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Periodically-driven quantum systems can exhibit a plethora of intriguing non-equilibrium phenom-
ena that can be analyzed using Floquet theory. Naturally, Floquet theory is employed to describe
the dynamics of atoms interacting with intense laser fields. However, this semiclassical analysis
can not account for quantum-optical phenomena that rely on the quantized nature of light. In this
paper, we take a significant step to go beyond the semiclassical description of atom-photon cou-
pled systems by unifying Floquet theory with quantum optics using the framework of full-counting
statistics. This is achieved by introducing counting fields that keep track of the photonic dynamics.
This formalism, which we dub “photon-resolved Floquet theory” (PRFT), is based on two-point
tomographic measurements, instead of the two-point projective measurements used in standard
full-counting statistics. Strikingly, the PRFT predicts the generation of macroscopic light-matter
entanglement when atoms interact with multimode electromagnetic fields, thereby leading to com-
plete decoherence of the atomic subsystem in the basis of the Floquet states. This decoherence
occurs rapidly in the optical frequency regime, but is negligible in the radio frequency regime. Our
results thus pave the way for the design of efficient quantum memories and quantum operations.
Finally, employing the PRFT, we propose a quantum communication protocol that can significantly
outperform the state-of-art few-photon protocols by two orders of magnitude or better. The PRFT
potentially leads to insights in various Floquet settings including spectroscopy, thermodynamics,
quantum metrology, and quantum simulations.

I. INTRODUCTION

In recent years, periodic driving has emerged as a pow-
erful tool for the coherent control of many-body systems.
This has led to the realization of novel quantum phases
of matter like dynamical topological states [1–16] and
discrete time crystals [17–32] as well as breakthroughs in
applications like spectroscopy [33–36], metrology [37–39],
and quantum simulation [40–51]. These non-equilibrium
quantum systems are generally analyzed using Floquet
theory — a method first developed by Jon Shirley in
1965 [52]. Interestingly, Floquet theory is also employed
to investigate the dynamics of quantum systems interact-
ing with a single-frequency quantum field. A particularly
striking example of this is the case of atoms interacting
with an intense laser field [53, 54]. Despite decades of ex-
tensive progress in quantum optics, it remains extremely
challenging to employ a completely quantum mechanical
treatment to this situation, due to the large number of
photons involved [55]. Often, a semiclassical approach
is used instead, where the photon fields are assumed to
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be high-energy coherent states, and their dynamics is ne-
glected. This leads to an effective Floquet description
of the atomic dynamics, which can be employed to en-
gineer materials with novel emergent properties [56–65].
Unfortunately, while this semiclassical treatment is very
powerful in modeling the matter subsystem, it fails to
describe the photonic driving field.

In this paper, we take a significant step beyond
the semiclassical Floquet theoretic description of light-
matter interactions by developing a framework dubbed
“photon-resolved Floquet theory” (PRFT). The PRFT
bridges Floquet theory and quantum optics by introduc-
ing full-counting statistics (FCS) of photons in the semi-
classical description of the quantum system. Originally
developed in the context of quantum optics [66–68], FCS
is a powerful method that has been employed to study
mesoscopic transport [69–76], quantum dots [77–81], spin
chains [82, 83], spontaneous photon emission [84–87],
thermodynamics [88, 89], and the entanglement entropy
of noninteracting fermions [90–92]. However, we must ex-
ercise caution in applying the standard FCS framework to
coherently laser-driven systems described in the previous
paragraphs. This is because FCS is inherently based on
two-point projective measurements [93]. Unfortunately,
such measurements destroy the coherent photonic states,
thereby rendering the Floquet description of the matter
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FIG. 1. Schematic illustration of the fundamental difference between the FCS and the PRFT. (a) The standard FCS extracts
the statistical information based on two-point projective measurements at times t0 and t1. The counting statistics in the PRFT
relies on two-point tomographic measurements of two independent batches. One of which is used to determine the photon
statistics pn(t) at time t0, and the other determines the statistics of the time-evolved state t1 without being measured at t0.
(b) Illustration of the light-matter entanglement in a two-mode Rabi model. As explained in details in Secs. II F and III B, the
two-level system controls the photon transport between the two photonic modes, which leads to entanglement in the Floquet
basis. Consequently, this entanglement gives rise to decoherence, which is incorrectly described by the standard Floquet theory,
but correctly predicted by the PRFT. (c) Overview of some important implications and applications of the PRFT.

system invalid.

The PRFT developed here can track the photonic dy-
namics, without destroying the Floquet description of the
matter system. This is achieved by introducing a frame-
work based on two-point tomographic measurements of
the photonic field, instead of the usual projective mea-
surements. The distinction between two-point projective
and two-point tomographic measurements is illustrated
in Fig. 1(a). Formally, the PRFT introduces counting
fields into the semiclassical equations of motion, leading
to a dynamical cumulant generating function. This in
turn enables us to investigate the redistribution of pho-
tons amongst the Fock states and gain a clear picture
of the photonic dynamics. We note that while some re-
cent interesting works have investigated the photonic dy-
namics of driven systems in Sambe space [94–96], these
approaches scale exponentially with the number of fre-
quency modes; the PRFT does not suffer from this limi-
tation. The PRFT thus enables us to go beyond the pre-
vious approaches that connects Floquet theory to cavity
dressed states as in Ref. [53], since those approaches do
not provide correct results for the photon statistics.

Based on analytical derivations and extensive numer-
ical benchmarking, we demonstrate that the PRFT is
valid for coherent and number squeezed states with a
moderate mean photon number n > 500 and photon

standard deviation as low as σ = 4. The PRFT thus
covers all types of moderate and highly occupied pho-
tonic fields in experiments, such as radio frequencies,
microwaves and lasers, i.e., all driving fields for which
standard Floquet theory is believed to be valid. In other
words, the PRFT approach here assumes the same level
of generic conditions as the standard Floquet theory, but
is found remarkably capable of capturing the dynamics
of matter system as well of its photonic counterpart.

We employ the PRFT to analyze multimode driving,
and discover that this leads to macroscopic light-matter
entanglement at long times due to the matter-system-
controlled transport of photon between distinct modes.
This light-matter entanglement causes a complete deco-
herence of the matter system in the basis of the Floquet
states. This effect is depicted for a pardigmatic two-
mode Rabi model in Fig. 1(b). The PRFT thus provides
a quantum-optical interpretation of Floquet states as the
decohering basis for the matter system. As the standard
Floquet theory is unable to describe this fundamental
decoherence effect, it will incorrectly predict the dynam-
ics of the matter system in general. The PRFT thus
demonstrates that even in the semiclassical regime, fun-
damental physical implications of the standard Floquet
theory are not understood and require further investiga-
tion. In this context, it is worth noting that light-matter
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entanglement can arise even in single-mode models due
to the photon shot noise [97–101]. However, this shot-
noise induced entanglement has a much smaller impact
on the photonic dynamics compared to the transport-
related entanglement revealed by the PRFT. A detailed
analysis of these issues is presented in Sec. IIIA.

Furthermore, the transport-entanglement-related de-
coherence effect has far-reaching experimental conse-
quences. In particular, we demonstrate that the
quantum-optical coherence time is reasonably short (a
few ms) for typical optical fields used in experiments,
but it can be very long for radio-frequency driving.
This implies that the radio-frequency regime is opti-
mal for realizing quantum memories and quantum op-
erations. Furthermore, we argue that quantum time
crystals provide a powerful platform for realizing quan-
tum memories irrespective of the driving frequency. In-
triguingly, we demonstrate that the light-matter entan-
glement described by the PRFT can be deployed in a
quantum-communication protocol that is intrinsically ro-
bust against photon loss. In particular, we demonstrate
that using coherent light, it is possible for the quan-
tum state transfer rate to reach the 0.1KHz regime over
500 km, thereby far exceeding the Hz regime that is pre-
dicted in current theoretical protocols [102]. Our analysis
thus demonstrates that the PRFT can play a pivotal role
in the development of future quantum technologies.

This paper is organized as follows: In Sec. II, we intro-
duce the theoretical framework of the PRFT. In Sec. III,
we apply the PRFT to mulitmode quantum Rabi models
for benchmarking, and investigate the light-matter en-
tanglement. In Sec. IV, we discuss the experimental veri-
fication of the theory and implications for quantum mem-
ories, quantum time crystals, and other quantum appli-
cations. In Sec. V, we devise a quantum-communication
protocol employing the PRFT framework. Finally, we
summarize the main findings of this paper and discuss
avenues for future research in Sec. VI.

II. PHOTON-RESOLVED FLOQUET THEORY

In this section, we introduce the basic ideas and main
results of the PRFT. We emphasize that even though we
primarily analyze Floquet systems in this paper, the for-
malism can also be used to analyze aperiodically driven
systems. For a more detailed analysis, we refer the reader
to Appendix A.

A. System

We consider the following generic Hamiltonian describ-
ing a matter system interacting with a multimode pho-
tonic field:

HQ = H0 +

R∑
k=1

ωkâ
†
kâk +

R∑
k=1

g̃Hk

(
â†k + âk

)
, (1)

where k denotes the different photonic modes, âk are
annihilation operators quantizing these modes and Hk

acts on the matter system. The light-matter interaction
strength is parameterized by g̃. The dynamics of this sys-
tem can be determined by representing the photonic op-
erators with Fock states, which are the eigenstates of the

occupation operators N̂k = â†kâk, i.e., N̂k |n⟩k = n |n⟩k.
However, for typical laser fields, the photonic modes are
highly occupied, such that an analytical or numerical
treatment becomes infeasible for more than two modes.

Alternatively, one can employ a semiclassical descrip-
tion of the system by assuming that it is initially in the
state

|ψ(t0)⟩ = |ϕ(t0)⟩ ⊗
R∏

k=1

∣∣αke
iφk
〉
, (2)

where
∣∣αke

iφk
〉
are coherent states of the photon opera-

tors âk with real-valued amplitudes αk > 0 and phases
φk ∈ [0, 2π), and the state |ϕ(t0)⟩ is the initial state of
the matter system [52, 54]. In this semiclassical limit, we
can substitute âk → αke

iφk−iωkt in Eq. (1) such that we
obtain the corresponding semiclassical Hamiltonian

H(t) = H0 +

R∑
k=1

2Hkgk cos(ωkt− φk), (3)

where we have introduced the effective light-matter in-
teractions gk = g̃αk. This description is valid as long as
the back action of the quantum system on the photonic
field is negligible, i.e., if g̃ ≪ ωkαk. Nevertheless the im-
pact of the photonic field on the matter system can be
large because of the product g̃αk. The semiclassical ap-
proach is thus valid for large mean occupation numbers
⟨N̂k⟩ = α2

k.
For a single photonic frequency ωk or for com-

mensurate frequencies (where all ωk′/ωk are rational
numbers), the semiclassical Hamiltonian is time periodic
H(t) = H(t + τ) with a driving period τ . Under these
conditions one can apply the celebrated Floquet theory
to analyze the system [52]. Unfortunately, this effective
semiclassical description loses the microscopic infor-
mation about the photonic field. The PRFT resolves
the problem by introducing counting fields into the
semiclassical description.

Before proceeding further, we would like to point out
that the transition from the quantum Hamiltonian in
Eq. (1) to the mean-field Hamiltonian in Eq. (3) corre-
sponds to the transition from Fock space to Sambe space.
In the latter, the photonic operators are replaced by their
unbounded counterparts

â†kâk →
∞∑

nk=−∞
nk |nk⟩ ⟨nk| ,

â†k →
∞∑

nk=−∞
gk |nk + 1⟩ ⟨nk| , (4)
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which can be formally derived by a Fourier transfor-
mation of the Schrödinger equation determined by the
Hamiltonian in Eq. (3). It is worth noting that the
photon number dependence of the matrix elements of

â†k in Fock space can lead to a light-matter entangle-
ment even for coherent states, which has been exten-
sively investigated [97–101]. This is a consequence of
the photon-number dependent light-matter interaction
gk(nk) ∝ √

nk, which results in a photon-number de-
pendent dynamics of the matter system. As this effect
is induced by the finite photon number uncertainty of
the coherent light fields, we will refer to it as photon
shot-noise entanglement. We emphasize that this form
of light-matter entanglement has a minor effect on the
photonic dynamics.

B. Photon-resolved time evolution

The time-evolution operator U(t) corresponding to the
Hamiltonian in Eq. (3) does not contain the information
about the microscopic state of the photonic fields. In
order to track the photonic dynamics, we introduce real-
valued counting fields χk ∈ [0, 2π), and define the gener-
alized time-evolution operator,

Uχ(t) = exp

(
−i
∑
k

χkN̂k

)
U(t) exp

(
i
∑
k

χkN̂k

)
, (5)

where U(t) is the time-evolution operator corresponding
to the Hamiltonian in Eq. (1). This transformation im-
plies that the annihilation (creation) operators transform

as âk → âke
iχk (â†k → â†ke

−iχ
k ), leading to the following

generalized time-evolution operator in the semiclassical
limit,

Uχ(t) ≡ T e−i
∫ t
0
Hχ(t′)dt′ , (6)

Hχ(t) = H0 +

R∑
j

Hkαk

(
eiωkt−iχk + e−iωjt+iχk

)
,(7)

where χ = (χ1, . . . , χR) is a vector of counting fields (see
Appendix A for a detailed derivation). Based on the
generalized time-evolution operator in Eq. (6), we define
the photon-resolved time-evolution operators

U (m)(t) =
1

(2π)
R

∫ 2π

0

dRχUχ(t)e
im·χ, (8)

where m = (m1, . . . ,mR) is a vector of photonic tran-
sition numbers. In terms of the photon-resolved time-
evolution operator, we can now express arbitrary system
observables. For example, the probability that the pho-
tonic modes are in the Fock states n = (n1, . . . , nR) is

given as 〈
P̂n

〉
t
=

∑
m,m′

〈
U (m)†(t)U (m′)(t)

〉
t0

×
R∏

k=1

a
(k)∗
nk−mk

a
(k)
nk−m′

k
, (9)

where P̂n denotes the projector onto the Fock states with

quantum numbers n, a
(k)
m are the expansion coefficients

of the photonic initial state
∣∣αke

iφk
〉
=
∑

m a
(k)
m |m⟩k,

and ⟨Ô⟩t ≡ ⟨ψ(t) | Ô | ψ(t)⟩, where |ψ(t)⟩ can be either a
state in the matter system or the composite light-matter
system depending on the enclosed operator Ô. Thus, by
semiclassically calculating the generalized time-evolution
operators in Eq. (6), we can evaluate genuine quantum
properties of photonic observables.

C. Full-counting statistics

While the analytical (or numerical) evaluation of the
photon-resolved time-evolution operators in Eq. (8) is an
infeasible task in many cases, it is relatively easy to com-
pute the moments and cumulants of the photonic modes
âk. Importantly, the counting statistics within the PRFT
is fundamentally different from the standard FCS formal-
ism. As shown in Fig. 1(a), the standard FCS framework
is based on two-point projective measurements, where
the state is formally projected to the Fock state basis at
the beginning t0 and at the end t1 of each experimen-
tal run [69, 93, 103] (see Appendix B for more details).
However, performing a projective photon number mea-
surement at the beginning of the experiment would com-
pletely destroy the coherent photonic state. To circum-
vent this issue, we propose using two-point tomographic
measurements, which are performed at the beginning and
the end of the time evolution. The tomography is in-
dependently carried out for two batches of experimen-
tal runs with the same initial states. As illustrated in
Fig. 1(b), the photon statistics is determined by photon-
number measurements at t = t0 for the first batch, and
at t = t1 for the second batch. This alternative approach
to FCS has been investigated for heat transport between
incoherent baths in Ref. [104].

