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Abstract. Susskind-Glogower coherent states, whose Fock expansion coefficients in-
clude Bessel functions, have recently attracted considerable attention for their optical
properties. Nevertheless, identity resolution is still an open question, which is an es-
sential mathematical property that defines an overcomplete basis in the Fock space and
allows a coherent state quantization map. In this regard, the modified Susskind-Glogower
coherent states have been introduced as an alternative family of states that resolve the
identity resolution. In the present manuscript, the quantization map related to the modi-
fied Susskind-Glogower coherent states is exploited, which naturally leads to a particular
representation of the su(1, 1) Lie algebra in its discrete series. The latter provides evi-
dence about further generalizations of coherent states, built from the Susskind-Glogower
ones by extending the indexes of the Bessel functions of the first kind and, alternatively,
by employing the modified Bessel functions of the second kind. In this form, the new fam-
ilies of Susskind-Glogower-I and Susskind-Glogower-II coherent states are introduced.
The corresponding quantization maps are constructed so that they lead to general repre-
sentations of elements of the su(1, 1) and su(2) Lie algebras as generators of the SU(1, 1)
and SU(2) unitary irreducible representations respectively. For completeness, the optical
properties related to the new families of coherent states are explored and compared with
respect to some well-known optical states.
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1. Introduction

The origins of coherent states trace back to original work by Schrödinger [1], intro-
duced as wavepackets for the quantum harmonic oscillator so that their maximum point
follows a classical trajectory. Nonetheless, the term coherent states (CS) was coined until
the works of Glauber and Sudarshan in 1963 within the Fock space of states of the quan-
tum electromagnetic field [2,3]. Since then, a world of studies have been devoted to these
“standard” CS on various levels, e.g. algebraic, analytic, statistical properties [4, 5], role
played in quantization methods [6, 7], in quantum measurement and positive operator-
valued measures (POVM) [8, 9], quantum entanglement [10]. Furthermore, several gen-
eralizations in many directions have been proposed over all these years, starting from
spin and atomic CS [11,12], followed by CS for groups of algebras of many types [13–15],
nonlinear CS [16–21], generalization to squeezed states of light [22–25], and recently CS
for non-Hermitian [26–29] structures.

Among the several families of nonlinear coherent states, the Susskind-Glogower coher-
ent states [30] have shown to be a source of optical states with interesting features from
a physical point of view [31,32]. Such states involve Bessel functions in the coefficients of
their linear expansion in the Fock Hilbert space. Despite its success, the proof for identity
resolution is, to the best of authors’ knowledge, still an open problem. The latter is an
essential feature to define an overcomplete basis in the Fock Hilbert space, which is also
required for further implementations such as the CS integral quantization map [33]. To
overcome this issue, a modification to the coefficients of the linear combination of the
Susskind-Glogower CS has been introduced in [34] so that the required identity resolution
arises from the summation rules satisfied by the Bessel functions of the first kind. These
new states are known as modified Susskind-Glogower coherent states and have revealed
some interesting nonclassical features, measured through the Mandel parameter and the
Helstrom Bound [34].

In this manuscript, we start exploiting the CS integral quantization related to the
modified Susskind-Glogower CS. This leads to a set of linear operators that become the
su(1, 1) generators associated with the lowest value of the discrete series representation of
SU(1, 1). The latter suggests the existence of more general families of coherent states that
satisfy similar algebraic properties. Thus, we propose two alternative modifications to the
Susskind-Glogower CS so that the resulting linear combinations are both normalized and
allow the identity resolution. In this form, we arrive at new families of coherent states
that generalize the SU(1, 1) CS and SU(2) CS. Moreover, the respective quantization maps
yield representations of elements of the su(1, 1) (resp. su(2)) Lie algebra as generators
of the SU(1, 1) (resp. SU(2)) unitary irreducible representations (UIR) in its discrete
series (resp. 2j + 1-dimensional UIR). From the physical perspective, these new families
of coherent states reveal useful statistical properties, as well as a highly nonclassical
behavior in the context of quantum optics.
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The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we briefly summarize the construc-
tion of the Susskind-Glowover and the modified Susskind-Glogower coherent states. The
overcompleteness of the modified Susskind-Glogower coherent states is then exploited in
Section 3 to define a quantization map relating optical phase-space functions to unique
quantum operators that generate a particular representation of the su(1, 1) algebra. In
Sections 4-5, we introduce a generalization of the modified Susskind-Glogower coherent
states achieved by adjusting the index of the Bessel function in the expansion coefficients.
Each choice of index defines a new family of Susskind-Glogower-I coherent states (SGI
CS), from which we explore the quantization mechanism. In this form, we arrive at ladder
operators that generate different representations of the su(1, 1) algebra. For comparison,
in Section 6 we recapitulate some details of the SU(1, 1) Perelemov coherent states gen-
erated by the action of their unitary displacement operator. In Section 7 we explore an
alternative generalization such that, after replacing the Bessel functions of the first kind
with modified Bessel functions of the second kind, we build a family of overcomplete states
in finite Hilbert spaces that we call Susskind-Glogower-II coherent states (SGII CS). In
Section 8, the quantization map using the SGII CS reveals that the generators of the
su(2) algebra in its spin representations are obtained.

In Section 9, it is shown that, under the appropriate limits, the SGI and SGII CS
both contract to reproduce the Glauber-Sudarshan coherent states. Section 10 is devoted
to comparing the statistical and non-classical properties of the SGI CS with the SU(1, 1)
CS and the Susskind-Glogower coherent states, and the SGII CS with the SU(2) coherent
states. We particularly study the behavior of the Mandel parameter and the physical
quadrature variances to look for any trace of squeezing. Finally, In Section 11 we give our
conclusions and some perspectives. For completeness, in Appendix A, we provide details
about the computation of the normalization function related to the SGI CS.

2. Modified Susskind-Glogower coherent states

In the context of nonlinear f -deformed ladder operators [18], let us consider the set of
operators {V,V†} introduced by Susskind-Glogower [35], and recently studied in [31,32],
which are defined in terms of the conventional boson and number operators a, a†, n = a†a,
respectively, through the relation

(1) V :=
∞∑
n=1

|n− 1〉〈n| ≡ 1√
n + 1

a , V† :=
∞∑
n=0

|n+ 1〉〈n| ≡ a†
1√
n + 1

,

where (n + 1)−1/2 ≡ (n+1)−1/2. From now on, the identity operator 1 is omitted each time
it multiplies a constant. Moreover, 1 is the identity operator in the Fock Hilbert space
H = Span{|n〉}∞n=0, i.e. the closure of all finite linear combinations of the number states
|n〉, also known as Fock states [36]. The operators V and V† satisfy the commutation
relation [V,V†] = |0〉〈0|, which is a projector onto the vacuum state. Such a property

has been exploited to construct an exponential operator DSG(x) = ex(V†−V), with x ∈ R,
whose action on the vacuum state |0〉 leads to a nonlinear family of unit-norm coherent
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states known as Susskind-Glogower coherent states [30], given by

(2) |α〉SG = DSG(α)|0〉 =
∞∑
n=0

αn(n+ 1)
Jn+1(2r)

rn+1
|n〉 , α ∈ C , r := |α| .

