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G eneralized H ypergeom etric C oherent States

T.Appland D. H. Schiller
Fachbereich Physik, Universitat Siegen, D 57068 Siegen, Gem any[]

W e Introduce a lJarge class of holom orphic quantum states by choosing their nomm alization func—
tions to be given by generalized hypergeom etric functions. W e callthem generalized hypergeom etric
states in general, and generalized hypergeom etric coherent states in particular, ifthey allow a resolu—
tion ofunity. D epending on the dom ain of convergence of the generalized hypergeom etric functions,
we distinguish generalized hypergeom etric states on the plane, the open unit disk, and the unit
circle. A 1l states are eigenstates of suitably de ned lowering operators. W e then study their photon
num ber statistics and phase properties as revealed by the Husin i and Pegg-B amett phase distri-
butions. On the basis of the generalized hypergeom etric coherent states we Introduce generalized
hypergeom etric H usin idistributions and corresponding phase distributions as well as new analytic

representations of arbitrary quantum states in Bargm ann and H ardy spaces.

PACS num bers: 42.50.7p, 03.65~w

K eywords: coherent states; resolution of unity; B argm ann representation; phase space distributions; phase

distributions.

1. NTRODUCTION

Coherent states, their variants and generalizations
have been extensively studied over the last four decades.
A com prehensive review ofthisdevelopm ent can be found
in Refs. ,E,B]. Recently, K Jauder et al. ﬂ] have ex—
posed a rather generalm ethod for constructing holom or-
phic coherent states of the form
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where z isa com plex variable, ) a set of strictly posi-
tive param eters and the states i form an orthonom al
basis (usually the Fock basis). The nom alization finc—
tion is given by the series
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or = %3; is radius of convergence determ ines the

dom ain of de nition ofthe states in Eq. [Il).

In this paper we consider a particular, but neverthe—
less very large class ofholom orphic coherent states ofthe
om [), or which the nom alization fiinctions [[J)
are given by generalized hypergeom etric functions
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W e call them generalized hypergeom etric states in gen—
eral, and generalized hypergeom etric coherent states if in
addition they allow a resolution ofunity w ith a positive
weight function. They com prise m any wellknown quan—
tum states as particular or lin iting casesaswellas som e
of the exam ples constructed In Ref. ﬂ].
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The plan of the paper is as ollows. In Section d we
Introduce the generalized hypergeom etric states, which
naturally 811 into three classes: generalized hypergeo—
m etric states on the plane, the open unit disk, and the
unit circle. In Section[@w e discuss the generalized hyper—
geom etric coherent states and use them to represent an
arbitrary state by analytic functions either on the plane
or the unit disk. W e then show in Section [ that all
states are eigenstates of suitably de ned lowering op-—
erators. In Section [ we consider the photon num ber
statistics of the generalized hypergeom etric states and In
Section [ their phase properties as given by the Husin i
and Pegg-Bamett phase distrdbutions. G eneralizations
ofthe Husin idistrdbution on the basis of the generalized
hypergeom etric coherent states and corresponding phase
distributions are introduced and discussed in Section [A.
W e conclude in Section @ with a summ ary of our m ain
results.

2. GENERALIZED HYPERGEOM ETRIC
STATES

In this section we introduce the generalized hypergeo—
m etric states, classify them according to de nite criteria
of convergence, and indicate the constraints on the pa—
ram eters on which the states depend.

W e de ne generalized hypergeom etric states (GH S) by
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w ith the strictly positive param eter functions (ofthe dis—
crete variable n)
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where @), = (@+ n)= (@) isthe Pochhamm er sym bol.
T he nom alization fiinction is then given by the general-
ized hypergeom etric fiinction
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evaliated at = 3. The GHS depend on the com plex

The non-—
negative ntegersp and gassum ethevaliep= 0 (g= 0) if
there are no num erator (denom nator) param eters; this
w ill be indicated by a dot, eg. J;0;zi= 3; ;zi;)-
Since the param eter functions , 4 (n) are the de ning
quantities, som e of their particular properties becom e
\global" and hold true forthe G H S and allquantities de—
rived on their basis. This w ill by exem pli ed repeatedly
n the follow Ing. Asa rstproperty wem ention the sym —
m etric dependence on the num erator and, separately, the
denom nator param eters. A second property is related
w ith the factorized structure of ; 4 @): if 1 num erator
and 1 denom inator param eters coalesce (@; = by), they
cancel and the state P;qg;zi reduces to the lowerorder
state P  Lg 1 ziofthe rem aining param eters. T hus,
the conventionalcoherent states (CS) result forp= g= 0
or, m ore generally, orp= g6 0 and all param eters co—
alescing.

