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Catalysis plays a key role in many scientific areas, most notably in chemistry and biology. Here we present
a catalytic process in a paradigmatic quantum optics setup, namely the Jaynes-Cummings model, where an
atom interacts with an optical cavity. The atom plays the role of the catalyst, and allows for the deterministic
generation of non-classical light in the cavity. Considering a cavity prepared in a “classical” coherent state,
and choosing appropriately the atomic state and the interaction time, we obtain an evolution with the following
properties. First, the state of the cavity has been modified, and now features non-classicality, as witnessed by
sub-Poissonian statistics or Wigner negativity. Second, the process is catalytic, in the sense that the atom is
deterministically returned to its initial state exactly, and could then in principle be re-used multiple times. We
investigate the mechanism of this catalytic process, in particular highlighting the key role of correlations and
quantum coherence.

I. INTRODUCTION

The effect of catalysis involves using an auxiliary system (a
catalyst) to enable a process that would either not occur spon-
taneously or would occur very slowly. Catalysis manifests
across a variety of fields (see e.g. [1]), including biological
processes activated by enzymes, the speed-up of chemical re-
actions, and the synthesis of nanomaterials.

More recently, the phenomenon of catalysis has also be-
come relevant in the context of quantum information; see re-
cent reviews [2, 3]. First examples focused on entanglement
manipulation [4–12], and then spread to other areas, includ-
ing quantum thermodynamics [13–26], coherence theory [27–
32] and others [33–38]. These results are typically formu-
lated within the framework of quantum resource theories [39].
This abstract approach is particularly useful for characterizing
the fundamental limits of manipulating quantum resources,
including scenarios involving catalytic systems of arbitrary
complexity.

An interesting direction is whether quantum catalysis is
also relevant and useful in a more practical context, potentially
even in experiments. Here we investigate quantum catalysis in
a paradigmatic setup of quantum optics, namely the Jaynes-
Cummings model [40–42], where a two-level atom interacts
with a single-mode optical cavity. We uncover a catalytic pro-
cess enabling the generation of a non-classical state of light
in the cavity, using the atom as a catalyst. Specifically, we
consider the cavity to be initially prepared in a “classical” co-
herent state, and uncorrelated to the atom. By carefully setting
the initial state of the atom and the interaction time, we obtain
a final state such that (i) the atom is back in its initial state
exactly, and (ii) the state of the cavity is now non-classical,
i.e. featuring Wigner negativity or sub-Poisonian statistics.
Hence, non-classicalilty of the cavity has been generated with-
out perturbing the state of the atom (see Fig. 1). The process
is catalytic and the atom could be re-used, for example by
coupling it to another cavity.

We investigate the mechanism of this catalytic process, and
identify two crucial ingredients. First, the final state of the
atom and cavity must feature correlations. Second, the evo-

FIG. 1. Quantum catalysis in the Jaynes-Cummings model. (a)
An atom (the catalyst C) interacts with a single-mode optical cavity
(the system S), initially prepared in a “classical” coherent state. (b)
We consider the evolution U over a well-chosen time interval (from
t = 0 to t = τ) such that (i) the final state of the cavity is non-classical,
and (ii) the atom is returned to its intial state exactly. Hence, non-
classicality has been generated via catalysis.

lution of the state of the catalyst must involve quantum co-
herence (i.e. superpositions of the energy basis states). The
latter is an interesting aspect, as typical instances of quan-
tum catalysis in resource theories involve only diagonal states
(i.e. without coherence), so that they can be understood as
a stochastic process involving the probability distributions of
the system and catalysis. Instead here, the system and catalyst
experience a genuinely quantum evolution. This is a novel
instance of the effect of coherent quantum catalysis, recently
investigated in quantum thermodynamics [25].

Before proceeding, it is worth discussing previous works in
quantum optics that relate to the concept of catalysis. Notably,
the pioneering proposal for quantum computing in ion traps
[43] (see also [44, 45]) considers two spin qubits that become
entangled via an interaction with a cavity that can be consid-
ered catalytic [3]. Another relevant direction is that of “multi-
photon catalysis” (see e.g. [46–49]) which is a heralded cat-
alytic process, where the catalyst is returned only with some
probability. In contrast, our catalytic protocol is deterministic.
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II. CATALYSIS IN THE JAYNES-CUMMINGS MODEL

Let us first define the concept of quantum catalysis. Con-
sider a quantum setup comprising a system (S) initially pre-
pared in a state ρS and a catalyst (C) in an initial state χC.
The total system SC is assumed to be closed and evolves via
an energy-conserving process for some time τ. This evolution
is represented by the unitary U = exp(−iHSCτ), where HSC
denotes the Hamiltonian. Consequently, the final state of the
total system is given by σSC := U(ρS ⊗ χC)U†.

The evolution is said to be catalytic when the catalyst is
returned in exactly the same state as it was initially prepared.
Formally, we demand that

σC := TrS[U(ρS ⊗ χC)U†] = χC, (1)

which we refer to as the catalytic constraint. Satisfying this
constraint typically requires to carefully choose the initial
states of the system ρS and the catalyst χC, as well as the in-
teraction time τ.