Formally, the counting statistics of the photon modes
can be calculated via the cumulant- or the moment-
generating functions, which are defined by

Kχ(t) = log [Mχ(t)] , (10)

Mχ(t) =
〈
e−i

∑
k χkN̂k

〉
t
, (11)

respectively. The associated nth cumulant and moment
of mode k are determined via

κ(k)n (t) =
dn

d (−iχk)n
Kχ(t),

m(k)
n (t) =

dn

d (−iχk)n
Mχ(t). (12)
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We are interested in the time evolution of the cumulant-
and moment-generating functions. To this end, we define
the dynamical cumulant-generating function Kdy,χ(t1)
via

Kχ(t1) = Kdy,χ(t1) +Kχ(t0), (13)

where Kχ(t0) and Kχ(t1) can be determined by indepen-
dent tomographies at the beginning and the end of the
time evolution [104]. As shown in detail in Appendix A 3,
the dynamical cumulant-generating function can be ex-
pressed as

Kdy,χ(t) = log
1

2

〈
U†
φ(t)Uφ+χ(t) + U†

φ−χ(t)Uφ(t)
〉
t0
,

(14)
where φ = (φ1, . . . φR) is the vector of phases of the
photonic states. Employing Eq. (13), we can now obtain
the change of the cumulants,

κ
(k)
dy,n(t) ≡

dn

d(−iχk)n
Kdy,χ(t)

∣∣∣∣
χ=0

= κ(k)n (t)− κ(k)n (t0),

(15)
which describes the change of the photon statistics
in the two-time tomographic measurement sketched in
Fig. 1(b). We can see for instance that the first and sec-
ond dynamical cumulants

∆⟨N̂k(t)⟩ = κ
(k)
1 (t)− κ

(k)
1 (t0),

∆σ2
k(t) = κ

(k)
2 (t)− κ

(k)
2 (t0) (16)

correspond to the change of the mean photon number
⟨N̂k⟩ and the variance σ2

k, respectively. In the rest of this
paper, we will analyze Eq. (14) in a variety of contexts
to gain a transparent picture of the photonic dynamics.
The derivation of Eq. (14) assumes a separable initial
state of the form in Eq. (2). In Appendix A 6, we explain
how the PRFT can be generalized to more general initial
states such as entangled states in a similar fashion.

It is worthwhile to point out that the well-defined
phase in the PRFT is in contrast to the well-defined par-
ticle number in the standard FCS. This is the origin of
the difference in the measurement protocols for the two
cases. As shown in Appendix B the cumulant-generating

function is K̃χ(t) = log⟨U†
φ−χ/2(t)Uφ+χ/2(t)⟩t0 accord-

ing to the standard FCS, where the phases φ have been
evaluated heuristically. This results is a profound differ-
ence with the predictions of the PRFT, and highlights
the crucial role played by two-point tomographic mea-
surements in the PRFT. We note that the first cumulant
in Eq. (16) agrees with the standard semiclassical calcu-
lation as shown in Appendix A 7.

D. Probability redistribution

Using the moment-generating function of the final
state given in Eq. (11), we can calculate the probabil-

ity distribution of the Fock states at time t via

pn(t) =
1

(2π)R

∫ 2π

0

dRχMχ(t)e
iχ·n

=
∑
m

qn−m(t)pm(t0), (17)

where we have introduced the quasiprobabilities as

qn(t) =
1

(2π)R

∫ 2π

0

dRχMdy,χ(t)e
iχ·n, (18)

where Mdy,χ(t) = exp [Kdy,χ(t)]. Akin to regular proba-
bilities, these quasiprobabilities are real valued and fulfill∑

n

qn = 1. (19)

However, due to interference effects, qn may also be neg-
ative. Such negativity is a characteristic signature of
nonclassical temporal correlations [105]. We note that
according to Eq. (17), the quasiprobabilities may be in-
terpreted as the kernel of the probability redistribution.

E. Full-system state

The PRFT not only predicts the photonic probabil-
ity distribution, but also the state of the matter system,
from which we can even reconstruct the state of the total
system. We can express Eq. (17) in the form

pn(t) = ⟨ϕ(t0)| P̂n(t) |ϕ(t0)⟩ , (20)

where we have defined the probability operators

P̂n(t) =
∑
m

Q̂m(t)pn−m,

Q̂m =
1

2

∫ 2π

0

dRχ

(2π)R
U†
φ(t)Uφ+χ(t)e

im·χ +H.c.(21)

It is easy to show that the set of probability operators
fulfill

∞∑
n=0

P̂n(t) = 1. (22)

Moreover, in the parameter regime and time scope in
which the PRFT is valid, we have 0 ≤ P̂n(t) ≤ 1, which
is equivalent to 0 ≤ pn(t) ≤ 1 in Eq. (20). Thus, the

operators P̂n(t) define a positive-operator-valued mea-
surement (POVM) [106], which consistently describes the
photon measurement process sketched in Fig. 1.

According to the theory of quantum measure-
ments [106, 107], the reduced density matrix of the mat-
ter system after the measurement is given by

ρM(t) =
∑
n

pn(t)ρn(t),

ρn(t) =
1

pn(t)
Uφ(t)

√
P̂n(t)ρ(t0)

√
P̂n(t)U†

φ(t),(23)
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where ρ(t0) = |ϕ(t0)⟩ ⟨ϕ(t0)| is the initial density matrix,
and ρn denotes the reduced density matrix conditioned
on the measured photon number n. As the POVM P̂n(t)
acts on the initial state, the time evolution operator Uφ(t)
has been added heuristically to account for the dynam-
ics of the matter system. Equation (23) thus defines a
valid set of Krauss operators describing photon-number-
dependent quantum channels. If ρ(t0) is a pure state,

then ρn(t) ≡ |un⟩ ⟨un| will be also pure as P̂n(t) is posi-
tive semidefinite. A purification of ρM is given by

|Ψ(t)⟩ =
∑
n

√
pne

−i(ωt−φ)·n |un⟩ |n⟩ , (24)

where we have assigned the phases e−i(ωt−φ)·n in terms of
the frequency vector ω = (ω1, . . . , ωR), such that we can
interpret the states |n⟩ as the Fock states of the photonic
system. Tracing over the light system, we can verify that
indeed trL [|Ψ(t)⟩ ⟨Ψ(t)|] = ρM(t). Thus, we can identify
the |Ψ(t)⟩ as the state of the total light-matter system.

F. Floquet-state analysis

We now proceed to analyze systems subjected to mul-
timode driving where the photonic field is composed of
multiple commensurate photonic frequencies ωk. In this
scenario, the matter subsystem is still described by a
Floquet Hamiltonian in the semiclassical limit. How-
ever, we find that the PRFT leads to some important
insights about such systems (like light-matter entangle-
ment), that are beyond the reach of a standard Floquet
analysis and imply a fundamental limitation on its valid-
ity.

According to Floquet theory, the generalized time-
evolution operator can be written as

Uχ(t) = Ukick,χ(t) exp (−iHFl,χt) , (25)

where the generalized Floquet Hamiltonian can be ex-
panded as

HFl,χ =
∑
µ

Eµ,χ |uµ,χ⟩ ⟨uµ,χ| . (26)

As the kick operator Ukick,χ(t) = Ukick,χ(t + τ) is time
periodic, it accounts only for periodic changes in the pho-
ton redistribution. Thus, the asymptotic dynamics of the
cumulant-generating function in Eq. (14) is determined
by the generalized quasienergies Eµ,χ. The stroboscopic
dynamics of the matter system is characterized by the
Floquet states |uµ,χ⟩, that generalize the common eigen-
states in time-independent systems. When expanding the
initial state in the Floquet-state basis |uµ,φ⟩

|Ψ(t0)⟩ =
∑
µ

cµ |uµ,φ⟩ ⊗ |A(t0)⟩ , (27)

where |A(t0)⟩ is the initial state of the photonic field, the
asymptotic dynamical cumulant- and moment-generating
functions read as

Kdy,χ(t) → logMdy,χ(t), (28)

Mdy,χ(t) →∑
µ

|cµ|2

2

(
ei(Eµ,φ−Eµ,φ+χ)t + ei(Eµ,φ−χ−Eµ,φ)t

)
.

This derivation is rigorously explained in Appendix A 4.
Thus, Mdy,χ is a weighted average of the dynamical
moment-generation functions of the Floquet states, with
the weights given by the expansion coefficients |cµ|2. We
can now obtain the mean photon number change,

∆⟨N̂k⟩ = −
∑
µ

|cµ|2
dEµ,φ

dφk
t =

∑
µ

|cµ|2 ∆⟨N̂k⟩ |µ t,

(29)
where we have evaluated the quasienergies at the phases
of the photonic fields φ, and we have denoted the mean-
photon change in a specific Floquet state by ∆⟨N̂k⟩ |µ.
Intriguingly, when preparing the system initially in an
arbitrary Floquet state µ, we find

∆σ2
k

∣∣
µ
= 0, (30)

i.e., the variance change ∆σ2
k vanishes.

For a superposition of Floquet states, Eqs. (18) and
(28) imply that the quasiprobabilities are given by a
weighted average of Floquet-state dependent quasiprob-
abilities qn|µ, i.e., qn =

∑
µ |cµ|

2
qn|µ. Similarly, from

Eq. (17), we can infer that

pn =
∑
µ

|cµ|2 pn|µ . (31)

Thus, pn|µ defines a conditional probability distribution,
and the dynamics of the photonic state is controlled by
the Floquet states.
Our results lead to a quantum-optical interpretation

of Floquet states. To see this, we consider the time-
evolution of the generic initial state in Eq. (27). Accord-
ing to Eq. (31), the light-matter state becomes entangled
in the course of the time-evolution:

|Ψ(t)⟩ =
∑
µ

cµe
−iEµ,φ(t−t0) |uµ,φ(t)⟩ ⊗ |Aµ(t)⟩ , (32)

where |uµ,φ(t)⟩ = Ukick,φ(t) |uµ,φ⟩, and the photonic
wave functions for long times is given by

|Aµ(t)⟩ =
∑
n

√
pn|µe

−i(ωt−φ)·n |n⟩ , (33)

which is in agreement with Eq. (24). Thereby, the mean
photon number of each |Aµ⟩ changes linearly in time
[see Eq. (29)], while its variance remains unchanged [see
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Eq. (30)]. This means that the conditional probability
can be approximated by

pn|µ(t) = pn−∆nµ(t)(t0), (34)

where [∆nµ(t)]k = −dEµ,φ/dφkt, which can be numeri-
cally efficiently evaluated.

Consequently, the photonic states |Aµ(t)⟩ will become
mutually orthogonal for sufficiently long times, and the
reduced density matrix of the matter system becomes,

ρM =
∑
µ

|cµ|2 |uµ,φ(t)⟩ ⟨uµ,φ(t)| . (35)

Thus, from a quantum-optical point of view, Floquet
states act as the decohering basis. We note that this
interpretation holds as long as there is a nonvanishing
photon flux between distinct photonic modes. This effect
is illustrated in Fig. 1(b) and will be further analyzed in
Sec. III B for a two-mode Rabi model.

We emphasize that a large-scale photon flux cannot
develop when the quasienergy does not depend on the
counting field, as we see from Eq. (28). This situation
occurs for single-mode systems, where the single count-
ing field can be transformed away by a counting-field-
dependent shift in time t → χ/ω, which can be seen
in Eq. (7). Consequently, the transport-induced light-
matter entanglement can strictly appear only in two- or
higher-mode systems. We recall however that there are
always two polarization modes of light, such that this de-
coherence effect discussed here has practical importance.

At this point, it is instructive to compare our results
with Ref. [53], which has computed photonic observables
by considering a static phase for photonic coherent states.
However, the static-phase assumption leads to unphysical
predictions such as the diverging higher-order moments
and cumulants and, thus, is not suitable to quantitatively
capture the dynamics of the photon field or the decoher-
ence of the matter system. It is worth mentioning that
the PRFT formally operates in the Sambe space rather
than in Fock space. Thus, the PRFT cannot account for
the shot-noise induced entanglement discussed in Sec. II
A. However, as we demonstrate in Sec. IIIA, this effect
has a minor influence on the photonic dynamics.

G. Error analysis

To describe the deviation from the exact time evolution
quantitatively, we specify the initial state to be

|ψ(t0)⟩ = |ϕ(t0)⟩
R⊗

k=1

|nk, σk, φk⟩ , (36)

where |ϕ(t0)⟩ is the initial state of the matter system,
and the photonic state of mode k is given by

|nk, σk, φk⟩ = N
∑
n

e
− (n−nk)2

4σk
+iφkn |n⟩k . (37)

Thereby, nk is the mean photon number, σk is the stan-
dard deviation, φk is the mean phase, and N is a nor-
malization factor. For σk <

√
nk (σk >

√
nk) the sys-

tem is in a number (phase) squeezed state, while for
σk =

√
nk it is in a coherent state. As discussed in details

in Appendix A 5, the deviation of the probabilities pn in

Eq. (17) from the exact ones p
(Ex)
n scales as

∆pn(t) ≡ pn(t)− p(Ex)
n (t)

= F
[{

gkt

σ2
k

,
σk
nk
,
gkt

nk

}
k

]
, (38)

where F [x] denotes the scaling function, which depends
on the set of ratios gk·t

σ2
k
, σk

nk
, and gk·t

nk
of all photonic modes

k. This shows that the PRFT performs well for photonic
states with a large standard deviation σk and large mean
photon number nk. Large σk makes sure that the phase
is well defined, which is reflected by the first argument of
the function F in Eq. (38). A large nk guarantees that
the matrix elements of the photonic operators âk do not
depend on the photon number, which is described by the
second and third argument of F . Clearly, the latter
source of error is absent when considering the Floquet
theory in Sambe space [introduced in Eq. (4)]. All re-
quirements are naturally fulfilled for coherent states with
σk =

√
nk ≫ 1 in the thermodynamic limit nk → ∞. In-

triguingly, the PRFT makes accurate predictions, even
when σk is small; we discuss this in Sec. III B.
The linear change of the mean photon number in

Eq. (29) is a consequence of the vanishing photon-number

dependence of the matrix elements ⟨n+ 1| â†k |n⟩ =√
n+ 1 ≈

√
nk for −

√
nk < n − nk <

√
nk. This estab-

lishes a ‘translational invariance’ in Fock space. In each
unit of time, the matter system can pump a certain num-
ber of photons from one driving mode into another inde-
pendent of the photon number. When the mean photon
number change reaches the order nk, the translational
invariance in Fock space is lost, and the PRFT theory
breaks down.

III. APPLICATIONS

We apply the PRFT to three versions of the quan-
tum Rabi model, and demonstrate that the framework
is accurate in the semiclassical limit. The Hamiltonian
describing the system is

HQR =
hz
2
σ̂z +

R∑
k=1

ωkâ
†
kâk +

R∑
k=1

g̃kσ̂x

(
âk + â†k

)
, (39)

where the two-level system is described by the common
Pauli matrices σ̂α with α = {x, y, z}, and hz denotes
level splitting of the two-state model. We denote the
eigenstate of σ̂z with eigenvalue 1 (−1) by |↑⟩ (|↓⟩). The
photonic system operators and parameters have been de-
scribed in Sec. IIA.
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FIG. 2. (a) Time evolution of the spin components and the first two photonic cumulants in the quantum Rabi model in the
intermediate-coupling regime ω = hz = g. The initial condition is given in Eq. (36) with |ϕ(t0)⟩ = (|↓⟩+ |↑⟩)/

√
2 for n(t0) = 105

photons, as well as for σ =
√

n(t0) (red, dash-dotted) and σ = 0.1
√

n(t0) (yellow,solid). (b) Probability distribution at the
scaled time tσ ≡ (2π/g)6σ for the same coherent (right) and number-squeezed (left) initial states as in (a) and for the resonance
condition hz = ω. (c) Analysis of the trace distance in Eq. (40) as a measure of the error at the scaled time tσ as a function of

noise σ (left) and mean photon number n(t0) with scaled σ = 0.3
√

n(t0) and tσ (right).

