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Collapse and Revival Oscillation in Double Jaynes-Cummings Model
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We develop a systematic method of solving two noninteracting Jaynes-Cummings models

by using the dressed state formalism in Hilbert space ’Hfgﬂ). It is shown that such model,

called Double Jaynes-Cummings model (D-JCM), can be exactly solved if we take the initial
bare state as the linear superposition of two Bell states. The collapse and revival oscillation,
which is the standard trait of typical Jaynes-Cummings model, can be recovered if we make
measurement at each local sites. Some consequence of the entanglement-induced dressing is

discussed.
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I. INTRODUCTION

To address some intrinsic riddle of the quantum mechanics of separated bodies and their sepa-
rability, in 1935 Schrédinger introduced the notion of entanglement which has become an integral
part of quantum information sciencé™. Inspite of its counter-intuitive origin, today entangle-
ment is believed to be the primary ingredient of several charted and uncharted issues of quantum
teleportation®, quantum cryptography® and quantum computer®, the core parts of much-touted
quantum technology. The key feature of entanglement is that, when a single system is parted
away into apparently two isolated subsystems, then any measurement in one subsystem influ-
ences other, no matter whatever be the distance between them. Such nonlocal correlation, which
is often referred as the entanglement or quantum correlation, is quite different from the local
gauge theory where the causal interaction between two subsystems is mediated by so-called ‘gauge
particle’. In a pioneering experiment, Aspect and his coworkers? conclusively verified the viola-

tion of the Bell-CHSH inequality®? which uphold the result of quantum mechanics invalidating

the hidden variable theory advocated by Einstein-Podolsky-Rosen (EPR)@'. In the subsequent
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years, the ‘spooky’ tag of the quantum correlation was completely removed by several loophole
free precision experiments "2, Apart from the epistemological issues like local realism and mea-
surement, other core problem is the proper quantification of the quantum correlation and in this

1859 et have

regard, concurrencet® 19 I-concurrencel®, quantum discord!”, entanglement witness
been proposed as the possible measure of the quantum correlation with different physical attributes.

Simplest example of an entangled system is the bipartite system which is formed by two non-
local qubits called two-qubit system. Conventionally, a pair of photon, each with two state of
polarization produced in the parametric down conversion process, is an efficient representative
of the bipartite system. In the recent past, Eberly and his coworkers argued that a pair of two
non-interacting two-level systems produced during the atomic or molecular dissociation, can also
be regarded as the bipartite system with several extra features?’#2, Their study reveals that the
intrinsic Rabi oscillation of the two-level system is manifested through an effective oscillation of
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the concurrence which also exhibits entanglement sudden death due to decoherence?’#2. Soon

after their proposal, there is an upsurge of studying various quantum-optical effect in presence of

entanglement in various routes2?2123-31

, however, the exact solution of Double Jaynes-Cummings
model (D-JCM) using dressed state formalism is still not available.

There exists a wide class of the coherent phenomena which arises due to the multiple level
structure of a quantum optical system. Among them, the four-level system defined in Hilbert
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space HW, is related with the phenomena like four-level EIT effect32, pulse propagation in coher-
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ently prepared four-level system , qubit-induced micro-switching®®3% Rabi oscillation in the

equidistant four-level system®” etc. Recently, in a series of work we have developed a dressed state

37539 and studied their Rabi oscillation and

formalism to solve the three?® and four-level system
other possible properties. To generalize that approach, in the present paper we extend the dressed
state formalism to solve the D-JCM in the Bell basis. We explicitly show that the projection
measurement of the entangled system defined in Hfgz), which amounts to taking the partial trace
over the subsystem, precisely gives the population inversion and collapse and revival oscillation of
typical JCM at each local sites.

To achieve our objective, remaining Sections of the paper are organized as follows: In Section
II, we introduce the D-JCM in a requisite form and define the appropriate bare state in the Bell
basis. In Section III we develop the dressed state formalism to solve the model. The population
inversion scenario and the collapse and revival oscillation of the D-JCM are studied in Section IV

and their possible consequences are discussed. We conclude by summarizing essential results of

our investigation and discuss possible outlook.



FIG. 1: Two two-level systems in product Hilbert space ’Hfgm shown in (a) may be viewed as an

effective four-level system (b).

