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Parity describing the symmetry of quantum mechanics wavefunction under space inversion trans-
formation not only plays an essential role in solving quantum systems but also can be used to
manipulate and measure the motional quantum states of such hybrid quantum systems as quantum
Rabi model(QRM) and/or its variants through parity measurements. Here we address an exotic
parity behavior of the QRM in its superradiant phase by numerical exact diagonalization, namely,
the parities of eigenstates of the QRM behave irregular in the strong coupling regime but the sum
of parities for each pair of eigenstates beginning from the ground state remains vanishing. It is
found that this exotic behavior originates from the comparability of the photon distribution in the
odd and even components of Fock basis when the eigenenergies of each pair of eigenstates approach
enough to each other and physically is due to the emergent double-well potential induced by the
strong coupling between the single-mode photon field and the two-level atom. The result not only
uncovers the physics not known previously in the QRM but also makes an intrinsic limitation on
the measurement precision of motional quantum states through parity measurements in modern

quantum science and technologies.

Introduction.—Parity is an intrinsic and intriguing
property of wavefunction in quantum mechanics [I]. It
characterizes the symmetry of quantum states under
space inversion transformation. If the parity operator of
a system commutes with its Hamiltonian, then the eigen-
values of the parity operator read +1, indicating even(+)
or odd(—) parity of the corresponding quantum states,
which are taken as good quantum numbers to label the
quantum states. For the meanings of parity one can refer
to the standard harmonic oscillator, a textbook example
1], or to the quantum Rabi model (QRM), a building
block of light-matter interaction [2, [3]. Due to the robust
nature of parity, it finds wide applications ranged from
mathematical physics [4, [5] to modern quantum science
and technologies such as circuit quantum acoustodynam-
ics [6H], quantum metrology [0HI2] as well as quantum
information processing[I3HI8]. In particular, it has been
pointed out by Royer [19] that the parity operator has a
direct relationship with the Wigner function [20], which
makes it possible to manipulate and measure motional
quantum states of quantum systems through direct mea-
surements of parity[, 8]. This motivates us to further
explore the nature of parity, especially in some funda-
mental building block models such as the QRM and/or
its variants because of their importance in fundamental
science [21] and wide applications in hybrid quantum sys-
tems [22].

In this work we address an exotic parity behavior of the
QRM in its superradiant phase by numerical exact diag-
onalization. In the previous paper [23] we found that the
photon population of quantum eigenstates of the QRM
in the superradiant phase exhibits some interesting fea-
tures due to the action of induced double-well potential.
Explicitly, with increasing coupling strengths, once the
superradiant phase transition happens, the photon dis-

tribution in Fock space behaves like Poissonian statistics,
and then makes a transition to the statistics of Gaussian
unitary ensemble, even to the statistics of Gaussian or-
thogonal ensemble for the exicited states. Though we
know exactly the physical reason why the photon dis-
tribution behaves as such, the question why the photon
distribution in a fixed state can behave like the level dis-
tance statistics of many states [24] remains to be under-
stood. Here we would like to present another unusual
phenomenon for the parity of eigenstates of the QRM
in the superradiant phase with more stronger coupling
strengths than those previously explored [23]. As usual,
if the parity operator of the QRM commutes with its
Hamiltonian, the parity of eigenstates should remain un-
changed in the whole parameter space. However, it is
found surprisingly that this is not the case. In the normal
phase and the near of the superradiant phase transition
point, the parity indeed behaves regularly as expected.
When the coupling strength is further increased to cer-
tain value dependent of the eigenstates considered, the
parity of eigenstates begins to behave irregularly, seem-
ing to be chaotic-like. More explicitly, this thing hap-
pens in the interior of the pairs composed in order of the
ground state and the first excited states, of the second
excited state and the third excited state, and so forth,
with opposite parity in each pair. The reason for the
chaotic-like parity is as follows. With increasing coupling
strength, the eigenenergies of each pair approach to one
another, and thus the corresponding eigenstates have a
trend to become degenerate. However, before the eigen-
states in the pair become completely degenerate, the pho-
ton populations in even and odd components of Fock ba-
sis become comparable, which makes the parities of each
eigenstate pair mixed. As a consequence, the parities of
the eigenstate pair become chaotic-like. Surprisingly, the



sum of the parities of eigenstates in each pair remains
zero, irrespective of which phase the QRM is in. These
results have been obtained by numerical exact diagonal-
ization, in which no additional approximation has been
introduced aside from finite Fock basis up to machine ac-
curacy. Thus we believe that these results are intrinsic
for the QRM in the strong coupling regimes, which have
not only a fundamental meaning on the physics of the
QRM [4, B, 25H30], but also a profound implication on
the applications that manipulate and measure motional
quantum states through parity measurements [6H8] be-
cause of the intrinsic inaccuracy of parity found here.