To compare the photonic probability distributions pre-

dicted by the numerical exact quantum calculation p
(Ex)
nk

and by the PRFT pnk
of mode k, we employ the trace

distance

d1

(
pnk

, p(Ex)
nk

)
=
∑
nk

∣∣∣pnk
− p(Ex)

nk

∣∣∣ . (40)

We quantify the entanglement of the light and matter
systems in terms of the purity of the two-level system
P ≡ tr

(
ρ2M
)
, where ρM is the reduced density matrix

of the two-level system. For a pure state P = 1, while
for a completely mixed, i.e., maximally entangled, state
P = 0.5.

A. Rabi model

First, we investigate the paradigmatic single-mode
quantum Rabi model with R = 1. In the semiclassi-
cal limit, the atomic dynamics is described by HR =
hzσ̂z/2+ 2g1σ̂x cos(ω1t). In the following discussions, we
neglect the index k = 1. Since there is no possibility
for large scale photon transport in the single-mode Rabi
model, the error will be mainly determined by the photon

shot-noise of the initial states. As we will see, this error is
small as compared to the transport dynamics introduced
in Sec. II F and discussed in Sec. III B. In Appendix C 1,
we also benchmark the PRFT against the dynamics in
the Sambe space [introduced in Eq. (4)], where the accu-
racy of the PRFT is even further improved.

Time evolution. In Fig. 2(a), we depict the dynam-

ics for n = 105 photons and two different σ =
√
n (red,

dash-dotted) and σ = 0.1
√
n (yellow, solid), i.e., for a

coherent and a number squeezed photonic state. The
PRFT results are depicted by a black dashed line. We
observe that the PRFT results of the spin observables
⟨σ̂α⟩ with α ∈ {x, y, z} agree perfectly to the numeri-
cal results for the coherent and number-squeezed initial
conditions. Likewise, we do not observe differences in

the mean photon number change ∆
〈
N̂
〉
. For the pho-

ton variance change ∆σ, we observe that the PRFT pre-
diction agrees reasonable well with the exact calculation
for the number squeezed state for short times. Yet, the
PRFT strongly deviates for the coherent photonic initial
state. These findings are in agreement with the error
analysis in Eq. (38), which shows that the error scales
with σk/

√
nk due to the photon shot noise. Yet, we

note that deviations in the probability distributions are



9

heavily enhanced by the definition of the variance, which
disproportional weights photon numbers away from the
mean value with ∝ (n − n)2. Intriguingly, the PRFT
agrees perfectly with the numerical results when the dy-
namics is simulated in the Sambe space instead of the
Fock space as demonstrated in Appendix C 1. For these
reasons, we continue to analyze the photon statistics in
terms of the trace distance defined in Eq. (40). Moreover,
we mention that the observed variance values in Fig. 2 are
small compared to the rapidly diverging variance, which
can appear in multimode systems due to photon trans-
port.

Photon probabilities. In Fig. 2(b), we benchmark the
photon probability distribution in the weak- (upper row),
intermediate- (middle row), and strong-coupling (bottom
row) regimes for number-squeezed (left) and the coherent
(right) initial states, respectively. To test the validity of
the PRFT, we choose a scaled time tσ ≡ (2π/g)6σ, which
agrees with the analytically predicted validity according
to the first argument in Eq. (38). The scaled time tσ
is a sufficient time scale to observe the transport entan-
glement effect explained in Sec. II F and demonstrated
in Sec. III B. In the weak- and the intermediate-coupling
regime, we observe that the PRFT agrees well with the
exact numerical calculations. For the coherent photonic
state, we observe some minor deviations exhibiting an
oscillating dependence with photon number, which will
be explained below.

Error scaling. In Fig. 2(c), we investigate the error
quantified by Eq. (40) in the weak-, intermediate- and
strong-coupling regimes at the scaled time tσ. Thereby,
we investigate the error for three different level splittings
hz. In the left column, we investigate the error as a func-
tion of σ for n = 105. In the weak- and intermediate-
coupling regimes we find that the error increases with
σ in agreement with the second and third argument in
Eq. (38). For very small σ ≈ 0.05

√
n, we also observe a

rapid error increase, which is due to the first argument
in Eq. (38). In contrast, the error exhibits an overall de-
caying behavior as a function of σ in the strong-coupling
regime, suggesting that the first argument in Eq. (38)
plays a more prominent role.

In the right column of Fig. 2(c) we investigate the er-
ror as a function of n(t0) while simultaneously scaling

σ = 0.3
√
n(t0). In the weak- and intermediate-coupling

regime, we find that the error scales approximately as
d1 ∝ n(t0)

−0.5 ∝ σ/n, i.e., according to the second argu-
ment in Eq. (38). While it might appear that the error
scales as d1 ∝ n(t0)

−1 ∝ 1/σ2 in the strong-coupling
regime, we interpret this as a consequence of numerical
fluctuations, which are caused by the σ-dependent evolu-
tion time tσ. Similar observations can be also found for
other ratios of σ/

√
n(t0) and matter initial states (not

shown).

Overall, we find that the error is smaller than d1 ⪅ 0.01
for the Rabi model at resonance hz ≈ ω. Away from
the resonance condition hz > ω, we find that the error
even decreases. We explain this by a reduced shot-noise

entanglement, which occurs most efficient at resonance.
Analytical analysis. When |hz − ω| ≪ g, we can

neglect the counter-rotating terms σ+â
†, σ−â and the

Hamiltonian reduces to the Jaynes-Cummings model

HJC = hzσ̂z/2+gσ̂+â+gσ̂−â
†
1. In this case, the photon-

resolved time evolution operators in Eq. (8) are,

U (0)(t) = e−iω
2 σ̂zt [cos (Et)1+ i sin (Et) cos θσ̂z] ,

U (±1)(t) = ie−iω
2 σ̂zt sin (Et) sin θσ̂∓, (41)

where E = 1
2

√
(hz − ω)

2
+ 16g2 is the energy of the ex-

cited eigenstate (see Appendix C 2 for a detailed deriva-
tion).
This form of the photon-resolved operators encodes the

conservation of the quantity, Ntot = â†â + σ̂z, which is
a salient feature in the Jaynes-Cummings model. To il-
lustrate this, let us consider the initial state |ψ(t0)⟩ =
|↑⟩ ⊗ |n⟩ , that gives rise to the following photonic occu-
pations of the Fock states n and n+ 1〈

P̂n

〉
= [cos (Et)]

2
+ [cos θ sin (Et)]

2
,〈

P̂n+1

〉
= [sin θ sin (Et)]

2
, (42)

which maintains the probability ⟨P̂n⟩ + ⟨P̂n+1⟩ = 1. In-
triguingly, the occupations in Eq. (42) are identical to the
exact time evolution of the quantum Jaynes-Cummings
model. Thus, we have determined the dynamics of a gen-
uine quantum model by employing semiclassical methods
of the PRFT.
Analysis of Eq. (42) explains the minor oscillating de-

viations in the weak- and intermediate-coupling regimes
in Fig. 2(b) for the coherent photonic state. The PRFT

assumes a fix Rabi frequency g = g̃
√
n. Taking a more

microscopic perspective, each initial Fock state |n⟩ de-
termines its specific oscillation frequency g(n) = g̃

√
n,

such that the probabilities in Fig. 2(b) oscillate slower
(faster) for photon numbers n below (above) the mean
photon number, leading to the observed minor deriva-
tions. This interpretation is further underpinned by the
improved accuracy of the PRFT in Sambe space, which
is analyzed in Appendix C 1.

B. Two-mode Rabi model

We found for the R = 1 Rabi model that the shot-
noise entanglement causes a small error for the photonic
probabilities (d1 ⪅ 0.01 in Fig. 2), which is even van-
ishing in the thermodynamic limit n → ∞, σ → ∞ or
when working in the Sambe space defined in Eq. (4). As
a more advanced example, that still allows for numerical
benchmark calculations, we consider now the two-mode
quantum Rabi model in Eq. (39) with R = 2. This model
allows for a large-scale photon transport between the two
photonic modes, which leads to a more prominent pho-
tonic dynamics as in the R = 1 model, and a light-matter
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entanglement effect, that persists in the thermodynamic
limit.

The initial state is given in Eq. (36) for nk = 5000 and
three different photonic distribution widths σk ∈ {2, 3, 4}
for both modes k = 1, 2. Larger values for σk cannot be
numerically simulated. According to the error scaling in
Eq. (38), the PRFT requires large values of σk. How-
ever, we find that the PRFT is already very accurate for
σk = 4 and improves quickly. In Appendix C 1, we also
benchmark the PRFT for various mean photon numbers
nk, and in the dephasing, adiabatic, and high-frequency
driving regimes.

As explained in Sec. II F, the time evolution sensitively
depends on the initial state. For this reason, we carry out
benchmarking for an initial Floquet state |ϕ(t0)⟩ = |uµ⟩,
and an initial spin-up state |ϕ(t0)⟩ = |↑⟩ in Figs. 3 and
4, respectively. In the first column of Figs. 3 and 4 we
depict the variational distance d1 defined in Eq. (40).
The second column depicts the probability distribution at
selected times. The third column shows the expectation
value ⟨σ̂y⟩ of the two-level system, while the forth column
depicts the purity of the matter system.

For short simulation times t < 2π/ω, we use Eq. (17)
to determine the photon probability distribution, while
for longer times t > 2π/ω we employ Eq. (34). To cal-
culate ⟨σ̂y⟩ and P within the PRFT, we use Eq. (23)
for short simulation times. For long times, we employ
the reduced density matrix of the state in Eq. (32). For
the spin observables, we also depict the predictions of the
standard Floquet theory. In the following, we discuss the
performance of the PRFT in the weak-, intermediate-,
and strong-light-matter-coupling regimes.

Weak coupling. In the weak-coupling regime for an
initial Floquet state depicted in Fig. 3(a), we observe
that the photonic probability distribution is shifted to
smaller photon numbers n1 with increasing time. For
small σ1 = 2, the compact initial photon distribution
significantly diffuses with time. However, when increas-
ing to σ1 = 4, we already find a very good agreement
with the exact probabilities. The improvement with in-
creasing σ1 can be also clearly seen in the trace distance
d1. This improvement with increasing σ is according to
the first argument in Eq. (38), while the two other argu-
ments have a negligible influence on the dynamics. An
excellent agreement of both the standard Floquet theory
and PRFT to the exact calculation can be also observed
for ⟨σ̂y⟩ and the purity.

As we investigate here the resonant system with hz =
ω1 = ω2 in the weak-coupling regime, we can apply the
rotating-wave approximation, and investigate the corre-
sponding two-mode Jaynes-Cummings model. As ex-
plained in Sec. II F, the asymptotic dynamics is defined
by the counting-field depend quasienergies, which in this
case can be exactly calculated and read as

Eχ,µ = ±2 |G(χ)| (43)

with µ = 1, 2, where we have defined G(χ) =∑
k=1,2 gke

−iχk . The corresponding Floquet states are

given by
√
2 |uµ,χ⟩ = eiϕχ |↓⟩ ± e−iϕχ |↑⟩ with ϕχ =

argG(χ). Interestingly, the quasienergies depend only
on the difference χ = χ1 − χ2. Evaluating the first dy-
namical cumulant, we obtain

∆⟨N̂1⟩
∣∣∣
µ

= (−1)µ
2g1g2
Eφ

sin(φ)(t− t0) +O
[
(t− t0)

0
]
,

(44)

where φ = φ1 − φ2 is the phase difference of the two
photonic states. For φ ̸= {0, π}, there is a net photon flux
between the photon modes. The variance change ∆σ1
vanishes according to Eq. (30). The current vanishes for
φ = {0, π} due to the symmetry of the initial condition.
In Fig. 3(a), we consider Floquet state µ = 1, such that
photons are transported from mode k = 1 to k = 2, as
can be inferred from Eq. (44). Likewise, photons would
be transported from k = 1 to k = 2 when the system is
initialized in Floquet state µ = 2.
Figure 4(a) depicts the same as Fig. 3(a) but for the

initial state |ϕ(t0)⟩ = |↑⟩ ≈ (|u1,φ⟩+ |u2,φ⟩)/
√
2, which is

here a balanced superposition of the two Floquet states.
The overall accuracy is similar for both initial conditions.
According to Eq. (29), the photon flow is controlled by
the Floquet state, such that the photon redistribution in
the long-time limit becomes entangled with the two-level
system. This effect can be clearly observed for σ1 = 4,
where the left peak is entangled with the Floquet state
|u1,φ⟩, while the right peak is entangled with |u2,φ⟩ [see
also Fig. 1(c)].
The light-matter entanglement leads to decoherence as

is clearly manifested in the time evolution of ⟨σy⟩. It is
noteworthy that the PRFT agrees almost perfectly with
the exact quantum calculation, while the standard Flo-
quet theory strongly deviates. In particular, the PRFT
accurately predicts the evolution of an initial pure state
(with purity P = 1) to a maximally entangled state (pu-
rity P = 0.5). In contrast, the purity remains 1 in stan-
dard Floquet theory.
Intermediate coupling. In Fig. 3(b) we depict the dy-

namics for an initial Floquet state in the intermediate
coupling regime for hz = ω = gk = g. As in the weak-
coupling regime, we observe that the PRFT calculation
rapidly approaches the exact probabilities for increasing
σ1. The mean photon number n1(t) increases linearly,
while the width σ1(t) stays almost constant, which can
be seen for σ1 = 4. We note that even though the differ-
ence between exact numerics and the PRFT is larger than
in the weak coupling case, the convergence can be clearly
anticipated even for small σ1. In general, large couplings
g result in more Fourier components in the periodic dy-
namics of the Floquet states, that require an initial prob-
ability distribution with larger σ1 to be smoothed out
(see also Appendix A5).
Furthermore, similar to the dynamics in Fig. 4(a), we

observe that the probability distribution eventually splits
into two peaks in Fig. 4(b), each being entangled with a
Floquet state. The height of each peak is thereby deter-
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FIG. 3. Benchmark calculations of the PRFT for an initial Floquet state and various photon number widths σ1 = σ2 in the

two-mode Rabi model. The first column depicts the trace distance d1(pn1 , p
(Ex)
n1 ) as a function of time. The second column

shows the photonic probability distributions for selected times t1g = 4, t2g = 8, and t3g = 20 as labeled in the panels. The
third column depicts the expectation value of ⟨σ̂y⟩ as a function of time. The fourth column shows the purity. (a), (b),
and (c) depict the dynamics in the weak-, intermediate-, and strong-light-matter-coupling regime, respectively. Colored lines
depict the numeric quantum calculations. We choose a symmetric coupling of both modes to the two-level system gk = g and
nk(t0) = 5000 for k = 1, 2. Other parameters are specified in the figure.

mined by the amplitude of the expansion coefficients in
the Floquet basis according to Eq. (31).

Strong coupling. In Figs. 3(c) and 4(c) we analyze the
dynamics in the strong-coupling regime. As in the weak-

and intermediate-coupling regime, we observe that the
PRFT calculations for both the photonic and spin ob-
servables approach the exact calculation for increasing
σ1. In contrast, the standard Floquet theory clearly fails
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FIG. 4. Same as in Fig. 3, but for the initial state |ϕ(t0)⟩ = |↑⟩.

to reproduce the correct dynamics of the two-level sys-
tem.

Due to numerical limitations, the probability distribu-
tion is depicted only for times t smaller than the driving
period ti ≪ τ = 2π/ω in Fig. 3(c). As the findings in
Sec. II F are only valid at stroboscopic times t = nτ , we
do not observe a steady photon flux towards a higher
(lower) photon number as in Fig. 3 (a) [Fig. 3(b)]. How-
ever, we expect that both peaks will merge at strobo-
scopic times t = nτ at a mean photon number as pre-

dicted by Eq. (29). Similarly, we cannot associate the
two peaks with the two Floquet states in Fig. 4(c) for
the depicted times tj ≪ τ .