The main goal of a catalytic evolution is to induce an inter-
esting local dynamics on the system S, i.e.

ρS → σS := TrC[U(ρS ⊗ χC)U†], (2)

while leaving the state of the catalyst unchanged. Notably, it
is possible to induce an evolution on S [as in Eq. (2)] that
would not be possible without the presence of the catalyst.

In this work, we discuss the phenomenon of catalysis in the
Jaynes-Cummings (JC) model, describing the interaction be-
tween a single-mode optical cavity and a two-level atom [40]
(see Fig. 1a). Here we choose the cavity to represent the sys-
tem S, while the atom will play the role of the catalyst C.
The cavity is characterized by the bosonic creation and anni-
hilation operators a† and a with the photon number operator
nS := a†a. The atom has energy levels |g⟩ and |e⟩ and its en-
ergy is captured by the operator σz = |e⟩⟨e|−|g⟩⟨g|. We work in
the resonant regime, where the atom and cavity have the same
frequency ω. The evolution is governed by the JC Hamilto-
nian, which in the rotating-wave approximation reads

HSC = ωa†a +
ω

2
σz + g

(
σ+a + σ−a†

)
, (3)

where g is the coupling constant and σ+ = |e⟩⟨g| and
σ− = |g⟩⟨e|. Note that, as we focus on the resonant regime,
the evolution specified by Eq. (3) is energy preserving.

The task we would like to achieve in a catalytic way is the
generation of non-classical light in the cavity. We consider an
initial state of the cavity that is classical, namely a coherent
state

|α⟩ = e−|α|
2/2

∞∑
n=0

αn

n!
|n⟩ . (4)

This state has Poissonian statistics with the mean number of
photons ⟨nS⟩|α⟩⟨α| = |α|

2.
Our goal is to find an initial state of the atom χC and an

interaction time τ such that the evolution is catalytic [i.e. sat-
isfying Eq. (1)], while at the same time leading to a final state

FIG. 2. First illustrative example. Catalytic process for generat-
ing non-classicality in the cavity, as captured by the second-order
auto-correlation function. Its time evolution, g(2)(t) := g(2)(σS(t)),
is shown in the top panel, while the bottom panel shows the mod-
ification of the atomic state, via the distance ∆(t) := ∥χC − σC(t)∥1
with respect to the initial state. The orange stars indicate the final
time (τ ≈ 40) for which the evolution is catalytic. The atom returns
to its intial state (∆(τ) = 0), while non-classicality has been acti-
vated g(2)(τ) ≈ 0.5 < g(2)(0) = 1. The value of the parameters are:
α = 1/

√
2, ω = 2π, g = π.

of the cavity σS that is non-classical. Below we present two
illustrative examples of such a process, using two complemen-
tary figures of merit to witness non-classicality. Note that the
detailed analysis of these examples will be discussed in the
next section.

For our first example, we quantify non-classicality via the
second-order auto correlation function of the final state of the
cavity [50] , i.e.

g(2)(σS) =
⟨n2

S⟩σ − ⟨nS⟩σ

⟨nS⟩
2
σ

, (5)

where ⟨nS⟩ρ := Tr
[
ρSnS

]
. Our goal is to obtain g(2)(σS) < 1,

which certifies a non-classical state of light.
In Fig. 2, we show such a catalytic activation of non-

classicality. The upper plot depicts the time evolution of g(2).
Catalysis occurs at time τ ≈ 40, which is represented by
the orange stars. Starting from the initial state of the cav-
ity ρS = |α⟩⟨α|S (with α = 1/

√
2), which has g(2)(ρS) = 1

as any coherent state, we obtain a final state σS for which
g(2)(σS) ≈ 0.5, hence non-classical. In parallel, we monitor
the time evolution of the atomic state by calculating the trace
distance to its initial state, i.e.

∆(t) := ∥χC − σC(t)∥1. (6)

We see that at the final time τ ≈ 40 we get ∆(τ) = 0. Hence
the atom returned to its initial state exactly, as required for
catalysis.

As a second example, we demonstrate how Wigner nega-
tivity can be catalytically generated. We focus on the Wigner
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FIG. 3. Second illustrative example. Catalytic generation of Wigner negativity. Panel (a) shows the time evolution of the Wigner logarithmic
negativity W, as well as the Wigner function at initial and final time τ. Non-classicality is clearly generated, while the process is catalytic.
Panel (b) shows the trajectory of the atomic state, i.e. the catalyst C, on the Bloch sphere. The initial and final state coincide (red dot). The
values of the parameters are: α = 1/

√
2, ω = 2π and g = π.

logarithmic negativity [51] (WLN), defined as

W (ρ) := log
(∫

dx dp
∣∣∣Wρ (x, p)

∣∣∣) , (7)

where Wρ (x, p) is the Wigner function

Wρ(x, p) =
1
π

∫
e2ipx′⟨x − x′|ρ|x + x′⟩ dx′. (8)

Starting from a coherent state ρS = |α⟩⟨α|S which has a pos-
itive Wigner function, hence W(ρS) = 0, we aim to obtain a
final state of the cavity σS with W(σS) > 0, therefore certi-
fying its non-classicality. In Fig. 3, we present an example
of such an evolution. First, we plot WLN as a function of
time t. At the final time τ ≈ 5, we obtain a state σS that has
W(σS) ≈ 0.1, and we plot its Wigner function. To verify the
catalytic nature of the evolution, we display the evolution of
the atomic state via its trajectory in the Bloch sphere. Cru-
cially, the trajectory is closed, as the initial and final state of
the atom exactly coincide (red dot).

