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1 Introduction

It is wellknown that there are three equivalent de�nitions ofthe coherent states ofthe
harm onic oscillators,that is,(1) the displacem ent-operator acting on the vacuum states,
(2) the eigenstates ofthe annihilation operator and (3) the m inim um uncertainty states.
Generalizations to the coherent states ofarbitrary Lie groups were extensively studied in
theliterature[1,2].However,theirextension to thesqueezed states[3],which becam em ore
and m ore interesting in quantum optics [4]and gravitationalwave detection[5],gave the
equivalentresultsonly fortheharm onicoscillator.Them inim um uncertainty m ethod works
wellfor both the coherent and squeezed states for any sym m etry system s [6,7]and the
ladder-operatorsqueezed statesforgeneralsystem sare described in [8].Both m ethodsare
closely connected asdiscussed in [8].Now theexception isthatthereisno generalapproach
tothedisplacem ent-operatorsqueezed statesforthegeneralsystem salthough therearesom e
workstoward thisgoal[9].

In thisletterweshallinvestigatesqueezed statesforthegeneralm ultiphoton m ultim ode
system s(seeEqs.(2),(7)and (47)).W e�rstform ulatethealgebrasofm ultiphoton creation
and annihilation operators,and then discuss the squeezed states from the ladder-operator
de�nition.Forthezerosqueezing case,wederivetheexplicitcoherentstate,which iswritten
asan ordinary exponentialdisplacem ent-operatoractingon thevacuum state.Thesqueezed
vacuum ofthissystem isalso explicitly obtained asan exponentialdisplacem ent-operator,
which isthesqueezeoperator,acting on thevacuum state.However,theproductofcoherent
and thesqueezeoperatorsdoesnotbringusthesqueezed statesequivalenttothoseobtained
by the ladder-operator m ethod. As a byproduct, the coherent states ofthe q-deform ed
oscillator [11]are obtained and expressed as the usualexponentialdisplacem ent-operator
acting on thevacuum states.

2 M ultiphoton algebra

W e �rst recallthe ladder-operator approach ofNieto and Truax. They describe that the
generalladder-operator squeezed states are the eigenstates ofa linear com bination ofthe

lowering and raising operators[8]
�

�A + �A
y
�

j�i= �j�i; (1)

where � and � are com plex constants,A and its herm itian conjugate A y are the lowering
(annihilation)and raising (creation)operators,respectively. They satisfy the com m utation
relation h

A;A
y
i

= C; (2)

in which C isan operatorto be speci�ed later. W e considerthe eigenvalue equation (1)in
theparam eterregion jzj= j� �=�j< 1.Thism eansthattheoperator�A + �A y hasm ore
annihilation than creation operators(see(24)).Hereweconsideronly thesinglem odecase
and generalization to m ultim odecasewillbediscussed in section 4.In quantum opticsA is
usually them ultiphoton lowering operatorin theform

A = f(N )am ; (3)

wherea and ay aretheannihilation and creation operatorsofthephoton satisfying
h

a;ay
i

=

1,N = aya,and m isa positive integer. As usualthe Fock states ofthe oscillatora and
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ay are denoted by jni,n = 0;1;:::,aj0i = 0,ajni =
p
njn � 1i,ayjni =

p
n + 1jn + 1i.

The function f(N )speci�esthe intensity dependentcoupling,which isin generalcom plex
and we assum e thatf(x)doesnothave zerosatnon-negativeintegervaluesofx.By using
aay = N + 1,a2(ay)2 = (N + 1)(N + 2),etc,weobtain

AA
y = (N + 1)(N + 2)� � � (N + m )f(N )f�(N ); (4)

A
y
A = (N � m + 1)(N � m + 2)� � � N f(N � m )f�(N � m ): (5)

Itisobviousthatweonlyneed torestrictourdiscussionstothesectorSi(i= 0;1;� � � ;m � 1)
spanned by theFock statesjnm + ii(n non-negativeintegers).Introducing them ultiphoton
num beroperatorN i� N (i= 0;1;� � � ;m � 1)in thesectorSi

N =
1

m
(N � i); i= 0;1;� � � ;m � 1; (6)

and F(N + 1)� (m N + 1+ i)� � � (m N + m + i)f(m N + i)f�(m N + i),we can recastthe
system (2),(4),(5)in thefollowing form

AA
y = F(N + 1); A

y
A = F(N );

h

N ;A
y
i

= A
y
; [N ;A]= �A: (7)

These are thestarting relationsofthisletter,which we callgeneralintensity dependentm -
photon algebra. 3 W ith these de�nitions,the operatorC in (2)isC = F(N + 1)� F(N ).
Notethatther.h.s.of(5)vanisheson theFock statesjnifor0� n � m � 1,which im plies
F(0)= 0 in each sector.