C. Three-mode Rabi model

To illustrate that the light-matter entanglement ex-
plained in Sec. II F is a generic effect, we now investigate
a three-mode Rabi model with distinct commensurate
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FIG. 5. Analysis of the photon statistics in the Rabi model
in Eq. (39) for R = 3. (a) Change of the mean photon oc-
cupation of mode k = 3. (b) Change of the corresponding
variance. Parameters are hz = 2.1ω1, ω2 = 2ω1, ω3 = 3ω1,
and gk = αkg̃k = ω1, φ1 = φ3 = 2φ2 = 0.5.

photonic frequencies ωk. For concreteness, we choose
ω2 = 2ω1 and ω3 = 3ω1. In this case, the semiclassi-
cal Hamiltonian is a periodically-driven Rabi model with
period 2π/ω1, and we compute the photon-mean and
photon-variance changes using the PRFT. Noteworthy,
a simulation of the full quantum Rabi model in Eq. (39)
is numerically hardly tractable due to the three photonic
modes. When representing each mode with m states, the
Hilbert space has dimension D = 2×m3, i.e., D = 2×106

states for a moderate m = 100. Similar to the analy-
sis for the two-mode Rabi model, we consider the three
initial conditions |ϕ(t0)⟩ = |u1,φ⟩, |ϕ(t0)⟩ = |u2,φ⟩, and
|ϕ(t0)⟩ = 1√

2
(|u1,φ⟩+ |u2,φ⟩), where the |uµ⟩ are the Flo-

quet states of the two-level system, i.e., the eigenstates
of Eq. (26) for χ = 0.

In Fig. 5, we depict the photonic mean and variance
change of mode k = 3 for each initial condition. When
the initial state is the Floquet state |u1⟩ (|u2⟩), the mean
photon number grows (decreases) linearly in time, while
the variance remains almost unchanged. This is analog
to the probability distributions in Fig. 3 (a) in the two-
mode model, where the variance remains constant for a
Floquet initial state.

In contrast, the mean photon number change is close
to zero for the superposition state, while the variance in-
creases rapidly. This corresponds to the probability dis-
tributions for an initial superposition in Fig. 4(a). Since
we have chosen a balanced superposition of the two Flo-
quet states with c1 = c2 = 1/

√
2, the mean photon num-

ber remains unchanged according to Eq. (29). However,
as the Floquet state µ = 1 linearly increases the photon
number, while Floquet state µ = 2 simultaneously lin-
early decreases the photon number, the variance diverges
quadratically.

IV. EXPERIMENTAL AND TECHNOLOGICAL
IMPLICATIONS

In this section, we discuss the light-matter induced de-
coherence for coherently driven systems. This effect can
be detected in experiments and has a significant impact
on the design of quantum memories and quantum oper-
ations. The following analysis therefore focuses on the
transport-induced entanglement and neglects the shot-
noise entanglement.

A. Quantum-optical coherence time

To estimate the quantum-optical coherence time for
periodically driven systems, we consider the mean

photon-number changes ∆⟨N̂k⟩
∣∣∣
µ

= −E′
µ(φk)t for two

distinct Floquet states µ1 and µ2, where E′
µ(φk) =

dEµ(φ)/dφk. The system is completely decohered at
time tc when the difference in the mean photon num-
ber for these two Floquet states exceeds the width of the
photon distribution in Fock space, i.e.,

tc
∣∣E′

µ1
(φk)− E′

µ2
(φk)

∣∣ = σk, (45)

where σ2
k is the initial variance of photon mode k. We

recall that the variance does not change with time for
Floquet states as shown in Sec. II F. To estimate σk in
terms of physical quantities, we distinguish two cases:
(i) a closed light-matter system, where the photonic field
is confined in a cavity; (ii) an externally driven quantum
system, where the photonic field is a traveling wave. Each
case gives a different scaling behavior for tc.

Closed light-matter systems: For simplicity, we con-
sider coherent states, whose mean and variance are equal
nk = σ2

k. The mean photon number in a cavity mode is
given by nk = ϵ0E

2V/(2ℏωk) where E is the electromag-
netic field, V is the cavity volume, and ϵ0 is the dielectric
constant. This implies that the quantum-optical coher-
ence time is given as

tc = min
k,µ1,µ2

√
ϵ0E2V
2ℏωk∣∣E′

µ1
(φj)− E′

µ2
(φj)

∣∣ . (46)

We note that the coherence time in Eq. (46) is an ap-
proximation, since the above arguments have assumed
that the photon modes decohere independently.
Externally-driven quantum systems: For the experi-

mentally more relevant situation, in which the matter
system is driven by a traveling wave, the estimate for
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the coherence time has to be modified. Here we estab-
lish a connection to a cavity setup to get an estimate
for the coherence time. Consider that the light field is a
pulse of duration tp with central frequency ωk and spec-
tral width ∆ω ∝ 1/tp. For long times tp, the spectral
width vanishes and we assign all pulse photons to the
central frequency. The mean photon number in a pulse
is nk = P (ωk)tp, where P (ωk) is the power of the elec-
tromagnetic field at frequency ωk. Now, we model the
pulse as a cavity mode with initial occupation nk. Con-
sequently, we find that the quantum-optical coherence
time is,

tc = min
k,µ1,µ2

P (ωk)

ℏωk

∣∣E′
µ1
(φk)− E′

µ2
(φk)

∣∣2 . (47)

We note that since each photonic mode contributes to the
decoherence effect, the coherence time in Eq. (47) can be
considered as an upper bound.

B. Experimental verification

The decoherence effect discussed above provides a
route to verify the PRFT without measuring photon
statistics, which may be a challenging task. We explain
our approach for the two-mode Rabi model for illustra-
tion. The key idea is to determine the decoherence effect
by purity measurements of the atomic system. For this,
it is crucial to isolate the quantum-optical decoherence
from other decoherence sources. We achieve this by vary-
ing the amplitudes of the coherent states αk and the light-
matter interactions g̃k such that the effective parameters
gk = g̃kαk remain constant. In doing so, the spin sys-
tem experience the same semiclassical driving fields [see
Eq. (C5)] and, thus, is subject to the same decoherence
sources other than the quantum-optical decoherence. As
for a coherent driving field σk ∝ αk ∝ P (ωk)

1/2, the
quantum-optical decoherence dynamics can be accessed
by measuring the purity decay for various driving-field
powers P (ωk).

To get an estimate for the coherence time in the opti-
cal regime, we evaluate Eq. (47) for the two-mode Rabi
model, where the photonic frequency is assumed to be
ω = 400THz. The quasienergy difference in the denomi-
nator in Eq. (47) can be approximated by a typical Rabi
frequency of atomic systems ΩR = 40MHz, generated by
a laser with power P (ω) = 10µW. For these parameters,
the quantum-optical coherence time is tc = 5ms, which
is comparable to the duration of typical cold-atom ex-
periments [108–110], but significantly shorter than quan-
tum information storage times achieved with trapped
ions [111].

We obtain the order of magnitude of the coherence
time for radio frequencies using the following parame-
ters: ω = 10MHz, ΩR = 10 kHz, and P (ω) = 10W,
which are typical in current experiments [112]. In this
regime, the quantum-optical coherence time is very long

(tc ≈ 3×1018 s). This is a consequence of the high photon
occupation of radio-frequency modes for realistic experi-
mental parameters. Thus, in the radio-frequency regime,
the electromagnetic field can be considered as completely
classical, and the decoherence can be neglected.

C. Quantum memories and quantum operations

The quantum-optical decoherence in driven systems
can have a significant impact on the design of quan-
tum memories and quantum operations. To achieve long
quantum information storage times, sophisticated con-
trol protocols have been developed, that typically in-
volve time-periodic electromagnetic fields. Using dy-
namical decoupling, quantum information could be con-
served for more than six hours in rare-earth atoms em-
bedded in a crystal structure [112], and more than 50 s in
trapped ions [111]. In both cases, the quantum informa-
tion is stored in the hyper-fine levels of the ground-state
manifold, which are energetically separated in the radio-
frequency regime.
Depending on the control protocol, the quantum-

optical coherence time in Eq. (46) influences the per-
formance of quantum memories. The quantitative con-
siderations in Sec. IVB suggest that driving protocols
involving optical-frequencies should be avoided, while
radio-frequency control protocols are optimal. We note
that quantum information storage and retrieval proto-
cols often employ optical frequencies [113]. Even though
the pulse duration in these cases may be rather short,
tp < 1 µs, an inappropriately adjusted pulse sequence
might lead to a degradation of the quantum informa-
tion via the quantum-optical decoherence effect. Sim-
ilar considerations also apply to other quantum opera-
tions based on periodic driving, such as two-qubit gates.
As quantum error correction usually requires high fideli-
ties > 99% [114], even a minor quantum-optical deco-
herence can have a significant effect on quantum opera-
tions. Furthermore, inspection of the coherence time in
Eq. (47) reveals that the coherence time can be enhanced
by choosing control protocols for which the difference of
quasienergies are not sensitive to the driving phases.
As the coherence time depends on the specific sys-

tem, no general statements can be made about how to
eliminate the quantum-optical decoherence effect. An al-
ternate intriguing approach to mitigate this decoherence
would be to employ quantum time crystals [19, 20, 24].
Discrete time crystals, that are driven by an external
driving field with period τ = 2π/ω, exhibit subharmonic
response with a frequency ω/n, where n > 1 is an in-
teger. This intriguing subharmonic response arises from
the structure of the eigenspectrum which is composed of
Floquet eigenstates that are separated by a quasienergy
of ω/n. Since time crystals are robust to generic pertur-
bations, the difference of quasienergies would have little
dependence on the driving phases, leading to stable quan-
tum memories.
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V. QUANTUM COMMUNICATION

The light-matter entanglement discussed in the pre-
vious section can be employed in a quantum commu-
nication protocol that is robust against photon loss.
To this end, we consider that Alice and Bob—the two
participants in the communication—successively carry
out the light-matter entanglement process described
for the two-mode Rabi model and postselect the mea-
surement results. We now proceed to explain how
Greenberger-Horne-Zeilinger (GHZ) states can be em-
ployed to speedup the light-matter entanglement genera-
tion, before delving into the details of the communication
protocol in Sec. VB.

A. Rapid generation of light-matter entanglement

Typically, the light-matter interaction between a single
atom and the light-field is relatively weak, which slows
down the generation of maximally-entangled light-matter
states as depicted in Fig. 1(b). To enhance this effect, we
again employ the setup in Fig. 1(b), but with NA atoms.
The corresponding Hamiltonian reads as

H =
∑
j

hz
2
σ̂(j)
z + g̃

∑
j,k

σ̂
(j)
+ âk+σ̂

(j)
− â†k+

∑
k

ωâ†kâk, (48)

where the Pauli operators σ̂
(j)
z , σ̂

(j)
+ , σ̂

(j)
− act on the atoms

j = 1, . . . , NA. This is a rotating-wave approximation
version of the Hamiltonian in Eq. (39) with many two-
level systems, i.e., the Tavis-Cummings model, in which
the many-body interaction is mediated via the quantized
electromagnetic field. As in Sec. III B, we consider two
photonic modes k = 1, 2 which are initially in coherent
states

∣∣αke
iφk
〉
.

The PRFT is a powerful tool to analyze this system
when the atom numbers are large and exact numerical
calculations are very expensive. Upon introducing the
counting fields χ1 and χ2, the corresponding semiclassical
Hamiltonian reads as

H(t) =

NA∑
j=1

H(j)(t),

H(j)(t) =
hz
2
σ(j)
z +

2∑
k=1

σ
(j)
+ gke

−iωt+iχk +H.c., (49)

where H(j)(t) denotes the semiclassical Hamiltonian of
atom j. The atoms are formally decoupled in the semi-
classical description, yet, the interaction is still implicitly
encoded in the counting fields. The quasienergy of the to-
tal system can be written as the sum of the quasienergies
of the individual atoms

E(NA)
µ,χ =

NA∑
j=1

Eµj ,χ, (50)

where Eµj ,χ is the quasienergy of atom j in Floquet
state µj . We have introduced the vector notation µ =
(µ1, . . . , µNA

), that contain the quantum numbers µj of
the NA atoms. The corresponding Floquet states read as

|Ψµ,χ⟩ =
⊗
j

∣∣∣u(j)µj ,χ

〉
, (51)

where
∣∣∣u(j)µj ,χ

〉
denotes the Floquet state of atom j with

quantum number µj .
To drastically enhance the number of photons trans-

ported from mode k = 1 to k = 2 (or vice versa),
we prepare the system in either of the Floquet states
characterized by the NA-component quantum numbers
µ(1) = (1, . . . , 1) or µ(2) = (2, . . . , 2), i.e., the state
in which all atoms j are in the same Floquet state
µj = α ∈ {1, 2}. The quasienergy of the atom ensem-
ble in either of these states is then

Eµ(α),χ = NAEα,χ. (52)

According to Sec. II F, this leads to an enhancement of
the photon transport proportional to the atom number.
To be more specific, we choose hz = ω and the driving
phases φ1 = π/4, φ2 = −π/4. In this case, the Floquet
states of the matter system |uµ⟩ for each atom are |u1⟩ =
|−⟩ = (|0⟩ − |1⟩) /

√
2 and |u2⟩ = |+⟩ = (|0⟩+ |1⟩) /

√
2,

and the Floquet states of the atom ensemble in Eq. (51)
are

∣∣Ψµ(1)

〉
= |− · · · −⟩ ≡ |−−−⟩ and

∣∣Ψµ(2)

〉
= |+ · · ·+⟩ ≡

|+++⟩.
By constraining the system to the collective states |−−−⟩

and |+++⟩, we restrict the model to an effective two-level
system with a renormalized quasienergy, for which the
findings in the Jaynes-Cummings model in Appendix C 3
are valid. To create light-matter entanglement in the
basis |+++⟩ and |−−−⟩, we use the initial condition

|Ψ(0)⟩ = ÛNA

H |GHZ⟩ , (53)

where |GHZ⟩ is the celebrated GHZ state. This state

is defined by a superposition |GHZ⟩ = (|000⟩+ |111⟩) /
√
2,

where |000⟩ ≡ |0 . . . 0⟩ and |111⟩ ≡ |1 . . . 1⟩. The Hadamard

gate ÛH = exp [−iπσ̂y/4] that locally rotates the state
of each atom, is independently applied to all atoms. For
later purpose, we illustrate the light-matter entanglement
generation in Fig. 6(a) showing a superposition of states,
where either driving field is enhanced and the other is
reduced. We emphasize that even though we take the
Tavis-Cummings model as an example, this enhancement
effect is valid for general Floquet systems according to the
PRFT.

B. Remote entanglement generation

The most crucial task of the quantum communication
protocol is the generation of remote entanglement be-
tween two atomic ensembles possessed by Alice and Bob.
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FIG. 6. Remote entanglement generation protocol. (a) Illus-
tration of the local light-matter entanglement process. After
the interaction of two coherent light fields at a GHZ state, the
final state is a superposition of states where either coherent
field is enhanced (thick arrow) while the other is reduced (thin
arrow). (b) Entanglement protocol outlined in Sec. VB. After
light-matter entanglement with Alice’s GHZ state, the light is
transmitted to Bob, where it interacts with Bob’s GHZ state.
The dashed lines sketch the light paths. After Bob’s light-
matter entanglement, the coherent fields are measured (gray
half circles). A vanishing signal difference heralds success of
the protocol. The three insets show the photon distributions
pn before and after Alice’s entanglement process, and after
Bob’s process. (c) Analysis of the which-path information.
After interaction with Bob’s GHZ state, the system is in a
superposition of four states. In two of which, the two output
fields have changed their amplitude which reveals the path
of quantum information and results in failing of the protocol.
In the other two states, the which-path information remains
hidden and results in success of the protocol.