Before moving to the next section, we notice that the
two examples we analysed are complementary. The first
one shows the generation of non-classicality as witnessed
by the g(2) function, while the final state σS has a positive
Wigner function. In the second example, the opposite hap-
pens. Namely, we observe that the final stateσS has a negative
Wigner function, even though g(2)(σ) > 1.

III. MECHANISM OF CATALYSIS

Here we start by providing a more intuitive understanding
of quantum catalysis, by identifying a mechanism which al-
lows for the activation of non-classicality. In turn, this allows
us to characterize analytically the catalytic regime.

In the Jaynes-Cummings model, the energies of the cavity
S and the atom C are specified by local number operators nS
and nC respectively. Hence, the total energy of both systems is
proportional to the number of excitations, and described by a
joint operator nSC := nS + nC. Since the JC evolution U(t) that
takes ρS⊗χC into σSC conserves the total energy, we have that
[U(t), nS+nC] = 0 for all t. When the evolution is catalytic, all
moments of nC must remain unchanged, in particular ⟨nC⟩χ =

⟨nC⟩σ. Consequently, the first moment of nS is also preserved,
that is ⟨nS⟩ρ = ⟨nS⟩σ. Importantly, this is not the case for
higher moments of nS. Particularly, in Appendix B we show
that the second moment satisfies

⟨n2
S⟩σ = ⟨n

2
S⟩ρ + 2

(
⟨nS⟩σ⟨nC⟩σ − ⟨nS ⊗ nC⟩σ

)
, (9)

Hence, the second moment in the final state of the cavity,
⟨n2

S⟩σ, can become smaller (or larger) than the second mo-
ment in the initial state ⟨n2

S⟩ρ. This means that using a catalyst
allows for modifying the distribution of the local observable
nS of the system S: while its average must remain the same,
the higher moments can change. Importantly, this can only
happen if the system becomes correlated with the catalyst, i.e.
⟨n2

S⟩σ , ⟨n
2
S⟩ρ only if σ , σS ⊗ σC [as seen from Eq. (9)].

Thus, these correlations are essential for observing quantum
catalysis. Finally, we note that the above analysis also applies
beyond the JC model, see Appendix B-1a for a generaliza-
tion of Eq. (9) to arbitrary observables and moments. This
can help to discover and understand new instances of quan-
tum catalysis.

The above analysis will also serve as a basis for the char-
acterisation of the parameter regime leading to catalysis. In
particular we derive a necessary and sufficient condition for
satisfying the catalytic constraint of Eq. (1). Moreover, we
obtain an analytic expression for the auto-correlation func-
tion g2, which is based on the second moment ⟨n2

S⟩σ.
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We consider an arbitrary initial state of the atom

χC = q |g⟩⟨g| + r |g⟩⟨e| + r∗ |e⟩⟨g| + [1 − q] |e⟩⟨e| , (10)

as well as a general initial state of the cavity ρS =∑∞
n,m pn,m |n⟩⟨m| with pn := pn,n. Combining Eq. (9) with

the fact that mean energy of the cavity is conserved, i.e.
⟨nS⟩σ = ⟨nS⟩ρ, we get

g(2)(σS) = g(2)(ρS) −
2
⟨nS⟩

2
ρ

[
⟨nS ⊗ nC⟩σ− (1 − q)⟨nS⟩ρ

]
, (11)

where we have

⟨nS ⊗ nC⟩σ=

∞∑
n=0

n
[
(1 − q)pnc2

n + yn + qpn+1s2
n

]
, (12)

with sn := sin
(
gt
√

n + 1
)
, cn := cos

(
gt
√

n + 1
)
, and yn :=

2 Im
[
rpn+1,n

]
sncn. For details see Appendix A-3a.

In order to satisfy the catalytic constraint, we obtain a set
of equations for the components of the atomic state. Decom-
posing the diagonal term as q = qinc + qcoh, we get

qinc =
1
Q

∞∑
n=0

pns2
n, qcoh =

1
Q

∞∑
n=0

yn, (13)

with Q :=
∑∞

n=0(pn + pn+1)s2
n. Interestingly, qinc is specified

by the occupations of ρS, while qcoh depends on its coherence
in the Fock basis. Moreover, the off-diagonal term r satisfies

r =
i(a3a∗4 + a∗1a4)
|a1|

2 − |a3|
2 −

i(a3a∗2 + a∗1a2)
|a1|

2 − |a3|
2 q, (14)

with ai being auxiliary functions defined as

a1 =

∞∑
n=0

pn,ncn−1cn − e−iωτ, a3 =

∞∑
n=0

pn,n+2snsn+1,

a2 =

∞∑
n=0

pn,n+1sn[cn−1 + cn+1], a4 =

∞∑
n=0

pn,n+1sncn+1.