T he nom alization function also detemm ines the scalar
product oftwo GH S w ith identical param eter sets
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Tt follow s that the GH S are nom alized, but not orthogo—
nal. The scalar product iswellde ned if the generalized
hypergeom etric fiinctions involved converge. The fiinc—
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Ing cases for:

any nite if p< g+ 1; (2 .5a)
ji< 1l if p=g+ 1; (2 .5b)
Ji=1 if p=g+ 1; < 0; (2 .5¢)
3Ji=1; 61 if p=g+ 1;0 < 1; (254d)

w here Re(P Ij?:laj ?zlbj); In all other cases
it diverges E]. A cocording to the three cases of uncondi-
tionalconvergence, E gs. 253) to [ZZ2d), we obtain gener-
alized hypergeom etric states on the plane, the open unit
disk, and the unit circle, respectively. T hese states de—
pend analytically on the com plex variable z (disregarding
the nom alization fiinction) and thus belong to the very
large class ofholom orphic quantum states. B esides these
nom alized states we shall consider also unnom alizable
states on the unit circle violating the condition < 0.

W e conclude this section by review ing the constraints

(leading to unde ned param eter functions , ) and for

oFq) . Next we require the param eter functions , 4 @) to
be realand strictly positive, leading to the conditions
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p gt l) 40 G +n) q fon) 27
o+ 1)! n! (a1 + n) o an) ’

with seed value, 4 (0) = 1. The conditions P-8) are sat-
is ed foralln, if: (i) allparam eters are realand positive,
(i) an even number of param eters is real and negative
w ith pairw ise the sam e negative integer parts, (i) an
even num ber of num erator param eters and/or of denom —
natorparam eters are pairw ise com plex con jugate to each
other. If cases (i) and/or (i) occur, the rem aning pa—
ram eters are supposed to be realand positive.

3. GENERALIZED HYPERGEOM ETRIC
COHERENT STATES

In this section we introduce generalized hypergeom et—
ric coherent states (GHCS) as a set of generalized hy—
pergeon etric states (GHS) which is (over)com plete and
allow s a resolution of unity with a non-negative weight
function. The resolution of uniy is then used on the
one hand to detemn ine the corresponding weight func-
tions and on the other hand to Introduce new analytic
representations for arbirary quantum states.

W e consider rst the GHCS on the plane and on the
unit disk related, respectively, w ith the convergence cri-
teria [Z5d) and [225H). In these cases the resolition of
unity (T) takes the form
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with a positive weight function wq(X) depending on
x = %¥; the integration is over the complex plane or
unit disk, as approprate. Introducing the states [I)
into Eq. ) and perform ing the angular integration,
the follow ng conditions result:
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w here pwqy (X) pWq X)=N 4 x) and the upper lm it of
the ntegralisR = 1 R = 1) for the GHCS on the
plane (disk). C orrespondingly, the unknow n distribution
pWq (X) is given by the solution ofa Stielts (Hausdor )

m om ent problem with the m om ents given in Eq. 7).
A s shown by K lJauder et al. E], the solution can be ob-
tained by using M ellin transform technigques. Thus, re—
placing in Eq. [BJ) the discrete variable n by the com plex



variable (s 1), the distrdbution w4 (x) and the param e-
ter function , 4 (s 1) becom eaM ellin transform related
pair. There are well known references w here such pairs
are tabulated d,[4, 1. Thus, ushg Ref. B, p. 303, Hr-
mula (37)]orRef. [, p. 728, omula 8.4.51.9)],we nd
In temm s of the M eifr G —function
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w here the rh s. is the s-dependend part of, (s 1). It

follow s that the weight fiinction in Eq. [El) is given by
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TheM ellin transform [33) is valid if either

p< g+ 1l; or (3.5a)

p=g+1; >1 (3.5b)
are satis ed. It follow s that (wq (X) exists or allGHS
on the plane, but only for those with > 1 on the disk.
T he solution found, however, need not be positive. The
positivity of ;w4 (x) must be checked in each particular
case and m ay resul in additional constraints on the pa-
ram eters. A s was the case or the states, if 1 num erator
param eters coalesce w ith 1 denom inator param eters, the
weight finction w4 (x) reduces to the low er-orderweight
function , 1wq 1 %) ofthe rem aining param eters, due to
a well known property of the ,Fq and G functions. On
the other hand, this can be seen also as a consequence of
the de ning condition [BX).

The resolution of unity, Eq. [El), can be used to in-—
troduce a new representation by sandw iching it between
two arbitrary state vectors, h jand j i, and w riting the
resulting scalar product in the form

Z
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w ith the wave functions In the GHC S basis de ned ac—
cording to
q

b q@) =  pwg(EF) pigizji

h L2y i1 *x n
B e
qu(]Z:?) n=0 P g

W e call this the GHCS representation of the state j i.
T he series appearing in Eq. [32) de nes an entire an—
alytic function of = 2z , which may be regarded as

another representation. W e call it the generalized hy—
pergeon etric analytic representation of j i:

® n
qu( ) = P hnj i: (3.8)
n=0 P q
T he scalar product [328) then w rites as
Z
hjl: pd q()p~q()p~q( )i (3.9)
w ith the m easure given by
&? wgG H)
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N ote that the analytic representations and the m easures
depend explicitly also on the param eter sets (@;;:::7ap)
and (o;:::;by). For a given state j i we then obtain

In niely m any analytic representationson the plane and
unit disk beeing, respectively, elem ents of B argm ann and
Hardy spacesw ith m easure [3210). T he usualB argm ann
representation based on the coherent states is recovered
forp= g= 0. The sin plest H ardy space representation
isbased on the coherent phase states given in Eq. [320)
below [H].