Quantum state transfer can then be carried out via quan-
tum teleportation [107]. As schematically sketched in
Fig. 6(b), this is achieved by repeating the light-matter
entanglement process using the same driving fields. The
three steps of the protocol are as follows:

1. State preparation: For an efficient light-matter en-
tanglement generation, we assume that both Alice
and Bob have prepared a GHZ state such that the
initial state |ΨAB(t0)⟩ = |GHZA⟩ ⊗ |GHZB⟩ is sep-
arable. Alice and Bob carry out local Hadamard
gates such that their states become

UNA

H,X |GHZ⟩X = |−−−⟩X + |+++⟩X , (54)

where X = A,B. The choice of the basis |−−−⟩ and
|+++⟩ is thereby determined by the driving phases,
which we assume to be φ1 = −π/4 and φ2 = π/4.

2. Light-matter interaction: Alice impinges two co-
herent light beams onto her atom ensemble lead-
ing to the generation of a light-matter entangled
state according to the explanations in Secs. II F and
III B:

(|−−−⟩A |A−⟩+ |+++⟩A |A+⟩) (|−−−⟩B + |+++⟩B) , (55)

where |A+⟩ (|A−⟩) denotes a photonic state with
enhanced (diminished) amplitude. The output
light fields are transmitted to Bob, where they in-
teract with Bob’s atom ensemble. The resulting
state can be written as

|−−−⟩A |−−−⟩B |A2−⟩+ |+++⟩A |−−−⟩B |A0⟩
+ |−−−⟩A |+++⟩B |A0⟩+ |+++⟩A |+++⟩B |A2+⟩ ,

where the photonic states |A2−⟩, |A0⟩, |A2+⟩ are
close to coherent states with amplitudes smaller,
comparable and larger compared to the initial co-
herent states. The change of amplitude refers to
mode k = 1, while mode k = 2 will conversely have
a larger, comparable or smaller amplitude. The
photon distribution of the modes at different stages
of the protocol is sketched in Fig. 6(b).

3. Measurement and postselection: Bob makes a
projective measurement defined by the operator
|A0⟩ ⟨A0|. If the measurement is successful, Alice
and Bob carry out Hadmard gates (and other local
operations to correct for phases accumulated dur-
ing the light-matter interactions). Finally, Alice
and Bob hold a share of the entangled state

|000⟩A |111⟩B + |111⟩A |000⟩B (56)

in the basis of collective excitations |000⟩X and |111⟩X .
The projective measurement can be implemented
by measuring the intensity difference of both out-
put fields. If the difference is close to zero, then the
two atoms have been successfully entangled. Oth-
erwise, the process has failed and must be repeated.

The working principle of the protocol is based on the
which-path information, that is illustrated in Fig. 6(c).
After interacting with Alice ensemble, either of the out-
put fields will be enhanced. This effect can be either
repeated or reversed after interaction with Bob’s ensem-
ble. If the field k = 1 is two times enhanced, the in-
tensity measurement reveals that it is in the photonic
state |A2+⟩. Consequently, Alice’s and Bob’s ensemble
both are in the state |+++⟩ and thus not entangled. A sim-
ilar reasoning applies to the state |A2−⟩. If the effect
is reversed and the intensities of the output modes are
equal, the which-path information of the photonic fields
remains hidden, such that both ensembles preserve their
uncertainty and become entangled. From Fig. 6(c) we
find that the success probability is 50%. We note that
the photon probability distribution of the coherent states
decay exponentially from the mean value such that the
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states |A2+⟩, |A0⟩, and |A2+⟩ can be distinguish with
only a small error probability in the intensity difference
measurement.

C. Quantum state transfer rate

The major obstacle in quantum communication is pho-
ton loss. A typical damping rate of optical fibers is
γ ≈ 0.051 1/km, leading to a loss of more than 99% of
photons after 100 km. This heavily limits the reach of
quantum state transfer protocols based on few photons.
Current theoretical transfer protocols predict transmis-
sion rates of up to 1Hz over 500 km [102]. These pro-
tocols typically employ quantum repeaters strategically
placed between the transmission endpoints.

The coherent-light protocol introduced in Sec. VB is
naturally robust against photon loss. The information
of Alice’s qubit is encoded as an enhanced or dimin-
ished light amplitude during transmission [see inset in
Fig. 6(b)]. When a photon is lost, it is hardly possible
to determine from which transmission peak it originated.
Still, while the which-path information is preserved, pho-
ton loss has a detrimental effect, as it leads to a broad-
ening of the photonic probability distribution. When the
broadening exceeds the distance of the two peaks, i.e.,
⟨∆N̂1⟩ ≈ ∆σ1 the quantum information is lost.
Along the same arguments for photon loss, the quan-

tum information is also robust against classical amplifica-
tion. To compensate the photon loss, we assume that it
will be amplified with rate γAmp = γ, such the mean pho-
ton number is conserved during transmission. Yet, the
amplification will lead to a broadening of the probability
distributions. Modeling photon loss and amplification as
independent Poissonian processes with rate γ, the width
of each peak increases by ∆σ1 =

√
2γdPtp/(ℏω), where

P is the power of the transmitted pulse, tp is the pulse
duration, and d the transfer distance. We recall from
Sec. IVA that the separation between the two peaks is
given as ⟨∆N̂1⟩ = |E′

1,φ −E′
0,φ|t. In atomic systems, the

quasienergy splitting can be associated with the Rabi fre-
quency ΩR. Using the GHZ amplification in Eq. (52), the

probability peaks are separated by ⟨∆N̂1⟩ = NAΩRtp.
The quantum state transfer rate can be thus estimated
as

f = 1/tp =
SN2

AΩ
2
Rℏω

2γP

1

d
, (57)

where we introduced S ≡ σ/
√
n as the ratio of the pho-

tonic distribution widths of a number-squeezed state σ
and a coherent state

√
n. For instance, we assume a

photonic frequency ω = 400THz and a typical Rabi fre-
quency of atomic systems ΩR = 40MHz, corresponding
to a laser power P = 10µW. Recent experiments of the
Lukin group have successfully created GHZ states with
NA = 12 Rydberg atoms [115]. When assuming a co-
herent state with S = 1, the transfer rate is 122Hz over

500 km, thus exceeding typical few-photon protocol by
two orders of magnitude.

D. Discussion

Even though strongly idealized, the proposed protocol
merits a thorough discussion. As quantum information
is often stored in the ground-state manifold of atoms,
that are coupled via Raman transitions, a more realistic
modeling in terms of a three-or-more level system is re-
quired. We emphasize that the proposed protocol is not
restricted to the Tavis-Cummings model used here for il-
lustration, as the light-matter entanglement is a generic
effect appearing in all Floquet systems as predicted by
the PRFT.
There is a series of points that can be discussed inde-

pendent of the concrete physical implementation. Along
with future progress in quantum control, the suggested
protocol has enormous development potential :

• Atom number. The quantum state transfer rate
in Eq. (57) scales quadratically in the number of
atoms NA. It has been estimated that for fault-
tolerant quantum computation NA = 1000 physi-
cal qubits in a highly entangled state are required.
This would increase the transfer rate by a factor of
104 compared to the estimate in Sec. VC.

• Transmission power. The transfer rate is inversely
proportional to the laser power P . When Alice
deamplifies the beam after interaction with her
GHZ state prior to transmission by a factor of α,
the transfer rate can be increased by that factor
α. Bob must amplify the received signal before in-
teraction with his GHZ state. Noiseless deamplifi-
cation and amplification can be implemented with
additional atom ensembles which are prepared in
Floquet states as discussed in Sec. II F and shown
in Figs. 1(b) and 3(a). This might enhance the
transfer rate by an additional factor of α = 10.

• Number squeezing. According to Eq. (57), the
transfer frequency scales linearly with the num-
ber squeezing parameter S. Moreover, a moderate
S also minimizes the shot-noise entanglement dis-
cussed in Sec. III A. We consider a number squeez-
ing of S = 0.1 for the following estimation.

Taking these points into account, the transfer rate will
be on the order of f ≈ 100MHz, and thus commercially
relevant. Compared to few-photon quantum protocols,
the coherent-state protocol comes with a serious of ad-
vantages:

• Distance dependence. The transfer rate scales in-
verse proportional with the distance d. This is a
more favorable scaling than for few-photon proto-
cols whose quantum state transfer rate typically de-
crease exponentially due to intensive postselection
in quantum repeaters [102].
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• Simple implementation. The implementation is
based on the light-matter entangling process. It
does not require sophisticated encoding and decod-
ing schemes to protect the quantum information
that are experimentally and computationally chal-
lenging.

• On-demand light fields. Presently, the absence
of on-demand single photon sources pose a major
challenge to several quantum communication pro-
tocols. This problem is circumvented in the pro-
posed protocol, as coherent pulses of light can be
easily produced and controlled.

• Photon detection. The efficiency of single-photon
detectors strongly influences the transfer rate of
few-photon protocols. As the success flag in the
coherent-light protocol is determined by measuring
the intensity difference [c.f., Fig. 6(b)], a standard
photon multiplier will be sufficient.

Compared with few-photon quantum communication
protocols, the coherent-state entanglement protocol has
two major disadvantages, though these can be overcome:

• GHZ generation. To establish an efficient pro-
tocol, Alice and Bob must generate high-fidelity
GHZ states, that might be technically challenging
for large atom numbers. However, quantum infor-
mation will be always stored in an encoded form.
While the GHZ state is the basis of Shor’s quan-
tum repetition code [116], other quantum error cor-
rection codes are based on graph states, that are
generalizations of the GHZ states [114]. Thus, the
generation of GHZ states will only lead to negligible
overhead.

• Noise and decoherence. As the quantum informa-
tion is encoded in the photon number, the transmit-
ted photonic state will be sensitive to phase noise

and decoherence related to the operators â†kâk for

k = 1, 2. Fortunately, as the ratio of ∆⟨N̂k⟩ and

⟨N̂k⟩ is on the order 10−5, the environment can
learn only little about the quantum state, such that
the which-path information is not leaked. To fur-
ther enhance the protection of the quantum infor-
mation, dynamical decoupling can be employed by
periodically switching |−−−⟩X ↔ |+++⟩X for X = A,B,

leading to a periodic variation of ∆⟨N̂k⟩.

The entanglement generation based on coherent light
can be interpreted as a physical encoding of the quantum
information, which is in contrast to the logical encod-
ing of quantum information typically deployed in quan-
tum communication protocols [114]. Assuming a pulse
length of tp = 20ms, the two peaks are separated by

∆⟨N̂1⟩ ≈ 107 photons which corresponds to a Hamming

distance of log2(∆⟨N̂1⟩) ≈ 24 bits. As the total number

of photons is on the order of ⟨N̂1⟩ = Pt/ℏω ≈ 1012 cor-
responding to 40 qubits, the physical encoding presented

here is thus comparable to a [[40, 1, 24]] quantum error
correction code.

VI. SUMMARY AND OUTLOOK

A. Summary

In this subsection, we compare the PRFT with other
well-established methods for analyzing light-matter
systems. The PRFT combines important features of
established frameworks, while avoiding their shortcom-
ings:

Floquet theory. The PRFT introduces counting fields
into the semiclassical equation of the light-matter system
to track the quantum dynamics of the photonic driving
field, thereby making an important advancement to the
framework of Floquet theory. Crucially, the PRFT de-
fines a quantum channel for the dynamics of the driven
matter system, that describes the decoherence induced
by the light-matter interaction in the Floquet basis. This
inherently quantum effect is completely neglected in the
standard Floquet theory, which treats the matter subsys-
tem as an effectively closed quantum system. We note
that while this eventual decoherence may be anticipated
from other semiclassical techniques [53], a quantitative
calculation is generally beyond the reach of these meth-
ods. Our investigations clearly demonstrate that Floquet
theory suffers from fundamental limitations in describ-
ing light-matter-coupled systems. The PRFT provides a
semiclassical approach to address these issues, and em-
phasizes the need to carefully investigate the standard
Floquet theory even in parameter regimes, in which it
has been thought to be valid. The PRFT renders the
Floquet theory as an open quantum system framework,
by providing a microscopic derivation of the Kraus oper-
ators.
We emphasize that the PRFT has the same computa-

tional complexity as the standard Floquet theory, since
it requires the integration of semiclassical equations. As
a consequence, the PRFT has significant computational
advantages over Sambe space methods that investigate
photonic dynamics by effectively requantizing the
semiclassical driving field [94–96]. Finally, we note that,
unlike other approaches, the PRFT can distinguish
between modes with commensurate frequencies, thereby
extending its reach over a wide class of driven systems.
The phase representation approach in Ref. [53] derives
photonic observables by formally considering the photon
phase as a dynamical variable. However, this approach
becomes problematic when specifying to coherent pho-
tonic states, for which the phase has been considered as
static leading to unphysical prediction such as diverging
higher-order moments and cumulants. For this reason,
the method in Ref. [53] comes short to describe the
light-matter entanglement, which takes a prominent role
within the PRFT.
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Quantum optics. An extremely appealing feature of
the PRFT is that it makes accurate predictions about
photonic observables, even though it only relies on semi-
classical equations. Our framework thus provides a dras-
tic computational advantage over established methods in
quantum optics. In particular, we note that while it is ex-
tremely difficult to numerically investigate systems with
more than two photon modes using traditional meth-
ods such as phase-space frameworks [55, 117, 118], the
numerical effort is independent of the mode number in
the PRFT. Intriguingly, the PRFT predicts the gener-
ation of light-matter entangled states in general multi-
mode driven systems, which is essentially infeasible to
describe with standard quantum optical methods. This
entanglement effect is a fundamental consequence of the
photon transport between different modes, which is con-
trolled by the matter quantum system. It is thus distinct
from the entanglement resulting from the photon-number
uncertainty (i.e., the shot-noise) of a single mode in a co-
herent state [97–101]. Our analysis has shown that the
transport induced entanglement has a profound impact
on the photon dynamics in contrast to the more well-
studied shot-noise induced entanglement. Furthermore,
the PRFT is nonperturbative in nature, and thus capa-
ble of making predictions beyond methods from nonlinear
spectroscopy [119].

Before proceeding further, we note that there are
several straightforward applications of the PRFT that
could not be addressed in this work. For instance, in
the benchmarking of the quantum Rabi model, it has
been assumed that the photon field is switched on in a
quantum quench. A more realistic situation is a smooth
switching of the photon density, that could be modeled
as a coherent superposition in continuum mode photon
field, or by a time-dependent light-matter coupling g̃(t).
In all of these cases, the overall framework remains valid.

Full-counting statistics. The PRFT provides a stochas-
tic description of photonic fields in terms of probabili-
ties, moments and cumulants in a manner analogous to
the standard FCS [69, 120]. The standard FCS is based
on two-point projective measurements, and can describe
spontaneous photon emission [66–68]. However, the co-
herences in the photon number basis are formally de-
stroyed in this method, thereby leading to wrong pre-
dictions for photon modes in coherent states. In con-
trast, the photon counting statistics in the PRFT is ob-
tained by two-point tomographic measurements, that are
compatible with coherent states. The formalism pro-
vides an exact expression for the change of the dynami-
cal moment- and cumulant-generating functions, that de-
scribe the change in the photonic statistics of the pho-
ton modes. Finally, the quasiprobabilities capture the
redistribution of the initial probability distribution and
therefore describe the photonic dynamics.

B. Discussion and outlook

The PRFT has far-reaching implications for quantum
science and technologies. In particular, the quantum
optical decoherence predicted by the PRFT has serious
consequences for quantum memories and quantum oper-
ations.