(15)

For a detailed derivation of Eqs. (15) see Appendix A-1.
Importantly, Eqs (13) and (14) are necessary and sufficient

for ensuring the catalytic constraint of Eq. (1). In combination
with Eq. (11), we can now characterize analytically the effect
of non-classicality activation for the g2 function in the cat-
alytic regime. This is done for finding the parameters (initial
states and interaction time) for the first illustrative example
of a catalytic process (see Fig. 2). For the second example,
we use again such analytic results to ensure the validity of the
catalytic constraint, while the Wigner functions are computed
numerically.

IV. HOW GENERAL IS CATALYSIS?

An interesting problem is to understand how typical the ef-
fect of catalysis is. Here we discuss different aspects of this
question.

FIG. 4. Which states lead to catalysis? Panel (a) shows the minimal
value of g2 obtained as a function of the amplitude |α| of the initial
coherent state of the cavity ρS = |α⟩⟨α|S. The orange star corresponds
to our first illustrative example. Panel (b) displays the atomic states
(in the y − z plane of the Bloch sphere) that satisfy the catalytic con-
straint and generate non-classical states, for an intial coherent state
α = 1/

√
2. The colour represents different values of g(2) < 1. We

impose a limit on the interaction time τ ≤ 100 and take 106 samples.
In both panels, parameters are ω = 2π, g = π.

To begin with, note that it is not obvious a priori whether
the catalytic constraint of Eq. (1) can be satisfied. However,
due to the quantum version of the Perron-Frobenius theorem,
every quantum channel has at least one positive semi-definite
fixed point [52]. Now, for a fixed input state ρS and a fixed
interaction time τ, the state of the atom C evolves according to
an effective quantum channel χC → TrS[U(τ)(ρS⊗χC)U†(τ)].
Consequently, there always exists an initial state χC which is
left unchanged by this channel, hence providing at least one
solution to Eq. (1).

Next, one might wonder how often a catalytic evolution
leads to a non-classical state of the cavity. In particular, when
preparing the cavity in a coherent state |α⟩, does there always
exist a state of the catalyst χC which allows to generate non-
classicality? To address this question, we investigate the min-
imum value of g(2) of the final state σS, as a function of |α|
[see Fig. 4(a)]. This is done by combining Eqs. (11-12) and
(13-14), and imposing a bound on the final time, i.e gτ ≤ 100.
For α ∈ (0, 2], we observe that g(2)(σS) < 1, indicating that
non-classicality generation via catalysis is generic here. Note
that when the initial coherent state has low energy, the final
state of the cavity is close to the intial one, but with a slightly
reduced variance, leading to a value of g(2) approaching zero.

Let us now ask the converse question, i.e. whether every
atomic state can lead to a catalytic evolution. A first observa-
tion is that pure states cannot act as useful catalysts in general,
and in particular cannot catalytically generate non-classicality.
Indeed, a key ingredient for catalysis is the fact that the sys-
tem and catalyst become correlated [see Eq. (9)], which is
impossible when the state of the catalyst is pure.

To further explore this question, we also investigated which
states of the atom can catalytically generate sub-Poissonian
statistics (i.e. g(2) < 1), given an initial coherent state of the
cavity and a limited interaction time gτ ≤ 100. In Fig. 4(b),
we display an example of such a set of catalytic states. Inter-
estingly, this set appears to contain states that are almost pure.
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The structure of the catalytic set is further discussed in the
Appendix A-1, in particular we observe a strong dependence
with the intial state of the cavity.

Finally, we also investigated the case where the initial state
of the cavity is not a coherent one. Interestingly, we find that
catalysis can boost non-classicality. Specifically, starting with
an initial state ρS that has some level of non-classicality, one
can get a final state σS that features more non-classicality,
as quantified by the auto-correlation function, i.e. g(2)(σS) <
g(2)(ρS) (see Appendix C-2 for details). Conversely, there
also exist initial states of the cavity (e.g. Fock states) for
which non-classicality cannot be increased catalytically (see
Appendix C-1). This is intuitive, as Fock states are the most
non-classical (i.e. with minimal value of g(2)) among all states
with a fixed average energy. As a catalytic protocol must pre-
serve the mean energy, the value of g(2) cannot be increased.

V. DISCUSSION

We presented a catalytic process for generating non-
classical states of light in an optical cavity. Our work shows
that quantum catalysis, a concept so far explored in the ab-
stract framework of resource theories, is relevant in a prac-
tical context. Furthermore, our protocol could potentially be
implemented in state-of-the-art experimental setups [53–55],
e.g. in cavity QED [56, 57] or trapped ions [58, 59]. Beyond
proof-of-principle experiments, it would also be interesting to
investigate whether such a catalytic protocol offers a practi-

cal advantage. Indeed, the key point of catalysis is that the
catalyst (here the atom) is returned exactly in the same state
as it was initially prepared. Hence the same atom could in
principle be used repeatedly for activating non-classicality in
different cavities, or in the same cavity, but at different times.
In the future, it would be interesting to uncover further in-
stances of quantum catalysis in realistic setups, e.g. exploring
various platforms and models in quantum optics, as well as
for applications in quantum information and metrology.

