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Abstract

Within the framework of the probability representation of quantum mechanics, we study a superposition
of generic Gaussian states associated to symmetries of a regular polygon of n sides; in other words, the cyclic
groups (containing the rotational symmetries) and dihedral groups (containing the rotational and inversion
symmetries). We obtain the Wigner functions and tomographic probability distributions (symplectic and
optical tomograms) determining the density matrices of the states explicitly as the sums of Gaussian terms.
The obtained Wigner functions demonstrate nonclassical behavior, i.e., contain negative values, while the
tomograms show a series of maxima and minima different for each state, where the number of the critical
points reflects the order of the group defining the states. We discuss general properties of such a generalization
of normal probability distributions.

1 Introduction

The states of quantum systems can described by different approaches: as wave functions [1], as density
matrices [2, 3], or using standard probability distributions called the tomographic representation of quantum
states [4–6]. In particular, even and odd superpositions of Gaussian wave functions of standard coherent
states (i.e., coherent states considered by Glauber [7] and Sudarshan [8]) have been very important for the
development of quantum theory as they present non-classical behavior in spite of being the superposition of
quasi-classical states. These states called even and odd Schrödinger cat states were studied in [9–11]. They
have specific symmetry properties associated to the group of two elements – the identity and mirror reflection
operations in the phase space. The even and odd coherent states were studied in the probability representation
in [12,13]. The states with other symmetries, such as crystallographic symmetries, were applied to Schrödinger
cat states in [14–16]. In [17], different ways to detect the bipartite entanglement, using the tomographic
probability representation, were presented. Additionally, it has been established that the generalization of
the symmetric superposition of coherent states can be used as a qudit system as they are orthogonal between
each other [18].

Several procedures have been proposed to obtain odd and even coherent states. For example, there was
a proposal to generate low-photon-number cat states, also known as kitten states, in [19]. Other proposals
have been made, namely, (i) to reflect a coherent pulse in an optical cavity with one atom [20, 21]; (ii) to
detect a photon-number state [22] employing the ancilla-assisted photon subtraction [23]; (iii) to subtract
a particular number of photons from a squeezed vacuum state [24] or to subtract one photon of a squeezed
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vacuum state [25]. Nonclassical features of the superposition of coherent states like squeezing have been studied
in [26–28]. The possible experimental implementation of these superpositions was mentioned in [29], and this
implementation for coherent states on a circle was discussed in [26, 27, 30]. The circle states are connected
with the phase–time operators in the problem of harmonic oscillator [31–34]. States with circle symmetry
were defined in [35], using spin coherent states; also in [36], the su(1, 1) coherent states on a hyperboloid were
explored. A proposed method to generate states with high symmetry was studied by taking into account the
dynamic evolution of a matter–field interaction described by the Tavis–Cummings Hamiltonian [37,38].

The particular states studied in this work are associated to the symmetries of the regular n-sided polygon,
in other words, superposition states resulting from the cyclic and dihedral group of operations over an initial
state. The cyclic group Cn = Z/(nZ) is an abelian group, which elements are the operations associated to
the rotation symmetries for a regular polygon. In other words, the n-degree cyclic group can be defined as
Cn = {I,R(2π/n), R(4π/n), . . . , R(2(n− 1)π/n)}, where R(θ) is the rotation operation. The cyclic group Cn

has n irreducible representations denoted by λ = 1, . . . , n. The character χ
(λ)
r associated to the rth element

of the group for the irreducible representation λ is given by one of the roots of unity.
The dihedral group Dn is a non-abelian group, with elements being the rotations and inversions associ-

ated to all the symmetries of the n-side regular polygon; in other words, Dn = {I,R(2π/n), . . . , R(2(n −
1)π/n),M1, . . . ,Mn}, where Mj is the mirror reflection on the jth polygon symmetry axis.

It has been found [18] that a set of n orthogonal states associated to the cyclic and dihedral groups can be
defined, using an initial, non-invariant state and its rotations plus reflections in the phase space. These states
are defined by the sum of the rotated and inverted states, where the weight of each element in the sum is the
character of the cyclic group representation.

The aim of this work is to define the Wigner functions and tomographic probability representation of the
superposition of Gaussian states associated to the cyclic and dihedral groups defined in [18].

This paper is organized as follows.
In section 2, we review the approach of the tomographic representation of quantum mechanics from the

viewpoint of the quantizer–dequantizer formalism. In section 3, we describe the symplectic-tomography rep-
resentation for the superposition of coherent states associated to the C3 group as an example. In section 4,
we present the explicit expressions for the Wigner function and the tomogram for general superposition of
Gaussian states, which have the cyclic and dihedral symmetries in the phase space; also here some general
properties are discussed. Finally, in section 4, we present a summary of our work and concluding remarks.