Above Jn(z) the Bessel functions of the first kind [37], defined through the power series

(3) Jν(z) :=
(z

2

)ν ∞∑
m=0

(−1)m
(
z
2

)2m

m!Γ(ν +m+ 1)
.

The Susskind-Glogower CS have been extensively discussed in the literature, where the
respective nonclassical properties have been studied and documented. See [31, 32] for
details. Nevertheless, to the best of the authors knowledge, the identity resolution is still
an open problem, that is, the existence of a weight function w(α) such that

(4) 1 :=
∞∑
n=0

|n〉〈n| =
∫
α∈C

d2α

π
w(r)|α〉SGSG〈α| ,

is unknown or might not exist. This implies that the identity resolution generated by the
set {|α〉SG}α∈C cannot be taken for granted. It is not known either if this set defines a
continuous frame in the sense given in [38]. A workaround for this issue was addressed
in [33, 34], where the authors have introduced the modified Susskind-Glogower coherent
states, obtained after modifying the expansion coefficients of the coherent states (2) as

(5) |α〉mSG =
∞∑
n=0

αnhn(r)|n〉 , hn(r) =

√
n+ 1

N (r)

Jn+1(2r)

rn+1
, α ∈ C .

The states |α〉mSG have unit norm, while the identity resolution

(6) 1 =

∫
d2α

π
w(r)|α〉mSGmSG〈α| ,

is fulfilled with the weight function w(r) = N (r), where N (r) stands for the normalization
constant (for a general proof, see App. A)

(7) N (r) :=
1

r

∞∑
n=0

n[Jn(2r)]2 = 1F2

(
1/2

2, 2

∣∣∣∣− 4r2

)
.

Such a result ensures that {|α〉mSG}α∈C forms an overcomplete basis in the Fock space H.

Finally, the relation between the elements of the two CS families is given as

(8) |α〉mSG =
1√
N (|α|)

1√
n + 1

|α〉SG .

Hence, apart from the normalization factor, the modified Susskind-Glogower family results
from the action of the compact operator 1/

√
n + 1 on the Susskind-Glogower family.
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3. Quantization map related to the modified Susskind-Glogower
coherent states

The identity resolution (19) becomes an essential feature required to construct any
quantization mechanism, for it allows to relate an optical function f(α) : C → C to a
unique linear operator Af : H → H. Such a procedure is known as the quantization
map [33], and it is defined in terms of the modified Susskind-Glogower coherent states
through the integral transform

(9) f(α) 7→ Af =

∫
C

d2α

π
wκ(r)f(α)|α〉mSG mSG〈α| , r = |α| ,

so that the quantization of the function f(α) = 1 leads to the identity operator, a basic
requirement in any quantization mechanism [33] (see also [39]). Interestingly, the optical
functions f1(α) = α and f2(α) = α, with α the complex-conjugate of α, lead to the
f -deformed ladder operators

(10) α 7→ a(1) :=
∞∑
n=0

a(1)
n |n〉〈n+ 1| , α 7→

(
a(1)
)†

=
∞∑
n=0

(
a

(1)
n

)
|n+ 1〉〈n| ,

where the matrix elements are

(11) a(1)
n := 2

√
(n+ 1)(n+ 2)

∫ ∞
0

dr Jn+1(2r)Jn+2(2r) =

√
(n+ 1)(n+ 2)

2
.

In the latter result, we have used the identity [40]

(12)

∫ ∞
0

dt Jν(at)Jν+1(bt) =


aνb−ν−1 0 < a < b
1
2a

0 < a = b

0 0 < b < a

.

Notice that the following redefined operators:

(13) a
(1)
− := 2a(1) , a

(1)
+ := 2

(
a(1)
)†
, 2n(1) = [a

(1)
− , a

(1)
+ ] = n + 1 ,

fulfill the commutation relations

(14) [n(1), a
(1)
+ ] = ±a(1)

± , [a
(1)
− , a

(1)
+ ] = 2n(1) .

That is, the quantization map of the optical functions α and α leads naturally to a
set of linear mappings that serve as generators of the su(1, 1) Lie algebra in their Fock
representation. Moreover, it is well-known that such an algebra admits the Casimir
operator [14]

(15) C :=
(
n(1)
)2 − 1

2

(
a

(1)
+ a

(1)
− + a

(1)
− a

(1)
+

)
,

that commutes with all the generators of the algebra, i.e., [C, a
(1)
± ] = [C,n(1)] = 0. Also,

the Bargmann index [13], denoted by κ, provides information about the unitary irreducible
representations of SU(1, 1).

In general, for an orthogonal basis {|κ;m〉}∞m=0 carrying the irreducible representation
associated with κ, it follows that C(κ)|κ;m〉 = κ(κ− 1)|κ;m〉 holds for any m = 0, 1, · · · .
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In the present situation, with the Casimir operator (15) and the Fock Hilbert space H,
we have

(16) C|n〉 = 0|n〉 = 0 , n = 0, 1, · · · .

Hence, C ≡ C(1) and the quantization map (10) is related to a realization with Bargmann
index κ = 1.

In a previous work [41], in the context of the quantization map, it was shown that
the SU(1, 1) CS associated with the lowest value of the Bargmann index for the square
integrable holomorphic discrete series, κ = 1, lead to problems whenever some basic
optical functions are being quantized. Nevertheless, the results obtained in this section
reveal an intrinsic relation between the modified Susskind-Glogower coherent states and
the su(1, 1) algebra that deserves to be explored in full detail. Such a task is done in the
next sections.

4. Susskind-Glogower-I coherent states

The latter section provides evidence that a further generalization of the modified
Susskind-Glogower should be feasible so that realization of the su(1, 1) algebra can be
achieved for arbitrary values of the Bargmann index. In this section, we explore such
a generalization by introducing an arbitrary parameter κ into the index of the Bessel
functions of the modified Susskind-Glogower coherent states, that is, we consider the
change Jn+1(2r)→ Jn+κ(2r) in (5). Thus, we introduce the family of Susskind-Glogower-
I coherent states (SGI CS) constructed through the linear combination

(17) |α;κ〉I :=
∞∑
n=0

αnhn;κ(r)|n〉 , hn;κ(r) =

√
Cn;κ

Nκ(r)
Jn+κ(2r)

rn+κ
, r = |α| ,

where Nκ(r) stands for the normalization constant, and Cn;κ are unknown coefficients to
be determined. The linear combination (17) must satisfy two basic properties, normaliz-
ability for α ∈ C and identity resolution. First, we focus on the identity resolution so that
the unknown coefficients Cn;k are uniquely defined. Such a task is achieved by following
the identity [42]

(18)

∫ ∞
0

dt Jν(αt)Jµ(αt)t−λ =
αλ−1Γ(λ)Γ

(
ν+µ−λ+1

2

)
2λΓ

(−ν+µ+λ+1
2

)
Γ
(
ν−µ+λ+1

2

)
Γ
(
ν+µ+λ+1

2

) ,
which converges for Re(ν + µ + 1) > Reλ > 0 and α > 0. Thus, the identity resolution
associated with the linear combination (17) is determined from

(19) 1 =

∫
α∈C

d2α

π
wκ(r)|α;κ〉I I〈α;κ| =

∞∑
n=0

2Cm;κDκ
∫ ∞

0

dr r−(2κ−1) [Jn+κ(2r)]
2 |n〉〈n| ,

with the weight function fixed as wκ(r) = DκNk(r), and Dκ a proportionality factor
independent of n. The integral in (19) is solved by means of the identity (18), leading to

(20) 1 =
∞∑
n=0

Cn;κDκ
22κ−1(1/2)κ

(2κ− 1)Γ(κ)

1

(n+ 1)2κ−1

|n〉〈n| ,
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where (a)ν := Γ(a + ν)/Γ(a) stands for the Pochhammer symbol [43]. From the latter,
the identity resolution is achieved after fixing

(21) Cn;κ = (n+ 1)2κ−1 =
Γ(2κ+ n)

n!
, Dκ =

(2κ− 1)Γ(κ)

22κ−1(1/2)κ
.

