
anh™"( 5

Po(p) = (191)

cosh?( £)

which monotonically decreases as the squeeze parameter increases. ([0) exhibits non-trivial behavior with
respect to S, and its maximum value is attained generally at S # 0 [Fig[]. This is because of the internal
spin degrees of freedom that appears as the numerator in (I90).

0.15

0.10

Pn(p=3)

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14

Figure 5: Behaviors of the probability functions for the SO(2,1) (blue) and SO(4,1) (red) for p = 2

and p = 3. The maximum value of Ps(p = 2,3) is attained at 25 = 1,4, while the maximum value of

P.(p = 2,3) is attained at n = 0. For p >> 1, the maximum value is attained at 25 ~ Le’.

— 4
It is straightforward to derive
()= Y. S Pslpx.8.9) =sinh’(5),
S=0,1/2,1,---
N 3 1
(8= > 8 Pslpx.b,0) = Ssinh* () + Zsinn(£), (192)
5=0,1/2,1,
18Since product of two D-matrices should be an SU(2) group element, it satisfies
S
> 109(6,0,—x) D (—x, =0, ~)r. k. [P =25 + 1. (187)
L.,R,=—S

From the formula, 32¢_1/01...(25 +1) tanh4s(§) = cosh?(4), one may see that the summation of (I8J) indeed becomes
unity:
S

Y. Psi.r.(px.0,9) =1 (188)
$=0,1/2,1,3/2,--- LyR.=—S
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and the variation of spin-magnitude is

N N A 1
(AS?) = (§%) — (8)% = 3 sinh? p. (193)
The ratio of the spin fluctuation
<AS2> 1 p
——— = —coth(z 194
G = ) (194)

monotonically decreases from oo to \/iﬁ as p increases from 0 to co (left of Figlf]). The expectation values
of the left and right spins are (see Appendix [B.T])

; N . - 3 1 A

(L) = (R) = smh2(g) =(8), (I =(R*= 5smh‘*(g) + 5smh?(g) = (7). (195)
In the expansion of the squeezed vacuum ([IG0), the expansion coefficient in front of the spin-pair, tanh(§)25 ,
will become dominant for higher S as p increases, and so higher spin states will become significant. The
correlation between the left and right spins is obtained as

(L Ry = 3 sinh(

- 2y 1 Lgnn2(2) = (92, (196)

2 2 2

(M[@6) can be derived by using the expectation values of the number operators . Consequently, (AL?) =
(L?) — (L)?, (AR?) = (R?) — (R)? and cov(L, R) = (L - R) — (L)(R), are given by

(AL%) = (AR?) = cov(L, R) = ésinhQ p=(AS?). (197)

The linear correlation coefficient, .J SO(4’1)(L, R) = M, takes the maximum value
(AL2) (AR?)

JSOUD(L,R) =1, (198)
which should be compared with that for the SO(2,1) two-mode squeezed vacuum (233H):
JIO0CY (ng my) = 1. (199)

As the original SO(2, 1) squeezed vacuum exhibits maximal correlation, the SO(4, 1) squeezed vacuum has
the maximal correlation between L and R spins. This result is reasonable since, without the spin degrees
of freedom, the SO(4, 1) squeeze vacuum is almost equivalent to the original SO(2,1) squeezed vacuum
(Figl) and two-mode correlations are analogous in the SO(4,1) and SO(2, 1) states. For z-components of
left and right spins, a bit of calculation shows ’(see Appendix [B.)

(L) =(R)=0, (AL2) = (AR?) = coimbp,

1
cov(L,,R,) = (L. - R.) — (L.)(R.) = 3 sinh? p (1 — 2sin? ysin? ), (200)
and then IR
gsounp gy e R g g g (201)
(AL.2) (AR.?)
At x = 0 = 7, the linear correlation (201 takes maximum negative correlation JSOUWO(L, R,) = —1,

while either at x = 0,7 or § = 0,7, (20QI) takes the maximum positive correlation JSC*1 (L, R,) = 41
(Right of Figlg). There is no correlation for x and @ that satisfy sin® y sin?6 = 1/2.
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Figure 6: Left: Behaviors of the spin magnitude (blue), spin fluctuation (red) and normalized spin fluctu-
ation (magenta) and with respect to the squeeze parameter. Right: The angular coordinate dependence of
JSOWU(L, R.). (The blue plane denotes .JJ = 0 for comparison.)