The system (7)isgeneralenough to coverm any interesting exam ples: The case m = 1
and f(N )= 1istheharm onicoscillator;form = 1and f(N )=

p
2k+ N (k � 0)werecover

theHolstein-Prim ako� realization ofthesu(1;1)algebra [12]by identifying

K
+ � A

y
; K

� � A; K
0 � k+ N : (8)

Thesquarerealization ofsu(1;1)correspondsto:m = 2 and f(N )= 1=2

K
+ �

1

2
(ay)2; K

� �
1

2
a
2
;

K
0 �

1

2

�

N +
1

2

�

=

(
N 0 +

1

4
in S0;

N 1 +
3

4
in S1:

(9)

Both realizations(8)and (9)satisfy thesu(1;1)de�ning relations

h

K
+
;K

�
i

= �2K 0
;

h

K
0
;K

+
i

= K
+
;

h

K
0
;K

�
i

= �K �
: (10)

Itisconvenientto introducean orthonorm albasisforSi

jjni=
1

q

F(n)!

�

A
y
�n
jj0i; (11)

3A sim ilar algebra appeared in Heisenberg’s theory ofnon-linear spinor dynam ics [14],Eq.(9.6). W e

thank D.Fairlieforcalling ourattention to thispaper.

2



where jj0i= jiiisthe vacuum state ofsectorSi satisfying Ajj0i= N jj0i= 0 and F(n)!�
F(n)F(n � 1)� � � F(1); F(0)!� 1.On thisbasiswehave

A
yjjni =

q

F(n + 1)jjn + 1i;

Ajjni =
q

F(n)jjn � 1i;

N jjni = njjni: (12)

Itisvery tem pting to apply the idea ofthe system (7)to the m ultiphoton (m -photon)
coherentstatesoftheq-deform ed oscillator.Letuschoose(qisarealdeform ation param eter)

f(N )�

(
1

(N + 1)� � � (N + m )

�
N

m
+ 1

�) 1

2

; (13)

where[x]� (qx � q�x )=(q� q�1 ),and de�ne

bq � A = f(N )am ; b
y
q � A

y = (ay)m f(N );

N q � N +
i

m
: (14)

Then by using (4)and (5)wewould obtain form ally thefollowing relations

bqb
y
q =

(N + 1)(N + 2)� � � (N + m )

(N + 1)(N + 2)� � � (N + m )
[N q + 1]

= [N q + 1]; (15)

b
y
qbq =

(N � m + 1)(N � m + 2)� � � N

(N � m + 1)(N � m + 2)� � � N
[N q]

= [N q]; (16)

[N q; byq ]= b
y
q; [N q;bq]= �bq: (17)

Eqs.(15),(16),(17)arein facta m ultiphoton realization oftheq-oscillator,

bqb
y
q � qb

y
qbq = q

�N q: (18)

(Thecasem = 1 wasfound in [15].Seealso [16],[17]and [18].) Itshould berem arked that
theeigenvaluesofN q arenotintegersexceptforthei= 0 sector.

By closeinspection,however,one�ndsthattherelation (16)

b
y
qbq = [N q]

isnottrue on the vacuum in each sectorSi (i� 1 and m > 1). Obviously the vacuum of
thei-th sectorjj0i= jiivanisheswhen applied by bq,

bqjj0i= f(N )am jii= 0; i= 0;1;:::;m � 1: (19)

On the otherhand,asrem arked above,[N q]jj0i= [i
m
]jj0iisnon-vanishing fori� 1. This

apparent inconsistency is caused by 0=0 = 1 in (16),since N � iin the num erator and
denom inator vanish on jj0i = jii. To sum up,the relations (18)and (16)are broken only
by the vacuum expectation value and allthe otherrelationsare correct. Itwould be very
interesting ifonecould �nd physicalapplicationsofthe\spontaneously broken" q-deform ed
m ulti-photon coherentstates.4

4Ifwe introduce the intensity and sector-dependent m ultiphoton coupling then we can obtain the q-

deform ed oscillatorin each sector. Nam ely,ifwe de�ne aq =

q
[N + 1]

(N + 1)���(N + m )
a
m in each sector,then itis

easy to seethataqa
y
q = [N + 1]and ayqaq = [N ]aresatis�ed asoperatorequations.
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3 Squeezed states

Now weshallsolvetheeigenvalueequation (1).W eexpand thestatej�ias

j�i=
1X

n= 0

Cnjjni; (20)

Then equation (1)leadsto thefollowing recursion relations

Cn+ 1 = z

v
u
u
t

F(n)

F(n + 1)
Cn�1 +

�

�
q

F(n + 1)
Cn;

C1 =
�

�
q

F(1)
C0; (21)

wherez= ��=�.W ehavenotbeen ableto obtain a closed expression ofC n forthegeneral
case.W enow considersom especialcases.

