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In this work, we provide an answer to the question: how sudden or adiabatic is a change in the
frequency of a quantum harmonic oscillator (HO)? To do this, we investigate the behavior of a HO,
initially in its fundamental state, by making a frequency transition that we can control how fast it
occurs. The resulting state of the system is shown to be a vacuum squeezed state in two bases related
by Bogoliubov transformations. We characterize the time evolution of the squeezing parameter in
both bases and discuss its relation with adiabaticity by changing the transition rate from sudden
to adiabatic. Finally, we obtain an analytical approximate expression that relates squeezing to the
transition rate as well as the initial and final frequencies. Our results shed some light on subtleties
and common inaccuracies in the literature related to the interpretation of the adiabatic theorem for
this system.

I. INTRODUCTION

The harmonic oscillator (HO) is undoubtedly one of
the most important systems in physics since it can be
used to model a great variety of physical situations both
in classical and quantum contexts. In the former case,
almost all movements of physical systems with small am-
plitude around a stable equilibrium configuration are de-
scribed by harmonic motions which explain, among many
other things, why the classical theory of dispersion in di-
electrics works so well [1, 2]. In the quantum context,
we can mention many examples, from quantum optics,
where for many purposes the quantized modes of the
electromagnetic field behave like quantum HOs [3], to
quantum chemistry, where the main characteristics of the
London-van der Waals forces can be understood by con-
sidering two atoms as fluctuating dipoles modeled by os-
cillating charges interacting through their instantaneous
dipole fields [4].

A more general system may be a time-dependent har-
monic oscillator (TDHO), i.e., a HO whose parameters:
mass, frequency or both, are time-dependent. This sys-
tem has been very well studied since the Husimi’s first
solution in 1953 [5], and it is a natural scenario to study
the important squeezed states, appearing in a variety
of branches of physics such as quantum optics [6–14],
gravitational interferometry [15–22], cosmology [23–28],
metrology [29, 30], telecommunications [31], analogue
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models to the dynamical Casimir effect [32–39] and spin
states [40–42], relevant in optical clocks [43]. The main
property of these states is to reduce the value of one of
the quadrature variances (the variance of the orthogonal
quadrature is increased accordingly) in relation to coher-
ent states, which already saturate the Heisenberg rela-
tion [44–46]. This property is known as squeezing. An-
other context where the study of the TDHO is relevant
is shortcuts to adiabaticity. There, it is used in the de-
termination of optimal non-adiabatic protocols connect-
ing two equilibrium states with different frequencies, in
such a way that the populations of the final and initial
states are identical, a result naturally obtained through
a perfectly adiabatic transformation [47–50]. It is worth
emphasizing that the study of the TDHO is also relevant
in the context of quantum thermodynamics, where it can
be considered as a working medium in a thermodynam-
ical cycle [51, 52], with the frequency changes being the
quantum equivalent to volumetric expansions and con-
tractions of the medium. In the above topics, adiabatic-
ity is a concept of fundamental importance.

Adiabaticity in the TDHO, and its relation with
squeezing, has been extensively studied since its first
solution. For instance, it is well-known that any non-
adiabatic change in the parameters of a HO, initially in
a coherent state, generates squeezing [5, 53]. As an im-
portant case, a sudden change (or, simply a jump) in the
frequency of a HO, has exact solution and it has been
very well studied and characterized [54–63]. On the other
hand, adiabatic changes do not produce squeezing and
the so-called quantum adiabatic invariants of the system
can be identified and used to solve the dynamics of the
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system [5, 32, 64–68]. Nevertheless, up to the authors’
knowledge, in the literature there is not a full charac-
terization of squeezing for a continuous interpolation be-
tween the sudden and adiabatic limits, enabling one to
answer how sudden or adiabatic is a given change in the
parameters of a HO.

In this paper, we study numerically the time evolution
of a HO whose time-dependent frequency can be adjusted
in such a way that we can pass from an abrupt change to
an adiabatic one continuously. Our starting point is the
solution for a TDHO developed in Ref. [69], valid for an
arbitrary frequency function and any initial state. This
solution is extremely convenient to do numerical calcu-
lations, and given in the initial basis, which diagonalizes
the hamiltonian at t = 0. We extend this solution to the
instantaneous basis description, which diagonalizes the
hamiltonian at any time, considering the initial state as
the fundamental one. The aforementioned bases are re-
lated by Bogoliubov transformations, and we do explicit
calculations for the change of basis using BCH-like rela-
tions established in Ref. [70]. An important advantage of
our results, is that the solution in the instantaneous ba-
sis remains suitable for direct numerical implementation.
The frequency transition is modeled with an emblematic
family of monotonic functions that asymptotically ap-
proach the initial and final values of the frequency (see
Eq. (43) and panel (a) of Fig. 1), containing a rate
control parameter. Using this model, we initially discuss
the relation between squeezing and adiabaticity, clarify-
ing some subtleties and common inaccuracies present in
the literature related to the interpretation of the adia-
batic theorem. Then, we use numerical analysis to fit a
simple but very accurate analytic expression for the final
squeezing in the HO as a function of the parameter that
characterizes how fast the frequency changes (once the
initial and final frequencies are given). Based on this ex-
pression we deduce the adiabatic limit and generate con-
tour plots, providing a quick selection of the parameters
to obtain a desired amount of squeezing. The analysis
of these results reveals an outstanding difference in the
squeezing production between enhancing or diminishing
the frequency of a HO.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section II we
present the mathematical survey for the time evolution of
the system. In Section III we perform numerical calcula-
tions to analyze squeezing and adiabaticity in a frequency
transition. In Section IV we present the continuous inter-
polation between sudden and adiabatic transitions. Sec-
tion V is left for the conclusions and final remarks.