2 Quantizer–dequantizer formalism

In order to describe the density operator by a function, which is a probability distribution, we consider the
general method of an invertible mapping of operators acting in a Hilbert space onto functions called symbols of
the operators. For an operator Â, let the set of operators Û(x), called dequantizers, where x = x1, x2, . . . , xn,
to provide the function fA(x), due to the relationship

fA(x) = Tr
(
ÂÛ(x)

)
. (1)

Let the other set of operators D̂(x), called quantizers, to provide the inverse relationship

Â =

∫
fA(x)D̂(x) dx. (2)

The existence of a pair of operators Û(x) and D̂(x) means that these operators satisfy the following condition
for any operator Â:

fA(x′) =

∫
fA(x)Tr

(
Û(x′)D̂(x)

)
dx; (3)

a possibility to fulfill this condition is

Tr
(
Û(x′)D̂(x)

)
= δ(x− x′). (4)
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Although it is not unique. For example, in the case of symplectic tomographic probability representation [4]
of harmonic-oscillator states, one can describe the system with three variables x = (x1, x2, x3), where x1 = X,
x2 = µ, and x3 = ν are real numbers, and the quantizer and dequantizer operators are defined as

Û (X,µ, ν) = δ
(
X 1̂− µq̂ − νp̂

)
, (5)

D̂ (X,µ, ν) =
1

2π
exp

[
i
(
X 1̂− µq̂ − νp̂

)]
, (6)

with q̂ and p̂ being the position and momentum operators.
In this notation, the symbol (function associated to the density operator) corresponding to the density

operator is w (X | µ, ν); it is called symplectic tomogram and it can be written as

w (X | µ, ν) = Tr(ρ̂ δ
(
X 1̂− µq̂ − νp̂

)
). (7)

The symplectic tomogram can be used to reconstruct the density operator in view of the quantizer operator
described above, namely,

ρ̂ =
1

2π

∫
w (X | µ, ν) exp

[
i
(
X 1̂− µq̂ − νp̂

)]
dX dµdν. (8)

For the density operator ρ̂ = |ψ〉〈ψ| of the pure state | ψ〉, the tomogram w (X | µ, ν) is expressed in terms of
the wave function ψ(y) as follows [39]:

wψ (X | µ, ν) =
1

2π|ν|

∣∣∣∣∫ ψ(y) exp

[
i

(
µy2

2ν
− Xy

ν

)]
dy

∣∣∣∣2 . (9)

Recalling the physical meaning of the tomogram, we state that, for a normalized wave function ψ(y),

i.e.,

∫
|ψ(y)|2 dy = 1, the tomogram is a nonnegative normalized probability distribution of the variable X

depending on real parameters µ and ν; i.e., one has∫
w (X | µ, ν) dX = 1. (10)

The real parameters µ = s cos θ and ν = s−1 sin θ, determine the reference-frame of transformed axes in the
phase space q̂′ = µq̂ + νp̂ and p̂′ = −νq̂ + µp̂, such that [q̂′, p̂′] = [q̂, p̂] = i1̂; ~ = 1, which implies that the

matrix

(
µ ν
−ν µ

)
is symplectic.

A classical analog of the symplectic tomogram is determined by the probability distribution f(q, p) of a
particle in the phase space, in view of the Radon transform, namely,

wcl (X | µ, ν) =

∫
f(q, p) δ (X − µq − νp) dq dp, (11)

f(q, p) =
1

4π2

∫
wcl (X | µ, ν) exp [i (X − µq − νp)] dX dµdν. (12)

The classical particle tomogram wcl (X | µ, ν) determines the probability distribution f(q, p) and, being an
analog of the quantum particle tomogram determined by the Wigner function, it reads

w (X | µ, ν) =

∫
W (q, p) δ (X − µq − νp) dq dp

2π
, (13)

W (q, p) =
1

2π

∫
w (X | µ, ν) exp [i (X − µq − νp)] dX dµdν. (14)

Here, for the particle pure state Wψ, the Wigner function is

Wψ(q, p) =
1

2π

∫
ψ (q + u/2)ψ∗ (q − u/2) e−ipudu, (15)

and it satisfies the normalization condition

∫
Wψ(q, p)

dq dp

2π
= 1, for the normalized pure state.