Next we consider the GH S on the unit circle and w rite
z= &' . W e distinguish two types of states, denoted by
;e 1 and P;q;’ i depending on whether the conver—
gence criterion [225d) is satis ed ornot. The nom alized
states ( < 0) are de ned by

1 b eln’

pigie’ 1 = P p fi 311)
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and the unnom alizable states ( 0) by
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T he nom alization fiinction in Eq. [EI) is a constant
given by the generalized hypergeom etric function ofunit
argum ent. T hese states do not yield a resolution ofuniy,
as the resulting H ausdor m om ent problem

%
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for the sought for function pwy (") has no solution:
Eq. BI3) inplies the vanishing of all Fourier com po—
nents of the function p,wq (" ) orn € m , thus reducing it
to a constant w hich cannotm atch the valueson the rh s.
ralln = m . The lowest possble states J;0;&" 1 =

a; B 11,0, are not allowed, as the only param eter a
cannot satisfy the conditions [225d) and [28) sinula-—
neously. The lowest nom alizablk states are P;1;e" 1=

Pijazbje’ gy, Pr = aj+a, b< 0 addition to the
constraints [228) ; their norm alization constant is given by



the G aussian hypergeom etric function ofunit argum ent,
2F1@jaxibil)= ©) b a; a)=[ b ai) b azl
On the other hand, the sin plest unnom alizable states

are J1;0;"i= B; ;' 4,0y, whichinthelmia! 1yield
the well know n phase states E]

1 ®
B i G k1= J1 192: e hi: (3.14)

n=0

T hese states, correspondingto; o @; ;n)aj 1= 1 forall
n, are the only ones yielding a resolution of unity with
1wy = 1=@2 ) according to Eq. {313).

W e conclude this section by giving exam plesof GHC S
for particular values of p and g. W e quote for each state
the param eter, the nom alization and the weight fiinc-
tions. The com plex variabl z isdenoted by , j j< 1,

forthe GHCS on theplane o< g+ 1) and by ,3J j< 1,
forthe GHCS on theunit disk o= g+ 1).
(@) The conventional coherent states ji = 9;0; i

correspond to p = g= 0, n which case ¢y o 0) = n!,
oFo() = e and gwo (3 ) = 1.
©) The states P;1; i = J ;b ig;1), related with

0 1( ;bn) = nll orb > 0 due to Eq. A, have
the nom alization function
1 P —
oF1( 56 ) = ) 7 L1 @ ) (3.15)
and the weight function (ﬂ,p. 196, omula (5.39)))
owi( ibi39=2%1 RIIKp1 €3I  (B16)

whereI (x)andK (x) arethem odi ed Besselfinctions.
Since they are realand positive when > landx> 0
fd], the weight finction ow; isposttive orb> 0.

() For the states j;1; i = by 10,4 wih
1 1 @jbin) = n!@),=(@),, the positivity constraints 228)
require a and b to be either both positive or both nega—
tive w th equalnegative Integerparts. T he nom alization
fiinction is given by Kumm er’s con uent hypergeom etric
function ;F; (@;b; ) and the weight function by (, p.
716, omula (9)])

.. @) ..
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wih (a;b; ) the Triocom i con uent hypergeom etric

function. For a = b the above resuls reduce to those
for the coherent states ;0; 1in exampl @).

d) The states j;0; 1 = 3; ; {0 orighate from
1 o@; ;n)=nk@E),witha> 0duetoEq. Zd). The
nom alization function is given by
) = (@ 7

1Fol@; (3.18)

and the weight fiinction by (ﬂ, p. 195, omula (5.35))])
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wih a> 1duetoEq. BBH), in which case also 1wo > 0.

The states f; ; d;) ora= 2k and Bargm ann index
k = 5;1;%;::: yvield the Perelom ov coherent states of
the discrete series of the SU (1,1) representations, and for
arbitrary non-negative k those of is universal covering
group El,lﬁ]. O fparticular interest are the states for
k= %, also known as coherent phase states E]

P xR
Br 7 @do) Ara1= J1 1 33 ni:

n=0

(320)

T heir weight finction [EI9) vanishes and the resolution
ofunity is applicabl only as a lin ing equation ﬂ].

(e) For the states 2;1; i = Hjaz;b; ip;) wih
2 1(@jazibin) = nlP)h=[@1)n (@2)n], the constraints
[228) allow not only positive param eter values, but also
pairs of negative-valued param eters w ith equal negative
Integer parts as well as a com plex-valied pair (@a; = a;).
The nom alization function is given by the G aussian
hypergeom etric function ,F; (@i;az;b; ) and the weight
finction by ([, p. 198, Hmul (5.50)))

@1) f(@2)
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@ 3532 P2 F@ijaibii J)
2F1 @2 bjai+a b 1;1 33); 621

oW1 @1732:b;7 §) =
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with a; + a, b> 1duetoEq. 35d). It is not clear if
this condition togetherw ith the constraints [228) are suf-

cient to guarantee the positivity of ;w; In allcases. For
coalescing param eters (@; = bora; = b) we recover the
results ofthe previous exam ple (d) for the states 3;0; i.