II. TIME EVOLUTION

Consider a one-dimensional HO of unit mass with ar-
bitrary time-dependent frequency, ω(t). Its hamiltonian
is given by

Ĥ(t) =
1

2
p̂2 +

1

2
ω2(t)q̂2 , (1)

where p̂ and q̂ are the usual momentum and position
operators in the Schrödinger picture. Let us call Ĥ(t) the
instantaneous hamiltonian, since it depends explicitly of
time. Following Rhodes [55], in order to diagonalize Ĥ(t)
we introduce the time-dependent operator (we are using
~ = 1)

b̂(t) ≡
√
ω(t)

2

(
q̂ + i

p̂

ω(t)

)
. (2)

This operator and its hermitian adjoint satisfy the (equal-
time) commutation relation:[

b̂(t), b̂†(t)
]

= 1 . (3)

In terms of the above operators, the instantaneous hamil-
tonian, Eq.(1), reads

Ĥ(t) = ω(t)

[
b̂†(t)b̂(t) +

1

2

]
, (4)

therefore, it can be diagonalized by the eigenstates of the

operator b̂†(t)b̂(t). Since operators b̂(t) and b̂†(t) serve to
diagonalize the instantaneous hamiltonian, let us refer to
them as the instantaneous representation.

Let us now define the usual annihilation operator,
namely

â ≡
√
ωo
2

(
q̂ + i

p̂

ωo

)
, (5)

where ωo ≡ ω(t = 0) and which satisfies the commuta-
tion relation

[
â, â†

]
= 1. Consequently, â† is the creation

operator. Notice that â and â† coincide with b̂(t) and

b̂†(t) at t = 0, respectively, and they are used to diago-

nalize the hamiltonian at t = 0, namely, Ĥ0 ≡ Ĥ(t = 0),
as follows

Ĥ0 |n〉 = ωo

(
n̂+

1

2

)
|n〉 = ωo

(
n+

1

2

)
|n〉 , (6)

with n̂ = â†â the number operator, |n〉 =
(â†)

n

√
n!
|0〉, and,

consequently, {|n〉} is the Fock space at t = 0. Let us

refer to Ĥ0 as the initial hamiltonian, {|n〉} as the initial
basis and operators â and â† as the initial representation.
Using Eq. (5) to write position and momentum operators
in the initial representation, and then replacing them in
Eq. (2), we get

b̂(t) = cosh(ρ(t))â+ sinh(ρ(t))â† , (7)

where

ρ(t) ≡ 1

2
ln

(
ω(t)

ωo

)
. (8)

From Eqs. (3) and (7), we see that operators b̂(t) and

b̂†(t) are given by real Bogoliubov transformations of op-
erators â and â†.
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At this time it is convenient to introduce the so-called
vacuum squeezed states (for an introduction on squeezed
states we suggest Ref. [71]). A single-mode vacuum
squeezed state |ζ〉 (referred to, henceforth, simply by

squeezed state) of the initial hamiltonian Ĥ0, can be ob-

tained by the application of the squeeze operator, Ŝ(ζ),

on the fundamental state of Ĥ0, namely, |ζ〉 = Ŝ(ζ)|0〉,
with

Ŝ(ζ) ≡ exp

{
−ζ

2
â†

2
+
ζ∗

2
â2

}
, (9)

where ζ = reiϕ is a complex number and ∗ indicates com-
plex conjugation. Notice that ζ, and hence parameters
r and ϕ, determines uniquely the squeezed state. To in-
terpret r and ϕ, let us introduce the initial (since it is
given in the initial representation) quadrature operator

Q̂λ, defined by [71]

Q̂λ =
1√
2

[
eiλâ† + e−iλâ

]
, (10)

satisfying the commutation relation [Q̂λ, Q̂λ+π/2] = i.
It is important to note that, rather than position and
momentum operators, the initial quadrature operator de-
pends on the initial frequency. In fact, from its definition
and Eq. (5), it is related to q̂ and p̂ by fixing the value of

the quadrature, λ, as Q̂λ=0 = (â† + â)/
√

2 =
√
ωoq̂ and

Q̂λ=π/2 = i(â† − â)/
√

2 = p̂/
√
ωo . The HO is said to

be squeezed if the variance of one quadrature is smaller
than 1

2 , the so-called coherent limit. It can be shown that

the variance of the initial quadrature operator Q̂λ in a
squeezed state of the initial hamiltonian |ζ〉, is given by
[71]

(∆Qλ)
2

=
e2r

2
sin2 (λ− ϕ/2) +

e−2r

2
cos2 (λ− ϕ/2) .

(11)
Notice the explicit dependence of the variance with r and
ϕ. Even more, from the previous equation we see that

e−2r

2
≤ (∆Qλ)

2 ≤ e2r

2
. (12)

From the above relation, parameter r is called squeez-
ing parameter (SP), since it determines how much the
variance of the initial quadrature operator is below the
coherent limit. Therefore, r and (∆Qλ)

2
are equivalent

squeezing quantifiers. Parameter ϕ is referred to as the
squeezing phase (Sph).

Coming back to the squeeze operator, it is unitary, and
transforms the annihilation operator as [55, 71]

Ŝ(ζ)âŜ(−ζ) = cosh(|ζ|)â+
ζ

|ζ|
sinh(|ζ|)â† . (13)

Comparison of the last equation with Eq. (7), allows

us to write b̂ = Ŝ(ρ)âŜ(−ρ), where we have omitted the
temporal dependence in the argument of the operators for

simplicity of notation. We shall do that along the text
whenever there is not risk of confusion. Notice that, from
its definition in Eq. (8), ρ(t) is real valued. Nevertheless,

we can identify the SP of Ŝ(ρ) with |ρ(t)|, and the Sph
will be zero, for ω(t) ≥ ωo, and π, for ω(t) < ωo. Using
the above results, Eq. (4) can be written as:

Ĥ(t) =
ω(t)

ωo
Ŝ (ρ(t)) Ĥ0Ŝ (−ρ(t)) . (14)

Accordingly, we can say that the unitary transformation
carried out by Ŝ (ρ), up to the time-dependent factor
ω(t)/ωo, has the effect to update the initial hamiltonian
to the instantaneous one. From the above result and Eq.
(6), it follows that

Ĥ(t)
(
Ŝ(ρ(t)) |n〉

)
= ω(t)

(
n+

1

2

)(
Ŝ(ρ(t)) |n〉

)
. (15)

Hence, Ŝ(ρ(t)) |n〉 is an eigenstate of Ĥ(t). Let us write
it as

|n〉t ≡ Ŝ(ρ(t)) |n〉 . (16)

A direct consequence is that the fundamental state in
the instantaneous basis is a squeezed state in the initial
basis, explicitly,

|0〉t =
√

sech(ρ)

∞∑
n=0

√
(2n)!

n!