In order to exemplify the standard procedure, we present an explicit definition of tomographic probability
representation for the superposition of coherent states associated to the triangle rotation symmetries in the
phase space.
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3 Crystallized cat states on an example of the C3 symmetry

group

In [11], the even and odd coherent states were introduced, using the symmetry group C2, which is a set of
the abelian group transformations applied to the Glauber coherent states | α〉 of the harmonic oscillator; they
provide two states (even and odd)

| α+〉 = N+ (| α〉+ | −α〉) , N+ =
[
2
(

1 + e−2|α|
2
)]−1/2

, (16)

| α−〉 = N− (| α〉− | −α〉) , N− =
[
2
(

1− e−2|α|2
)]−1/2

, (17)

satisfying the equation

â2 | α±〉 = α2 | α±〉, â =
q̂ + ip̂√

2
. (18)

The states under consideration can be generalized using the abelian symmetry group C3 with three rotation
elements 1, e2πi/3, and e4πi/3 acting on the coherent states. It is the simplest generalization of the C2 symmetry
group, used for the definition of even and odd coherent states [11] and being the rotation group C3. In view
of this symmetry group, we define the superposition of coherent states | α〉 of the form

| ψ〉 = N3

(
| α〉+ | αe2πi/3 〉+ | αe4πi/3 〉

)
, (19)

where the identity irreducible representation of this group is used to obtain the coefficients in the sum of
coherent states. The state |ψ〉 is a sum of three Gaussian states, i.e., the states with normalized wave
functions 〈ψi | ψj〉 = 1, given in the position representation by the expressions

〈x | ψj〉 = ψj(x) = exp
(
Ajx

2 +Bjx+ Cj
)

; j = 1, 2, 3, (20)

and the superposition state vector reads

| ψ〉 =

3∑
j=1

Dj | ψj〉. (21)

The normalization condition 〈ψ | ψ〉 = 1 means that, for normalized states ψj(x) giving the relations

Cj + C∗j =
1

2
ln

(
Aj +A∗j

π

)
−

(Bj +B∗j )2

4(Aj +A∗j )
, (22)

the normalization of state (21) provides the connection for coefficients following from the equality

〈ψ | ψ〉 =

3∑
j,k=1

DjD
∗
k〈ψj | ψk〉 = 1. (23)

For states (20), the coefficients are

Aj =
1

2
, Bj =

√
2αe(2πi/3)j , Cj = −|α|

2

2
− [αe(2πi/3)j ]2

2
Dj = N3; j = 1, 2, 3. (24)

Our aim is to obtain the tomographic probability distribution wψ(X | µ, ν) for the state with the wave function
ψ(x) corresponding to the state vector (19).

Adopting the generic relation from [39], we write the tomogram in terms of Gaussian integrals as follows:

wψ(X | µ, ν) =
1

2π|ν|

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∫
dy

3∑
j=1

Dj exp
(
−Ajy2 +Bjy + Cj

)
exp

(
iµ

2ν
y2 − iX

ν
y

)∣∣∣∣∣∣
2

, (25)
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where Aj , Bj , Cj , and Dj are given by (24). Then the tomogram for the state (19) can be written as

wψ(X | µ, ν) =
1

2π|ν|

∣∣∣∣N1e
C1

√
π

A1 − iµ/2ν
exp

(B1 − iX/2ν)2

4(A1 − iµ/2ν)

+ N2e
C2

√
π

A2 − iµ/2ν
exp

(B2 − iX/2ν)2

4(A2 − iµ/2ν)

+ N3e
C3

√
π

A3 − iµ/2ν
exp

(B3 − iX/2ν)2

4(A3 − iµ/2ν)

∣∣∣∣2 . (26)

Here, the coefficients Nj ,Aj ,Bj ,Cj ; j = 1, 2, 3 are given as functions of complex parameters α describing

Schrödinger cat states. In the case of an arbitrary superposition of N Gaussian states | ψ〉 =
∑N

j=1Nj | ψj〉,
with the normalized state vector | ψj〉, the general formula for tomogram is a sum of normalized Gaussian
terms,

wψ(X | µ, ν) =
1

2π|ν|

∣∣∣∣∣∣
N∑
j=1

Nje
Cj

√
π

Aj − iµ/2ν
exp

(Bj − iX/2ν)2

4(Aj − iµ/2ν)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
2

. (27)

These tomograms describe also states, which are the states of crystallized Schrödinger cat states corresponding
to an arbitrary symmetry group.