From the convergence conditions of the integral (18), we conclude that the matrix el-
ements (19) converge for all n = 0, 1, · · · provided that κ > 1

2
. From (21), we have

completely characterized the SGI CS given in (17). Notice that the coefficients Cn;κ cor-
respond to the weighting factors of a negative binomial distribution. The latter is also
a common property of the SU(1, 1) Perelomov CS [14, 33], but with different weighting
factors. Thus, it seems that indeed both families of coherent states are related in a way.
More details are discussed in the sequel.

Now, we must verify the normalizability of the SGI CS. Interestingly, an analytic
expression can be determined for Nκ, which is computed after expanding the Bessel
functions in power series, and after arranging the resulting sums in a convenient form.
See App.A for a detailed proof. We thus have

(22) Nκ(r) :=
Γ(2κ)

[Γ(κ+ 1)]2
1F2

(
1/2

κ+ 1, κ+ 1

∣∣∣∣− 4r2

)
,

with

(23) pFq

(
a1, · · · ap
b1, · · · bq

∣∣∣∣ z) =
∞∑
n=0

(a1)n · · · (ap)n
(b1)n · · · (bq)n

zn

n!
,

the generalized hypergeometric function [43]. The series expansion (23) converges in z ∈ C
for q ≥ p, where the generalized hypergeometric function becomes an entire function [43].
For p = q + 1, the series converges inside the open unit-disk |z| < 1.

Therefore, the SGI CS constructed by the linear combination |α;κ〉 =
∑∞

n=0 c
(I)
n;κ(r)|n〉,

with expansion coefficients

(24) c(I)
n;κ(r) =

√
(2κ)n
n!

Γ(κ+ 1)

[
1F2

(
1/2

κ+ 1, κ+ 1

∣∣∣∣ − 4r2

)]−1/2
einφJn+κ(2r)

rk
,

define an overcomplete and normalizable set {|α;κ〉}α∈C.

5. Quantization map with SGI CS

With the use of the SGI CS, and from the identity resolution (19), it is possible
to repeat the integral quantization mechanism (9) that takes a given optical function
f(α) : C→ C and transforms it into an operator Af in H as

(25) f(α) 7→ Af =

∫
C

d2α

π
wκ(r)f(α)|α;κ〉I I〈α;κ| , r = |α| .

In analogy to the results found in Sec. 3, we consider f1(α) = α and f2(α) = α. Since the
weight wκ(r) is a real-valued function, it is clear that the quantization map of α 7→ a(k)

and α 7→ ã(κ) leads to the mutually adjoint operators ã(κ) ≡
(
a(κ)
)†

. In this regard, it is
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only necessary to compute one of the quantization maps, namely a(κ). The straightforward
calculation leads to

α 7→ a(κ) :=
∑
n=0

a(κ)
n |n〉〈n+ 1| , α 7→

(
a(κ)
)†

=
∞∑
n=0

(
a

(κ)
n

)
|n+ 1〉〈n| ,(26)

where the matrix elements are determined through

(27) a(κ)
n := 2Dκ

√
(n+ 1)(n+ 2κ)(n+ 2)2κ−2

∫ ∞
0

dr r−(2κ−2)Jn+κ(2r)Jn+κ+1(2r) .

With the aid of (18) we get

(28) a(κ)
n =

√
(n+ 1)(n+ 2κ)

2
, κ > 1 , n = 0, 1, · · · .

Contrary to the identity resolution (19), where κ > 1/2, the quantization of α and α is
achieved only for κ > 1. Although κ = 1 is excluded from the previous results, it was
already considered in Sec. 3. Thus, κ→ 1 becomes a valid limit case.

Now, it is convenient to introduce the rescaled operators

a
(κ)
− := 2aκ =

∞∑
n=0

√
(n+ 1)(n+ 2κ)|n〉〈n+ 1| ≡ a

√
n + 2κ− 1 ,(29)

a
(κ)
+ := 2 (aκ)† =

∞∑
n=0

√
(n+ 1)(n+ 2κ)|n+ 1〉〈n| ≡

√
n + 2κ− 1 a† .(30)

valid for κ ≥ 1. In this form, we can define a third operator from the commutation
relation between the ladder operators, such that we get

(31) n(κ) :=
1

2
[a

(κ)
− , a

(κ)
+ ] = n + κ , [n(κ), a

(κ)
± ] = ±a(κ)

± ,

In this form, the set {a(κ)
− , a

(κ)
+ ,n(κ)}, together with the Casimir operator

(32) C(κ) =
(
n(κ)

)2 − 1

2

(
a

(κ)
− a

(κ)
+ + a

(κ)
+ a

(κ)
−

)
, [C(κ), a

(κ)
± ] = [C(κ),n(κ)] = 0 ,

reveals that

(33) C(κ)|n〉 = κ(κ− 1)|n〉 .
That is, the quantization map obtained with SGI CS leads to a set of ladder operators
that serve as the representation of su(1, 1) with Bargmann index κ ≥ 1. Notice that
such generators are a one-mode and one-photon realization of su(1, 1), contrary to the

conventional two-photon realization [44] provided by the set {1
2
a2, 1

2

(
a†
)2
, 1

2

(
n + 1

2

)
}.

The family of coherent states constructed as eigenstates of ah−, together with its com-
pleteness and nonclassical properties, has been reported in [20]. Nevertheless, those co-
herent states are not considered throughout this work and, an alternative construction
will be considered in the next section.

In quantum optics and within the context of Glauber-Sudarshan coherent states [2],
the function |α|2 plays the role of the field intensity [33] since it is equal to the average
number of photons, 〈n〉 = |α|2. For generalized nonlinear coherent states, the average
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number of photons 〈n〉 is no longer proportional to |α|2. This property is discussed in
detail in the Sec. 10. Nevertheless, it is interesting to compute here the quantization map
of the function f(α) = |α|γ, with γ a real parameter. We get

|α|γ 7→ A(κ;γ) =

∫
C

d2α

π
w(r)rγ|α;κ〉I I〈α;κ| =

∞∑
n=0

A(κ;γ)
n |n〉〈n| ,(34)

A(κ;γ)
n := 2Dk(n+ 1)2κ−1

∫ ∞
0

dr r−(2κ−γ−1)[Jn+κ(2r)]
2 .(35)

Clearly, the latter integral converges for some specific values of γ and κ. For instance, the
asymptotic behavior of Jν(z) [37, 43] for z � 1, and z � 1, leads to

r−(2κ−γ−1)[Jn+κ(2r)]
2
∣∣
r→0
∼ x2n+γ+1

[Γ(n+ κ+ 1)]2
,(36)

r−(2κ−γ−1)[Jn+κ(2r)]
2
∣∣
r→∞ ∼

2r−(2κ−γ−2)

π
cos

(
r − π

2

(
n+ κ+

1

2

))
,(37)

respectively. Thus, from the integrand in (35), it is clear that the condition −2 < γ <
2κ − 1 is necessary to avoid singularities around r → 0, and to ensure convergence at
r →∞. Moreover, from (18) we obtain

(38) A(κ;γ)
n = Dκ;γ

(n+ 1)2κ−1

(n+ 1 + γ
2
)2κ−γ−1

, Dκ;γ =
1

2γ

(
2κ− 1

2κ− γ − 1

)
(κ− γ

2
)1/2

(κ)1/2

.