4. GENERALIZED HYPERGEOM ETRIC
STATESAS EIGENSTATES OF LOW ERING
OPERATORS

In this section we Introduce Jadder operators of raising
and lowering type, the latter having as eigenstates the
generalized hypergeom etric states introduced in Section
. T hese operators generalize the creation and anniila—
tion operators of the ham onic oscillator in the case of
the GH (C)S on the plane, and the Susskind-G logower
exponential phase operators in the case ofthe GH (C)S
on the unit disk and circle.

W e de ne generalized hypergeom etric lowering and
raising operators by

R
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w here the coe cients ,f; () are given by

pfq @) 1%fq(al;:::;ap;bl':::; ;n)
_ n+ 1) n+ Dbyp) (nar)l,_v “2)
0+ ap) nga
wih ofo h) = pn+ 1 and allproducts In the num erator

(denom inator) replaced by 1 ifg= 0 (= 0). It is very
satisfactory that these coe cients are real and positive

due to the sam e constraints [.8) already cbserved. T he
ladder operators depend explicitly on the two param e-
ter sets, eg. p[fl\q = ptj\q @i;:::78p7b15::0by) . Due to
the product structure of ;f5 (0), if 1 num erator param —
eters coalesce w ith 1 denom inator param eters, the oper-
atorp[ffq reduces to the low er-order operator , l[fq 1 of
the rem aining param eters. The ladder operators obey
the noncanonical com m utation relation

®
[qu;pUg] =
n=20

) Lfsm 1) himF @3)

where ,f;( 1) = 0 by de nition, but also by Eq. [£J).
T he action ofthe ladder operators on the Fock basis is

given by

pfq @

pfq ) N+ 14

4 4a)
(4 4b)

Uq pi = 1) h 1%

U2 i
Justifying their nam e as lowering and raising operators,
respectively. It isthen easy to show thattheGH (C)S are
elgenstates of the low ering operator

oUq Pigizi = z Pigizi; @5)
w ith com plex eigenvalie z. H ere the param eter functions
p ¢ M) de ning the eigenstatesand the coe cients ,f; ()
de ning the lowering operator are related by
2
p o) = f50)£5 1) £ ) ofgm 1) : (4.6)
Seen from this perspective the generalized hypergeom et—
ric (coherent) states are also Instancies of the very large
class of so-called nonlinear coherent (or fooherent) states
E, E, E]. T hese are eigenstates of low ering operators
of the type [EI3) with ,f; ) replaced by n+ 1 £ @),
w here the fparam eters f (n) are quite arbirary, In our
case f (n) isgiven by Eq. [EJ) w thout the factor™ n + 1.
Forp < g+ 1 we denote K4 oUq and pAAZI =
pUA%’, which m ay be considered as a generalization of the
usualannihilation @) and creation @&Y) operators of the
ham onic oscillator. In particular, we have

R
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Tt is then naturalto call K (pAAé) the generalized hyper-
geom etric annihilation (creation) operators. T he eigen—
states oprAq aretheGH (C)S on theplane, p;g; i, wih

com plex eigenvalue , j j< 1 . They m ay be considered
as generalizations of the conventionalcoherent states j i,
which are eigenstates of&.

Forp= g+ 1l wewrite pEAq = p@q and pE/‘.\}Z’ = p@%’.
T he eigenstates of pEAq are: (@) theGH (C)S on theunit
disk, p;a; i, with com plex eigenvalue , j j< 1; () the
GHS on the unit circle w ith eigenvalue e’ forboth, the
nomn alized states P;qg;e” i, Eq. ), and the unnor-
m alizable states P;q;’ i, Eq. 2. This is sin ilar to
the Susskind-G logow er ] exponential phase operator
E, having as eigenstates the coherent phase states [320)
on the unit disk and the phase states [314) on the unit
circle. Now the operator E isa lin ting case of the op—
eratorlEAo (@) pra! 1:

®

Eo@ 31 =E fitn + 17: 4.8)

n=0

T his correlatesw ith the lim it forthe corresponding eigen—
states In Egs. 320) and [BI4). It is then justi ed to
consider the operators pfq and their eigenstates, the
G H S on theunit disk and unit circle, asgeneralizationsof
the Susskind—-G logow erexponentialphase operatorEA and
is eigenstates, the coherent phase states and the phase
states, respectively. For this reason we call ,E and pEAgl’
the generalized hypergeom etric exponential phase oper—
ators.
G iven the nonhem itian ladder operators we m ay gde-

ne hem itian com binationsby ;04 = (pAAé + Kg)= 2
and ;Bg = 1pAY  Kg)= 2, and sinilarly by ;g =

CEY + Eq)=2 and ,§; = 1EY
tation suggests to \interpret" 0y (Py) as generalized
hypergeom etric coordinate (m om entum ) operators, and
pCA q (p§ q) asgeneralized hypergeom etric cosine (sine) op—
erators (@ la Susskind-G logow er) . H ow ever, these opera—
tors do not satisfy the usual com m utation relations and
we have not veri ed that they have the right spectrum .
T heir study is beyond the scope of this paper.

pEAq)=2 . Our no—

5. PHOTON NUMBER STATISTICS

T he generalized hypergeom etric (coherent) states lead
to classicalaswellasnonclassicalbehaviour in the photon
num ber statistics. The considerations In this section do
not depend on the existence of a weight function and
apply, therefore, to both GHS and GHCS.