Quantum memories often use sophisticated Floquet
control protocols, where the control fields can uninten-
tionally induce quantum-optical decoherence. In the
optical frequency regime, the quantum-optical coherence
time predicted by the PRFT is reasonably short (≈ ms),
which is orders of magnitude smaller than the targeted
storage time of quantum information. This analysis
suggests that optical frequencies should be avoided in
quantum memories and quantum operations, as even a
small decoherence is detrimental to maintain the high
fidelity required for quantum error correction. Moreover,
we have argued that quantum time crystals are ideal
candidates for quantum memories. Finally, we have
employed the PRFT to propose a quantum communi-
cation protocol that is robust against photon loss. Our
proposal employs coherent photonic states instead of
single photons to establish remote entanglement. The
robustness of this protocol originates from the fact
that the width of the photonic probability distribution
increases only with the square root of the number of lost
photons. Consequently, the quantum state transfer rate
scales inversely with distance, thereby outperforming
few-photon protocols based on quantum repeaters, that
typically decay exponentially with distance. We plan to
investigate detailed implementations of this protocol in
future work.

The PRFT developed in this paper can potentially
have a significant impact on various research direc-
tions. Some promising applications include thermody-
namics [121], heat engines [88, 122, 123] and quan-
tum phase transitions in interacting spin chains in a
cavity [124–126], and control of many-body localiza-
tion [127, 128] in the presence of external driving.
Thereby, the PRFT has a significant computational ad-
vantage over quantum optical methods, where accurate
numerical calculations are extremely challenging in this
regime. An extension to open quantum systems can
also clarify the compatibility with the standard FCS.
We further speculate that a suitable development of the
PRFT will have important implications in spectroscopy
and metrology. The PRFT can be applied in the anal-
ysis of highly occupied Fock-state lattices, which have
been shown to exhibit an intriguing collapse and revival
dynamics [129]. Methods developed for noise suppres-
sion in electron transport can be also combined with the
PRFT to control the photonic counting statistics [130].
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Appendix A: Photon-resolved Floquet theory:
Derivations

In this Appendix, we study the PRFT in more details.
In the following derivations, we focus on the special case
of a single counting field to enhance the readability. The
generalization to multimode photon fields works along
the same lines.

1. Unraveling of the quantum dynamics

To reveal the quantum properties of the Floquet the-
ory, we start from the underlying quantum Hamiltonian
in Eq. (1) with a single photonic mode k = 1. We unravel
the corresponding time-evolution operator in a perturba-
tion picture defined by HS = H0 +ωâ†â. In doing so, we
find

U(t) = e−iHQt

=

∞∑
n=0

∫ t

0

dtn · · ·
∫ t2

0

dt1Ũ
(n)(t), (A1)

where we have defined the perturbation-resolved propa-
gation operator

Ũ (n)(t) = e−iHS(t−tn) · · · e−iHS(t2−t1)H1

(
â† + â

)
e−iHSt1 ,

(A2)

in which the term H1

(
â† + â

)
appears n times. Next,

we introduce the counting field χ into the expansion in
Eq. (A1) by replacing â → âeiχ and â† → â†e−iχ. This
generalizes the time-evolution operator U(t) → Uχ(t),
which can be formally written as

Uχ(t) = e−iχN̂U(t)eiχN̂ . (A3)

We can expand the generalized time-evolution operator
as

Uχ(t) =

∞∑
m=−∞

U (m)(t)e−iχm, (A4)

where the photon-resolved time-evolution operators U (m)

contain all terms in which the difference of the number

of creators mC and the number of annihilators mA is
m = mC − mA. Each U (m)(t) can be thus represented
as a polynomial of â and â†. The non-unitary U (m) can
be obtained from Uχ(t) by performing a Fourier trans-
formation with respect to χ, i.e.,

U (m)(t) =
1

2π

∫ 2π

0

dχUχ(t)e
imχ. (A5)

Using these photon-resolved time-evolution operators, we
can express expectation values of arbitrary observables
Ô (can be either matter-like, photonic, or mixed observ-
ables) as

⟨ψ(t)| Ô |ψ(t)⟩ =
∑

m1,m2

⟨ψ(t0)|U (m1)†(t)ÔU (m2)(t) |ψ(t0)⟩ .

(A6)
We assume a product state as initial state

|ψ(t0)⟩ = |ϕ(t0)⟩ ⊗
∞∑

n=0

an |n⟩ , (A7)

where the expansion coefficients an shall fulfill the con-
ditions (i) and (ii) explained later in Appendix. A 5. For
illustration, we consider the projector onto a particular
Fock state

P̂n = |n⟩ ⟨n| , (A8)

but more complicated operators can be treated accord-
ingly. For this specific operator, the expectation value
can be written in terms of the photon-resolved time-
evolution operators as

⟨P̂n⟩ ≡ ⟨ψ(t)| P̂n |ψ(t)⟩

=
∑

m1,m2

〈[
U (m1)†(t)

]
n−m1,n

[
U (m2)(t)

]
n,n−m2

〉
t0

×a∗n−m1
an−m2 , (A9)

where we have defined the photon-resolved propagation
matrices by[

U (m)†(t)
]
n1,n2

≡ ⟨n1|U (m)† |n2⟩ , (A10)

which act on the states in the matter system. The ex-
pectation value in Eq. (A9) is taken with respect to the
matter initial state |ϕ(t0)⟩.

2. Transition to the photon-resolved Floquet
theory

The derivations in Appendix A1 have been carried out
in the Fock space. The connection of the photon-resolved
quantum time-evolution and the PRFT is established via
Eq. (A4). We recall that Uχ(t) can be represented as a
polynomial of â† and â operators. As in the standard
semiclassical approximation, we now replace

eiωâ†âtâe−iωâ†ât → αe−iωt+iφ, (A11)



21

where α ≫ 1 and φ are the amplitude and the phase of
the photon field. We denote the resulting operator as
Uχ(t), which acts on the matter system. The transition
to the PRFT is readily done by realizing that

Uχ(t) = T e−i
∫ t
0
Hχ(t

′)dt′ , (A12)

where T is the time-ordering operator and the general-
ized time-periodic Hamiltonian on the right-hand side is
defined as

Hχ(t) = H0 + g̃H1α
(
eiωt−iχ + e−iωt+iχ

)
. (A13)

The calculation of Uχ(t) can be thus performed by
analytically or numerically solving the time-dependent
Schrödinger equation with Hχ(t) for all χ ∈ [0, 2π). The
final step in the transition is done by evaluating

U (m)(t) =
1

2π

∫ 2π

0

dχUχ(t)e
imχ (A14)

and replacing [
U (m)†(t)

]
n1,n2

→ U (m)(t) (A15)

in Eq. (A9). This replacement is well justified as the

matrix elements of the terms such as â
†nâm depend only

weakly on the photon number for large n1, n2. The ex-
pectation value of P̂n in the PRFT thus reads as〈

P̂n

〉
=
∑

m1,m2

〈
U (m1)†(t)U (m2)(t)

〉
t0
a∗n−m1

an−m2 ,

(A16)
where the expectation value is taken in the matter initial
state.

3. Full-counting statistics

In the following, we derive the dynamical cumulant-
generating function of the photon field given in Eq. (14).
As the physical background and interpretation has been

already explained in Sec. II, we focus here on the merely
technical details. For simplicity, we count only the pho-
tons in mode k = 1. Nevertheless, we still implicitly allow
for other photon modes, which are not explicitly counted.
In this case, the cumulant- and moment-generating func-
tions are given as

Kχ(t) = log [Mχ(t)] ,

Mχ(t) =
〈
e−iχN̂

〉
t
, (A17)

where the time evolution is calculated with the full quan-
tum Hamiltonian in Eq. (3). The moment-generating
function in Eq. (A17) can be rewritten as

Mχ(t) =
1

2

〈
U†(t)Uχ(t)e

−iχN̂ + e−iχN̂U†
−χ(t)U(t)

〉
t0
,

(A18)

where Uχ(t) is the generalized time-evolution operator
in Eq. (A3). Here, the moment-generating function is
presented in a symmetric way. At this stage, an unsym-
metrical representation would be also correct, however,
this will get problematic when taking the semiclassical
limit later. In doing so, we make sure that the essential
transformation property M∗

χ(t) = M−χ(t) is maintained
in the semiclassical limit, which guarantees that all mo-
ments and cumulants are real valued.

We assume that the initial state is separable

|Ψ(t)⟩ = |ϕ(t0)⟩ ⊗ |A(t0)⟩ , (A19)

where |ϕ(t0)⟩ is the initial state of the matter system.
We can expand the initial state of the light field in the
Fock basis

|A(t0)⟩ =
∑
n

an |n⟩ . (A20)

Using now the photon-resolved time-evolution operator
in Eq. (A5), we can expand Eq. (A18) in terms of photon
processes such that

Mχ(t) ≡ 1

2

∑
n,m1,m2

⟨ϕ(t0)| U (m1)†(t)e−iχm2U (m2)(t)e−iχ(n−m2) |ϕ(t0)⟩ a∗n−m1
an−m2

+ (c.c., χ→ −χ)

≡ 1

2

∑
m1,m2,n

⟨ϕ(t0)| U (m1)†(t)e−iχm2U (m2)(t) |ϕ(t0)⟩ a∗n−m1+m2
ane

−iχn + ( c.c., χ→ −χ) .

(A21)

In this expression, we have already carried out the
semiclassical replacement of the photon-resolved time-
evolution operators introduced in Eq. (A15). The valid-
ity of this replacement will be analyzed in Appendix A 5.

To make progress, we apply a Fourier transform to the
photonic expansion coefficients

an =
1

2π

∫ 2π

0

dφ aφe
in·φ. (A22)
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Moreover, using the representation of the photon- resolved time-evolution operators in Eq. (A14), the
moment-generating function reads as

Mχ(t) =
1

2(2π)4

∫
dχ1dχ2dφ1dφ2

∑
m1,m2,n

⟨ϕ(t0)| e−im1χ1U†
χ1
(t)Uχ2

(t)eim2(χ2−χ) |ϕ(t0)⟩

×e−i(n−m1+m2)φ1a∗φ1
aφ2e

inφ2e−iχn + ( c.c., χ→ −χ) .

=
1

2(2π)4

∫
dχ1dχ2dφ1dφ2

∑
m1,m2,n

⟨ϕ(t0)| eim1(φ1−χ1)U†
χ1
(t)Uχ2

(t)eim2(χ2−χ−φ1) |ϕ(t0)⟩

×a∗φ1
aφ2

ein(−χ−φ1+φ2) + ( c.c., χ→ −χ) .

=
1

2(2π)2

∫
dφ1dφ2

∑
n

⟨ϕ(t0)| U†
φ1
(t)Uφ1+χ(t) |ϕ(t0)⟩ a∗φ1

aφ2e
in(−χ−φ1+φ2) + ( c.c., χ→ −χ) . (A23)

Albeit general, Eq. (A23) is inconvenient to evaluate
both analytically and numerically. Motivated by the
abundant use of lasers and other coherent electromag-
netic fields in experiments, we focus in the following on
Gaussian photonic states, for which the expansion coef-
ficients are given by

an =
1

(2π)
1
4
√
σ
e−

1
4σ2 (n−n)2eiφn, (A24)

where n is considered as a continuous variable, n ≫ 1
and σ denote the mean photon number and width, re-
spectively, and φ is the phase. For σ2 = n, the state is
a coherent state, while for σ2 < n (σ2 > n) it is denoted
as a number-squeezed (phase-squeezed) state. More gen-
eral photonic states, such as multimode squeezed states
and light-matter entangled states will be discussed in Ap-
pendix A 6. Expressed as a function of phase, the coeffi-
cients in Eq. (A22) read as

aφ1
=

2π
√
2σ

(2π)
3
4

e−(φ1−φ)σ2(φ1−φ)ei(φ1−φ)n.

(A25)

For large σ the coefficients aφ1 quickly decay with
|φ1 − φ|, such that it is justified to expand the expec-
tation value in Eq. (A23) in a Taylor series as

Ft,χ(φ1) ≡ ⟨ϕ| U†
φ1
(t)Uφ1+χ(t) |ϕ⟩

= Ft,χ(φ)

+ ∂φFt,χ(φ) · (φ1 − φ)

+
1

2
∂2φFt,χ(φ) (φ1 − φ)

2

+ O
[
(φ1 − φ)

3
]
. (A26)

Accordingly, we can expand the moment-generating func-
tion as

2Mχ(t) = M (0)
χ (t) +M (1)

χ (t) +M (2)
χ (t) + . . .

+(c.c., χ→ −χ) . (A27)

For the first term, evaluation of the Gaussian integral
gives

M (0)
χ (t) =

∑
n

∫
dφ1dφ2Ft,χ(φ)

× 2σ

(2π)
3
2

∏
j=1,2

e−φjσ
2φje(−1)jiφj(n−n)e−inχ

= Ft,χ(φ)
∑
n

a∗nane
−inχ

= Ft,χ(φ)Mχ(t0), (A28)

where in the last equality we have identified the
moment-generating function at time t0, i.e., Mχ(t0) =∑

n a
∗
nane

−inχ.
Evaluating the Gaussian integrals of the second and

third terms in Eq. (A27), we obtain

M (1)
χ (t) =

∑
n

∫
dφ1dφ2(∂φFt,χ)φ1

× 2σ

(2π)
3
2

∏
j=1,2

e−φjσ
2φjei(−1)jφj(n−n)e−inχ

=
∑
n

∫
dφ1dφ2(∂φFt,χ)

2σ2

2π
φ1

×
∏

j=1,2

e−[φj+i(n−n) 1
2σ2 ]σ2[φj+i 1

2σ2 (n−n)]

×a∗nane−inχ

=
∑
n

(∂φFt,χ)σ
−2i (n− n) · a∗nane−inχ,

(A29)

and

M (2)
χ (t) =

∑
n

∫
dφ1dφ2(∂

2
φFt,χ)φ

2
1
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× 2σ

(2π)
3
2

∏
j=1,2

e−φjσ
2φjei(−1)jφj(n−n)e−inχ

=
∑
n

(∂2φFt,χ)σ
−4 (n− n)

2
a∗nane

−inχ

+
∑
n

(∂2φFt,χ)σ
−2a∗nane

−inχ, (A30)

respectively.
As explained in the error analysis in Appendix A 5, the

termsM
(1)
χ , M

(2)
χ and higher order terms do not produce

leading-order contributions to the moment-generating
function for large n and σ with n ≫ σ. Thus, the
moment-generating function is mainly determined by

M
(0)
χ in Eq. (A28) and reads as

Mχ(t) = Mdy,χ(t)Mχ(t0) + F
[
σ

n
,
gt

n
,
gt

σ2

]
,(A31)

where we have defined the dynamical moment-generating
function by

Mdy,χ(t) ≡
1

2

〈
U†
φ(t)Uφ+χ(t) + U†

φ−χ(t)Uφ(t)
〉
t0
,

(A32)
and F [x] denotes an appropriate scaling function. Im-
portantly, in this form, the moment-generating function
fulfills the correct transformation properties under inver-
sion of the counting field χ → −χ. A non-symmetric
representation, e.g., when only taking the first term in
Eq. (A31), does violate this basic property. Using the re-
lation Kχ(t) = logMχ(t), and recalling the definition of
the dynamical cumulant-generation function in Eq. (13),

Kχ(t) ≡ Kdy(χ, t) +Kχ(t0), (A33)

we find that Kdy(χ, t) = logMdy,χ(t), which is the ex-
pression given in Eq. (14) after generalization to multiple
counting fields.