As a matter of fact, the quantization map of |α|2 is achieved only for κ > 3/2. However,
we should not be so much concerned about this fact since this quantity does not represent
the field intensity. From the general result (38), it is worth discussing some particular
cases. For γ = 2Λ, with Λ = 0, 1, · · · , we obtain a degree 2Λ polynomial of the number
operator n given by

(39) A(κ;2Λ) = Dκ;2Λ(n + 1)Λ(n + 2κ− Λ)Λ , κ > Λ +
1

2
.

In such a case, we get nonlinear quantized field amplitudes, from which the linear case
c1n+ c0, with c0 and c1 arbitrary constants, cannot be extracted under any special limit.

On the other hand, for γ = −1, we have the rational function of the number operator

(40) A(κ,−1) = Dκ,−1
(n + 1)2κ−1

(n + 1/2)2κ

, κ > 1 .

For other values of γ, the functional form of the operator A(κ,γ) cannot be reduced to
neither polynomial or rational functions of n.

6. One-photon SU(1, 1) coherent states

In the previous section, we have found that the quantization map of α and α through
the coherent states (17) lead naturally to a one-photon realization of the su(1, 1) Lie
algebra. In this section, we deal with the families of coherent states contructed through

the action of the displacement operator Dκ(z) = exp
(
za

(κ)
+ − z∗a

(κ)
+

)
on the fiducial state,
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in this case |0〉. The unitary displacement operator can be decomposed by means of the
well-known disentanglement formula [45,46]

(41) Dκ(τ(z, z∗)) ≡ eτa
(κ)
+ e−2νn(κ)

e−τ
∗a

(κ)
− , τ =

z

|z|
tanh(|z|) , ν = ln cosh(|z|) ,

leading to the coherent states

(42) |τ ;κ〉su(1,1) := Dκ(τ)|0〉 =
(
1− |τ |2

)κ ∞∑
n=0

τn
√

(2κ)n
n!
|n〉 , |τ | < 1 ,

which satisfy the overlap formula

(43) su(1,1)〈τ2;κ|τ1;κ〉su(1,1) =
(1− |τ1|2)

κ
(1− |τ2|2)

κ

(1− τ1τ 2)2κ , |τi| < 1 , i = 1, 2 .

The latter corresponds to the well-known Perelemov SU(1, 1) coherent states [14] defined
in the unit-disk and built from the UIR in the discrete series corresponding to the value
(33) of the Casimir operator determined by the parameter κ ≥ 1 introduced in the SGI
CS (17). In contradistinction to the Barut-Girardello construction, previously reported
in [20], the states |τ ;κ〉su(1,1) do not belong to the set of eigenstates of the annihilation

operator a
(κ)
− , instead we get

(44) a
(κ)
− |τ ;κ〉su(1,1) = 2κτ |τ ;κ〉su(1,1) + τ 2 ∂

∂τ

[(
1− |τ |2

)−κ |τ ;κ〉su(1,1)

]
.

The identity resolution for the family of coherent states (42) is achieved by means of the
weight function w̃κ(r) as

(45) 1 =

∫
|τ |<1

d2τ

π
w̃k(r)|τ ;κ〉su(1,1) su(1,1)〈τ ; τ | , w̃(r) =

2κ− 1

(1− r2)2
.

Thus, the set {|τ ;κ〉su(1,1)}|τ |<1 forms an overcomplete family for the Hilbert space Kκ

of square-integrable functions on the open unit-disk with measure
d2τ

π
w̃κ(r). In anal-

ogy to the SSI CS, we can exploit the identity resolution to construct the appropriate
quantization map, this time defined on the open unit-disk as

(46) g(τ) 7→ G :=

∫
|τ |<1

d2τ

π
w̃κ(r)g(τ) |τ ;κ〉su(1,1) su(1,1)〈τ ;κ| .

In particular, we consider the quantization maps (1−|τ |2)−1τ 7→ b and (1−|τ |2)−1τ 7→ b†,
which leads to the annihilation and creation operators
(47)

b(κ) :=
∞∑
n=0

√
(n+ 1)(n+ 2κ)

2(κ− 1)
|n〉〈n+ 1| ,

(
b(κ)

)†
:=

∞∑
n=0

√
(n+ 1)(n+ 2κ)

2(κ− 1)
|n+ 1〉〈n| ,

respectively. From the latter, it is clear that the new ladder operators are well-behaved
for κ > 1, that is, for the lower value of the discrete series κ = 1 the quantization
map is not defined, a fact already noticed in [41]. Interestingly, after introducing the
proper reparametrization b− ≡ 2(κ − 1)b and b+ ≡ 2(κ − 1)b†, it follows that the set
{b−,b+,

1
2
[b−,b+]} realizes the su(1, 1) Lie algebra.
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Additionally, the function (1− |τ |2)−1|τ |2γ leads to the operator

(48)
|τ |2γ

1− |τ |2
7→ B(κ;γ) :=

1

2(κ− 1)

∞∑
n=0

(n+ 1)γ
(n+ 2κ)γ−1

|n〉〈n| ,

which, for γ = 0 and γ = 1, reduces to the linear functions of the number operator

(49) B(κ;0) ≡ n + 2κ− 1

2(κ− 1)
, B(κ;1) ≡ n + 1

2(κ− 1)
.

Notice that, for γ equal to any other integer (either positive or negative), the operator
B(κ,γ) becomes a rational function of the number operator.