TheGH (C)S de ned in Eq. &) have the Fock repre—
sentation

Zl’l

mpigizi = p———"—; 5.1)
from which the photon num ber distribution follow s
1 x" )
P piqizi @) = &= 3%H): (62

p q@) pNg &)



The factoralmomentsn® = mm 1) n k+ 1)i
are then easily calculated In tem s of the derivatives of
the nom alization fuinction
k k
e - =L Nw: 63
oN ¢ ) dx
In ourcase N4 = Fq and the derivatives of ;F 4 can be
expressed in termm s of the sam e ,F ¢ w ith shifted param e-
ter values [10]. W e then obtain fr the factorialm om ents
) o x @k pla
pNg x) = X
o1 )x e)
pFqlar + kjiijap + kb + kjiiby + kjx) 5 4)
pFq@17iiijapioriiiiihyix)
The m ean photon number, n n®, is given by
_ ai @ pFglai+ l;umap+ L+ Linibg+ 15x)
pllg = X by b = qu(al;:?:;ap;bl;:::; ;XC; 4 ©5)
and the M andel param eter, Q n+n®=n [14,[1d], by
_ ar & pFglar+ l;uyap+ b+ 1;5bg+ 15x)
qu_ X b P = qu(al;:?:;ap;bl;:“' ;XC; +
(@a1+1) @t 1) pFq @i+ 2;:m5ap+ 2501+ 25050+ 25x) 56
o1+ 1) Pr 1) pFq @it 1lmap+ b+ 15bg + 15x) ( ° )

P ositive, vanishing, or negative values of the M andelpa—
ram eter corresoond to super-P oissonian, Poissonian, or
sub-P oissonian statistics, respectively. T he latter isa sig—
nature of nonclassicalbehaviour. If in the above expres—
sionswe let 1 a-param eters coalesce w ith 1bparam eters,
we obtain the corresponding expressions for the lower-
order states p Lg I1;zi.

W e now consider the photon num ber statistics of som e
particular GHCS. For each state we quote the photon
num ber distrbution, the m ean photon num ber, and the
M andel param eter. W e also show and discuss graphical
representations for selected values of the param eters and
com pare them w ih those for the coherent states.

(@) W e start w ith the coherent states j i. T heirphoton
num ber distribution isthe P oisson distribution P4 ; ) =
3 F=nl) eI I’ yielding ono = j ¥ and 40, = 0.

) Forthe GHCS $;1; i= j ;b; ip;) we have:

1 jj2n+bl

P 0 n! Gb+n) L1 2J) )
. L @23)
n, = _— (5.8)
o jijl 239
. w1239 L, 239)
Q1 = - - 5.9)
T3 e 1. @39

T he photon num ber distributions of the states ;1; 1
in Fig.[l peak at low values of the photon number n,
their m ean photon numbers in Fig.[d increase for large
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FIG .1: Photon num berdistrbutionsofthe GHCS §;1; i=
Jib; 11 andtheCS jiforjj= 3.
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enough j jmuch slower than for the coherent state, and
the negative values of their M andel param eters in Fig.d
iIndicate nonclassicalbehaviour for all j .

() Forthe GHCS J;1; i= B;b; i3,4) we nd

@) jF°
Puq; i) = . —; (5.10)
n! @) 1F1@ib;3 F)
a1F1@+ 1;b+ 1;3 7
iy = g 22 L35, (6.41)
b 1F1 @;b; 3 7)
_ a+1 3 3 1F1(a+ 2+ 2;3 §) 512
101 5T T F e i i3 ) ( )

T hese relations reduce fora = b to those of the coherent
states. T his rem ark is very helpfiil in understanding the
behaviour of the photon num ber distrdbutions in Fig.@,
the m ean photon numbers in Fig.[d, and the M andel pa—
ram eters in Fig.[A. A llcurves coincide fora = bw ith the
C S-curves and depart from them as soon as a becom es
di erent from b. The deviations are on either side w ith
respect to the C S-curves, depending on wether a < b or
a> b. Asan exam ple, the M andel param eters in Fig.[d
are positive (negative) fora< b @ > b).