4.3.2 von Neumann entropy

With the usual definition of the density operator, p = [Sq (p, x, 0, ¢)){Sq.(p, x, 0, ¢)|, we construct the
reduced density operator

S
pRed) — Z Z (S,R.(—¢,0,—x)|p|S, R.(—, 6, —x))
$=0,1/2,1,--- R.=—S
S

1
=— > tah™(E) DT 1S.L.(6,6,—0))(S. L (6,0, )] (202)
cosh™(§) o 9 27 &
=0,1/2,1,--- L.=—
and so the von Neumann entropy is given by
1 > hi(e
SN = (M Dogpt) = —— s BT (25 +1) tan™ %) 1og(Lw(2p)). (203)
cosh™(3) 5=0,1/2,1.3/2,--- tanh™(3)

The coefficient (25 + 1) on the last right-hand side of ([203]) comes from the SU(2) spin degrees of freedom.
Meanwhile, the von Neumann entropy of the original squeezed vacuum (238) is given by

1 = p cosh?(£2)
§30@y — tanh?" (L) lo <72 . 204
VN coshz(g) nzozm " (2) & tanh2”(§) (204)

The von Neumann entropy of the SO(4,1) ([203]) grows rapidly than that of the SO(2,1) (204), because of
the internal spin degrees of freedom (Fig[T).
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SO(4,1)
SVN

SO(2,1)
SVN

Figure 7: The von Neumann entropies of the SO(2,1) (blue) 204]) and SO(4,1) (red) (203) squeezed vacua.

4.4 SO(4,1) uncertainty relations

From the SO(4,1) Schwinger operators, we introduce non-commutative 4D coordinates

X a—i—a +e+ch), X —z—a—aT—i—c—cT,
X b+bT+d+dT X ——z—b bl +d —db), 208
which satisfy the Heisenberg-Weyl algebra:
1
(X1, Xo] = [X3,Xy] = i (X1, X3] = [X1, Xu] = [X2, X5] = [ X2, Xu] = 0. (209)

From the expectation values for the squeezed vacuum (see Appendix [Bl), we have

(X1) = (X2) = (X5) = (X4) =0, (210)
and the variants
(AX0n)?) = (Xm)?) = (Xm)” = ((Xm)?)  (m=1,2,3,4) (211)
as
(AX1)?) = ((AX3)?) = i(coshp — sinh pcos ),
1
(AX2)H) = (AX,)?) = Z(coshp—i—smhpcosx) (212)
Consequently,
2 2 2 2 1 1 1
(AX1)")((AX2)7) = ((AX5)")(AXy)") = 6 1_65mh p sin®x > 6 (213)
90ne can adopt other 4D coordinates:
X = 2\/_(a+aT+b+bT) Xo = i2\1/_ f+b—0bh),
X3 = 2\/_(c+cf+d+dT) X4_—2\/_(c—cT+d dh, (205)
which satisfy same algebra as (209). However, their expectation values for the SO(4, 1) squeezed vacuum are
(X1) = (X2) = (X3) = (Xa) = 0, {(AX1)?) = ((AX2)®) = ((AX5)?) = ((AX4)?) = icoshp, (206)
and so 1 1
(AX1)?) - (AX2)?) = (AXa)) - (AX0)*) = s cosh?p > . (207)

Therefore, for (208)), only the trivial vacuum (p = 0) saturates the uncertainty bound.
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As the squeeze parameter p increases, the uncertainty ([ZI3]) monotonically increases. The inequality is

saturated at y = 0, 7:

(AX1P) = 167, (AX2)) = 6%, (AXsP)= 167, ((AX)?) = o™, (214)

To remove the x-dependence in (2I2)), let us apply the following coordinate rotation (same as in the
original case (22))):

X  _ginX X in X

{) - () G- (3 D6 e

but we end up with
(AX1)?) = ((AX3)?) = i(coshp — sinh p(cos? x + sin® x cos ),
(AX2)?) = ((AXy)?) = i(coshp + sinh p(cos? x + sin? x cos #)). (216)

As mentioned around (IZ1l), we can remove ¢-dependence by the redefinition of the Schwinger operators
but not x, so the angle dependence in ([2I2]) is not generally removal unlike the original SO(2,1) case (see
Appendix [A]). However, for the special case § = 0, x-dependence in (2I6) can be removed:

(AX2) = (AXs)) > 267, (AXa)) = (AXe)?) — 7e” (217)

Recall that for § = 0 the SO(4, 1) is simply reduced to the direct product of two SO(2, 1) squeezed states
with opposite angles, xy and —x ([I82), and in each SO(2,1) squeezed vacuum, the minimum uncertainty is
realized (Fig[).