Another relevant aspect of our work is the fact that the cata-
lyst (atom) is, in general, a coherent quantum system. Specif-
ically, the activation of non-classicality requires a state of the
atom that, during its evolution, features coherence with re-
spect to the energy basis. In this sense, it is an instance of
coherent quantum catalysis [25]. This contrasts with most
previous examples of quantum catalysis, and a deeper under-
standing of the role of coherence in catalysis is an exciting
future direction.
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Appendix A: Jaynes-Cummings model

The first part of this appendix provides a brief overview of the eigenproblem solution for the Jaynes-Cummings model (for
further information, see references [60, 61]). In the following, we derive the final reduced states of the cavity S and the atom C,
and explicitly determine the set of atomic states that satisfy the catalytic constraint [Eq. (1)].

1. Eigenproblem

The Jaynes-Cummings interaction Hamiltonian Hint = g
(
aσ+ + a†σ−

)
couples pairs of atom-field states {|n + 1, g⟩ , |n, e⟩}.

Consequently, the Hamiltonian H decouples into a direct product of 2 × 2-matrix Hamiltonians, i.e., H =
⊕∞

n=0 H(n), where

H(n)
[
|n + 1, g⟩
|n, e⟩

]
=

(n + 1/2)ω g
√

n + 1

g
√

n + 1 (n + 1/2)ω


[
|n + 1, g⟩
|n, e⟩

]
. (A1)

The eigenvalue problem for this Hamiltonian yields the eigenfrequencies

ω(n)
± =

(
n +

1
2

)
ω ±

1
2
µn, (A2)

where µn = 2g
√

n + 1 is the n-photon Rabi frequency. In the resonance regime, the corresponding eigenstates are:

|n,+⟩ =
1
√

2
(|n + 1, g⟩ + |n, e⟩), |n,−⟩ =

1
√

2
(|n + 1, g⟩ − |n, e⟩). (A3)

The time evolution operator takes the form of

U(t) =eiωt |0, g⟩⟨0, g| +
∞∑

n=0

e−i(n+ 1
2 )ωt

{
cos

µnt
2

(
|n + 1, g⟩⟨n + 1, g| + |n, e⟩⟨n, e|

)
−i sin

µnt
2

(
|n + 1, g⟩⟨n, e| + |n, e⟩⟨n + 1, g|

)}
. (A4)
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2. Reduced states of subsystems

The unitary operator given by equation (A4) describes the dynamics of the Jaynes-Cummings model in resonance
and under the rotating-wave approximation. After the interaction, the joint system σSC(t) = U(t)(ρS ⊗ χC)U† be-
comes correlated. Let the cavity and the atom be prepared in general mixed states, i.e. ρS =

∑∞
n,m=0 pn,m |n⟩⟨m| and

χC = q |g⟩⟨g| + r |g⟩⟨e| + r∗ |e⟩⟨g| + (1 − q) |e⟩⟨e|. Then, the reduced state of the cavity at time t is obtained by taking the partial
trace over the atom’s degrees of freedom, i.e. σS(t) := trC[σSC(t)]. More specifically,

σS(t) =qp0,0 |0⟩⟨0| +
∞∑

n=0

ei(n+1)ωt
[
qp0,n+1 cos

(
µnt
2

)
+ irp0,n sin

(
µnt
2

)]
|0⟩⟨n + 1| + h.c

+

∞∑
n,m=0

e−i(n−m)ωtqpn+1,m+1

[
sin

(
µnt
2

)
sin

(
µmt
2

)
|n⟩⟨m| + cos

(
µnt
2

)
cos

(
µmt
2

)
|n + 1⟩⟨m + 1|

]
+

∞∑
n,m=0

e−i(n−m)ωt(1 − q)pn,m

[
cos

(
µnt
2

)
cos

(
µmt
2

)
|n⟩⟨m| + sin

(
µnt
2

)
sin

(
µmt
2

)
|n + 1⟩⟨m + 1|

]
+

∞∑
n,m=0

ie−i(n−m)ωt cos
(
µnt
2

)
sin

(
µmt
2

)[
pn+1,mr |n + 1⟩⟨m + 1| + pn,m+1r∗ |n⟩⟨m|

]
+ h.c. (A5)

The atomic state is obtained by marginalizing over the photonic degrees of freedom, i.e. χ(t) := trS[σSC(t)], which leads to

χC(t) = q(t) |g⟩⟨g| + r(t) |g⟩⟨e| + r∗(t) |e⟩⟨g| + [1 − q(t)] |e⟩⟨e| , (A6)

Note that we identify r := r(0) and q := q(0) in what follows. The coefficients q(t) and r(t) are given by

q(t) = q
∞∑

n=0

pn cos2
(
µn−1t

2

)
+ (1 − q)pn sin2

(
µnt
2

)
+ Re[irpn+1,n] sin (µnt), (A7)

r(t) = −ieiωt
∞∑

n=0

pn,n+1 sin
(
µnt
2

)
cos

(
µn+1t

2

)
+ reiωt

∞∑
n=0

pn cos
(
µn−1t

2

)
cos

(
µnt
2

)
+ r∗

∞∑
n=0

pn,n+2 sin
(
µnt
2

)
sin

(
µn+1

2

)
+ ieiωtq

∞∑
n=0

pn,n+1 sin
(
µnt
2

)[
cos

(
µn−1t

2

)
+ cos

(
µn+1t

2

)]
. (A8)