(d) FortheGHCS j;0; i= R; ; do) wehave

@) . .
Pao; i) = — @ 3355 (5.13)
ajj
g = ai1Qo0 = — (5.14)
1 33
These expressions m ake sens for any a > 0. Putting
a = 2k and k = %;l;%;::: in Eq. BEI3), we cbtain

the negative binom ial distrdbution of the corresponding
SU (1;1) ocoherent states, also called negative binom ial
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states for this reason E]. The photon number dis-
tribbutions are shown in Fig.[d and com pared with the
Poisson distribution for the sam e value of the variable
3 Jj= % = j 9. Themean photon num ber and the M an—
del param eter have the sam e sin ple dependence on j J.
The M andel param eter is Independent of the param eter

a and alwayspositive (classicalbehaviour).
) Forthe GHCS 2;1; i= Jm;az;b; ip;, we obtain

a a j 3"
P'ﬁ;l; j_(n) _ ( 1)n ( 2)n J _;] . ; (515)
n! ®), 2F1@17a2ib;33)
aja, 2F1 @ + l;a, + 1;b+ 1;3
oy = 53 182 2F1 (@1 2 ]_EJ); 5.16)

b 2F1@17a2ib;3 3)



FIG .7: Photon num ber distribbutions ofthe GHCS j;0; i=

R i i andtheCs jirjj= 2= 33

s+ 3 G )

(5.17)
Forb = a, (orb = a;) we recover the results of the
previous example (d). W e refrain from graphical repre—
sentations as there are too m any param eters.

2Q1 =

6. HUSIM IAND HUSIM IPHASE
DISTRIBUTION S

In this section we consider the Husin i distrdbutions
@ functions) and the corresponding phase distrbutions
for the generalized hypergeom etric (coherent) states. W e
also comm ent on the P egg-B amett phase distributions.

The Husin i distrdbution for the GH (C)S Pp;g;zi is
given by the m odulus squared of is wave function in
the coherent state basis j i

l . D
Qi () = — h Pigrzif; ©1)
w here
h (55 41 % ( z)n
h pjgizi = @ ——— p—————: (62)
PNa@H " nlp )

It is positive, nom alized to 1 w ith m easure &> and pro—
vides a tw o-din ensional probability distribbution over the
complex -plne. Writhg = j#7% and integrating
over the radialpart j j the Husin iphase distrbution is
obtained in the om Rd,[21]

1 %
()—2—

n;n’=0

Q)

Piaizi mp;gizimpigizi

G(Q)(n;no) ei(n n 9% ; (63)

FIG . 8: Husin i phase djstr_ibutjonsPj(c?,l),i () ofthe GHCS

P;1; i= ;b5 i 04, andP 2’ () oftheCs jiprjj= 2.
0;1) Ji 1

where the Fock com ponents are given by Eq. [El) and
the new Iy introduced coe cients by

(n+2n0 + 1)

n+ 1) @®% 1) :

G @i’ = p (64)

Th a di erent approach the phase states (314) can be
used to de ne the phase distribution

P B)

Pigizi ©5)

() = D pigizi] :
It has the same om asEq. [E3), with G©) 0;n% re
placed by G®B) m;n% = 1. Sice the sam e result is ob—
tained forthe (di erently m otivated) P egg-B amett phase
distribution P21, we have used the upper index P B) i
Eqg. l[ed). Note that the dependence of the phase dis—
tributions on the phases is through the phase di erence
( 7)onk,where’ isthephase ofthe com plex variable
z= £¥" ) de nihgtheGH (C)S.

W e display in Figures[8{[I0 the H usin iphase distribu-
tions ofthe GHCS P;g;zi for (;q) = (0;1); 1;1), and
(1;0), respectively, and for di erent values of the corre—
soonding param eters. A 1l distrdbutions peak at = '’ .
T he heights of the peaks Increase: w ith decreasing b in
Fig.d, w ith decreasing b and increasing a in Fig.[d, and
with increasing a in Fig.[[d. In Fig.[d the phase dis-
trbutions P ). () Bra = band P.% () would be
dentical; fora > b (@ < b) the heights of the peaks then
m ove above (pelow) the CS peak. This is sin ilar to the
behaviour observed In the photon num ber distrbbutions
ofthe states j;1; i.

The PeggBamett phase distribbutions look qualita—
tively sin ilar, so we do not display them explicitk. The
peaksat = '’ arealvayshigher (dueto G®®) (n;n?%
G©) (;n%) and consequently the distrbutions are nar-
row er In order to preserve the nom alization.
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7307 i= B 7 i, and P %' () oftheCs jifrjj= 2=
J 3

7. GENERALIZED HYPERGEOM ETRIC
HUSIM IAND GENERALIZED
HYPERGEOMETRIC HUSIM IPHASE
DISTRIBUTION S

By analogy w ith the conventionalH usin idistribbution
we de ne in this section the generalized hypergeom et-
ric Husin idistribution of a nom alized state j i by the
m odulus squared of tswave function in the GHC S basis,
Eq. BE):

0 (Pia) (Z)

i i j 1 @iiiapibiiiiibg;z)

[

= = owqe®F) ojaizd th pigiziz (71)