7. Susskind-Glogower-II coherent states

In this section, we consider an alternative set of coherent states, which rise as a
variation of the ones introduced in Sec. 4. This is achieved by modifying the functional
coefficients hn,κ(r), where κ ∈ N∗/2, with N∗ = {1, 2, · · · }, and introducing the modified
Bessel functions of the second kind Kν(r), defined as [37]

(50) Kν(z) :=
π

2

I−ν(z)− Iν(z)

sin πν
, Iν(z) := e−iπν/2Jν(iz) ,

with Iν(z) the modified Bessel function of the first kind. The function Kν(z) behave, for

the asymptotic value z → ∞, as Kν(z) ∼
√
π/(2z)e−z. For z → 0, the modified Bessel

function of second kind has a branch point for all ν ∈ C [43]. Moreover, Kν(z) is analytic
in C \ (−∞, 0]. In analogy to the functions hn;κ(r) of (5), we introduce the new functions
hn;κ written in terms of Kν(z). We thus introduce the Susskind-Glogower-II coherent
states (SGII CS) defined as

(51) |z;κ〉II =
2κ∑
n=0

znhn;κ(r)|n〉 , hn;κ(r) =

√
Cn;κ

Nκ(r)

Kn−κ(2r)

rn−κ
, z ∈ C , r = |z| ,

where Nκ(r) stands for the normalization factor, and the coefficients Cn;κ are independent
of z and such that the set {|z;κ〉}z∈C fulfills the identity resolution

(52) 12κ+1 :=
2κ∑
n=0

|n〉〈n| =
∫
z∈C

d2z

π
wk(r)|z;κ〉II II〈z;κ| ,

with wk(r) the respective weight function. In this form, the set {|z;κ〉}z∈C generates the
2κ+1-dimensional Hilbert subspace H(2κ) = Span{|n〉}2κ

n=0 ⊂ H. Notice that the coherent
states (51) are defined through a finite linear combination, for which the normalization
constant Nκ(r) converges in the complex-plane as long as hn;κ(r) is free of singularities
for r ∈ R+ ∪ {0}. From the asymptotic behavior previously discussed, we can guarantee
the finite-norm condition for n = 0, 1, · · · , 2κ. It is worth mentioning that hn;κ(r) leads to
singularities either at r = 0 or r →∞ for n = 2κ+ 1. For that reason, we have truncated
the linear combination in (51) and restricted the values of κ to non-negative integers or
half-integers.
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The identity resolution (52), together with Cn;κ, are determined from the formula [42]

(53)

∫ ∞
0

dt t−λKµ(at)Kν(at) =
2−2−λaλ−1

Γ(1− λ)
Γ

(
1− λ+ µ+ ν

2

)
Γ

(
1− λ− µ+ ν

2

)
× Γ

(
1− λ+ µ− ν

2

)
Γ

(
1− λ− µ− ν

2

)
,

which converges for Re a > 0, Reλ < 1− |Reµ| − |Re ν|. The straightforward calculation
shows that (52) holds for

(54) Cn;κ =

(
2κ

n

)
, wκ(r) = DκNκ(r) , Dκ =

4(2κ+ 1)

[Γ(k + 1)]2
,

with
(
a
b

)
the binomial coefficient. Thus, the expansion coefficients in the SGII CS define

a binomial-like distribution weighted by a modified Bessel function of the second kind
rather than the conventional binomial parameter.

Although the construction obtained so far for the SGII CS is general enough, hence-
forth we consider the particular case of half-integer values of κ, that is, κ = L + 1/2 for
L ∈ N. In such a case, the Bessel function KL+1/2(z) writes as [40]

(55) KL+ 1
2
(z) =

e−z√
2z

Γ(L+ 1/2)

(z/2)L
1F1

( −L
−2L

∣∣∣∣ 2z) , L = 0, 1, · · · .

We thus can exploit the symmetry of the modified Bessel functions of the second kind
Kν(z) = K−ν(z), together with the symmetry of the binomial coefficient

(
2L+1
n

)
, in order

to write the SGII CS as

(56) |z;L〉II =
1

[NL(r)]1/2

L∑
n=0

einφc
(II)
n;L(r)

[
|n〉+ ei(2L−2n+1)φ|2L− n〉

]
,

where the expansion coefficients are given by

(57) c
(II)
n;L(r) :=

√(
2L+ 1

n

)
Γ(L− n+ 1/2)rn 1F1

(
n− L

2n− 2L

∣∣∣∣ 4r

)
,

and the normalization simply reduces to

(58) NL(r) = 2
L∑
n=0

[
c

(II)
n;L(r)

]2

.

Given that NL(r) is a finite sum, and using the fact that Kn−L−1/2(2r) is an entire function
for n = 0, 1, · · ·L, we conclude that normalization function is well-defined on the whole
complex-plane.

8. Quantization map with SGII CS

Contrary to the coherent states introduced in Sec. 5, the quantization map defined
through the family of SGII CS leads to linear mappings for the finite-dimensional vector
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space H(2κ), for κ ∈ N∗/2. In this form, any complex-valued function j(z) induces a linear
operator

(59) j(z) 7→ J :=

∫
z∈C

d2z

π
wκ(r)j(z)|z;κ〉〈z;κ| ,

which can be thought as an endomorphism in H(2κ), or a mapping operator of the form
J : H → H(2κ). In particular, the functions z and z lead to the annihilation and creation

operators z 7→ c
(κ)
− and z 7→ c

(κ)
+ ≡

(
c(κ)
)†

, respectively, determined with the aid of (53)
as

c
(κ)
− :=

2κ∑
n=0

√
(n+ 1)(2κ− n)|n〉〈n+ 1| ,(60)

c
(κ)
+ :=

2κ∑
n=0

√
(n+ 1)(2κ− n)|n+ 1〉〈n| .(61)

Notice that the commutation relation between the previous ladder operators give rise to
a third operator of the form

(62) − 2c0 := [c
(κ)
− , c

(κ)
+ ] =

2κ∑
n=0

(n− κ)|n〉〈n| ,

such that the set {c−, c+, c0} represents a realization of the su(2) Lie algebra,

(63) [c
(κ)
0 , c

(κ)
± ] = ±c(κ)

± , [c
(κ)
− , c

(κ)
+ ] = −2c

(κ)
0 .

It is interesting to notice that the operator c
(κ)
0 plays an analogous role to that of the

z-projection operator Lz of the total angular momentum
−→
L . The previous realization

coincides with the Holstein-Primakoff realization [44,47,48] of SU(2).

Lastly, for the sake of completeness, it is worth mentioning that coherent states related

to the set of generators {c(κ)
0 , c

(κ)
− , c

(κ)
+ }, constructed through the appropriate exponential

representation, i.e, the so-called Radcliffe-Gilmore-Perelomov CS or spin CS, have been
extensively discussed, see for instance [6,14,46]. These su(2) coherent states are given by
the finite linear combination

(64) |ξ;κ〉su(2) =
2κ∑
n=0

√(
2κ

n

)
ξn

(1 + |ξ|2)κ
|n〉 , ξ ∈ C ,

where κ = 1/2, 1, 3/2, 2, · · · , as it occurs in the SGII CS.

9. Boson realization and contraction of algebras

In previous works, see for instance [41] and references therein, it was found that
the generators of the Fock representation of su(1, 1) are achievable from the appropri-
ately quantization map using the Perelomov su(1, 1) coherent states, also called Berezin-
Toeplitz quantization. Analogous results have been found for the su(2) algebra. In-
terestinlgy, the SU(1, 1) and SU(2) coherent states can be reduced to the conventional
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Glauber-Sudarshan coherent states [2], defined through the linear combination

(65) |α〉GS =
∞∑
n=0

cSGn (α)|n〉 , cSGn (α) = e−
|α|2
2
αn√
n!
.

Such a reduction is achieved by means of the so-called contraction procedure [6], where the
coherence parameter should be appropriately reparametrized while the Bargmann index
tends to infinity.

On the other hand, from the matrix representation, it is possible to find a way to
reduce the algebra generators to the boson operators. To this end, let us consider the
generators given in Eqs. (29)-(30) and the limit procedure

(66) lim
κ→∞

aκ−√
2κ
→ a , lim

κ→∞

aκ+√
2κ
→ a† .