3. Catalytic constraint

Here we determine the set of atomic states that evolve catalytically by explicitly solving the catalytic constraint from Eq. (1).
More specifically, we are looking for the solution to the following operator equation:

χC(τ) = TrS{U(τ)[ρS ⊗ χC(τ)]U(τ)†}, (A9)

for a fixed time τ. From this point forward, we will abbreviate the diagonal elements of the state ρS as pn := pn,n. To obtain the
set of states that satisfy Eq.(A9), we first define the auxiliary functions:

ã1(t) = eiωt
∞∑

n=0

pn cos
(
gt
√

n
)

cos
(
gt
√

n + 1
)
− 1,

ã2(t) = ieiωt
∞∑

n=0

pn,n+1 sin
(
gt
√

n + 1
)[

cos
(
gt
√

n
)
+ cos

(
gt
√

n + 2
)]
,

ã3(t) = eiωt
∞∑

n=0

pn,n+2 sin
(
gt
√

n + 1
)

sin
(
gt
√

n + 2
)
,

ã4(t) = −ieiωt
∞∑

n=0

pn,n+1 sin
(
gt
√

n + 1
)

cos
(
gt
√

n + 2
)
.

(A10)
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Note that ãi = eiωtai. Next, we observe that Eq. (A9) gives rise to a set of two equations with two variables. By considering the
ground state occupation q(t), we find that the states satisfying Eq. (A9) are given by:

q(t) =

∑∞
n=0 pn sin2(gt

√
n + 1) + Re

[
ir(t)pn+1,n

]
sin

(
2gt
√

n + 1
)

∑∞
n=0(pn + pn+1) sin2(gt

√
n + 1)

, (A11)

whereas the coherence r(t) obeys the equation

r(t)ã1(t) + q(t)ã2(t) + r∗(t)ã3(t) + ã4(t) = 0, (A12)

whose solution is given by

r(t) =
ã3(t)ã∗4(t) − ã∗1(t)ã4(t)
|ã1(t)|2 − |ã3(t)|2

+
ã3(t)ã∗2(t) − ã∗1(t)ã2(t)
|ã1(t)|2 − |ã3(t)|2

q(t). (A13)

Substituting Eq. (A13) into Eq. (A11), we find that

q(t) =

∑∞
n=0 pn sin2(gt

√
n + 1) + Re

[
i
( ã3(t)ã∗4(t)−ã∗1(t)ã4(t)
|ã1(t)|2−|ã3(t)|2

)
pn+1,n

]
sin

(
2gt
√

n + 1
)

∑∞
n=0(pn+1 + pn) sin2(gt

√
n + 1)] − Re

[
i
( ã3(t)ã∗2(t)−ã∗1(t)ã2(t)
|ã1(t)|2−|ã3(t)|2

)
pn+1,n

]
sin

(
2gt
√

n + 1
) . (A14)

Therefore, for a given value of g and time τ, Eqs. (A13) and (A14) uniquely determine a state of the catalyst.

Appendix B: Quantum catalysis and higher moments of observables

In this Appendix we extend the analysis of a catalytic evolution presented in Sec. III. In particular, we derive an expression
for the k-th moment of an arbitrary observable OS on the system S undergoing a catalytic evolution. Specifying this expression
to the second moment (k = 2) and the particle number observable (OS = nS) leads to Eq. (9) as stated in the main text. Then,
using the results of Appendix A, we obtain an explicit expression for the second moment in a catalytic evolution as specified by
the Jaynes-Cummings Hamiltonian.

1. Higher moments of observables under catalytic evolution

Let OSC = OS⊗1C+1S+OC be and additive and conserved observable on the joint system SC. In a catalytic protocol governed
by a unitary U we have σSC = U(ρS ⊗ χC)U† such that σC = χC. The conservation assumption means that [U,OSC] = 0. The
k-th moment of observable A on the system S before and after the catalytic process are respectively given by

⟨Ok
S⟩ρ := Tr

[
Ok

SρS

]
, ⟨Ok

S⟩σ := Tr
[
Ok

SσS

]
= Tr

[
(Ok

S ⊗ 1C)σSC

]
. (B1)

Let us write Ok
SC = Ok

S ⊗ 1C + 1C ⊗ Ok
C + ∆k, where we defined an auxiliary observable

∆k := Ok
SC − Ok

S ⊗ 1C − 1C ⊗ Ok
C =

k−1∑
i=1

(
k − 1

i

)
Ok−i−1

S ⊗ Oi
C. (B2)

For example, for k = 2 we have ∆2 = 2OS ⊗ OC. Using this to express ⟨Ok
S⟩σ yields

⟨Ok
S⟩σ = Tr

[
Ok

SCσSC

]
− Tr

[
(1S ⊗ Ok

C)σSC

]
− Tr[∆kσSC] = Tr

[
Ok

SCσSC

]
− ⟨Ok

C⟩σ − Tr[∆kσSC]. (B3)

Importantly, due to the conservation law [U,OSC] = 0, we have Tr
[
Ok

SCσSC

]
= Tr

[
Ok

SCρSC

]
= ⟨Ok

S⟩ρ + ⟨O
k
C⟩ρ + Tr

[
∆kρSC

]
.