Figure 8: The uncertainty regions for 6 = 0.

5 Summary

In this work, we proposed a generalized framework of the squeezed state that includes the spin degrees
of freedom based on the Bloch four-hyperboloid (Table [I). While the obtained SO(4,1) squeezed vacuum
is a four-mode squeezed state in the photon picture, it can be interpreted as an entangled spin state with
the Schwinger’s angular momentum operator formalism. The four parameters of the SO(4, 1) squeezed
vacuum have a clear geometric origin in the Bloch four-hyperboloid: The squeeze parameter corresponds to
the radial coordinate and the three internal spin parameters correspond to the three angular coordinates on
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SO(2,1) squeezed vacuum S0O(4,1) squeezed vacuum
Symmetry group | SO(2,1) = Sp(2;R) =U(1;H') SO(4,1) =U(1,1; H)
Representation Majorana/Dirac Dirac
Topological map 1st non-compact Hopf map 2nd non-compact (hybrid) Hopf map
Quantum manifold Bloch two-hyperboloid H? Bloch four-hyperboloid H*
Degrees of freedom One/two-mode photons Four-mode photons or two-mode spins

Table 1: Comparison between the SO(2,1) squeezed vacuum and the SO(4, 1) squeezed vacuum.

S3-latitude. As the original SO(2,1) squeezed vacuum is expressed by a superposition of identical number
two-mode photons, the SO(4, 1) squeezed vacuum is realized as a superposition of identical magnitude spin-
pairs. The SO(4, 1) squeezed vacuum exhibits a hybrid entanglement: One is about the infinite set of the
spin-pairs and the other is about two spins in each spin-pair. The linear correlation coefficient between the
left and right spins realizes the maximum correlation. The statistical properties of the SO(4,1) squeezed
vacuum are qualitatively different to the original SO(2,1) squeezed vacuum in several respects, such as the
spin magnitude dependence of the probability function and the angular coordinate dependence of the linear
correlation between the left and right third-spin-components. The uncertainty relation was also generalized
in 4D with coordinate dependence of the Bloch four-hyperboloid.

The Bloch four-hyperboloid has provided a formalism that accommodates higher spins and squeezed
states on the same footing. Since non-compact geometry can incorporate compact geometry as its internal
structure, theory based on non-compact geometry generally provides a more comprehensive framework
than that on compact geometry. While the importance of compact geometry in quantum information has
already been appreciated [61], non-compact or indefinite signature geometry has less been exploited so far.
We hope that significance of non-compact geometry in quantum information will be further unveiled in
future developments.
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A Basic properties of the SO(2,1) two-mode squeezed vacuum
This section is mainly based on Sec.7.7 of Gerry and Knight [7].

A.1 One-mode SO(2,1) squeezed vacuum (Majorana representation)

For the one-mode SO(2,1) squeezed vacuum

|Sq(p, ¢)> _ e_gei¢afz+§e—i¢a2|0>7 (218)
we have .
(n) = sinhz(g), (R?) = sinh4(g) +3 sinh? p. (219)
The variant of the number is 1
(AR?) = 5 sinh? p, (220)
and then
<An2

NACR V2eoth() > V. (221)
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The non-commutative coordinates which satisfy
1
[Xl, XQ] = 25

are defined as

1
X, = =—(a+adl), Xg:—ig(a—cﬁ).

N =

The relevant expectation values are

(X1) = (X2) =0, {((AX))?) = %(coshp —sinhpcos @), ((AX2)?) = i(coshp—l— sinh p cos ¢).

An appropriate choice of the rotation

(X1> (cos% —sin %) <X1>

P o) )
X5 sing  cosg X5
can remove the angle dependence of the variants:

(AX2) = 767, (AX2)?) = 7ef.

A.2 Two-mode SO(2,1) squeezed vacuum (Dirac representation)

For the SO(2,1) two-mode squeezed vacuum
[sa(p, ) = e~ 57T A b ),
the probability function is given by

Pn n = a 2= Ng,Np t h2na /_)
as b(p) |<n ,nb|sq(p,¢)>| d a,Mb COShQ(g) an (2)7

which satisfies

S P =Y Pup) =1
n=0

Ng,np=0

Here, P,, denotes the probability to find |n) ® |n) in the squeezed vacuum:

p
= tanh®(D).
cosh2(§) o (2)

The number averages are evaluated as
() = (M) = nzon - P, (p,¢) = sinhz(g),
. . L - . 1.
(#2) = (A3) = {Rafi) = Y n* - Pu(p, @) = sink*(5) + 7 sinh” p,
n=0

and the variants and covariants are

<Ana2> = <Anb2> = cov(ng,ny) = isinhz p.
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The ratio of the number fluctuation and the linear correlation are respectively given by

<Ana2> P
BTN = coth(i) >1, (233a)
T(nayny) = —2am) (233b)

(Ang®) (Am?)