4. Periodically driven systems

The PRFT makes intriguing predictions for the im-
portant class of periodically driven systems. According
to Floquet theory, the time evolution operator can be
written as

Uχ(t) =
∑
µ

e−iEµ,χ(t−t0) |uµ,χ(t)⟩ ⟨uµ,χ(t0)| , (A34)

where Eµ,χ are the quasienergies and |uµ,χ(t)⟩ =
|uµ,χ(t+ τ)⟩ are the time-periodic Floquet states. Both
depend on the counting field. Consequently, the proba-
bility operator in Eq. (21) can be expressed as

P̂n(t) =
∑

m,µ,m1,µ1

q̃m|µQ̂
µ1,µ
m1

(t)ei(Eµ1,φ−Eµ,φ)(t−t0)

×pn−m−m1
(t0)

+ H.c., (A35)

where

q̃m|µ =
1

4π

∫ 2π

0

ei(Eµ,φ−Eµ,φ+χ)(t−t0)eimχdχ

(A36)

describes the stroboscopic dynamics of the system, and

Q̂µ1,µ
m1

= |uµ1,φ(t0)⟩ ⟨uµ1,φ(t)|

× 1

2π

∫ 2π

0

|uµ,χ(t)⟩ ⟨uµ,χ(t0)| eim1χdχ

contains the information about the so-called micromo-
tion. The later has the property

∞∑
m1=−∞

Q̂µ1,µ
m1

= δµ1,µ |uµ1,φ(t0)⟩ ⟨uµ1,φ(t0)| , (A37)

which will become important later.
Equation (A35) is too complicated to allow for a clear

physical picture and requires simplification. We observe
that Q̂µ1,µ

m1
is constructed via a Fourier analysis of the

operator |uµ,χ(t)⟩ ⟨uµ,χ(t0)|. Under physical reasonable
conditions, the Fourier components are physically re-
stricted by finite mmin ≤ m1 ≤ mmax. Thus, when
the initial probability distribution varies only slowly
with photon number, we can replace pn−m−m1

(t0) →
pn−m(t0) in agreement with the explanations in Ap-
pendix A 5 below. Consequently, Eq. (A35) simplifies
to

P̂n(t) =
∑
µ

pn|µ(t) |uµ,φ(t0)⟩ ⟨uµ,φ(t0)| (A38)

pn|µ(t) =
∑
m

qm|µpn−m(t0)

qm|µ =
1

4π

∫ 2π

0

ei(Eµ,φ−Eµ,φ+χ)(t−t0)eimχdχ+ c.c,

(A39)

which shows that the photon redistribution is mainly de-
termined by the quasienergies. Moreover, the state of the
total system in Eq. (24) can be specified as

|Ψ(t)⟩ =
∑
µ

cµe
−iEµ,φ(t−t0) |uµ,φ(t)⟩ ⊗ |Aµ(t)⟩ , (A40)

where we have identified the Floquet-state conditioned
photonic states as

|Aµ(t)⟩ =
∑
n

√
pn|µe

−i(ωt−φ) |n⟩ . (A41)

To bring the total system state in this form, we took
advantage of Baye’s theorem pµ|npn = pn|µpµ.



24

5. Error analysis

Here we analyze the error of the semiclassical moment-
generating function in Eq. (A31). To allow for a quanti-
tative statement about the error, we consider the generic
photonic state in Eq. (36). To simplify the notation, we
consider here a single photon mode, while the generaliza-
tion to a multimode system works along the same lines.

Informally speaking, the derivations in the PRFT
make the following assumptions for the expansion coeffi-

cients a
(k)
m in the Fock basis of the photonic initial states∑

m a
(k)
m |m⟩k: The amplitudes

∣∣∣a(k)m

∣∣∣ vary slowly with

the photon number m; The phases are well defined in

the sense that arg a
(k)
m = φkm with constant φk. These

assumptions are naturally fulfilled for the coherent state

in Eq. (2) when αk is large, such that
∣∣∣a(k)m

∣∣∣2 obeys the

Poisson distribution.
To quantify the error, we have to investigate two

approximations: (i) the semiclassical replacement of the
photon-resolved time-evolution operators in Eq. (A21);

(ii) the higher-order contributions M
(l≥1)
χ in Eq. (A27).

(i) Semiclassical replacement. In the semiclassical re-
placement in Eq. (A21), we have assumed that the matrix
elements of the photonic operator a†

C(n) = ⟨n+ 1| â† |n⟩ =
√
n+ 1 (A42)

are independent of the photon number during the time
evolution. To estimate the validity of this approximation,
we consider the ratio of matrix elements for the photon
numbers n = N and n = N + κdy,1t + σ, where κdy,1t
describes the change of the mean photon number and σ
is the initial photon number standard deviation. As the
ratio scales as

C(n+ κdy,1t+ σ)

C(n)
= 1+

κdy,1(t)

n
+
σ

n
+O

(
1

n2

)
, (A43)

the semiclassical replacement is correct as long as the
ratio κdy,1t/n is small. As κdy,1(t) is of the order of
light-matter interaction times time, we conclude that the
semiclassical approximation gives an error of the order
gt/n as indicated in Eq. (A31). Moreover, the standard
deviation σ is required to be small compared to the
mean photon number n to ensure the photon number
independence of the matrix elements. This analysis thus
justifies the first and second error scalings in Eq. (A31).

(ii) Expansion contributions. Here, we exam-

ine the magnitude of the term M
(1)
χ , which contributes

the lowest order correction to the semiclassical moment-
generating function in Eq. (A31). The analysis of the

terms M
(l>1)
χ works along the same lines and gives the

same estimate. Transforming the sum over the photon
number n into an integral, we find

M (1)
χ (t) →

∫
dn(∂φFt,χ)

in

σ2

1

σ
√
2π

· e−
n2

2σ2 e−i(n+n)χ

= (∂φFt,χ)e
−σ2χ2

2 e−inχσ−2i(−iσ2χ). (A44)

To make progress, we represent the auxiliary function
Ft,χ defined in Eq. (A26) as an exponential

Ft,χ(φ) = eift,χ(φ). (A45)

In doing so, the first-order correction of the moment-
generating function can be written as

M (1)
χ (t) = ∂φe

−i[n−f ′
t(φ)]χ−[σ

2

2 −if ′′
t (φ)]χ2+O(χ3)χ,

(A46)

where f ′t(φ) and f
′′
t (φ) denote the first and second deriva-

tives of ft,χ(φ) with respect to the counting field at χ = 0.
Using Eqs. (A44) and (A45), we can evaluate the contri-

bution of M
(1)
χ to the probability distribution to be

p(1)n =
1

2π

∫
dχ
[
M (1)

χ (t) +M
(1)∗
−χ (t)

]
eiχn

= ∂φ
i√
2

n− n+ f ′t(φ)

σ2/2− if ′′t (φ)

e
− (n−n+f′

t)
2

σ2/2−if′′
t (φ)

√
2π
√
σ2/2− if ′′t (φ)

+c.c.+O
(

1

σ4

)
. (A47)

The terms O(χ3) in the exponent in Eq. (A46) gener-
ate terms of order O

(
1
σ4

)
. Inspection of the probabili-

ties p
(1)
n reveals that they are small if σ2 ≪ f ′t(φ) and

σ2 ≪ f ′′t (φ)t. Both f ′t(φ) and f ′′t (φ) are defined via
the logarithm of Ft,χ(φ), which is defined in Eq. (A26).
As the time evolution operators are an exponential of
the Hamiltonian, we conclude that both f ′t(φ) and f

′′
t (φ)

scale with the product of the light-matter coupling g and
time t. Consequently, we can estimate that the error

magnitude scales as p
(l=1)
n = O

(
gt
σ2

)
. Carrying out a

similar analysis for M
(l>1)
χ , we find the same error scal-

ing, such that we can conclude

p(l≥1)
n = F

(
gt

σ2

)
, (A48)

i.e., all terms l ≥ 1 can be neglected in the large σ limit.
As the moment-generating function can be expressed as
the Fourier transformation of the probabilities, we arrive
at the third error scaling given in Eq. (A31).

6. Generalizations

The expression of the moment-generating function in
Eq. (A31) can be generalized to more general initial
states along the same lines as in Appendix A3. As the
notation is tedious, we state only the final result here.
We consider a generic light-matter initial state of the

form

|Ψ(t0)⟩ =
∑
λ

cλ |ϕλ(t0)⟩ ⊗ |Aλ(t0)⟩ , (A49)
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where we make no further assumption about the matter
initial state |ϕλ(t0)⟩. The cλ are expansion coefficients.
In contrast to the initial state in Eq. (A19) considered
before, we here allow for an entangled initial state. The
photonic states are Gaussian states and parameterized as

|Aλ(t0)⟩ =
∑
n

aλ,n |n⟩ , (A50)

where the expansion coefficients in the Fock basis |n⟩ can
be written as

aλ,n =
1

(2π)
NR
4

√
detΣλ

e−
1
4 (n−nλ)Σ

−2
λ (n−nλ)

T

eiφλ·n.

(A51)
Thereby, nλ = (nλ,1, . . . , nλ,R) is the vector of the ini-
tial mean photon numbers, Σλ is a Hermitian matrix
describing the corresponding standard deviation, and
φλ = (φλ,1, . . . , φλ,R) denotes the phases of the R pho-
ton modes. This parametrization covers coherent pho-
tonic states, number-squeezed photonic states, phase-
squeezed photonic states, and multimode entangled pho-
tonic states. A suitable linear combination of the Gaus-
sian states also allows for the description of Fock states.
However, this would be numerically very expensive and
eradicate the simplicity of the PRFT.

Generalizing the derivations in Appendix A 3 with re-
gard to the initial state in Eq. (A49), we finally arrive at
the generic moment-generating function

Mχ(t) =
1

2

∑
λ1,λ2

[
⟨ϕλ1(t0)| U†

φλ1
(t)Uφλ1

+χ(t) |ϕλ2
(t0)⟩

+ ⟨ϕλ1
(t0)| U†

φλ2
−χ(t)Uφλ2

(t) |ϕλ2
(t0)⟩

]
×Mλ1,λ2

χ (t0).

+ F

{ 1

σ2
λ,k

,
σλ,k
nλ,k

,
gλ,k · t
nλ,k

}
λ,k

 , (A52)

where the initial moment-generating function is given by

Mλ1,λ2
χ (t0) =

∑
n

a∗λ1,naλ2,ne
iχ·n. (A53)

The consequences of the initial light-matter entanglement
in Eq. (A49) may lead to new dynamical effects, whose
analysis would exceed the scope of this paper.

7. Standard classical derivation

Here, we show that the cumulant-generating func-
tion in Eq. (13) reproduces the standard semiclassical
definition of the energy current as considered in, e.g.,
Refs. [94, 95]. We first consider the cases of a single
driving mode. Using the definition of the first dynamical
cumulant in Eq. (12), we find

κdy,1(t) = ∆
〈
N̂(t)

〉
t0

(A54)

=
−i
2

〈
U†
φ(t)

d

dχ
Uφ+χ(t)

〉
t0

∣∣∣∣∣
χ→0

+ c.c.

To evaluate the derivative, we use the identity

Uχ(t) = Uχ(t, t0) = U0(t− χ/ω, t0 − χ/ω), (A55)

from which we can easily show that

i
d

dχ
Uχ(t) =

1

ω
[H(t)Uχ(t)− Uχ(t)H(t0)] . (A56)

Consequently,

ωκdy,1(t) = ⟨H(t)⟩t − ⟨H(t0)⟩t0 . (A57)

Deriving with respect to time, we readily find the energy
current from the matter system to the photon mode

ω
d

dt
κ dy,1(t) =

〈
d

dt
H(t)

〉
t0

≡ I(t), (A58)

which is the expression of the semiclassical energy current
commonly used in the literature.
The generalization of Eq. (A58) to multiple modes can

be easily performed by requantizing the photon modes,
which are not counted: Assuming we are interested in
the counting statistics of mode k, we only quantize the
modes k′ ̸= k in the semiclassical Hamiltonian in Eq. (3),
such that

H(t) = Hk(t) +H0 +
∑
k′

g̃Hk′

(
âk′ + â†k′

)
, (A59)

where Hk(t) = gHk cos(ωkt+ φk). This is just the
Hamiltonian in Eq. (3) with a complicated H0 and a sin-
gle semiclassical photon mode. Using the same reasoning
as before, we can directly conclude that the photon flux
into mode k is given as

Ik(t) ≡
d

dt
ωk

〈
∆N̂k

〉
=

〈
d

dt
Hk(t)

〉
. (A60)

This implies that the photon-number change in mode k
is captured by the operator

∆N̂k =

∫ t

t0

[
d

dt
Hk(t)

]
dt, (A61)

which is thus an operator in space and time. Clearly,
an analysis of the transport dynamics in terms of ∆N̂k

does not offer the convenience of the PRFT.

Appendix B: Standard Full-Counting Statistics

Here we review the derivation of the standard FCS [69,
120]. We assume that the system is described by Hamil-
tonian HQ in Eq. (1). We want to count the change of
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photons in photonic mode â between times t0 and t1.
The system is assumed to be initially in state ρ(t0). The
photon number change shall be determined by two-point
projective measurements as sketched in Fig. 1(a).

At time t0, we perform a projective measurement de-
fined by the projector P̂n0 = |n0⟩ ⟨n0|, where |n0⟩ denote
the Fock states of â, to determine the initial photon num-
ber n0. The resulting density operator of the light-matter
system is given as

ρpr(t0) =
∑
n0

P̂n0ρ(t0)P̂n0

=
∑
n0

pn0
(t0)ρpr,n0

, (B1)

where pn0
(t0) denotes the probabilities to find n0 pho-

tons. The density matrix ρpr,n0 is the system state con-
ditioned on the measurement outcome n0.
We define pn|n0

(t1) as the probability distribution to
measure n photons by a projective measurement at time
t1, given that there have been n0 photons at time t0.
This conditional probability distribution can be formally
written as

pn|n0
(t) = Tr

[
ρpr,n0

(t)
∑
m

δn,mP̂m

]

= Tr

[
ρpr,n0(t)

1

2π

∫ π

−π

dχe−iχn
∑
m

eiχmP̂m

]

=
1

2π

∫ π

−π

dχe−iχnTr
[
ρpr,n0

(t)eiχN̂
]
, (B2)

where N̂ = â†â. The time-evolved density matrix is given
as ρpr,n0

(t) = Û(t)ρpr,n0
Û†(t). For the density matrix

conditioned on the first projective measurement, we can
replace

ρpr,n0
= ρpr,n0

eiχn̂0e−iχN̂ . (B3)

We note that this step is the reason why we have applied
a projective measurement at time t0. In doing so, the
conditional probability distribution can be written as

pn|n0
=

∫ π

−π

dχ

2π
eiχ(n−n0)Tr

[
Ûρpr,n0

e−iχN̂ Û†eiχN̂
]
.

We are interested in the probability distribution of the
photon number change ∆n = n − n0, that we denote as
p∆n. This distribution is the average of the conditional
probability distribution pn0+∆n|n0

weighted by the initial
probability distribution, i.e.,

p∆n ≡
∑
n0

pn0+∆n|n0
(t)pn0(t0)

=
1

2π

∫ π

−π

dχeiχ∆nTr
[
Û(t)ρpr(t0)e

−iχN̂ Û†(t)eiχN̂
]

=
1

2π

∫ π

−π

dχeiχ∆nM
(pr)
dy,χ(t). (B4)

In the last step, we have introduced the dynamical
moment-generating function of the two-point projective
measurement, that can be alternatively expressed as

M
(pr)
dy,χ(t) = Tr

[
Ûχ/2(t)ρpr(t0)Û

†
−χ/2(t)

]
(B5)

in terms of the generalized time-evolution operator

Ûχ(t) = e−iχN̂ Û(t)eiχN̂

= e−iHQ,χt. (B6)

In the second equality, we have expressed the time-
evolution operator in terms of the Hamiltonian

HQ,χ = e−iχN̂HQe
iχN̂ . (B7)

We emphasize that the projective measurement in
Eq. (B1) destroys coherences in the photon basis and
thus modifies the initial state. If the initial state ρ(t0)
is already diagonal in the photon basis, such as the vac-
uum state or thermal states, it remains unchanged and
the standard FCS makes correct predictions. For this rea-
sons, the standard FCS correctly describes spontaneous
photon emission.
In contrast, coherences in the number basis are de-

stroyed due to the projection at time t0 in Eq. (B1).
When one blindly replaces HQ,χ → Hχ(t) in Eq. (B6)
with the semiclassical Hamiltonian Hχ(t) to mimic a co-
herent field, the resulting expression is not equivalent
to the dynamical cumulant generating function of the
PRFT in Eq. (14) and thus makes wrong predictions
about the photon statistics.