[
−1

2
tanh(ρ)

]n
|2n〉 . (17)

The above result will be useful in the next section, when
discussing the behavior of the SP in a frequency transi-

tion. If we define n̂(t) = b̂†(t)b̂(t) as the instantaneous

number operator, then |n〉t =
(b̂†(t))

n

√
n!
|0〉t, and {|n〉t} is

the Fock space at time t. Henceforth, {|n〉t} will be refer-
eed to as the instantaneous basis 1. Notice that the initial
and instantaneous bases coincide at t = 0 and whenever
ω(t) = ωo.

At this point, it is convenient to introduce the genera-
tors of the su(1,1) Lie algebra in the following form:

K̂+ :=
â†

2

2
, K̂− :=

â2

2
and K̂c :=

â†â+ ââ†

4
, (18)

satisfying the commutation relations[
K̂+, K̂−

]
= −2K̂c and

[
K̂c, K̂±

]
= ±K̂± . (19)

Using Eqs. (7) and (18), the instantaneous hamiltonian
in Eq. (4) can be written in the initial representation as

Ĥ(t) = 2ω(t) cosh(2ρ(t))K̂c +

+ω(t) sinh(2ρ(t))
(
K̂+ + K̂−

)
. (20)

1 This basis is also known as adiabatic basis [49, 50].
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Notice that in the above form of the hamiltonian, all
the time-dependence is encoded in the coefficients and
not in the operators, as it occurs when the instantaneous
representation is used (see Eq. (4)).

In the following discussion we shall use the solution
for a TDHO developed in Ref. [69], for an arbitrary fre-
quency function and any initial state, but assuming that
the HO is initially in its fundamental state. This solution
is given in the initial basis, and is extremely convenient
to do numerical calculations. In this reference the au-
thors considered time splitting in N intervals of equally
small enough size τ = t/N , such that the time-dependent
frequency ω(t) and, consequently, the hamiltonian Eq.
(20), can be considered constant in each interval. Us-
ing algebraic methods the authors showed that the time
evolution operator (TEO) of the system can be written
as a squeeze operator in the initial representation i.e.,
Û(t, 0) = Ŝ(z(t)). Consequently, the state of the sys-
tem at time t is a squeezed state of the initial hamilto-
nian |z(t)〉 = Û(t, 0)|0〉, with z(t) = r(t)eiϕ(t). Defining
the value of the frequency in the j-th time-interval as
ωj := ω(jτ), with j = 1, 2, ..., N , the complex variable
z(t) that characterizes the state can be calculated from
the following recurrence relation [69]:

χN = aN +
χN−1bN

1− χN−1aN
(21)

where

aj =
−i sinh(2ρj) sin(ωjτ)

cos(ωjτ) + i cosh(2ρj) sin(ωjτ)
, (22)

bj = (cos(ωjτ) + i cosh(2ρj) sin(ωjτ))
−2

(23)

and ρj = 1
2 ln

(
ωj

ωo

)
. Expressing χ in its polar form, χ =

|χ| eiθ, the state vector of the system |z(t)〉 = |r(t)eiϕ(t)〉
is obtained by the following identifications

r(t) = tanh−1 |χN | and ϕ(t) = θN ± π , (24)

with N big enough to guarantee convergence in the values
of the SP, r(t), and the Sph, ϕ(t).

Recall that Eq.(24) corresponds to the solution using

the eigenstates of Ĥ0. We shall continue our discussion
by describing the system using the eigenstates of Ĥ(t).
To do that, we shall write the state of the system, |z(t)〉,
in the instantaneous basis. Using the unitary property
of the squeeze operator and Eq. (16), the state of the
system can be written as

|z(t)〉 = Ŝ (z(t)) |0〉

= Ŝ (z(t)) Ŝ (−ρ(t)) |0〉t . (25)

The solution in this approach depends on rewriting the
product of the squeeze operators, Ŝ (z(t)) Ŝ (−ρ(t)), in
the instantaneous representation. To do this, first note
that the Bogoliubov transformation given by Eq. (7)
(and its hermitian adjoint) can be inverted to obtain

â = Γ1 b̂− Γ2 b̂
† and â† = Γ1 b̂

† − Γ2 b̂ , (26)

where we defined

Γ1 = cosh(ρ(t)) and Γ2 = sinh(ρ(t)) . (27)

Also, note that using the commutation relation, Eq. (3),
we can define the generators of the su(1,1) Lie algebra
as:

T̂+ :=
b̂†

2

2
, T̂− :=

b̂2

2
and T̂c :=

b̂†b̂+ b̂b̂†

4
, (28)

satisfying commutation relations analogous to those of
Eq. (19), just replacing K̂ → T̂ . Now, using Eqs. (26)
and (28) in Eq. (9), a generic squeeze operator in the
initial representation is transformed to the instantaneous
representation as

Ŝ (ζ) = exp
{
λ+T̂+ + λcT̂c + λ−T̂−

}
, (29)

where we defined

λ+ =
(
ζ∗ Γ2

2 − ζ Γ1
2
)

= −λ∗− ,

λc = 2Γ1Γ2 (ζ − ζ∗) . (30)