Therefore we can rewrite Eq. (B3) as

⟨Ok
S⟩σ = ⟨O

k
S⟩ρ + ⟨O

k
C⟩ρ − ⟨O

k
C⟩σ + Tr

[
∆k(ρSC − σSC)

]
= ⟨Ok

S⟩ρ + Tr
[
∆k(ρSC − σSC)

]
, (B4)

where we used the fact that ⟨Ok
C⟩ρ = ⟨O

k
C⟩σ due to the catalytic constraint. By taking k = 2 we obtain the desired result.
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2. Second moment of photon statistics in the catalytic Jaynes-Cummings evolution

Consider the second moment of photon statistics

⟨n2
S⟩σ = ⟨n

2
S⟩ρ + 2

[
(1 − q) ⟨nS⟩ρ − ⟨nS ⊗ |e⟩⟨e|C⟩σ

]
, (B5)

where q := ⟨e|χC|e⟩ is the excited-state occupation of the catalyst, σ = U(ρS ⊗ χC)U† and TrS[σ] = χC. Let us focus on the
following term:

⟨nS ⊗ |e⟩⟨e|C⟩σ = Tr
[
U†(nS ⊗ |e⟩⟨e|C)U(ρS ⊗ χC)

]
=

∞∑
k=0

k Tr
[
U† |k, e⟩⟨k, e|U(ρS ⊗ χ)

]
, (B6)

Using Eq. (A4), we can write

U† |k, e⟩ = ei(k+ 1
2 )χt (ck |k, e⟩ − isk |k + 1, g⟩) , (B7)

where ck := cos
(
gt
√

k + 1
)

and sk := sin
(
gt
√

k + 1
)
. Substituting the above result into Eq. (B6) leads to

⟨nS ⊗ |e⟩⟨e|C⟩σ =
∞∑

k=0

k
[
(1 − q)c2

k pk,k + 2skckIm(pk+1,kr) + (1 − q)s2
k pk+1,k+1

]
. (B8)

Appendix C: Exploring catalytic evolution in the Jaynes-Cummings model

In this Appendix we examine different aspects of the catalytic evolution in the Jaynes-Cummings model.

1. Which states of the cavity cannot have their non-classicality enhanced?

Let us start by examining Eqs. (A13) and (A14) under the assumption that the initial state of the cavity is an incoherent mixture
of Fock states, i.e. ρS =

∑
n,m pn,m |n⟩⟨m| with pn,m = 0 if n , m. In this case, from Eqs. (13) and (14) we can infer that the only

feasible states of the catalyst are those with qcoh = 0 and r = 0. Consequently, the atomic state is incoherent in the energy basis
and its ground state occupation takes the form of

q =
∑∞

n=0 pn sin2(gt
√

n + 1)∑∞
n=0(pn + pn+1) sin2(gt

√
n + 1)

. (C1)

Let us now demonstrate that the second-order auto-correlation function g(2) of a pure Fock state, i.e. ρS = |k⟩⟨k|S, cannot
decrease under a catalytic evolution. To do this, we will prove that the quantity

g(2)(σS) − g(2)(ρS) =
Tr

[
(a†2a2)σS

]
Tr

[
(a†a)σS

] − Tr
[
(a†2a2)ρS

]
Tr

[
(a†a)ρS

] = Tr
[
(a†2a2)(σS − ρS)

]
Tr

[
(a†a)ρS

] (C2)

is nonnegative. This will be accomplished by showing that the following inequality holds:

Tr
[
(a†2a2)(σS − ρS)

]
≥ 0. (C3)

In what follows, we will omit the index S as well as any explicit reference to the variables’ dependence on time. When the initial
state of the cavity is a Fock state, then Eq. (A5) implies that the state of the cavity after the catalytic evolution is given by

σ =
[
(1 − q) cos2

(
gt
√

k + 1
)
+ q cos2

(
gt
√

k
)]
|k⟩⟨k| + q sin2

(
gt
√

k
)
|k − 1⟩⟨k − 1| + (1 − q) sin2

(
gt
√

k + 1
)
|k + 1⟩⟨k + 1| , (C4)

where q is determined by Eq. (C1), which for this particular case takes the form:

q =
sin2

(
gt
√

k + 1
)

sin2
(
gt
√

k + 1
)
+ sin2

(
gt
√

k
) and 1 − q =

sin2
(
gt
√

k
)

sin2
(
gt
√

k + 1
)
+ sin2

(
gt
√

k
) . (C5)
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By substituting Eq.(C5) into Eq.(A5) and introducing the notation ψ = 1
2 (|n − 1⟩⟨n − 1| + |n + 1⟩⟨n + 1|), we obtain:

σ =
sin2

(
gt
√

k
)

cos2
(
gt
√

k + 1
)
+ sin2

(
gt
√

k + 1
)

cos2
(
gt
√

k
)

sin2
(
gt
√

k + 1
)
+ sin2

(
gt
√

k
) ρ +

2 sin2
(
gt
√

k
)

sin2
(
gt
√

k + 1
)

sin2
(
gt
√

k + 1
)
+ sin2

(
gt
√

k
)ψ. (C6)

Alternatively, we can express the above equation as σ = tρ + (1 − t)ψ, where

t =
sin2

(
gt
√

k
)

cos2
(
gt
√

k + 1
)
+ sin2

(
gt
√

k + 1
)

cos2
(
gt
√

k
)

sin2
(
gt
√

k + 1
)
+ sin2

(
gt
√

k
) . (C7)

With these results at hand, we can manipulate Eq. (C3) to obtain

Tr
[
(a†2a2)(σ − ρ)

]
= (1 − t) Tr

[
(a†2a2)(ψ − ρ)

]
=

(1 − t)
2

Tr
[
(a†2a2)(|k + 1⟩⟨k + 1| + |k − 1⟩⟨k − 1|)

]
− (1 − t) Tr

[
(a†2a2) |k⟩⟨k|

]
=

(1 − t)
2

[(k + 1)k + (k − 1)(k − 2) − 2k(k − 1)] = (1 − t) ≥ 0. (C8)

Thus, we conclude that second-order coherence g(2) can only increase during a catalytic processes involving a pure Fock state,
i.e.

g(2)(σ) − g(2)(ρ) ≥ 0. (C9)

It is not clear whether there exist other states of the cavity whose non-classicality, as witnessed by the g(2) function, cannot be
further enahnced. We leave this interesting problem for future work.

2. Which states of the atom allow to generate non-classicality?

An interesting question is which states of the atom can satisfy the catalytic constraint from Eq. (1) for some value of the
stopping time τ, and for a fixed initial (coherent) state of the cavity, i.e. ρS = |α⟩⟨α| with amplitude |α|2. In what follows we will
refer to the set of all atomic states that satisfy Eq. (1) as the set of catalytic states. Moreover, we observe that not every state in
this set can lead to a final state of the cavity that is non-classical.

To investigate these questions, we characterize numerically the catalytic set for three initial coherent states of the cavity
corresponding to α ∈ {0.2, 1/

√
2, 25}. Results are presented in Fig. 5, where the catalytic set is shown in grey. Additionally,

we also determine which states in the catalytic set can generate non-classicality, focusing on the g(2) function here. Similarly to
Fig. 4(b) of the main text, we represent these states in colour, the latter indicating the level of non-classicality being generated.
Interestingly, these sets vary significantly with |α|. Also, when |α| is large, catalytic states are distributed close to the equatorial
plane of the Bloch sphere, and we could find no instance where non-classicality is generated.

FIG. 5. Set of catalytic state for different initial state preparation. Atomic states (projection of the y− z plane of the Bloch ball) that satisfy
the catalytic constraint (gray) for (a) α = 0.2, (b) α = 1/

√
2, and (c) α = 25 are highlighted by a uniform gradient if they produce g2(σS) < 1

All panels were generated by imposing a limit on interaction time with τ ≤ 100 and taking 106 samples. The parameters are ω = 2π and g = π.
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3. Boosting non-classicality via a catalytic process for incoherent mixtures of Fock states

For an incoherent mixture of Fock states ρ =
∑

n pn |n⟩⟨n|, the second-order coherence is given by

g(2)(ρ) =
∑∞

n=0 n(n − 1)pn

(
∑∞

n=0 npn)2 . (C10)

Assuming that the initial state of the cavity is prepared in a state ρS =
1
4 |0⟩⟨0| +

3
4 |2⟩⟨2|), then its second-order coherence is

g(2)(ρS) = 2/3. According to Eq. (A5), the state of the cavity after the catalytic protocol (at time t = τ) takes the form of

σS =
1
4

[
q + (1 − q) cos2 gt

]
|0⟩⟨0| +

3q
4

[
sin2

(
gτ
√

2
)
+

(1 − q)
4

sin2 gt
]
|1⟩⟨1| +

3
4

[
q cos2

(
gτ
√

2
)
+ (1 − q) cos2

(
gτ
√

3
)]
|2⟩⟨2|

+
3(1 − q)

4
sin2

(
gτ
√

3
)
|3⟩⟨3| (C11)

where q is determined by Eq. (C1):

q =
sin2 (gτ) + 3 sin2

(
gτ
√

3
)

sin2 (gτ) + 3
[
sin2

(
gτ
√

3
)
+ sin2

(
gτ
√

2
)] . (C12)

Using Eq. (C10), the second-order coherence for the final state is given by

g(2)(σS) =
2
3

{
q cos2

(
gτ
√

2
)
+ (1 − q)

[
1 + 2 sin2

(
gτ
√

3
)]}
. (C13)

Therefore, for gτ = 7.5π, we obtain g(2) ≈ 0.505, indicating that non-classicality in the mode was catalytically increased.
Interestingly, when the cavity is initially prepared in a mixture of Fock states, we oberve that the catalyst must necessarily be

in an incoherent state for satisfying the catalytic constraint.
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