II. THE DOUBLE JAYNES-CUMMINGS MODEL

A. The model:

In the rotating wave approximation, the Hamiltonian of the Jaynes-Cummings model in Hilbert

space 7—[52) is given by44l,
] A +
H; = wia;a; + -0 +gi(0;"a; + h.c.), (1)
where, o} (0; )and ag (a;) be the ‘atom’ and ‘field’ creation (annihilation) operators with g; be the

coupling parameter at local i-th sites (i =A (Alice), B (Bob)) and A be the detuning, respectively.
Fig.1 shows the schematic diagram of two two-level systems entangled together to form an effective
four-level system Hilbert space Hfgﬁ). Thus the Hamiltonian of the Double Jaynes-Cummings
system, which is indeed a bipartite system formed by two nonlocal two-level quantized systems, is
given by,

R A A
Hip =wally ® ]IBaLaA +wpls ® HBagaB + E]IA ®oh + 502 ®Ip 2
2
T

+gpla @ ofap + gpla @ opaly + gaaach ® I + gaao, @ 1p.
At zero detuning A = 0, the off-diagonal contribution of the Hamiltonian can be equivalently

expressed in a 4 X 4 matrix,

0 gpap gaaa O

T
- gpap 0 0 gaaa
HII4B = t ) (3)
gaay, 0 0 gBagp

0 gAa,:r4 gBaL 0

which we proceed to solve using the dressed state formalism®3? for suitable bare state.



B. Bare state wave function:

A linear combination of two-qubit states constitutes the Bell states,

| @) a5 = (| 04lp)+ | 1405)), (4a)
| O")ap = J5(1 0405)+ | 14lp)), (4b)
| ") ap = J5(10405)— | 141p)), (4¢)
| @7 )ap = 75(1 0alp)— | 1408)), (4d)

respectively, and most general bare state wave function of a semiclassical D-JCM is given by,

| Y45(0)) = coo(0) | ) a + co1(0) | ¥ )45

+¢10(0) | 27 )ap +c11(0) | ¥7 ) 4B,

()

where ¢;; (i,7 = 0,1) are the normalized amplitudes. Taking the cavity mode at each local site
quantized, the bare state wave function of the quantized D-JCM can be written as,
o0
[ $aB(0)) = > {eoo(0) | @75ma,m8) +co1(0) | ¥F;na,np)
na,np=0 (6)
+¢10(0) | @73na,np) +11(0) [ U504, mp)},

where, n4 and npg be the field modes at local sites A and B with the Bell-Fock basis given by,

| @Fn4,n8) = (1 0alpina + Lng)E | 140p;n4,np + 1)), (Ta)
| U5 na,np) = J5(1 0405314 + 1,05 + 1)£ | 1alpina, ng)), (7b)

respectively. It is worth noting here that, none of these four Bell-Fock states in Eq.(7) sepa-
rately constitutes a solution of Schrodinger equation, but a pair of them does. In particular, we
note that out of (4_472!)!2! = 6 independent Bell pairs, only following linear combinations, namely,
{| ®*),] )} and {| @), ¥7)}, are exactly solvable. Thus, there exists two distinct situations

for which the interaction Hamiltonian in Eq.(3) is exactly solvable:
Scenario-I: When the initial bare state is formed by superposing the Bell pair, | @) and | UT):

By substituting Eq.(7) into Eq.(6) and taking c¢19(0) = 0,¢;11(0) = 0, we obtain following bare

state wave function,

o0

| 9hp0) = Y cn(0){| 040854 + Ling + 1)+ | 1alpina, np)}
na,np=0 (8)

+¢c00(0){] 0alp;na + 1,np)+ | 140p;n4,np + 1)},



which can be equivalently written as,

co0(0) [na+1,mnp+1)
> 001(0) |nA-|—1,nB>
| Php(0) = > . 9)
na,ng=0 001(0) ’ n4,Np + 1>
coo(0) | na,np)
Scenario-II: When the initial bare state is formed by the Bell pair | ®~) and | ¥7):

Proceeding similar way and taking coo(0) = 0,¢p1(0) = 0 we obtain,

| ¥iE0) = > c11(0){] 040p3na + 1,np + 1)~ [ 1alp;na,np)}
na,np=0 (10)

+010(0){| OAlB;nA + 1,77,B>— ‘ 1AOB;77,A,HB + 1>},

which can be also expressed as,

c10(0) [ na+1,np +1)

[eS) 0 1’
ey = S | @ Tmathnel (11)
na,ng=0 —011(0) ‘ na,np + 1>

—c10(0) | na,np)
After developing the requisite model and the bare states in the Bell basis, we proceed to find its
density matrix pap(t) of the D-JCM to calculate the collapse and revival at each local sites by

using the formula,

(Wa(t)) = Trlpa(t)o-], (12a)

(Wg(t)) = Tripp(t)o-], (12b)

where p;(t)(= Trjlpap(t)]) be the reduced density matrix of the subsystem at local site i, j = A, B
and 7 # j, respectively.