Tt provides a tw o-din ensional true probability distriou—
tion over the com plex z-plane forp < g+ 1 and over the
unit z-disk orp= g+ 1. The corresponding nom aliza—
tion condition

Z

Pz0 PP () = 1

31 (712)
is a consequence ofthe resolution ofunity, Eq. ). & is
thereforem andatory forthe state p;g;zi in thede nition
[ to be a GHC S; the state j i can be any nom alized
state, In particulara GHS orGHC S. For later reference,
wecallthe states j iand Pp;qg;zithe signaland analyzing
states, respectively. In de ning generalized hypergeom et~
ric Husin i distrbutions we have form ally replaced the
analyzing CS in the usualH usin idistrbution by an an—
alyzing G HC S and have included the w eight function into
the distrbution rather than into the integration m easure.
T he conventional Husin i distridoution is then recovered
forp=q=0,ie.05;() = 0 {7 ().

T he generalized hypergeom etric Husin i distributions
can be used to de ne corresponding phase distribbutions
by integrating over the m odulus of the com plex variable

z= ¥¥ &= %7J):

1 7R
)
P () 2

0

a0 Fxe; (73)

whereR =1 R = 1) ortheGHCS on theplane (disk).
P erform ing the integralw ith the help of Eq. B2), cbvi-
ously extendable to arbitrary (here hal nteger) n, the
generalized hypergeom etric Husin i1 phase distrbutions
are obtained in the form

. 1 % , o 0
Pj(p;_q) ( ) = 2_ 0 o G(p/q) (n;no) e m n 7
n;n%=0
(7.4)
T hey are nom alized according to
Z
dP(p;q)()=l; (75)

J i

where the Integration is over the 2 -interval chosen for
thephase ,usually [ ; Jor 0;2 1.

The phase distrbutions [[4) and [E3J) have the
sam e form al structure, only the coe cients are di erent.
T hose appearing in Eq. [4) are given by

(n+n°)
7 0y — , P9
cPD n;n% = g 2

p @) p 0%

(7.6)

in tem softhemoments, 4 @) from Eq. Z2). They are
symmetric in n and n® and nom alized to 1 forn = n°,
thus insuring the nom alization condition [H). These
coe clentsencode the nform ation on the analyzing state

P;a;zi. The Inform ation on the signal state J i is con—
tained solely in theproduct , o, where , =mmj i. If
the system isdescribbed by a density operator #, thisprod—
uct should be replaced by the density m atrix elem ents



In the Fock basis, p;no = m 7 h%; correspondingly, *
should appear instead of j ih ji Eq. [Z). If the de-
pendence on the param eters is needed, we shall write

Pj(piq) @i;:::7ap7br; 005y ) for the phase distributions

GP? (;n% =GO (;n° ; 77
n;n”) ;n”) p_lG(al) @m0 (7.7)
w ith the one-param eter coe cients given by
0
(n+_n + a)
G® @;n% = p 2 : (7.8)
mh+a) 0% a)
Comparing the product structures of , q@) and

GP n;n%, Egs. B and [ID, * Pllows that
each Pochhamm er sym bol (@), contributes a coe cient

G® @;n%; the actor G@) n;n% = ¢ @;n% comes
from @©+ 1) = (1), according to the same rule. If
in Eq. [1) p or g or both are zero, the corresponding
product (s) should be replaced by 1. Thus G @ n;n°% =

G©) n;nY%, so that the conventional Husin i phase dis—
trbution is given by Pj‘Qi’ () = Pj(O;iO) (). Simi
larly, the Pegg-Bamett phase distrbution is given by
p j(PiB )

GQ) ;n%=G® (n;n% equalsl Hra= 1.M oregenerally,
the generalized hypergeom etric Husin i and correspond-—
iIng phase distrbbutions oforder @ 1L;g 1) result from

those of order (p;q) by ltting 1 num erator param eters
coalesce w ith 1 denom nator param eters.

W e now oonsider some generalized hypergeom etric
Husin i1 phase distrbutions for the Fock and coherent
states. For any Fock state N iwehave , = ,n and
the phase distributions [L4) becom e uniform w ith value
1=@2 ), as expected.

For the coherent states ji with = J &% and

L= ed 37725 P &’ 2 [, the resulting phase distrbu—
tions [L4) depend only on the phase di erence ( ").
W e display in Figures[[D{I3 the generalized hypergeo-
m etric H usin iphase distribbutions of a coherent state for
;) = (©0;1); @;1), and (1;0), respectively. A 1l distri-
butions peak at the coherent phase = ’ . The heights
of the peaks decrease: w ith decreasing b in F ig.[[l, w ith
decreasing b and increasing a in Fig.[[d, and with in-
creasing a in Fig.[[3. T Fig.[J the phase distribution
P j(li;l) (@;b; ) Pra= band the Husin iphase distribution

P © () would yield the same resuks; ora < b @ > b)

the heights of the peaks then m ove above (pelow) the

peak oij(Qi) ().

observed in the conventionalHusin iphase distributions
of the states jl;1; iaswellas In their photon number
distrdbutions.