Consequently, operators Ŝ (z(t)) and Ŝ (−ρ(t)) in Eq.
(25) are transformed to the instantaneous representation
by substituting in Eq. (29) ζ ≡ z(t) and ζ ≡ ρ(t), respec-

tively. The presence of the term λcT̂c in Eq. (29) implies
that a generic squeeze operator in the initial representa-
tion is not, in general, a squeeze operator in the instan-
taneous one. However, since ρ = ρ∗, operator Ŝ (−ρ(t))
in the instantaneous representation is given by

Ŝ (−ρ) = exp
{
ρT̂+ − ρT̂−

}
. (31)

which turns out to be a squeeze operator. Now, since
Ŝ (z(t)) and Ŝ (−ρ(t)) can be identified as elements of
the su(1, 1) Lie algebra, therefore we can use new BCH-
like relations [70] to calculate their product as

Ŝ (z) Ŝ (−ρ) = eαT̂+eln(β)T̂ceγT̂− , (32)

where

α = Λ+ +
Γ2Λc

Γ1 − Γ2Λ−
, β =

Λc

(Γ1 − Γ2Λ−)
2

and γ =
Γ1Λ− − Γ2

Γ1 − Γ2Λ−
, (33)

with

Λ+ =

(
e−iϕ Γ2

2 − eiϕ Γ1
2
)

sinh(r)

cosh(r)− Γ1Γ2 (eiϕ − e−iϕ) sinh(r)
,

Λ− =

(
e−iϕ Γ1

2 − eiϕ Γ2
2
)

sinh(r)

cosh(r)− Γ1Γ2 (eiϕ − e−iϕ) sinh(r)
,

Λc =
(
cosh(r)− Γ1Γ2

(
eiϕ − e−iϕ

)
sinh(r)

)−2
. (34)
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Finally, using the following results

T̂− |n〉t =
1

2

√
n(n− 1) |n− 2〉t ,

T̂+ |n〉t =
1

2

√
(n+ 1)(n+ 2) |n+ 2〉t ,

T̂c |n〉t =
1

2

(
n+

1

2

)
|n〉t , (35)

and the well known expansion eÂ =
∑∞
n=0

1
n! Â

n (valid

for a general operator Â), substitution of Eq. (32) in Eq.
(25) yields

|z(t)〉 =

√
|β|1/2

∞∑
n=0

√
(2n)!

n!

[
1

2
|α| eiϑ

]n
|2n〉t , (36)

where the overall phase was removed by the redefinitions

α = |α| eiϑ and β = |β| eiυ. (37)

It can be checked that the following relation is satisfied

|α|2 + |β| = 1 , (38)

and, accordingly, the state vector of the system in the
instantaneous basis can also be identified as a squeezed
state, but now of the instantaneous hamiltonian Ĥ(t).
Let us call the state vector on this basis as |ξ(t)〉t, with

ξ(t) = R(t)eiΦ(t). Therefore, R(t) and Φ(t) are the corre-
sponding SP and Sph of |ξ(t)〉t and they can be calculated
from the complex variable α in Eq. (33) as

R(t) = tanh−1 |α| and Φ(t) = ϑ± π . (39)

In order to interpret R(t) and Φ(t), let us introduce the

instantaneous quadrature operator, Q̂′λ, given by

Q̂′λ(t) =
1√
2

[
eiλb̂†(t) + e−iλb̂(t)

]
, (40)

satisfying the commutation relation [Q̂′λ, Q̂
′
λ+π/2] = i.

The above operator is obtained by making the changes

â → b̂ and â† → b̂† in Eq. (10). Further, the instan-
taneous and initial quadrature operators are related by
an unitary transformation carried out by Ŝ (ρ), namely,

Q̂′λ(t) = Ŝ(ρ(t))Q̂λŜ(−ρ(t)). Since Q̂′λ is expressed in
the instantaneous representation, it can be shown that
its variance is analogous to Eq. (11), but this time with
the SP and Sph given by Eqs. (39), namely,

(∆Q′λ)
2

=
e2R

2
sin2 (λ− Φ/2) +

e−2R

2
cos2 (λ− Φ/2) .

(41)
Moreover, from the previous equation we see that

e−2R

2
≤ (∆Q′λ)

2 ≤ e2R

2
, (42)

which provides an equivalent relation between R(t) and

(∆Q′λ)
2

as that written in Eq. (12) for r(t) and (∆Qλ)
2
.

Recall that the variance of the instantaneous quadrature
operator could also be calculated using any other basis,
including the initial one.

We have shown that the state vector of a HO, initially
in its fundamental state and whose frequency begins to
change in time, evolves to a squeezed state of the initial
hamiltonian, when the initial basis is used to describe
the system. Even more, when employed the instanta-
neous basis to describe the system, the state vector of the
HO also evolves to a squeezed state, but of the instan-
taneous hamiltonian. In the following section we shall
study the relation between squeezing and adiabaticity in
a frequency transition by varying the frequency rate.

III. SQUEEZING AND ADIABATICITY IN A
FREQUENCY TRANSITION

As we have shown in the previous section, the state
vector of the HO with a time-dependent frequency can
be written in two different, but equivalent ways, namely:
as a squeezed state relative to the initial hamiltonian,
|r(t)eiφ(t)〉, or as a squeezed state relative to the instan-
taneous hamiltonian, |R(t)eiΦ(t)〉. Here, we shall cal-
culate the SP’s, r(t) and R(t), for a given class of fre-
quency transitions, which are monotonic functions con-
necting the initial and final frequencies of the HO. The
contrast between these two bases descriptions will allow
us to discuss some subtleties and common inaccuracies
present in the literature related to the interpretation of
the adiabatic theorem. We recall that the numerical im-
plementation of our previous results, obtained in section
II, enables us to determine the state vector of the system
as accurate as desired for any frequency function, which
shows the robustness of our method.