III. DRESSED STATE SOLUTION OF DOUBLE JAYNES-CUMMINGS MODEL

For Scenario-1I, to solve the D-JCM using the dressed state formalism, we define the initial

dressed wave function by a orthogonal transformation of the bare state in Eq.(9)2059,
| 1;ma,nB) |na+1,ng+1)
2;na,np na+1,np
| )| T, | bl (13)
| 3:n4,n8) | na,np +1)
| 4;m4,nB) | na,np)



In Eq.(13), the transformation

matrix T, must satisfy the following consistency condition,

I T - 1 2 3 4
TQHHAWBTO& = dlag(EnAﬁB’ E”A:”B’ E"A:”B ’ EnA,nB)’ (14)
where H! anp and E .np De the interaction Hamiltonian and their eigenvalues in the dressed state

basis which are to be evaluated. In Eq.(14), the orthogonal matrix T, is given by,

with «;; is parameterized ast2,

11
Q12
13
14
Q21

Q22

Q23

Qo4

31

32

33

Q34

Q41
Q42
Q43

44

a1l G2 013 Q14
Q21 Q22 23 Q24
Q31 (32 33 (34

Q41 Q42 (143 (44

= C1C5 + 51535455

= C15586 + 51C3C6 + 515354C556

— 8§183C4

= —(C18586 — S1C356 + S$15354C5S¢

= —81C2C5 + (610283 — 8203)8485

= 5128586 + C1C2¢3 + S283)c6 + (c1C283
—52€3)54C556

= (c1c283 — s2€3)C4

= s10285¢6 — (c1c203 + S283)C6 + (C1C283
—52C3)54C556

= —s159¢5 + (c15283 + cac3) 84

= 51828556 + (610203 — 0283)66 + (015233
+cac3)sacs56

= (18283 + cac3)cq

= $18285¢6 — (18203 — 283)86 + (c15283
+cac3)sacs56

= €485

— C4C5S¢

= —3

= C4C5Cp



with s, = sinf and ¢ = cosO (k =1,2,3,4,5,6). Using the algebra, namely,

aAcr;‘r | 04054 +1,np+1) =vna + 1| 140p;n4,np5 + 1),
CLAO’Z | 0alg;na+1,n) = Vna+1]|141p;n4,n5),

GBUE | 040p;n4 +1,np+ 1) =v/np+ lag | 0alp;na +1,np)

apof | 140B;na,ng + 1) =vnp + 1| 14lp;na,ng), (17)
) =Vna+1]040p;n4+1,np+1),
)=+vna+1|0alp;na+1,ng),
) =+vnp+1[0408;n4 +1,n5+1),
)

aBTag | 1alp;na,npg) =vnp+1|140p;n4,np + 1),

CLATUZ | 140p;n4,np + 1

as’oy | 1alpina,np

aBTag | 0alp;na + 1,np

it is straightforward to find that the mixing angles to be

1 2 3
f1 = arccos —, 0y = arccos —, O3 = arccos—4/—
) ) 5 )

Vo V5 (18)
0 0 2 0
= arccos ——— = arccos \/ = = arccos —
4 9 5 3’ 6 ﬂv
and in the dressed basis, the interaction Hamiltonian Eq.(3) becomes,
0 % 24 ¢
Q5 o o L
H?'IZA np = g g ’ (19)
’ Q Q
oo o0 %
0 £ 28 ¢
where, ; = g;v/n; + 1. The corresponding time-dependent amplitude is found to be,
co1(t) e Frangt 0 0 0 c00(0)
_iE2 t
Cll(t) 0 e ZE"A’"B 0 0 601(0)
T e T, . (20)
Cll(t) 0 0 e "A"B 0 601(0)
Co1 (t) 0 0 0 eiiEé‘A’”Bt 600(0)
where, E} . =—E. . = —2(Qny — ), and B3 e =—En . =—5(Qn, + Qny), respec-
tively. Thus the time-dependent wave function in the Bell basis is found to be,
o0
[ap®) = X {eoo(t) | 2hpina,np) +con(t) | Yigina,na)}, (21)
na,ng=0
where the amplitudes are given by,
oo(t) = co0(0) cos(2a + Qp)t — ico1(0) cos(24 + Qp)t (22a)

o1(t) = c01(0) cos(Qa + Qp)t — icoo(0) cos(a + Qp)t, (22b)



respectively. The corresponding density matrix for Scenario-I is found to be,

A A A AB*
/?113(75) = P44B(t) = 014B(t) = P4lB (t) =

2,(0) cos? %(Q 4+ Qp)t| + 2, (0) sin? _;(Q o] (23a)
oA (0) = P (1) = PP () = o (1) =

21 (0) cos? %(QA + Qp)t| + ciy(0) sin? %(QA + Qp)t|, (23b)
PP (1) = o (1) = (1) = A" (1) = ' '

co0(0)cor (0) — %(630(0) — 2,(0)) sin (s + Q)L (23¢)

In the dressed basis, corresponding diagonal part of the Hamiltonian from Eq.(2) is given by,

., 0 0 0
22
Hp s = 2 H”S’"B H3S 2 : (24)
nanp
0 0 0 HﬁjnB
where the elements are,

H}Li,nB =ngwa +npwp + (1 +na)wa + (1 +np)wp,

o2 g = (1+na)wa +npws, 25)
Hsi,ma =naws + (1 4+ np)wp,
HﬁjnB =NAwA +Npwp.