Similarly, from the generators of the su(2) algebra in Eqs. (60)-(61) we get

(67) lim
κ→∞

cκ−√
2κ
→ a , lim

κ→∞

cκ+√
2κ
→ a† .

Thus, in both cases the boson operators are recovered.

From the previous reduction of algebra, it is clear that the |α;κ〉I and |z;κ〉II should
reduce to the Glauber-Sudarshan coherent states (65) under the appropriate limit. For
clarity, we consider each case separately.

Susskind-Glogower-I CS. For this case, we consider the conventional contraction used for

the SU(1, 1) CS, that is, we reparametrize the coherence parameter as |α| ≡ r =
√

k
2
|z|,

where |z|2 is the field intensity of the conventional coherent states, while the Bargmann
index tends to infinity, κ→∞. We thus get the reparametrized expansion coefficients

(68) c(I)
n;κ

(√
κ

2
|z|
)

:=
eiφn|z|n√

n!

[
1F2

(
1/2

κ+ 1, κ+ 1

∣∣∣∣ − 2κ|z|2
)]−1/2

×
√

(2κ)n(k/2)n/2

(κ+ 1)n

∞∑
q=0

(
−k

2
|z|2
)q

q!(n+ κ+ 1)q
.

Straightforward calculations show that, in the limit κ→∞, the generalized hypergeomet-
ric function 1F2(·) converges to one. Simultaneously, the Pochhammer symbols simplify
as (2k)n → (2k)n, (κ+1)n → κn, and (n+κ+1)1 → κq. The latter leads to the expansion
coefficients of the Glauber-Sudarshan coherent states

(69) lim
κ→∞

c(I)
n;κ

(√
κ

2
|z|
)
→ eiφn|z|n√

n!

∞∑
q=0

(
−1

2
|z|2
)q

q!
=
e−
|z|2
2 zn√
n!

, z := |z|eiφ .

Suskind-Glogower-II CS. The SGII CS (56) are such that the parameter L = 0, 1, · · ·
dictates the total number 2L+1 of elements in the linear combination. Thus, to recover the
Glauber-Sudarshan coherent states, it is necessary to consider the limit L→∞. Although
the latter limit allows recovering the infinite linear combination we require, this is just one
part of the contraction procedure. Now, let us consider the same reparametrization used
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in the SGI CS case, |α| ≡ r =
√

L
2
|z|, together with the limit L → ∞. With the help of

the Stirling approximation [43] we obtain the expansion coefficients and the normalization
constant

(70) lim
L→∞

c
(II)
n;L

(
L

2
|z|
)
∼
√
π

2

(
L

e

)L (eiφ|z|)n
√
n!

, lim
L→∞

NL

(
L

2
|z|
)
∼ π

2

(
L

e

)2L

e|z|
2

,

respectively. We thus obtain

(71) lim
L→∞

c
(II)
n;L

(
L
2
|z|
)[

NL

(
L
2
|z|
)]1/2 ∼ e−

1
2
|z|2 z

n

√
n!
, z = eiφ|z| ,

which is indeed the contraction to the Glauber-Sudarshan coherent states.

10. Photon statistics and nonclassical properties of the SGI and SGII
coherent states

In this section, we explore the nonclassical properties related to the SGI and SGII
CS. Notably, the nonclassicality associated with the conventional and modified Susskind-
Glogower coherent states has been studied in [34]. Since, for κ = 1, the SGI CS reduce to
the modified Susskind-Glogower CS, the nonclassical properties reduces to those studied
in [34], and we are left to analyze such behavior for κ > 1. Moreover, the SGII CS provide
a finite linear combination that deserves special attention by itself as an alternative to
the SU(2) coherent states (64).

Although we can perform several nonclassicality tests, we focus mainly on two, namely
the photon distribution squeezing and the quadrature squeezing. The photon distribution
squeezing is determined through the Mandel parameter [5, 49], a quantity that dictates
the deviation of the variance from the average number of photons. The Mandel parameter
is determined through

(72) Q :=
(∆n)2

〈n〉
− 1 , (∆n)2 = 〈n2〉 − 〈n〉2 .

The vacuum state |0〉 and the Glauber-Sudarshan coherent states are special cases in
which Q = 0, that is, the photon are distributed in the linear combination as a Poisson
distribution. For the Fock states |n〉, with n = 1, 2 · · · , the Mandel parameter takes its
lowest value Q = −1, and so the photon distribution is said to be maximally squeezed.
Furthermore, photon distribution squeezing is achieved for −1 ≤ Q < 0. The related
states are said to have sub-Poisson photon distribution, and are nonclassical. For Q > 0,
the states are said to have a super-Poisson distribution, or equivalently, they are viewed
as “classical” states.

On the other hand, squeezing can be explored in terms of the physical quadratures
x = (a+a†)/

√
2 and p = −i(a−a†)/

√
2, which satisfy the commutation relation [a, a†] = i.

In the latter, the Planck’s constant has been absorbed for simplicity. We thus have the
Heisenberg uncertainty relation

(73) (∆x)(∆p) ≥ 1

2
, (∆x)2 = 〈x2〉 − 〈x〉2 , (∆p)2 = 〈p2〉 − 〈p〉2 .
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(a) nκ(r) (b) dnκ(r)
dr

(c) r(n)

Figure 1. Average number of photons nκ(r) ≡ 〈n〉 (a) and its respective
derivative (b) as a function of the coherence parameter modulus r ≡ |α| for
several values of κ. Coherence parameter modulus r(n) as a function of the
average number of photons (c).

Then, we say that an arbitrary state |ψ〉 squeezes the quadrature x whenever the inequality
(∆x)2 < 1/2 holds [50,51]. Clearly, the uncertainty relation (73) implies that the variance
of the quadrature p spreads. Analogous results hold for (∆p)2 < 1/2.

Now, we discuss the nonclassicality of the families of SGI and SGII coherent states
separately.

Susskind-Glogower-I CS. Let us consider the SGI CS, defined by the expansion coefficient
given in (24). We can exploit the same procedure used to determine the normalization
constant Nκ(r) (for details see App. A) and compute the average value of the number of
photons 〈n〉κ;I ≡ 〈α;κ|n|α;κ〉, as well as 〈n2〉κ;I ≡ 〈α;κ|n2|α;κ〉. We thus get

〈n〉κ;I =
Γ(2κ+ 1)r2

[Γ(κ+ 2)]2Nκ(r)
2F3

(
3/2,1

κ+ 2,κ+ 2, 2

∣∣∣∣− 4r2

)
=

Γ(2κ+ 1)

2[Γ(κ+ 1)]2Nκ(r)
− κ ,(74)

〈n2〉κ;I = 〈n〉κ +
Γ(2κ+ 2)r4

[Γ(κ+ 3)]2Nκ(r)
2F3

(
3/2,2

κ+ 3,κ+ 3, 3

∣∣∣∣− 4r2

)
.(75)