3.1 Squeezed vacuum and squeeze operator

Letus�rstconsiderthesqueezed vacuum jviannihilated by �A + �A y

�

�A + �A
y
�

jvi= 0; (22)

and express itin term sofan exponentialdisplacem ent-operator (squeeze operator)acting
on thevacuum state.In thiscasewith �= 0,theC n’sareeasily obtained as

C2k+ 1 = 0; C2k = C0z
k

v
u
u
t F(2k� 1)!!

F(2k)!!
; (23)

where F(2k)!!= F(2k)F(2k � 2)� � � F(2),F(2k � 1)!!= F(2k � 1)F(2k � 3)� � � F(1)and
F(0)!!= F(�1)!!� 1.Then wehave

jvi = C0

1X

k= 0

z
k

v
u
u
t F(2k� 1)!!

F(2k)!!
jj2ki

= C0

1X

k= 0

z
k

�

A y2
�k

F(2k)!!
jj0i: (24)

Itiseasy to check thattheabovein�niteseriesconvergesifjzj< 1 underm ild assum ptions
on the asym ptotic behavior off(x),e.g.,f(x) ’ x� for x ! 1 . By m aking use ofthe
following identity

 
N

F(N )
A
y2

! k

=
�

A
y2
�k N + 2

F(N + 2)
� � �

N + 2k

F(N + 2k)
; (25)

wecan rewrite(24)as

jvi = C0

1X

k= 0

1

k!

�
z

2
A
y2

�k (N + 2)� � � (N + 2k)

F(N + 2)� � � F(N + 2k)
jj0i

= C0exp

 
zN

2F(N )
A
y2

!

jj0i: (26)
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Following theterm inology oftheoscillator,theoperator

S(z)= C0exp

 
zN

2F(N )
A
y2

!

(27)

isreferred to asthegeneralized squeeze operator.

3.2 M ultiphoton coherent states

Next let us consider the case � = z = 0. In this case the equation (1) reduces to the
eigenvalueequation oftheannihilation operatorA and theresulting statesarethecoherent
states.From Eq.(21)with z= 0 wecan easily obtain theCn’sas

Cn =
C0�

n

q

F(n)!
; (28)

where�= �=�.Then theeigenstatej�=�i� j�iisobtained as

j�i= C 0

1X

n= 0

�n

F(n)!
(A y)njj0i: (29)

In term softheso-called deform ed exponentialfunction expF (x)=
P

1
n= 0

xn

F (n)!
onecan express

the coherent state as j�i = C 0expF (�A
y)jj0i. Here we would ratherlike to use the usual

exponentialdisplacem ent-operator.To do this,weusethefollowing relation
 

N

F(N )
A
y

! n

= (A y)n
N + 1

F(N + 1)
� � �

N + n

F(N + n)
; (30)

and rewritetheEq.(29)in thefollowing form

j�i = C 0

1X

n= 0

�n

n!

 
N

F(N )
A
y

! n

jj0i

= C0exp

 
�N

F(N )
A
y

!

jj0i: (31)

Theoperator

D (�)� C 0exp

 
�N

F(N )
A
y

!

(32)

isthecoherentdisplacem ent-operatorin theform oftheordinary exponentialfunction.
Letusrem ark thattwo displacem entoperatorsexpF (�A

y)and exp
�

�N

F (N )
A y

�

are essen-
tially di�erent,although they giveriseto thesam ecoherentstatesby acting on thevacuum
state.