From Eq.(19) and (24), the total Hamiltonian is given by H,, = H? +H! and the effective

naA,"B na,MB

energies of the dressed states obtained by diagonalising it,

1
ETIZAJIB - E2A17'LB - i(RnA — Rng), (26a)
1
ET2LA7"B = EPLA,”B + i(RnA - RTLB)7 (26b)
1
ET%A,”B - EPLA,"B - §(RHA + Rang); (26¢)
1
Ep s = Enynp + 5 (Rus + Rong), (26d)
where, EgAmB = (na + %)wA + (np + %)wB and R,, = \/m, respectively. The appear-

ance of multiple number of dressed states due to the entanglement-induced dressing has put our

treatment of dressed state formalism in a advantageous position compare to other approaches of

D_JCM21,24,26731.



IV. NUMERICAL ANALYSIS:

Following the preestablished protocol, finally we shall make measurement at each local sites by
taking projection of the entangled system given by Eq.(12) using the density matrix obtained in
Eq.(23). For completeness, we first study the vacuum Rabi oscillation (n4 = np = 0) of the D-JCM
at each local sites and then proceed to study the collapse and revival oscillation. For Scenario-I,
Fig.2 depicts the time evolution of the population inversion at A and B with cgo(0) = cosf and

c01(0) = sin @, respectively, for different values of 6. From there it is evident that the pattern of

T s T 2 Y s VT
U = WA F VA = U

0 0 4 8 0 4 8 0

(=}
S

m’«
=

8

gt gt gt gt

FIG.2: Time evolution of the population inversion at site A (Red online) and B (Blue online) for

Scenario-I with § =0, 0 = %, 0= % and 0 = g for ny = ng = 0 with detuning A = 0.

Rabi oscillation at Alice and Bob are in the opposite phase to each other. In particular, for 6 =0
and ¢ = 7, which corresponds pure ®T and Ut state respectively, the amplitude of oscillation
attains its maximum value which is gradually suppressed with the increase of f. For 6 = 7, which

corresponds to the equal admixture of both states, the oscillation completely ceases to exists (not

shown).

0 20 40 60 80 “0 20 40 60 80

FIG.3: Collapse and revival of the population inversion (W4(t)) (Red online) and (Wg(t)) (Blue online)
for Case-I with |a|? =20 and A = 0.

Finally to study the collapse and revival at local sites, we consider two distinct situations: Case-

I: when the state with amplitude cg(0) is initially in the coherent state, i.e., coo(0) = e““'Q%
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and c1(0) = 0, and Case-II: when ¢1(0) is initially in the coherent state, i.e., coo(0) = 0 and
c01(0) = e*|a‘2%, respectively. Fig.3 and 4 illustrate the collapse and revival of the population

inversion at Alice and Bob for these two cases which are indeed identical to each other. More

0 20 40 60 80 0 20 40 60 80

gt gt

FIG.4: Collapse and revival of the Population Inversion (W4 (t)) and (Wp(t)) for Case-1I with |a|? = 20
with A = 0.

specifically, the time of collapse and time of revival at local sites are found to be ¢, ~ % and
t, ~ M, which precisely coincide with those of the typical Jaynes-Cummings model*!. In other

words, it is possible to observe the collapse and revival at ‘A’ and ‘B’ and measure their respective
collapse and revival time. The collapse and revival for Scenario-II with other pair of Bell states in

Eq.(10) is identical to Scenario-I and therefore we abstain to reiterate it.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper we have developed a dressed state formalism to solve the lossless Double Jaynes-
Cummings model while taking the basis state as the linear superposition of two Bell states. In
particular, it is shown that for some specific pairs of Bell states, the model precisely recovers the
collapse and revival time of typical JCM at each local sites. Going beyond multifaceted applications
of photonic entanglement, the study of the entanglement scenario of atomic or molecular system
with two or three levels®®3 has a very special appeal as they are connected with plethora of
quantum-optical phenomena such as, intensity-intensity correlation, squeezing phenomenon, Moller
splitting, bunching and anti-bunching effect etc! including the manipulation of the bulk properties
of materials such as EIT#?, Studies of the diverse class of bipartite system within the framework
of the D-JCM may provide a handle to explore a new arena of quantum correlation where the

manipulation and control of various optical properties could be done nonlocally.
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