We have previously noticed a resemblance between the expansion coefficients of the
SU(1, 1) CS and those of the SGI CS, as both are weighted by a negative binomial factor.
To explore to what extend such states are indeed related, it is useful to analyze their
respective photon distributions. Nevertheless, the SU(1, 1) CS (42) converge in the open
unit-disk, whereas the SGI converge in the whole complex-plane. Therefore, it is necessary
to establish common grounds in which both coherent states can be compared. Such a task
is achieved by expressing every nonclassical measure or statistical properties in terms of
the average number of photon n(|α|) = 〈α|n|α〉, with |α〉 any family of coherent states
parametrized by a complex parameter α. The latter is one of the global property that
characterizes any quantum state of light constructed as a linear combination of Fock
states. Henceforth, we rewrite r = |α| in terms of the average number of photons n
for every coherent state in consideration, that is, r(n). Although such reparametrization
cannot always be achieved through analytic expressions, it is always feasible by numerical
means. In this form, we can compare any two coherent states, even if those converge in
different regions of the complex-plane.
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(a) n = 1 (b) n = 4

Figure 2. Probability densities P I
n(n;κ) (solid-red), Psu(1,1)

n (n;κ) (dashed-
blue), and PGS

n (n;κ) (dotted-black) in terms of their respective average
number of photons n for n = 1 (a) and n = 4 (b). In both cases, κ = 5 and
κ = 40 have been fixed for the main plot and the inset, respectively.

Before proceeding, it is worth to mention that, for the Glauber-Sudarshan case, the
average number of photons is simply given by n(r) = r2, whereas for the SU(1, 1) CS
we get n(r) = 2κr2(1 − r2)−1. Both functions are trivially invertible. For the SGI
case, the average number of photons nκ;I(r) in (74) is an invertible function if it is a
strictly monotone function [52, 53], that is, for r1 > r2 (r1 < r2) we have n(r1) > n(r2)
(n(r1) < n(r2)). From (74), it is clear that nκ;I(r) > 0 for all r ≥ 0. Moreover, it is
trivial to prove that dnκ;I(r)/dr > 0, for all r > 0. We conclude that nκ;I(r) is a strictly
increasing function, and thus invertible for r > 0. The behavior of the average number of
photon and its numerical inverse function are depicted in Fig. 1 for several values of κ.

Now, we compare the photon statistics for several families of coherent states in terms of
their respective average number of photons. To this end, let us consider the SU(1, 1), SGI,
and Glauber-Sudarshan coherent states, together with the respective probability densities

PSU(1,1)
n (n;κ) = |cSU(1,1)

n;κ (r(n))|2, P I
n(n;κ) = |c(I)

n;κ(r(n))|2, and PGS
n (n;κ) = |cGS

n (r(n))|2.
We thus depict the behavior of the probability densities in Fig. 2 for κ = 5 and κ = 40 (see
insets in Fig. 2). From the latter, it is clear that larger values of κ steer both probability

densities PSU(1,1)
n (n;κ) and P I

n(n;κ) into PGS
n (n;κ). Clearly, such a behavior corresponds

to the contraction limit of the su(1, 1) coherent states [6] and to the contraction limit
discussed in Sec. 9.

It is worth recalling that the SU(1, 1) coherent states emerge naturally in the construc-
tion of squeezed states of light, an archetype example of a nonclassical state of light [15,46].
Thus, given the relation between the SGI and the SU(1, 1) coherent states, it is expected
to obtain some interesting nonclassical properties from the SGI CS. Furthermore, for the
time being, we are mostly interested to compare the nonclassical properties among |α〉SG,
|α〉mSG, and |α;κ〉I. Such an information is available in Fig. 3a, where we depict the be-
havior for the Mandel parameter as a function of n, with n the respective average number
of photons for each family of coherent states under consideration.

Although both the conventional and modified Susskind-Glogower (κ = 1) coherent
states have a negative Mandel parameter (photon distribution squeezing), it is clear that
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the former is more squeezed than the latter, a result already discussed in [34]. Neverthe-
less, for higher values of κ, the SGI CS are indeed a more reliable source of nonclassicality,
for the Mandel parameter becomes negative for larger values of the average number of
photons. For completeness, in Figs. 3b-3c we depict the quadrature variances (∆x) and
(∆p), where it follows that the SGI CS serve as a source of field-amplitude noise squeezing
as well. However, the latter is highly sensitive to any change in the average number of
photons.

κ=1

κ=5

κ=40

SG-CS

0
n

30

-0.6

0

(a) Q

0
n

5
0

0.5

(b) (∆x)2

0
n

5
0

0.5

(c) (∆p)2

Figure 3. Mandel parameter (72) (a), together with the physical variances
(∆x)2 (b) and (∆p)2 (c) for the SGI CS (17) as a function of the average
number of photons (74) for several values of κ.

Susskind-Glogower-II CS. Contrary to the SGI CS, the SGII CS are constructed as a
finite linear combination of Fock states, and the average number of photons n(r) is a
bounded function because it cannot exceed the maximum number of photons used in the
combination. From the symmetry fulfilled by the modified Bessel functions of the second
kind, K−ν(z) = Kν(z), and after some calculations, we find that the average number of
photons is independent of r, nκ;II(r) = κ. Thus, a reparametrization for r = |z| in terms
of the number of photons is not longer feasible. Despite this issue, we can compare the

probability distribution for the SGII CS, P II
n (r;κ) = |c(II)

n;κ(r)|2, with that of the SU(2) CS,

PSU(2)
n (r;κ) = |cSU(2)

n;κ (r)|2. The respective behavior is depicted in Fig. 4 for κ = 2 and
κ = 5/2 for several values of n. In such a figure, the probability distribution for the SGII
CS behaves as a constant, different from zero, for large values of r. The latter is a result



GENERALIZED SUSSKIND-GLOGOWER COHERENT STATES 19

(a) κ = 2 (b) κ = 5/2

Figure 4. Probability densities P II
n (r;κ) in terms of r = |α| for n = 0

(solid-red), n = 1 (dashed-blue), and n = 2 (dotted-black). In the inset, we

depict PSU(2)
n (r;κ) with the same parameters used in the main figure.

that can be determined explicitly from the asymptotic behavior, Kν(x) ∼
√

π
2x
e−x, for

x >> 1. In this form, we find

(76) C(II)
n;κ (r) ∼ einφ

2k

√(
2κ

n

)
, r >> 1 , z = reiφ ,

which also explains the behavior depicted in Fig. 4 for large values of r.

Although we do not have a simple expression for 〈n2〉κ;II(r) := II〈z;κ|n2|z;κ〉II, we
can exploit the asymptotic coefficients (76), leading to 〈n2〉κ;II(r) ∼ κ(κ + 1/2) and to
the Mandel parameter QII ∼ −1/2. Notice that Q is independent of κ and r for r >> 1.
The global behavior of the Mandel parameter is depicted in Fig. 5, where we compare the
SGII and the SU(2) coherent states. In it, we can see a photon-distribution transitioning
from the super-Poisson to the sub-Poisson regimes as r increases and approaching asymp-
totically to Q = −1/2. Therefore, the SGII CS are indeed a source of nonclassical states;
however, its photon distribution squeezing is lower than that of the SU(2) CS.