The ratio ([233a) monotonically decreases to unity, as the squeeze parameter increases. The statistics of
the number is a super-Poissonian statistics.
With the density operator p = [sq(p, @)){sq(p, )|, the reduced density operator is defined as

1
e o J— tanh?" L n)r(n 234
p RP cost2(Z) nzozl; (2 inlL, (234)

and the associated von Neumann entropy is

1 [e%s} h2 P
Son = —tr(pReD log pReV) = — 3" tanh%(g) log(L(Q)). (235)

cosh?( 5) = tanh®" ( 2)

Expectation values for the non-commutative coordinates

1 1
Xi=——(a+a +b+b", Xo=—-i——(a—al +b—0"), 236

are given by
(X1) = (X2) =0, {((AX))?) = %(coshp —sinhpcos @), ((AX2)?) = i(coshp—l— sinh pcos ), (237)

which are identical to the one-mode case (2Z24)).

B Expectation values of the SO(4,1) and SO(2, 3) squeezed vacua

Even without knowing a simple number state expansion of squeezed vacuum, we can readily evaluate
squeezed vacuum expectation values by the covariance of the Schwinger operator:

St §=MU, (238)

which implies the following useful formula
(O(F)) = (Sq|O(¥)[Sq) = (0]STO(¥)S]0) = (0]O(ST¥S)[0) = (0]O(M¥)]0). (239)
B.1 S0O(4,1) squeezed vacuum
For the SO(4,1) squeezed vacuum ([IG1]), we can derive
(0]5Ta250y = (0]57¢28|0) = (0]5Tac S]0) = 0,
(015%aa" $10) = |Mur[* + [Mial® = cosh®(5),  (0187ee! §10) = [Maa? + [ Maa]? = cost®(5),
(0]STataS|0) = [Mys|? + [ Myl = smh2(g), (015 cTeS|0) = | Ma 2 + | Mo |? = smh2(g),

. N 1
(0|1STacS|0) = My M3, + Mo M3, = ~3 sinh p(cos x + i sin x cos 6), (240)

30



where M(p, x, 0, ¢) is (IIT). With these results, the expectation value of
(X,)? = %(a—i—aT +etch)?= %(OL2 taat+atat+at’ + 2 +cet +cfetet” +2ac+2act + 2ate+ 2atch), (241)

is evaluated as

1
(X1)?) = Z(coshp— sinh p cos x). (242)
In a similar manner, we have
(o) = () = (Re) = (fa) = sinh2(§),

(12) = () = (22) = (23) = 2sink* () + sin®(£),

<Ana2) = (Anb2> = <Anc2> = <And2> = isinh2 0, (243)

which are exactly equal to (23I) and (232). Furthermore with

() = (Nehg) = sinh4(g),

1
(RgTe) = (phg) = 1 sinh? p (cos? x + sin? x cos? 6) + sinh4(§),
1
(Rgfg) = (Nphe) = 1 sinh? p sin? y sin® 6 + sinh4(§). (244)

the covariances, cov(ng, npy) = (Nafp) — (g ){Np), are derived as
cov(ng,npy) = cov(ne, ng) =0,
1
cov(ng,ne) = cov(ng, ng) = 1 sinh? p (1 — sin? y sin” @),

1
cov(ng,ng) = cov(ng, ne) = 1 sinh? p sin? ysin? @), (245)

1

The linear correlation coefficients, J(ng,np) = ——u—oux
(Ang?)(Any?)

cov(ng,np), are

J(ng,np) = J(ne,ng) =0,
J(na,ne) = J(np,ng) = 1 — sin® y sin? 6,
J(ng,nq) = J(ny,n.) = sin’ x sin? 6. (246)

The linear correlation coefficients ([246]) depend on the angular coordinates, while for the original squeezed
vacuum they are constant ([233D). The linear correlation coefficients (246) become the maximum value 1
at x = 0,7 or § = 0,7, while they vanish either at x =6 = 7.