4 General superpositions of Gaussian states associated to the

cyclic and dihedral groups

The superposition of coherent states studied above is a particular case of a symmetric superposition of states.
One can define more general cyclic or dihedral states by considering an initial state |φ〉, which we assume to
be non-invariant under rotations in the phase space (to define cyclic states) or non-invariant under rotations
and inversions in the phase space (to define dihedral states) [18].

Given this non-invariant state |φ〉, which is required to be non-invariant under the rotations in the phase
space for now, we can define n states associated to the cyclic group of n degree as follows [18]:

|ψ(λ)
r (φ)〉 = Nλ

n∑
j=1

χ(λ)
r R̂(θr)|φ〉, (28)

with λ being one of the n irreducible representations of the cyclic group. Here, the rotation operator is

denoted by R̂(θr) = e−iθrn̂ and the character of the group is χ
(λ)
r = e2πi(λ−1)(r−1)/n, with the rotation angle

θj = 2π(j − 1)/n and the normalization constant

N−2λ =

n∑
r,s=1

χ(λ)
r χ(λ)∗

s 〈φ|R̂†(θs)R̂(θr)|φ〉. (29)

This state has an associated Wigner function, which can be obtained by the following integral:

Wλ(x, p) =
1

2π~

∫
dξ e−(i/~) pξ ψ∗λ

(
x− 1

2
ξ

)
ψλ

(
x+

1

2
ξ

)
.

In the case of the cyclic states, Wλ(x, p) takes the form

Wλ(x, p) =
N2
λ

2π~

n∑
r,s=1

∫ ∞
−∞

dξ e−(i/~) pξχ(λ)∗
r χ(λ)

s φ∗r

(
x− 1

2
ξ

)
φs

(
x+

1

2
ξ

)
, (30)

with φj(x) = 〈x|R̂(θj)|φ〉.
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Figure 1: Wigner function for the cyclic state of fourth order with irreducible representation λ = 1 (left) and its
contour plot (right). Here, the parameters a = 1 and b =

√
2(1 + i) are taken.

For the cyclic Gaussian states [18] associated to the initial non-invariant state

φ(x) =

(
a+ a∗

π

1 + 2a

1 + 2a∗

)1/4

e
− b2+|b|2

4(a+a∗) e−ax
2+bx, (31)

one can demonstrate that, in the position representation, its rotation in the phase space 〈x|R̂(θj)|φ〉 is given
by the following expression:

φj(x) = 〈x|R̂(θj)|φ〉 =

(
aj + a∗j
π

1 + 2aj
1 + 2a∗j

)1/4

e
−
b2j+|bj |

2

4(aj+a
∗
j
) e−ajx

2+bjx, (32)

where the parameters

aj =
2ia cos θj − sin θj

2(i cos θj − 2a sin θj)
, bj =

b

cos θj + 2ia sin θj

are taken into account. The normalization constant, in this case, is

N−2λ =

n∑
r,s=1

crc
∗
s

√
π

ar + a∗s
e

(br+b
∗
s)

2

4(ar+a
∗
s) , cj = χ

(λ)
j

(
aj + a∗j
π

1 + 2aj
1 + 2a∗j

)1/4

e
−
b2j+|bj |

2

4(aj+a
∗
j
) . (33)

The integral part of the Wigner function of Eq. (30) can be obtained using the integral, defined as

Wr,s(x, p) =

∫ ∞
−∞

dξ e−(i/~) pξχ(λ)∗
r χ(λ)

s φ∗r (x− ξ/2)φs (x+ ξ/2), which reads

Wr,s(x, p) = 2

√
π

ar + a∗s
c∗r cs e

− 4a∗ras
a∗r+as

x2− p2

(a∗r+as)~2
+

2ipx(as−a∗r)
~(a∗r+as)

+
2(a∗rbs+asb

∗
r)

a∗r+as
x+

ip(b∗r−bs)
~(a∗r+as)

+
(b∗r−bs)

2

4(a∗r+as) . (34)

The results obtained provide the possibility to obtain the cyclic Wigner function as follows:

Wλ(x, p) =
N2
λ

2π~

n∑
r,s=1

Wr,s(x, p). (35)

In Fig. 1, the Wigner function for the cyclic state associated to the cyclic group C4 and irreducible
representation λ = 4 is shown. In this figure. one can confirm the rotation symmetry in the phase space for
rotations multiple of π/2: it is also seen that the inversion symmetry is not present as that symmetry is not
present in the cyclic group. Analogously, the pentagon rotation symmetry can be seen in the Wigner function
presented in Fig. 2.
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Figure 2: Wigner function for the cyclic state of fifth order with irreducible representation λ = 1 (left) and its
contour plot (right). Here, the parameters a = 2 and b =

√
2(1− i) are taken.