We model the frequency transition with the following
family of hyperbolic tangent functions [37]:

ω(t) =
ωf + ωo

2
+

(ωf − ωo)
2

tanh

(
t− t0
ε

)
, (43)

where ωo and ωf are the HO frequencies achieved asymp-
totically in the limits of remote past (t→ −∞) and dis-
tant future (t → +∞), respectively, t0 is the instant for
which the HO frequency assumes the halfway value be-
tween ωo and ωf , and ε is, by assumption, a non-negative
continuous parameter, with dimensions of time, that can
be adjusted appropriately for our purposes. This kind
of time-dependence on the frequency makes it possible
to avoid possible numerical divergences [37], while the
values of ε control the transition rate. Indeed, from Eq.
(43)

ε =
ωf − ωo
2ω̇(t0)

, (44)

where the overdot indicates time derivative. Accordingly,
the limiting case ε → 0 corresponds to a sudden change
at t = t0, and the case ε → ∞ corresponds to a totally
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smooth change. Parameter ε also allows us to define the
transition interval, denoted by I, as the time interval
(around t0) in which the frequency changes appreciably.
Due to the features of the hyperbolic function and the set
of parameters we shall use in the following sections, we
choose I ≡ (t0 − 3ε, t0 + 3ε). Without any loss of gen-
erality, in this section we set for numerical calculations
ωo = 1, ωf = 3 and t0 = 10 (in arbitrary units). More-
over, although the HO frequency coincides with ωo only
in the remote past, we will consider that, for t < t0 − 3ε,
ω(t) can be safely approximated by ωo. Accordingly, the
state vector of the HO can be considered as being its
fundamental state for t < t0 − 3ε. Similarly, we assume
that ω(t) has already achieved its asymptotic value ωf for
t > t0 + 3ε. In panel (a) of Fig. 1 we plot the frequency
given by Eq. (43) as a function of time for different val-
ues of ε, namely, ε = 10−3, 0.5, 1.0 and 1.5. Clearly, from
this graphic ε = 10−3 ∼ 0.0 corresponds to the fastest
transition while ε = 1.5 corresponds to the slowest one.
As we shall see, the previous choices for t0 and ε will be
quite good for our discussion.

A. SP in the initial basis

Using Eqs. (21)-(24), we calculate the SP of the HO at
a generic instant t > 0 in the initial basis, namely, r(t),
for the time-dependent frequency given in Eq. (43). We
plot r(t) as a function of time in Fig. 1(b), employing the
same values for ε as those used in Fig. 1(a). From this fig-
ure it can be noted that, once the transition has occurred
(t > t0+3ε), r(t) acquires a periodic behavior. The faster
the transition is (the smaller ε is), the earlier the peri-
odic behavior is achieved. Also, for t > t0 + 3ε both,
the period and the halfway point between the minimum
and maximum values of r(t) (referred to as midpoint of
r(t) from now on), are the same for all transitions. With
this fact in mind, and recalling that the case of a jump
in the frequency (ε = 0) has analytical solution, let us
infer some relevant characteristics of a general transition
(arbitrary ε), from this particular limiting case. For a
frequency jump, the SP can be written as [63]:

rε=0(t) = arcosh

√
1 +

(
ωf 2 − ωo 2

2ωoωf

)2

sin2 (ωf t) . (45)

A direct inspection of the above equation shows that the
period of rε=0(t) is T = π/ωf , since rε=0(t + π/ωf ) =
rε=0(t). Therefore, the period of r(t) for any finite ε is
also T . Now, from Eq. (45) it can be shown that the
(periodic) maximum of rε=0(t) is 2ρf (upper horizontal

line) with ρf = 1
2 ln

(
ωf

ωo

)
= ρ(t > t0 + 3ε) (see Eq. (8)),

while the (periodic) minimum of rε=0(t) is zero. Hence,
once the transition has occurred, the midpoint of r(t) is
ρf (lower horizontal line) for any finite ε. It can also
be noted from Fig. 1(b) that, the slower the transition,
the smaller the amplitude of r(t) and the smoother the

FIG. 1. (a) HO frequency given by Eq. (43) as a function
of time; (b) time evolution of the SP in the initial basis and
(c) time evolution of the SP in the instantaneous basis. In
all panels, different line patterns mean different values of ε;
ε ∼ 0.0 (dot-dashed line and sudden limit), ε = 0.5 (dotted
line), ε = 1.0 (long dashed line) and ε = 1.5 (short dashed
line and adiabatic limit). The solid lines ρA(t) (in panel (b))
and ρB(t) (in panel (c)) are the plots of ρ(t) (Eq. (8)) as a
function of ωot, with ω(t) being the time-dependent frequency
considered for ε = 1.5 and ε ∼ 0.0, respectively.

oscillations. In summary, the period and the midpoint of
the r(t) oscillations depend only on the initial and final
frequency values, while the amplitude of oscillations is a
signature of the transition rate.

The behavior of the amplitude can be understood un-
der the light of the adiabatic theorem. Essentially, this
theorem states that, along an adiabatic transition, the
instantaneous state of the system remains the same [72].
Recall that the instantaneous basis is the set of eigen-
states of Ĥ(t) and the dynamics begins with the sys-
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tem in its fundamental state. Accordingly, the state of
the system in the instantaneous basis should approxi-
mate the fundamental of Ĥ(t) as the transition becomes

slower. Also, recall that the fundamental state of Ĥ(t)
in the instantaneous basis is a squeezed state in the ini-
tial basis, namely, |0〉t = Ŝ(ρ(t)) |0〉 = |ρ(t)〉 (see Eq.
(17)). Hence, when the system approaches the adiabatic
limit, the state vector in the initial basis must satisfy∣∣r(t)eiϕ(t)

〉
→ |ρ(t)〉, or equivalently, r(t) → |ρ(t)| and

ϕ(t) → 2nπ, with n = 0, 1, 2, 3, .... Furthermore, since
ρ(t) can take only positive values because we choose
ω(t) > ωo, then we should have r(t)→ ρ(t). And this is
exactly what occurs: as we increase the value of ε, r(t)
approaches ρ(t). Moreover, as it can be seen from Fig.
1(b), for ε = 1.5 (short dashed line) r(t) almost coincides
with ρA(t) (solid line), the latter being ρ(t) with ω(t)
given by Eq. (43) considered with ε = 1.5. Although
this description is consistent with the adiabatic theorem,
it may seem a little bit counterintuitive the fact that the
SP has a non zero value in an adiabatic transition. How-
ever, this is a direct consequence of the basis chosen for
describing the state of the system and, as we shall see
in the following subsection, when employed the instanta-
neous basis, the SP is zero after an adiabatic transition.