The phase distrbutions shown in Figures {13 are
\dual" to those in Figures[@{Id in the sense that the sig—
nal and analysing states have been interchanged. The

(1;0) . \ .
()=P, 1 @ i )a1,sheec™ @ ;n;if) =

T his behaviour is sim ilar to the one
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FIG . 1ll: G eneralized hypergeom etric H usin iphase distribbu-
tions P (/" (;b; ) and Husin iphase distrution P %’ () of
theCs jifrjj= 2.
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FIG .12: G eneralized hypergeom etric H usin iphase distribbu-
tions P j(li;l) (@;b; ) and Husin iphase distrbution P j(Qi) () of

theCs jifrjj= 2.

signal (@nalyzing) state isa GHCS (CS) in Figures@B{IQ,
and aCS (GHCS) in Figures[[I{[3. In the rst casewe
dealw ith the usualHusin iphase distrdbution P 3(30;2);)2'1
the GHCS P;g;zi, In the second case w ith the general-

ized hypergeom etric Husin i phase distribution P j‘pi"q) of

the conventionalC S j i. Thetwo setsof gures show an
opposite behaviour in the sense that for the sam e varia-
tion of the param eters the heights of the peaks increase
In one set and decrease In the other set.

T he phase distrdbutions show ing this dual behaviour
origihate from generalized hypergeom etric Husin i dis—
trbutions of the type 0 ®®  (z), where both the

of

Piaizi
signal (;e;zi) and the analysing (Pp;g;zi) states
are GHCS and therefore interchangeable. W e call
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FIG .13: G eneralized hypergeom etric H usin i phase distribu—
tions P j(li;O) (@; ; ) and Husin iphase distrbution P j(Qi) () of

theCs jifrji= 2.

the generalized hypergeom etric Husin i distrdbution

(Pia) . .
Q;;;zi @i;:::7ap5bi7:::y72) and the one with inter-
changed states, Q g;g:zi(al;:::;ap;bl;:::; ; %), dual to

each other and extend this de nition to the correspond-

ing phase distrbutions, P &2 () and P& (). Dual
Pzl Joraizi

distrdbutions are nontrivial due to the nonorthogonality

ofthe GHCS and this istrueeven if forp= pand g= g

the tw o sets oftilded and untilded param eters are identi-
cal. In this case the selfdualdistributions Q g;g:ii (z) are

determ ined by the scalar product in Eq. 24), ie.

E pwq(jzf) }Nq(z Z)f .
pN g (FF) pN g (ETF)

®5q)
Q

Piaizi (7.9)

(z) =

Selfdual distrbutions actually provide a m easure of the
nonorthogonality of the GHCS w ith identical param e—
ter sets. The sin plest selfdual distrbution is the usual
Husin i distrbution for a conventional coherent state,
given by the well known overlap of the two coherent
states: Q 4.; () = +H F+i3? = Q4 ; (~). The correspond-
Ing selfdualphase distrdbbution is P j(Qi) (), also shown In
F iqures[B{13 for com parison.
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8. SUMM ARY

In this paper we have introduced a large class of
holom orphicquantum states fi;:::;ap7b1;:::7by;21, dem

). W e called them gener—
alized hypergeom etric states (GHS) as their nom aliza—
tion function is given by the generalized hypergeom etric

the dom ain of convergence of the latter, the GHS are
de ned on the whole zplane (gj< 1 ), the open unit
disk (3 < 1), or the unit circle (j= 1). Accord—
ngly, these states m ay be considered as generalizations
of the usual coherent states, the coherent phase states,
and the phase states. Those GH S yielding a resolution of
unity with a positive weight finction de ne the subclass
of generalized hypergeom etric coherent states (GHCS).
W e have detem ined the corresponding weight functions
by M ellin transform techniques, but their positivity m ust
be checked separately. The GH S on the plane (unit disk
and circle) are eigenstates w ith eigenvalue z of suitably
de ned low ering operators pAAq (pEAq); the latter m ay be
considered as generalizations of & ), the usualannhi-
lation operator of the hamm onic oscillator (the Susskind-
G logow er exponential phase operator).

To revealthe physical content ofthe GH (C)S we have
studied their photon num ber statistics (photon number
distrbution, m ean photon num ber, M andel param eter)
and phase properties (Husin i and Pegg-Bamett phase
distrdbutions) . N um erical results were displayed for par-
ticular states and param eter valies.

The GHCS on the plane (unit disk) can be used to de-
ne new analytic representations of arbitrary quantum

states, which are elem ents of corresponding B argm ann
H ardy) spaces. They can be used also to de ne general-
ized hypergeom etric Husin i functions over the com plex
plane (unit disk) and corresponding phase distributions.
O fparticular Interest are the generalized hypergeom et—
ricHusin ifinctionswhen considered for anotherGHC S,
as then the two GHC S can be Interchanged (dualdistri-
butions). T he corresponding phase distributions show a
correlated behaviour. Selfdualdistributions are nontriv—
ialand provide a m easure of the nonorthogonality of the
GHCS.
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