In addition to the cyclic states, we present the Wigner function for the dihedral states of degree n, which
have the same symmetries as the dihedral group Dn in the phase space. In other words, they are invariant
under the rotations of the cyclic group and also under certain inversions, just like a regular polygon of n sides.
The dihedral states are defined as [18]

|γ(λ)r (φ)〉 = Nλ

n∑
r=1

(χ(λ)
r Ûr|φ〉+ χ(λ)∗

r Û∗r |φ∗〉), (36)

with the dihedral group operator Ûr = ĈR̂(θr) being composed of a rotation R̂ and the complex conjugation Ĉ.

The characters χ
(λ)
r = e

2πi(λ−1)(r−1)
n are the ones for the cyclic subgroup. Then the Wigner function associated

to these states is defined as

W (x, p) =
N2
λ

2π~

n∑
r,s=1

∫ ∞
−∞

dξ e−ipξ/~
〈
x− 1

2
ξ

∣∣∣∣ (χ(λ)
r Ûr|φ〉+ χ(λ)∗

r Û †r |φ∗〉)(χ(λ)∗
s 〈φ|Û †s + χ(λ)

s 〈φ∗|Ûs)
∣∣∣∣x+

1

2
ξ

〉
.

(37)
In the case of Gaussian dihedral states defined by the initial non-invariant state in Eq. (31), the Wigner
function can be calculated with the help of the integral of Eq. (34) along with the following integrals:

W ′r,s(x, p) =

∫ ∞
−∞

dξ e−ipξ/~ φ∗r

(
x− 1

2
ξ

)
φ∗s

(
x+

1

2
ξ

)
, (38)

W ′′r,s(x, p) =

∫ ∞
−∞

dξ e−ipξ/~ φr

(
x− 1

2
ξ

)
φ∗s

(
x+

1

2
ξ

)
, (39)

W ′′′r,s(x, p) =

∫ ∞
−∞

dξ e−ipξ/~ φr

(
x− 1

2
ξ

)
φs

(
x+

1

2
ξ

)
. (40)

In order to calculate these integrals, we point out that they are analogous to Eq. (34) with some replacements.
For example, W ′r,s(x, p) is equal to the expression of Wr,s(x, p) with the replacements: as → a∗s, a

∗
s → as,

bs → b∗s, and b∗s → bs. In view of this type of identification, the Wigner function for the dihedral states can
be written as

W (x, p) =
N2
λ

2π~

n∑
r,s=1

(
Wr,s(x, p) +W ′r,s(x, p) +W ′′r,s(x, p) +W ′′′r,s(x, p)

)
. (41)

In Fig. 3, the Wigner function for the dihedral state of fourth order (D4) is shown. One can see that the
obtained quasiprobability distribution has both the rotational and inversion symmetries opposed to the ones
seen in Fig. 1 for the cyclic group of the same degree. In a similar way, the Wigner function in Fig. 4 has the
pentagon symmetries of D5, both rotational and inversion instead of only the rotational ones for the cyclic
case seen in Fig. 2.
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Figure 3: Wigner function for the dihedral state of fourth order with irreducible representation λ = 2 (left) and
its contour plot (right). The parameters a = 1 and b =

√
2(1 + i) were taken.
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Figure 4: Wigner function for the dihedral state of fifth order with irreducible representation λ = 2 (left) and its
contour plot (right). Here, the parameters a = 2 and b =

√
2(1− i) were taken.
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Figure 5: Tomographic representation for the cyclic state of fourth order C4 associated to the irreducible rep-
resentation λ = 2 (left) and its contour plot (right). The parameters a = 2, b = 2(1 + i), and s = 1 were
considered.