B. SP in the instantaneous basis

To get a direct and more intuitive interpretation of the
adiabatic theorem, we shall now describe the dynamics
of the SP in the instantaneous basis, namely, R(t). Using
Eqs. (27), (33), (34) and (39), we calculate R(t) for the
frequency given by Eq. (43). Its behavior as a function
of time is presented in Fig. 1(c), with the same values for
ε as before. As it can be seen in this figure, in contrast to
what happens with r(t), after the transition has occurred
R(t) has a constant behavior, instead of a periodic one.
Notice that the maximum value reached by R(t) is ρf ,
occurring for a jump in the frequency, which is the value
of r(t) for the adiabatic limit. Naively, one could think
that, for a frequency jump, the state vector of the system
suffers a discontinuity at t = t0. However, this is not the
case, since, as Janszky points out in Ref. [61], even in a

frequency jump the TEO satisfy limt→t0 Ûε→0(t, t0) = 1.
It is worth emphasizing that, although the periodic be-
havior of the squeezing seems to have been lost, it will
actually be present trough the squeezing phase. Indeed,
it can be shown that, once the transition has occurred,
the variance of Q̂′λ(t) for λ = 0 and λ = π/2, will oscil-
late around the coherent limit (1/2) with period T .

Another interesting fact in this description is that R(t)
approaches ρ(t) in the sudden case, and not in the adia-
batic one as occur for r(t). In fact, as it can be noted in
Fig. 1(c), for ε ∼ 0 (dot-dashed line and sudden limit),
R(t) and ρB(t) are almost superposed, the latter being
ρ(t) with ω(t) considered with the lowest value of epsilon.
Finally, on this basis the adiabatic theorem indicates that
R(t) should approach zero as the transition slows down,

since |ξ(t)〉t → |0〉t as ε→∞. This behavior is evidenced
in Fig. 1(c) and, therefore, this basis affords a direct and
intuitive interpretation of the adiabatic theorem.

Notice that, regardless of the basis chosen to represent
the state, the behavior of the SP provides a way to inter-
pret the adiabatic theorem for our system. In fact, as we
have shown, and as it is well known [5], the natural ba-
sis for describing this theorem is the instantaneous one.
However, in case one chooses another basis, all one has
to do is to interpret the adiabatic theorem accordingly.
In the following subsection we discuss some common in-
accuracies in the interpretation of the adiabatic theorem
for this system, and how they are related to the choice of
the basis.

C. Discussion on squeezing and the adiabatic
theorem

In section II, we have shown how the squeezing pa-
rameters and the variance of the quadrature operators
are related (see Eqs. (12) and (42)). Indeed, r(t) and

(∆Qλ)
2

are equivalent quantifiers of the squeezing in the

initial basis, while R(t) and (∆Q′λ)
2

fulfill the same role
in the instantaneous basis. Nevertheless, in the litera-
ture all such quantifiers have been used to describe the
squeezing in the TDHO, and, in some cases, there has
been common inaccuracies in the interpretation of the
adiabatic theorem. Here we want to address such inac-
curacies, indicate their possible source, and show how
they can be solved.

Let us initially recall that position and momentum op-
erators are, up to a constant, proportional to the initial
quadrature operator, as we showed in Section II. Accord-
ingly, r(t) describes the squeezing associated to the vari-
ance of all these operators. Also, recall that in this initial
basis perspective squeezing will inevitably be generated
for any rate of frequency change, sudden or smooth, since
r(t) 6= 0. Indeed, as we showed in Section III A, for an
adiabatic the transition r(t)→ |ρ(t)|. This non-vanishing
squeezing is a consequence of being out of the instanta-
neous basis, and represents a kind of relative squeezing.
On the other hand, in the instantaneous basis adiabatic
changes in the frequency do not produce squeezing, and
consequently this basis seems very convenient to work
with. Nonetheless, some authors, that have also anal-
ysed the TDHO in the adiabatic limit and within the
initial basis perspective, incorrectly have conclude that
adiabatic changes in the frequency do not produce this
‘relative’ squeezing (see for instance [55, 58, 73]). We be-
lieve this inaccuracy has its source in the interpretation

of r(t) as R(t), or equivalently, of (∆Qλ)
2

as (∆Q′λ)
2
.

In order to clarify this issue, let us indicate how

(∆Qλ)
2

and (∆Q′λ)
2

are related to each other for the rel-
evant quadratures. First, notice that position and mo-
mentum operators can also be written as functions of
the instantaneous quadrature operator. Explicitly, us-
ing Eqs. (2) and (40) it can be shown that Q̂′λ=0(t) =
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ω(t)q̂ and Q̂′λ=π/2(t) = p̂/

√
ω(t). Using the simi-

lar expressions that we found in Section II for position
and momentum operators in terms of the initial quadra-

ture operator, we can write Q̂′λ=0(t) =
√

ω(t)
ωo
Q̂λ=0 and

Q̂′λ=π/2(t) =
√

ωo

ω(t) Q̂λ=π/2 . From the above results we

obtain

(∆Q′λ=0)
2

(t) =
ω(t)

ωo
(∆Qλ=0)

2
(t)

and
(

∆Q′λ=π/2

)2

(t) =
ωo
ω(t)

(
∆Qλ=π/2

)2
(t) . (46)

Thus we have found expressions that allows one to calcu-
late the variance of the instantaneous quadrature opera-
tor from the the variance of the initial one and vice versa.
Similarly, expressions for R(t) as a function of r(t) and
ϕ(t), as well as for r(t) as a function of R(t) and Φ(t),
can be found by substituting Eqs. (11) and (41) in the
above equations. Finally, notice from Eqs. (46) that the
product of the variances of the instantaneous quadrature
operator with λ = 0 and λ = π/2 is the same as for the
instantaneous quadrature operator with the same values
of lambda.