The expectation values for the left and right spins are evaluated as

(L) = (R) = (i) + 5 () = sinh®(), (L) = () =0, (247)
and
(B) = (B) = {{(a +0)?) = 5 sinh () + 2 sink(2),
(LR = i((ﬁa i) (e + 1)) = ésinth—i- sinhi' (%),
(12) = (R2) = {0 —i0)?) = £ sinb
(L.-R.) = %((ﬁa — i) (e — Ng)) = ésinh2 p (1 —2sin® y sin?6). (248)



Consequently,

(AL?) = (L?) — (L)% = i((An ) + 2c0v(ng, np) + (An2)) = ésinth = (AR?),
(AL2) = (£2) — (1)" = £ sink® p = (AR2) (249)
and
cov(L,R) = (L - R) — (L)(R) = i(cov(na, ne) 4+ cov(ng, ng) + cov(np, ne) + cov(ng, ng))
= % sinh? p,
cov(L,,R.) = (L. - R.) — (L.){(R.) = %(cov(na,nc) — cov(ng, ng) — cov(ng, ne) + cov(ny, ng))
= %smh2 (1 — 2sin® x sin® ). (250)

B.2 S0(2,3) ~ Sp(4;R) squeezed vacua

For comparison, we also derive expectation values for the SO(2, 3) squeezed vacua [23]. In the SO(2,3)
case, we have two-mode and four-mode squeezed states, since SO(2, 3) allows Majorana representation and
Dirac representation. The SO(2,3) squeezed vacua are also physically distinct for the Dirac-type and the
Schwinger-type. In this section, we utilize the following parameterization of the coordinates on H??2:

z! =sinfcosysinhp, z? =sinfsinysinhp, 2® = cos¢sinb cosh p,

zt =singsin@coshp, z° = cosb, (251)

which satisfy
(@) + (@2~ (@) — (@)~ () = -1 (252)

B.2.1 Two-mode SO(2,3) squeezed vacuum (Majorana representation)

e Dirac-type

(fg) = (fp) = sinh? p sinz(g),
(An,?) = (Any?) = sinh? p sin (g)(l + cosh(2p) sin (Z))

1
cov(ng,np) = 1 sinh? p sin? 6,
1

J(Na,np) = 4(1 + cosh(2p) sin2(%))'

(253)

Similar to the SO(4, 1) case (see Appendix[B.]), the expectation values for the Dirac-type SO(2, 3) squeezed
vacuum have angle dependence but in a different manner.

e Schwinger-type
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(fa) = (i) = sinb?(5),
(Ang?) = (Any?) = (Any?) = %sinh2 Ps

cov(ng,np) =0,
J(ng,mp) = 0. (254)

The Schwinger-type SO(2,3) squeezed vacuum is just given by a direct product of two SO(2,1) squeezed
vacuum states [23]. Therefore, (254 is just given by two copies of (2I9) and (220), and there is no correlation
between a and b modes.

B.2.2 Four-mode SO(2,3) squeezed vacuum (Dirac representation)

e Dirac-type

() = (i) = () = {fa) = sinh p sin®(2),
(Ang?) = (Any?) = (An?) = (Ang?) = sinh? p sinQ(g)(l +sin? p sinz(g)),

1 6
cov(ng,np) = cov(ne, ng) = 1 sinh?(2p) sin4(§), cov(ng,ne) = cov(ng,ng) =0,

1
cov(ng,ng) = cov(ng, ne) = 1 sinh? p sin? 6,
1 2 .2 9
J(ng,np) = J(ne,ng) = cosh” p sin“(=), J(ng,ne) = J(np,ng) =0,
(Ma, ) = J{ne, na) 1+sinh? p sin(2) psin(z), J(na;ne) = J(no,na)
1 0
J(Ma,ng) = J(np,ne) = cos?(=). 255
( d) ( b ) 1—|—Sinh2p Sin2(%) (2) ( )

As in the two-mode case ([253), ([253) exhibits non-trivial angle dependence but in a different manner. As
p increases, J(ng,np) and J(ne, ng) monotonically increase while J(nq,nq) and J(np,n.) monotonically

decrease.
e Schwinger-type
(Na) = (p) = (Ne) = (Na) = sinhQ(g),
1
<An¢l2> = <Anb2> = <Anc2> - <A71d2> - Z Sinh2 P,
cov(ng, np) = cov(ne, ng) =1,  cov(ng, ne) = cov(ng, ng) = cov(ng, n.) = cov(ny, ng) = 0,

J(na,np) = J(ne,ng) =1,  J(ng,ne) = J(ng,np) = J(np, ne) = J(np, ng) = 0. (256)

This is a straightforward generalization of the two-mode case ([254]).
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