On the other hand, the quadrature squeezing reveals complementary information to
that of the photon distribution, which is available in Fig. 6. In it, we compare the
quadrature squeezing of both the SGII and the SU(2) coherent states for several values of
κ. Particularly, quadrature squeezing is missing for the SGII CS when κ = 1/2, as shown
in Fig. 6a. Nevertheless, for higher values of κ, we indeed obtain quadrature squeezing
for the SGII CS, as shown in Figs. 6b-6c. In contradistinction to the SU(2) CS, the
quadrature squeezing distributes uniformly at large enough values of r for the SGII CS,
converging asymptotically to a constant value. This means that quadrature squeezing is
preserved continuously for the SGII CS, where in the SU(2) CS such a squeezing is highly
susceptible to any changes on r. The latter clearly represents an advantage of the SGII
CS over the SU(2).
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Figure 5. Mandel parameter Q, computed from (72) using the SGII CS
|z;κ〉II, as a function of r = |z| for κ = 1/2 (solid-red), κ = 2 (dashed-blue),
and κ = 5 (dotted-black). The dash-dotted-green curve denotes the Mandel
parameter for the SU(2) CS, which is independent of κ.

(a) κ = 1/2 (b) κ = 2

(c) κ = 5

Figure 6. Quadrature variances (∆x)2 (solid-red), (∆p)2 (dashed-blue),
and the product (∆x)(∆p) (dotted-black) associated with the SGII CS.
The inset denotes the respective variances for the SU(2) coherent states.
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11. Conclusions

Throughout this manuscript, we have successfully generalized the family of modified
Susskind-Glogower coherent states [34], initially introduced as a deformation of the con-
ventional Susskind-Glogower [31,32]. The latter was achieved by noticing that the quan-
tization map of the appropriate optical functions associated with the modified Susskind-
Glogower CS leads to generators of Fock representations of the su(1, 1) algebra, in which
the Fock space plays the role of the unitary irreducible representation with the lowest
Bargmann index, κ = 1. The latter certainly paves the way for a generalization of the
modified family so that the Bargmann index can be fixed freely. Such a task is fea-
sible after cleverly modifying the index of the Bessel functions of the first kind inside
the expansion coefficients. In this form, the resulting states, called Susskind-Glogower-I
coherent states, are determined so that they satisfy both the completeness and normaliza-
tion condition. In this form, we get the expected result, that is, the Fock basis carries the
irreducible representation of su(1, 1) for arbitrary values of the Bargmann index κ ≥ 1.

After replacing the expansion coefficients of the modified Susskind-Glogower CS with
modified Bessel function of the second kind, while truncating the linear combination to
avoid singularities, we managed to construct the normalized Suskind-Glogower-II CS,
which are a family of overcomplete states in a Hilbert space of finite-dimension. This new
family of states is such that, in contradistinction to the SGI CS, we obtain the generators
of su(2) after performing the appropriate quantization map. Interestingly, using the
contraction limit [6], both the SGI and the SGII CS reduce to the conventional Glauber-
Sudarshan CS, while the respective algebra generators reduce to the boson operators.
That is, the algebras su(1, 1) and su(2) contract to the Heisenberg-Weyl algebra.

Remarkably, the new families of coherent states exhibit nonclassical properties that
enhance some of the properties for the SU(1, 1) and SU(2) coherent states. It is worth to
remark that, for the SGII CS, we obtain quadrature and photon squeezing that stabilizes
for r � 1, that is, the nonclassical properties converge smoothly to a constant value, as
it was depicted in Figs. 4-6. Particularly, although the Mandel parameter related to the
SGII CS is less negative (less nonclasssical) than that of the SU(2) CS, the quadrature
squeezing is larger and constant for the SGII CS.

The results obtained so far pave the way for further research. For instance, after
comparing the SGI CS with the SU(1, 1) coherent states, it is clear that both share the
same negative-binomial factor weighted by different functions of the coherence parameter
modulus r = |α|. Thus, given that the resulting quantization map generates the same
Lie algebra, it is clear that a relationship between the two families of coherent states
should exist. Since both families of coherent states are normalized, there must be a
unitary transformation that connects them. The latter could bring a way to determine
the appropriate displacement operator to construct the SGI CS. Analogous results should
hold for the SGII CS. On the other hand, the results obtained so far have led to the one-
photon realization of the su(1, 1) and su(2) algebras. However, it is still possible to explore
to what extend multiboson realizations are feasible, such as the well-known two-photon
realization introduced for the squeezed states by Nieto et al. [44]. The latter requires
special attention by itself and the corresponding results will be reported elsewhere.
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Appendix A. Normalization constant Nκ(r)

In this section, we show the intermediate step required to compute the normalization
constant associated to the SGI CS. To this end, we exploit the series expansion of the
Bessel function Jν(z) given in (3). We thus get
(77)

Nκ(r) =
∞∑
n=0

(n+ 1)2κ−1

r2κ
[Jn+κ(2r)]

2 =
∞∑

n,p,q=0

(−1)p+q(n+ 1)2κ−1r
2(n+p+q)

p!q!Γ(p+ n+ k + 1)Γ(q + n+ k + 1)
.

The latter can be taken into a convenient form after noticing that terms inside a double-
sum can be re-arranged as

(78)
∞∑
n=0

∞∑
m=0

An,m =
∞∑
n=0

n∑
m=0

An−m,m =
∞∑
m=0

m∑
n=0

An,m−n ,

where, after performing two times the previous identity, we have

(79) Nκ(r) =
∞∑
n=0

r2n

[(n+ κ)!]2

n∑
p=0

n−p∑
q=0

(−1)p+q(n+ 1− p− q)2κ−1

p!q!(n+ κ+ 1)−q(n+ κ+ 1)−p
.

Interestingly, the finite sum on q can be re-arranged once again after applying the change
of variable q → n− p− q, leading to

(80) Nκ(r) =
∞∑
n=0

(−1)nr2n

[(n+ κ)!]2

n∑
p=0

1

p!(n+ κ+ 1)−p

n−p∑
q=0

(−1)q(q + 1)2κ−1

(n− p− q)!(n+ κ+ 1)q+p−n
.

The latter allows reducing the sum over q into a hypergeometric function of the form

(81)
Γ(2κ)Γ(n+ κ+ 1)

Γ(n+ 1− p)Γ(p+ κ+ 1)
2F1

(
2κ, p− n
p+ κ+ 1

∣∣∣∣ 1) =
Γ(2κ)Γ(n+ 1− κ)

Γ(n+ 1− p)Γ(p+ 1− κ)

where the asymptotic behavior 2F1

(
a, b

c

∣∣∣∣ 1) = Γ(c)Γ(c−a−b)
Γ(c−a)Γ(c−b) have been used [43]. After

substituting the previous result in (80) we reduced the normalization constant to the
double sum

(82) Nκ(r) = Γ(2κ)
∞∑
n=0

r2n(−1)n(1− κ)n
[Γ(n+ κ+ 1)]2n!

n∑
p=0

(−n− κ)p(−n)p
p!(1− κ)p

.

The sum over p is treated in similar form to that of q. After some calculations we get the
final result

(83) Nκ(r) =
Γ(2κ)

[Γ(k + 1)]2
1F2

(
1/2

κ+ 1, κ+ 1

∣∣∣∣− 4r2

)
.
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Montréal. K. Zelaya acknowledges the support from the Mathematical Physics Laboratory
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