IV. CONTINUOUS INTERPOLATION: FROM
SUDDEN TO ADIABATIC

In this section we shall study how the SP behaves,
once the frequency transition has occurred, for different
initial and final values of the frequency and arbitrary ε. A
comment is in order here: up to the authors knowledge,
there is not an analytical expression that allows one to
calculate exactly the correspondent SP for an arbitrary
time-dependent frequency of the HO. Hence, some efforts
have been made to accomplish this task. For instance, a
successful approximate analytical expression that works
well in the sudden limit as well as in the adiabatic one
was obtained in the context of analogue models [37, 74].
However, this formula is no longer valid in the interme-
diate regime, as correctly stated by these authors. It is
therefore natural to look for an analytical expression for
the SP as a function of the initial and final frequencies,
in addition to ε.

Let us denote by R(tf ; ε) the value of R(t) for t >
t0 + 3ε, i.e., after the transition has effectively occurred.
Initially, we set the initial frequency as ωo = 1, and cal-
culate R(tf ; ε) as a function of ε, for different final values
of the frequency with ωf > ωo. These exact (numerical)
results correspond to the pointed patterns of Fig. 2. For
instance, the (green) square points in this figure corre-
spond to the case ωo = 1 and ωf = 3, and therefore they
show how the final height of the SP, plotted in Fig. 1(c),
changes from its largest possible value R(tf ; ε = 0) = ρf ,
produced by a frequency jump, to its smallest possible
one R(tf ; ε → ∞) = 0, obtained for an adiabatic tran-
sition. As expected, R(tf ; ε) presents monotonically de-
creasing behavior as the transition becomes slower (ε is

FIG. 2. R(tf ; ε) as a function of ε for ωo = 1 and different
values of ωf > ωo. The pointed patterns are numerical results
and the solid lines correspond to the fitted results using Eq.
(47).

increased). In other words, the faster the frequency tran-
sition occurs, the higher the squeezing.

Now, we calculate R(tf ; ε), as a function of ε, for a
big enough set of different initial and final frequencies
within the same order of magnitude. Using the hyper-
bolic secant distribution as an Ansatz, we interpolated
the values of R(tf ; ε) as a function of the initial and final
values of the frequency (within a ratio of 10), in addition

to ε. Recalling that ρf = 1
2 ln

(
ωf

ωo

)
= ρ(t > t0 + 3ε), we

obtain the following analytical approximate expression

R(tf ; ε) = |ρf | sech (2 [|ρf |+ 1]ωminε) , (47)

where ωmin = min {ωo, ωf}, providing extremely good
fittings for R(tf ; ε). Notice that the above equation is
valid for ωf ≤ ωo and ωf ≥ ωo. For instance, for the
choice made previously, namely, ωo = 1 and ωf = 3ωo,
we should set ωmin = ωo in Eq. (47) to calculate the
corresponding fitting. Moreover, in Fig. 2 we plot with
solid lines R(tf ; ε) as a function of ε using our fitting
given by Eq. (47) for the same set of frequencies used
in our numerical results (point patterned plots). As it
can be seen in that figure, the fitting works very well for
ωf/ωo ≤ 5 (error smaller than a few percents) and the
agreement gets better the closer the initial and final fre-
quencies are. Notice that Eq. (47) is a precise expression
from which we can obtain the adiabatic limit for a fre-
quency transition. This can be done by taking in such
equation R(tf ; ε)→ 0 with ωo 6= ωf , resulting in

ω̇(t0)

ωmin(ωf − ωo) [|ρf |+ 1]
<< 1 , (48)

where it has been used Eq. (44).
Now, using Eq. (47), in Fig. 3 we present contour

plots of R(tf ; ε) as a function of ωf/ωo (vertical axis)
and ωoε (horizontal axis), for the two cases: ωf/ωo > 1
(panel (a)) and ωf/ωo < 1 (panel (b)). Notice that ωo,
ωf and ε are free parameters, and the unique restriction is
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FIG. 3. Contour plots of Eq. (47) for (a) ωf/ωo > 1 and (b)
ωf/ωo < 1. This graphics enables one to relate the squeezing
parameter R(tf ; ε) with relevant parameters of the problem
ωo, ωf and ε.

that the frequencies do not differ by a factor greater than
10. These contour plots allow one to explore in a more
convenient way the space of parameters of the problem.

To go deeper in the analysis of the above plots, let us
initially consider the case ωf > ωo (Fig. 3(a)). From this
plot, it can be seen, for instance, how R(tf ; ε) behaves as
we vary ε with ωo and ωf fixed. In other words, we can
recover the information contained in Fig. 2. For our
choice made previously, namely, ωo = 1 and ωf = 3ωo,
we can go to Fig. 3(a), draw a straight horizontal line at
ωf/ωo = 3, and read the intermediate values of R(tf ; ε),
given by the contour plot, as we move along this hor-
izontal line from ωoε = 0 (sudden limit) to the right.
It is worth mentioning that, in addition to the choice
{ωf = 3, ωo = 1}, there are an infinity of other possibil-
ities with the same ratio ωf/ωo = 3. An inspection of
Fig. 3(a) also shows that, as the ratio ωf/ωo tends to
1, the squeezing parameter approaches zero as expected,
since in this case there is no change in the frequency at

all.
By the same token, we can also see in Fig. 3(a) how

R(tf ; ε) behaves as we vary the ratio ωf/ωo for fixed val-
ues of ωoε. It suffices to draw a vertical line and read the
intermediate values of R(tf ; ε) as we move upwards along
this vertical line from the lowest value ωf/ωo = 1. As it
can be noted, the maximal values achieved by R(tf ; ε)
(top of the vertical lines) becomes smaller as we consider
higher values of ωoε, as expected, since the greater ωoε
is, the more adiabatic the transition will be.