W ewould like to m ention thatthecoherentstate (31)isthesam e asthatgiven in [10].
Indeed,onecan easily show that

"

A;
N

F(N )
A
y

#

= 1 (33)

and therefore
[A;D (�)]= �D (�); (34)
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which leadsto Eq.(31)im m ediately.
The nextexam ple isthesquare realization ofsu(1;1),(9).In thiscase(N =F(N ))A y =

1

N �1
(ay)2 in thesectorS0 and (N =F(N ))A y = 1

N
(ay)2 in thesectorS1.Then weobtain the

well-known two-com ponentcoherentstatesofsu(1;1):

j�0i0 = C0

1X

k= 0

�0
2k

q

(2k)!
j2ki; �

0=
p
2�;

j�0i1 = C
0
0

1X

k= 0

�0
2k+ 1

q

(2k+ 1)!
j2k+ 1i; C

0
0
= C0�

0�1
: (35)

Notethatin (35)weusetheusualFock states.
It should be m entioned that the coherent states ofthe q-deform ed oscillators (m = 1

case)can also beobtained by inserting (13)and (14)into thegeneralform ula (31).W ehave
advanced the understanding ofthe problem on two points,that is,(i) the displacem ent-
operatorisexpressed by theusualexponentialform [16],nottheso-called q-deform ed expo-
nentialfunction [11,16];(ii)theq-deform ed oscillatoradm itsthem ulti-com ponentsqueezed
and coherentstatesthrough itsm ultiphoton realization (14)butthe relationship isbroken
by thevacuum expectation value.Theabovepresentation can also beapplied to thecaseof
thequantum algebra su(1;1)q.

3.3 Squeezed states

W e have constructed the coherent displacem ent-operator D (�) and the squeeze operator
S(z).Fortheoscillator,weknow thatthestateD (�)S(z)j0i

j�;zi � D (�)S(z)j0i = C 0e
�a y

e
z

2
ay2j0i

norm alization========= e
�a y�� �a

e
z

2
ay2�

z
�

2
a2j0i (36)

isjustthesqueezed state,which isalso an eigenstate of�a+ �a y.However,forthegeneral
casehere,thestateD (�)S(z)jj0iarenotthesqueezed stateequivalenttotheladder-operator
de�nition,nam ely,itisnotan eigenstateof�A + �A y.Thecoherentdisplacem ent-operator
D (�)isa good operatorin thesensethatitenjoysthefollowing property

D (��)AD (�)= A + �; (37)

which can beeasily obtained from thefollowing identity

e
�P
Qe

��P = Q + �[P;Q]+
�2

2!
[P;[P;Q]]+ � � � : (38)

However,thesqueezeoperatorS(z)doesnotkeep theHolstein-Prim ako�/Bogoliubov trans-
form ation,nam ely

S
�1 (z)AS(z)6= �A + �A

y
: (39)

Thisiswhy thestateD (�)S(z)jj0iisnotan eigenstateof�A + �A y,asargued in thepaper
[9].

Now letusconsideranotherspecialcase,� = ��2 orz = ��1 �2. In thiscase itiseasy
to see thatthe coe�cientC n can be written asCn = bC(n;�)� n and the bC(n;�)satisfying

6



thefollowing relation

bC(n + 1;�) =
1

�

v
u
u
t F(n)

F(n + 1)
bC(n � 1;�)+

1

�

q

F(n + 1)
bC(n;�);

bC(1;�) =
�

�

q

F(1)
��1

bC(0;�); (40)

where bC(0;�)� C 0 isa constantindependentof�.Now weintroducea new sym bolby

cD (n;�)� bC(n;�)
q

F(n)!; (41)

then cD (n;�)isdeterm ined by

cD (n + 1;�)= �
�1

�
cD (n;�)+ F(n)cD (n � 1;�)

�

;

cD (1;�)= �
�1
C0: (42)

Thesqueezed statej�;�iisobtained as

j�;�i =
1X

n= 0

cD (n;�)
�n

q

F(n)!
jjni

=
1X

n= 0

cD (n;�)
�n

F(n)!
(A y)njj0i

=
1X

n= 0

1

n!

 

�
N

F(N )
A
y

! n

cD (N + n;�)jj0i

=
1X

n= 0

1

n!
cD (N ;�)

 

�
N

F(N )
A
y

! n

jj0i

= cD (N ;�)exp

 

�
N

F(N )
A
y

!

jj0i

= cD (N ;�)D (�)jj0i: (43)

Itiseasy to show thatthe above in�nite seriesconverges forj1=�j< 1 and j�j< 1 under
aboutthesam eassum ptionson theasym ptoticbehavioroff(x)asbefore.Itisinterestingto
noteforF(n)= n2 and �= 1,therecursion relationscan besolved explicitly: cD (n;1)=C0 =
n!.In thiscasethecreation partoftheoperator�A + �A y (� = ��2)can beconsidered as
a sm allperturbation to theannihilation part.

Recallthatfortheoscillator,thesqueezed statecan also bewritten as

j�;zi= D (�)S(z)j0i� S(
)D (�)j0i; (44)

where 
 = �coshr � � �ei�sinhr (z = rei�). The operator cD (N ;�) seem s to play the
role ofa squeeze operator,but not exactly. It contains only the num ber operator N . In
com parison with the oscillatorcase,one �ndsthat cD (N ;�)isobviously di�erentfrom the
squeeze operatorS(z).