Appendix C: Details to the application of the model
calculations

1. Benchmark calculations

In Figs. 7-9, we depict more benchmark calculations of
the PRFT for the single-mode and two-mode Rabi mod-
els. Here we shortly discuss the agreement of the PRFT
to the exact quantum calculation, while the detailed in-
terpretation of the physical effects exceeds the scope of
this paper.
Sambe space simulation. In Fig. 7, we investigate the

accuracy of the PRFT for the same parameters as in
Fig. 2, but with the photonic subsystem represented in
the Sambe space [introduced in Eq. (4)] instead of the
Fock space. In doing so, we can assess the impact of
the photon number dependence of the operators âk and

â†k on the accuracy. Here we shortly discuss the major
differences between Figs. 2 and 7: The variance change
in Fig. 7(a) predicted by PRFT agrees now perfectly to
the numerical simulation. Note that the dynamics for
σ2 = n(t0) lies exactly under the other two curves. The
probability distributions in Fig. 7(b) of the PRFT and
the numerical simulations agree perfectly to each other.



27

1

0

1
 

x

1

0

1

 
y

1

0

1

 
z

1

0

 
 N

0 20 50 75 100
time t t0 [1/g]

0

2

 
2

2 = n(t0) 2 = 0.1n(t0) PRFT

100 0 100 1000 0 1000 0.0 0.5 1.010 6

10 4

10 2

100

103 104 105

100 0 100 1000 0 1000 0.0 0.5 1.010 6

10 4

10 2

100

103 104 105

100 0 100
n n(t0)

1000 0 1000
n n(t0)

0.0 0.5 1.0
/ n(t0)

10 6

10 4

10 2

100

hz = hz = 1.25 hz = 1.5

103 104 105

n(t0)

a) b) c) time evolution ( = hz = g) prob. pn(t ) [arb. units] Error d1[pn(t ), p(ex)
n (t )]

we
ak

 c
ou

pl
.

 
=

20
g

in
t c

ou
pl

.
 

=
g

st
ro

ng
 c

ou
pl

.
 

=
0.

1g

FIG. 7. Same as Fig. 2, but with the numerical time evolution simulated in the Sambe space instead of the Fock space.

The minor oscillations of the numerical simulation in
Fig. 2(b) for σ2 = n(t0) have completely disappeared,
as they are a consequence of the photon number depen-

dence of âk and â†k. The error in Fig. 7(c) is significantly
reduced compared to Fig. 2(c), especially for larger σ
values, demonstrating that the error is caused by the

photon number dependence of âk and â†k. Moreover, the
error Fig. 7(c) decreases significantly faster as function of
n(t0) than in Fig. 2(c). We note that the error is bounded
by d1 > 10−5 – 10−6 due to the computer precision in
the numerical simulation.

Mean photon number. In Fig. 8 we investigate the
PRFT for three initial mean photon numbers nk(t0) =
50, nk(t0) = 500, and nk(t0) = 5000 for the two photon
modes k = 1, 2. The standard derivations are equally
σk = σ = 4. We observe that the PRFT time evolutions
nk(t0) = 500 and nk(t0) = 5000 agree well to the ex-
act numerical ones. We thus conclude that the error is
mainly determined by the small σ.

Mixed benchmarking. In Fig. 9 we carry out more
benchmark calculations for different photon standard de-
viations σk = σ for k = 1, 2 in various parameters
regimes, namely, in the dephasing, adiabatic, and high-
frequency driving regime. We observe an overall precise
agreement of the photonic probability distribution pre-
dicted by the PRFT to the exact numerical calculation
in the full quantum model. Minor deviations can be ex-
plained by numerical fluctuations. Interestingly, in the
high-frequency driving regime ωk ≫ hz, gk in Fig. 9(c),

we find a perfect agreement of the PRFT and exact quan-
tum calculations. However, in this regime there is no
photon flux between the photon modes as the two-level
system cannot be resonantly excited.

2. Jaynes-Cummings model

Here we study the photonic dynamics in a solv-
able model of atom-photon interactions — the Jaynes-
Cummings model. This model describes a single two-
level atom interacting with a near-resonant cavity mode
of the photonic field [131, 132]:

HJC =
hz
2
σ̂z + ωâ†â+ g̃1

(
σ̂+â+ σ̂−â

†) , (C1)

where σ̂± = σ̂x ± iσ̂y and σ̂z represents the usual
Pauli matrices for spin-1/2 particles. Assuming the pho-
ton field to be classical, the corresponding semiclassical
Hamiltonian describing the atomic subsystem is:

H(t) =
hz
2
σ̂z + g1

(
σ̂+e

−iωt + σ̂−e
iωt
)
, (C2)

where g = g̃α with α being the amplitude of coherent
photonic state. The generalized time-evolution operator
is then given by Eq. (6) whereHχ(t) can be obtained from
Eq. (C2) by replacing σ̂± → σ̂±e

±iχ. In the interaction
picture defined by U0(t) = exp

[
−iω2 σ̂zt

]
, the generalized
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FIG. 8. Same as in Fig. 3, but for different initial mean photon numbers n1 = n2 as indicated in the panels.

time-evolution operator becomes

Uχ(t) = cos (Et)1+ i sin (Et) σ̂χ, (C3)

where

E =
1

2

√
(hz − ω)

2
+ 16g21 ,

tan θ =
2g1

hz − ω
,

σ̂χ = cos θσ̂z + sin θ (cosχσ̂x + sinχσ̂y) .

The photon-resolved time-evolution operators can be
obtained by applying Eq. (8) and are given in Eq. (41).

3. Two-mode Jaynes-Cummings model

The two-mode generalization of the Jaynes-Cummings
model [133, 134] allows for an analytical calculation of
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FIG. 9. Same as in Fig. 3, but in different parameter regimes as indicated in the panels.

the counting statistics. The Hamiltonian reads as

HTMJC =
hz
2
σ̂z +

2∑
k=1

ωâ†kâk +

2∑
k=1

g̃k

(
σ̂+âk + σ̂−â

†
k

)
,

(C4)
where both modes have the same frequency ωk = ω,
and the photonic modes are initially in coherent states∣∣αke

iφk
〉
with real valued αk and φk. For a notation

reason, we choose t0 = 0 in the following calculations.

Moment-generating function. Following the procedure
in Sec. II, we proceed to calculate the moment-generating
function. The semiclassical Hamiltonian including the
counting fields is given by

Hχ(t) =
hz
2
σ̂z +

[
σ̂+e

−iωtG(χ) + σ̂−e
iωtG∗(χ)

]
,

where we have defined G(χ) =
∑

k=1,2 gke
iχk . In an in-

teraction picture defined by U0(t) = e−iω
2 σ̂zt, the time-
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evolution operator reads as

Uχ(t) = e−iHχt

= cos (Eχt)1+ i sin (Eχt) σ̂χ, (C5)

where Hχ = hz

2 σ̂z + [σ̂+G(χ) + σ̂−G
∗(χ)] is the Floquet

Hamiltonian and

σ̂χ = cos θχσ̂z + sin θχ (cosϕχσx + sinϕχσ̂y) ,

Eχ =
1

2

√
(hz − ω)

2
+ 16 |G(χ)|2,

tan θχ =
2 |G(χ)|
hz − ω

,

ϕχ = argG(χ). (C6)

The counting-field dependent Floquet states |uµ,χ⟩ are
the eigenstates of σχ with quasienergies Eµ,χ = ±Eχ.
The dynamical moment-generating function then be-
comes

2Mdy(χ, t) =
[
cos (Eφt) cos (Eφ+χt) + sin (Eφt) sin (Eφ+χt) ⟨σ̂φσ̂φ+χ⟩0

]
+ i

[
cos (Eφt) sin (Eφ+χt) ⟨σφ+χ⟩0 − sin (Eφt) cos (Eφ+χt) ⟨σ̂φ⟩0

]
+ (c.c.,χ → −χ)

≈ cos [(Eφ − Eφ+χ) t] + i sin [(Eφ − Eφ+χ) t] ⟨σ̂φ⟩0 + (c.c.,χ → −χ), (C7)

where φ = (φ1, φ2). In the approximate expression, we
have neglected the counting fields in σ̂φ+χ → σ̂φ, as it
only accounts for sub-leading contributions in time.

Cumulants. For the approximated moment-generating
function in Eq. (C7), the moments are:

m
(1)
2l+1 = (−1)l

[
2g1g2
Eφ

sin(φ)t

]2l+1

⟨σ̂φ⟩t0 +O
(
t2l
)
,

m
(1)
2l = (−1)l

[
2g1g2
Eφ

sin(φ)t

]2l
+O

(
t2l−1

)
, (C8)

which grow as t2l+1 and t2l in time, respectively. In this
form, we can study the dependence of the transport pro-
cesses on the relative phase φ = φ2 − φ1. Interestingly,
only the odd moments depend on the expectation value
of σφ.
When the initial state is a Floquet state, the mean and

the variance changes of the photon number distribution
are:

∆⟨N̂1⟩
∣∣∣
µ

= (−1)µ
2g1g2
Eφ

sin(φ)t+O
(
t0
)
,

∆σ2
1

∣∣
µ

= 0 +O
(
t0
)
. (C9)

For φ ̸= {0, π}, there is a net photon flux between the
photon modes. The variance vanishes up to minor tempo-
ral fluctuations. According to Eq. (C9), the direction and
magnitude of the photon flux can be controlled by the
relative phase φ. In agreement with the analysis of the
probability redistribution, the photon flux can be con-
trolled by the initial state. The variance change vanishes
exactly as predicted by Eq. (30).

The situation changes dramatically when the initial
state is a balanced superposition of two Floquet states
|ϕsp⟩ = (|u1,φ⟩ + |u2,φ⟩)/

√
2. In this case, the first two

cumulants become

∆⟨N1⟩||ϕsp⟩ = O
(
t0
)
,

∆σ2
1

∣∣
|ϕsp⟩

=

[
2g1g2
Eφ

sin(φ)

]2
t2 +O

(
t1
)
,(C10)

which shows that the mean photon flow between the
two modes approximately vanishes, while the variance
increases quadratically in time. The variance change
in Eq. (C10) is equal to the squared mean change in
Eq. (C9). This time dependence is easily understood
from Fig. 4(a), as the rapid variance increase is a
consequence of the linearly growing distance between
the two Floquet-state-dependent peaks.

Light-matter entanglement. Here, we apply the PRFT
to calculate the purity in the Jaynes-Cummings model
in order to describe the light-matter entanglement as a
function of time. According to the PRFT and Eq. (32),
the time-evolved state can be written as

|Ψ(t)⟩ = c1e
−iE1,φt |u1,φ⟩ |A1⟩+ c2e

−iE2,φt |u2,φ⟩ |A2⟩ ,
(C11)

with the in general non-orthogonal photonic states
|Aµ⟩. The photon probability distribution conditioned
on the Floquet state approximately reads as pnk|µ(t) =

e(nk−nk,µ(t))/2σ
2

/(
√
πσ), where σ is the width, and

nk,µ(t) = nk(0)+κ
(k)
dy,1|µ(t) is the time-dependent mean of

mode k = 1, 2. The mean is determined by the quasiener-

iges as κ
(k)
dy,1|µ(t) = −∂φk

E′
µ,φt ≡ (−1)kE′

φt, while the

width stays constant.
To calculate the purity, we evaluate the reduced den-

sity matrix of ρ(t) = |Ψ(t)⟩ ⟨Ψ(t)|, i.e.,

ρM = TrL (ρ) =

(
|c1|2 c∗1c2υ

c∗2c1υ
∗ |c2|2

)
, (C12)

where υ = ⟨A1 | A2⟩ is the overlap of the two pho-
tonic states. For the following calculation, we use that
the phases in the Fock state expansion of both pho-
tonic states are equal, meaning that arg ⟨nk | A1⟩ =
arg ⟨nk | A2⟩ for k = 1, 2, which is consistent with the
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FIG. 10. Purity as an entanglement measure of the light-
matter state in the two-mode Jaynes-Cummings model as
a function of time: (a) shows the purity for an initial Flo-
quet state for different initial photon-number variances σ2 =
Var N̂1(t0), and (b) shows the purity for a balanced super-
position of Floquet states as initial state. The black and red
lines depict the quantum simulation and PRFT respectively.
Overall parameters are hz = ω = 10g and nk(t0) = 106 for
k = 1, 2.

PRFT. In this case, the overlap υ is completely deter-
mined by the conditional probabilities pnk|µ(t). Consid-
ering the photon number as a continuous variable, we can

then evaluate

υ =
∏

k=1,2

[
1

σ
√
π

∫
dnk e

−
(nk−nk,1)2

4σ2 e−
(nk−nk,2)2

4σ2

]

=
∏

k=1,2

e−
[nk,1(t)−nk,2(t)]

2

4σ2 , (C13)

where each photon mode k = 1, 2 has been integrated
individually to obtain the correct overlap υ.
The purity is related to the eigenvalues pr of the re-

duced density matrix via P = Tr
(
ρ2M
)
= p21 + p22, where

the eigenvalues are explicitly given as

p1/2 =
1

2
± 1

2

√(
|c1|2 − |c2|2

)2
+ 4 |c1|2 |c2|2 |υ|2. (C14)

Using Eq. (C13) we thus finally obtain the time-
dependent purity in the two-mode Jaynes-Cummings
model

P =
1 +

(
|c1|2 − |c2|2

)2
2

+ 2 |c1c2|2 e−
(E′

2,φ−E′
1,φ)

2
t2

2σ2 .

(C15)

Our results are shown in Fig. 10 together with the nu-
merically calculated exact purity to confirm the accuracy
of the PRFT calculation. We find that for an initial Flo-
quet state (e.g., c1 = 1 and c2 = 0), the purity stays close
to P ≈ 1 [see Fig. 10(a)] in agreement with Eq. (C15).
On the other hand, for the balanced superposition state
(|c1|2 = |c2|2 = 1/2 and c2 = 0), the purity rapidly
decays to P ≈ 1/2 [see Fig. 10(b)], showing maximal
light-matter entanglement. According to Eq. (C15), the
purity degrades faster for a smaller initial variance σ2.
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[71] S. Böhling, G. Engelhardt, G. Platero, and G. Schaller,
Thermoelectric performance of topological boundary
modes, Phys. Rev. B 98, 035132 (2018).

[72] H.-B. Xue, H.-J. Jiao, J.-Q. Liang, and W.-M. Liu,
Non-Markovian full counting statistics in quantum dot
molecules, Scientific Reports 5, 8978 (2015).

[73] G. Engelhardt and J. Cao, Tuning the Aharonov-
Bohm effect with dephasing in nonequilibrium trans-
port, Phys. Rev. B 99, 075436 (2019).

[74] J.-S. You, R. Schmidt, D. A. Ivanov, M. Knap, and
E. Demler, Atomtronics with a spin: Statistics of spin
transport and nonequilibrium orthogonality catastrophe
in cold quantum gases, Phys. Rev. B 99, 214505 (2019).

[75] D. Dasenbrook, C. Flindt, and M. Büttiker, Floquet
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