An advantage of the contour plots shown in Fig. 3
is that they provide us with a convenient way to search
for the values of the relevant parameters that lead to the
desired values of the squeezing parameter. For instance,
suppose we want to know the values of ωf/ωo and ωoε
such that R(tf ; ε) < 0.1. Looking at Fig. 3 we see that
the answer to this question is the darkest (blue) region
limited by the line corresponding to R(tf ; ε) = 0.1.

For completeness, we show in Fig. 3(b) a contour plot
totally analogous to that presented in Fig. 3(a), except
for the fact that, now, ωf < ωo, so that ωo is the largest
frequency between ωo and ωf . Drawing horizontal and
vertical lines, a similar analysis to the previous one can
also be made. As it can be checked, for a jump from ωo
to ωf (that is, for ωoε → 0), the value of R(tf ; ε) will
be the same if the ratios ωf/ωo in Fig. 3(a) and ωo/ωf
in Fig. 3(b), are the same (see the prefactor term in
Eq. (47)). However, for finite values of ωoε (non-sudden
change) this is not true anymore. For instance, take the
ratios ωf/ωo = 5 in Fig. 3(a) and ωf/ωo = 0.2 (which
means ωo/ωf = 5) and look at the value ωoε = 0.4. In
the former case, we see that 0.3 < R(tf ; ε) < 0.4, while in
the latter case 0.8 < R(tf ; ε) < 0.9. Therefore, starting
with ωo we will get a larger squeezing for finite values of
ε if condition ωf < ωo is satisfied instead of ωf > ωo .
Notice that ω(t) = 0 corresponds to the free particle sit-
uation, where the momentum can be infinitely squeezed,
while the position is totally spread [75]. Furthermore, in
a frequency decreasing (enhancing) the quadrature that
starts to be squeezed is the one proportional to the mo-
mentum (position), while the other quadrature spreads
[73]. Our results are consistent with the above descrip-
tion, since R(tf ; ε) increases its value monotonically as
the frequency is reduced, independently of ε.

V. CONCLUSIONS AND FINAL REMARKS

In this work we considered a harmonic oscillator (HO)
undergoing a frequency transition modeled by a family
of functions containing a continuous parameter, denoted
by ε, whose values, when appropriately chosen, can tune
from a sudden transition (ε → 0) to an adiabatic one
(ε → ∞). The main purpose of our work was to relate
squeezing, described by the so-called squeezing parame-
ter (SP), to adiabaticity, described by ε, during the time
evolution of the transition. Initially, we fixed the initial
(ωo) and final (ωf ) values of the frequency in the tran-
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sition and studied how squeezing behaves when the fre-
quency rate is changed from abrupt to slow. We did that
using two descriptions, namely, the instantaneous basis,
in which the instantaneous hamiltonian is diagonal, as
well as the initial basis, in which the initial hamiltonian
is diagonal. The contrast between these two bases de-
scriptions allowed us to identify that the instantaneous
basis affords a direct and intuitive interpretation of the
adiabatic theorem, while for the initial basis the adiabatic
theorem must be interpreted accordingly. Consequently,
we considered a big set of different values of ωo and ωf ,
and studied how the final value of the SP, denoted by
R(tf ; ε), behaves when the frequency rate interpolates
continuously the sudden and adiabatic limits. Using nu-
merical analysis and the hyperbolic secant distribution
as an Ansatz, we interpolated the values of R(tf ; ε) as a
function of ωo and ωf , in addition to ε. This is how we
obtained our main result: an analytical expression that
allows one to calculate, directly, R(tf ; ε) as a function
of the relevant parameters of the problem, namely, ε, ωo
and ωf (within the same ratio of 10). We showed that
our results provides excellent fitting for R(tf ; ε), allowing
us to answer the question of how sudden or adiabatic is
a given change in the frequency of a quantum harmonic
oscillator (HO). In order to investigate the values of the
relevant parameters so that R(tf ; ε) is restricted to de-
sired intervals, we made some contour plots for R(tf ; ε) as
a function of ωf/ωo and ε. An interesting result is that,
for a sudden frequency change (ε = 0), the same amount
of squeezing will be produced if we enhance or diminish
the frequency of the HO by the same factor. However,
for non-sudden transitions (finite values of ε 6= 0), the
squeezing will be higher when the frequency is reduced
instead of enhanced by the same factor. Additionally, we

have shown that this result is consistent with obtaining
the free particle situation as the limiting case of a HO
with ω(t)→ 0.

The model we used for the frequency transition can be
considered as the initial term in a sequence of transitions
to build an arbitrary ω(t). Therefore, we expect our re-
sults to be useful in the construction of analytical expres-
sions for the SP in HO’s with arbitrary frequency mod-
ulations. Furthermore, the theoretical framework pre-
sented in this paper can be generalized to study the time
evolution of any other initial state, including a thermal
one, interesting in the realms of shortcuts to adiabatic-
ity and quantum thermodynamics, for instance. In such
contexts, the clarification of squeezing parameters in dif-
ferent basis might be interesting to address important
questions about the third law of thermodynamics, quan-
tum speed limits, or energetic cost of shortcuts. We also
think that our results could be useful in the study of har-
monic traps [76–81], characterization of adiabaticity in
quantum many-body systems [82] as well as in problems
with coupled HO’s [83, 84].
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