Although thestatesD (�)S(z)jj0iand S(z)D (�)jj0iarenottheeigenstatesof�A + �A y,
they m ight be im portant quantum states in quantum optics. Investigation oftheir non-
classicalproperties willbe ofsigni�cance. W e shallconsider this problem in a separate
paper.
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4 M ultim ode generalization

Theaboveform alism can beeasily generalized tothem ultim odecase.Forsim plicity wecon-
sideronly thetwo-m odecase[19].Generalization tom ultim odeisstraightforward.Consider
thetwo-m odephoton �eld described by two independentm odes

[a;ay]= 1; [b;by]= 1; (45)

and introducea two-m odem ultiphoton annihilation operator

A = f(N 1;N 2)a
m
b
n
; (46)

where N 1 = aya; N 2 = byb,f is an arbitrary function with f(n1;n2) 6= 0 for n1;n2 non-
negativeintegers.Notethatf isnotnecessarily written asf(N 1;N 2)= f1(N 1)f2(N 2).Then
wehave

AA
y = F(N 1 + 1;N 2 + 1); A

y
A = F(N 1;N 2);

[N i;A
y]= A

y
; [N i;A]= �A; (i= 1;2); (47)

where

N 1 �
1

m
(N 1 � i); N 2 �

1

n
(N 2 � j); (0� i� m � 1;0� j� n � 1);

F(N 1 + 1;N 2 + 1) � (N 1 + 1)� � � (N1 + m )(N 2 + 1)� � � (N2 + n)f(N 1;N 2)f
�(N 1;N 2)

� (m N 1 + i+ 1)� � � (m N1 + i+ m )(nN 2 + j+ 1)

� � � (nN2 + j+ n)f(m N 1 + i;nN 2 + j)f�(m N 1 + i;nN 2 + j): (48)

Thisalgebra isde�ned on a subspace �Sij ofthesectorSij.A convenientorthonorm albasis
of �Sij isgiven by (k = 0;1;2;� � �)

jjki�
1

q

F(k;k)!
(A y)kji;ji/ jkm + i;kn + ji: (49)

Therepresentation on �Sij is

A
yjjki =

q

F(k+ 1;k+ 1)jjk+ 1i;

Ajjki =
q

F(k;k)jjk� 1i;

N 1jjki = N 2jjki= kjjki: (50)

W econsidertheeigenvalueequation
�

�A + �A
y
�

j�i= �j�i: (51)

These states are degenerate. The degeneracy can be lifted by assum ing thatthe (m + n)
photonsare eithercreated orannihilated together. Thism eansthe following conservation
law

(N 1 � N 2)j�i= 0: (52)

In therepresentation (50)thecondition isful�lled autom atically.
By identifyingF(k;k)herewith F(k)in section 2,therepresentation (50)takesthesam e

form as(12). So,form ally,the squeezed statescan be investigated in the sam e m anneras
thosein section 2.
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5 C onclusion

So farwe have described a displacem ent-operatorform alism ofthe squeezed statesforthe
generalsym m etry system .Thecoherentdisplacem ent-operatorand thesqueezeoperatorare
explicitly constructed. Although these two operatorsare equivalentto the ladder-operator
de�nition,theirproductdoesnotbring usthe squeezed statesconsistent with the ladder-
operatorde�nition,dueto thelack ofHolstein-Prim ako�/Bogoliubov transform ation.How-
ever,we can expectthatthe statesD (�)S(z)jj0iand S(z)D (�)jj0iplay im portantrolesin
quantum opticsand itisa good challengeto study theirnon-classicalproperties.

Asa specialcaseofthisform alism ,weobtain thecoherentdisplacem ent-operatorofthe
q-deform ed oscillator,which takestheform oftheusualexponentialfunction form .

This form alism can also be applied to the system s with self-sim ilar potentials [20]. In
these system s, the dynam icalsym m etry algebra (called q-ladder algebra) belongs to the
generalcategory (7). In the isospectraloscillator ham iltonian system s [21],the creation
and the annihilation operators also enjoy the algebraic structure (7) and therefore their
coherentstatescan be studied asa specialcase ofthisletter.In particular,by m aking use
ofthe techniquesin section 3,som e interesting resultson the relation ofthiscoherentand
squeezed states with those ofthe oscillator can be found. The concrete properties ofthe
variouscoherentstatesarising from them willbepublished in a separatepaper.
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