5 Tomographic representation for cyclic and dihedral states

As previously stated, the tomogram of a quantum system is the probability distribution for the position X
in a rotated and rescaled coordinate system. In general, this tomogram can be calculated from the Wigner
function and, in the case of the cyclic states, the tomographic representation of the states takes the form

wλ(X, θ) =

∫ ∞
−∞

Wλ

(
X(x, p), P (x, p)

)
dP =

N2
λ

2π~

n∑
r,s=1

∫ ∞
−∞

Wr,s

(
X(x, p), P (x, p)

)
dP, (42)

where X(x, p) = xs cos θ + ps−1 sin θ and P (x, p) = ps−1 cos θ − xs sin θ. This integral provides the following
result:

wλ(X, θ) =
N2
λ

2π~

n∑
r,r′=1

wr,r′(X, θ), (43)

with

wr,r′(X, θ) =
2πc∗rcr′ |s|√

(s2 cos θ + 2iar′ sin θ) (s2 cos θ − 2i sin θa∗r)
e
−

s2X2(a∗r+ar′)
(s2 cos θ+2iar′ sin θ)(s2 cos θ−2i sin θa∗r)

×e
X

(
sb∗r

s2 cos θ−2i sin θa∗r
+

sbr′
s2 cos θ+2iar′ sin θ

)
+ 1

2
sin θ

(
b∗2r

2 sin θa∗r+is2 cos θ
+

b2
r′

2ar′ sin θ−is
2 cos θ

)
. (44)

In Figs. 5 and 6, the tomographic representation for the cyclic states of fourth order (λ = 2) and fifth order
(λ = 3) are plotted in terms of the parameters X and θ. In these figures, we can see that the probability of
having a specific value of X is split into fringes, and the number of fringes depends on the order of the cyclic
group.

In a similar way as the Wigner function, the tomogram associated to the dihedral states can be obtained
by the following formula:

wλ(X, θ) =
N2
λ

2π~

n∑
r,r′=1

(wr,r′(X, θ) + w′r,r′(X, θ) + w′′r,r′(X, θ) + w′′′r,r′(X, θ)), (45)
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Figure 6: Tomographic representation for the cyclic state of fifth order C4 associated to the irreducible represen-
tation λ = 3 (left) and its contour plot (right). Here, the parameters a = 2, b = 2i, and s = 1 were used.

with the following integrals:

w′r,r′(X, θ) =

∫ ∞
−∞

W ′r,r′(X,P ) dP, w′′r,r′(X, θ) =

∫ ∞
−∞

W ′′r,r′(X,P ) dP, w′′′r,r′(X, θ) =

∫ ∞
−∞

W ′′′r,r′(X,P ) dP.

(46)

Analogously to the Wigner function case mentioned above, the expressions for w′r,r′ , w
′′
r,r′ , and w′′′r,r′ can be

directly calculated from Eq. (44) by making the proper substitutions.
Some examples of the resulting tomograms for the dihedral groups of fourth and fifth order are shown in

Figs. 7 and 8. One can see that, as in the cyclic case, for those states, the probability of having a certain value
for the tomographic variable X can be divided into different fringes, where the probability of fringes depends
on the degree of the dihedral group associated to the symmetric states.

6 Summary and concluding remarks

We point out the main results of our work. The symmetric superposition of cyclic and dihedral states where
obtained in the probabilistic representation of quantum mechanics. In this representation, as an alternative of
the standard description of quantum system states given by complex wave functions or density operators acting
on the vectors of Hilbert spaces, the usual probability distributions, also known as tomograms, determine the
states [4, 6]. We studied particular states of systems with continuous variables like oscillators and considered
Gaussian state superpositions, since the probability distributions of such states are either normal probability
distributions or sums of the Gaussian terms, which have not been discussed in the literature but are considered
here as examples of Schrödinger cat states.

We reviewed the tomographic probability representation of quantum states and its properties. The parti-
cular representation for the superposition of coherent states for the cyclic group C3 was explicitly addressed.
Then the Wigner quasiprobability distribution associated to the cyclic and dihedral groups for a superposition
of generic states was presented and used to obtain the tomographic probability representation of such states.

The obtained Wigner functions, for both cyclic and dihedral states, demonstrate nonclassical behavior as
they contain negative values for different values of the position and momentum (or electromagnetic quadra-
tures). This is due to the interference between two different rotations of the original Gaussian state, i.e., φj(x)
and φj′(x) for j 6= j′ in the definition of Wigner function.

In the tomographic probability representation, the probability distribution for the parameter X is different
from zero in a series of fringes as a function of the angle θ. The number of fringes depends on the degree of
the cyclic or dihedral group, which defines a particular state.
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Figure 7: Tomogram for the dihedral state of fourth degree and irreducible representation λ = 4 as a function of
X and θ (left) and its contour plot (right). Here, the parameters a = 1, b = 1/2, and s = 1 were taken.
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Figure 8: Tomogram for the dihedral state of fifth degree and irreducible representation λ = 5 as a function of X
and θ (left) and its contour plot (right). Here, the parameters a = 1, b = 1, and s = 1 were used.
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