Model and Method.—The Hamiltonian of the QRM
consists of a single photon mode, a two-level atom and
their coupling, denoting by H = Hy + H,

Hy = hwa*a, (1)
A t
Ha=50z+goz(a+a ), (2)

where correspond to the single-mode photon field and
the two-level atom and their coupling with strength g,
respectively. Here a'(a) is creation (destruction) opera-
tor of the single mode photon field and o, 0. are usually
Pauli matrices denoting the two-level atom. For con-
venience, we rescale the Hamiltonian by the mode fre-
quency hw, thus the two-level interval A and the cou-
pling strength g used in the following are dimensionless.
It is also useful to use dimensionless position-momentum
operators related to the destruction (creation) operator

(5 + a%) and af = % (§ — 6%) to view the
wavefunctions we are interested in.

We use numerical exact diagonalization method to
solve the QRM. In general, it is sufficient to truncate the
Fock basis up to Niun = 1000 in the coupling strength
we study below. In order to confirm this, we extend
the number of Fock basis up to Niyun = 6000, and here
a convergence at machine accuracy has been obtained,
e.g., see Fig. (c) for Nypun = 6000, vanishing in the en-
tire coupling regime up to g/g. = 6. Since the physics we
address below does not need so high accuracy, we limit
ourselves to the case of Ny, = 1000. Fig. a) shows
the eigenenergies for the ground state and the first seven
low-lying excited states, which are gathered as pairs be-
ginning from the ground state. Following Refs.[4] [5], we
add a constant of g2 to the energy levels, and thus the
energy levels with odd and even parity approach to each
other with increasing coupling strength, and particularly,
they become almost degenerate in the strong coupling
regimes. This intriguingly simple energy level structure
is consistent with those obtained by the analytical “G-
function” formalism [4) [5]. However, the almost degener-
ate energy levels involve intrinsic difference, overlooked
in the literature, which is the starting point of the fol-
lowing discussion.

Results and Discussion. —Figure b) shows the energy
differences for each pair of energy levels with even and
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FIG. 1. (a) The energy levels of the ground state and the first
seven low-lying excited states obtained by numerical exact di-
agonalization as functions of the coupling strength scaled by

ge=1/1+4/1+ ?—; [31]. The blue and red solid lines denote

odd and even parity with A = 1. A constant of ¢* is added for
clarity. (b) An enlarged view of the energy levels with even
parity (red thin solid lines) and odd parity (blue dashed lines)
in the strong coupling regimes by refering to the correspond-
ing energy level with odd parity in (a). (c) The differences of
ground state energies for different truncations of Fock basis
by referring to that of Ngun = 5000. (d) The differences of
eigenenergies of the first excited state (red thin solid lines)
and the ground state (blue dashed lines, as reference for each
truncation itself) for different truncations of Fock basis.

odd parity, respectively. It is observed that (i) these two
seemingly degenerate levels are in fact no degenerate;
(ii) oppositely, the energy levels become chaotic-like in
a small but visible size of 10712, which is at least three
order higher than the machine accuracy, excluding ob-
viously the possibility of numerical error. In order to
confirm this, we show the energy differences between the
first excited state and the ground state for different trun-
cated basis in Fig. d). It is noted that the differences
in the cases of Niyun = 5000 and 6000 are completely
same; (iii) the coupling strengths starting to enter into
the energy level fluctuation regimes are dependent on the
excited states but the energy fluctuation amplitudes are
almost the same; and (iv) most importantly, the energy
fluctuations in each pair of energy levels keep always a
finite amplitude, but the pairs remain intriguingly simple
structure, consistent with those in Refs. [4] [5].

The observation (iv) indicates that the QRM as a
whole is still integrable in a sense that the pairs of energy
levels remain ordered. However, in the interior of each
pair of energy levels, it looks irregular in the strong cou-
pling regimes, named chaotic-like behavior in the follow-
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FIG. 2. The parity of each pair of energy levels (a) {F1, Eo};
(b) {Es, E2}; (¢) {Es, Es}; and (d) {E7, Es} as a function of
the coupling strength g/g.. The blue lines denote odd parity
and the red ones denote even parity. The green lines denote
the summation of parity in each pair of energy levels. The
parameter used is A = 50. The superradiant phase transi-
tion happens around g/g. = 1. The parity is not obviously
broken but begins to become chaotic-like at certain coupling
strengths slightly dependent of the levels of the excited states.

ing. Besides the small energy fluctuations, one wonders
what becomes irregular. It is easy to check that the par-
ity operator of the QRM P = %ei”‘ﬂ“ commutes with
the Hamiltonian, namely [H, P] = 0, which means that
the parity is a conserved quantity. However, the com-
mutation relation is general and should be satisfied in all
parameter regimes, which indicates that the parity be-
gins to fluctuate in the strong coupling regime in order
to satisfy with the commutation relation with the Hamil-
tonian. Indeed, the parity for each pair of energy levels is
chaotic-like, as shown in Fig. 2] where the average of the
parity (P) of the ground state and first seven low-lying
excited states is given. Here the blue lines denote the
odd parity and the red ones denote the even ones and
the green lines are the summation of parity of each pair
(see caption of Fig. [2). In addition, in order to show
more sharply the relationship between phase transition
and parity, we take the parameter A = 50. As pointed
out previously [23], the QRM enters into the superra-
diant phase around the coupling strength g/g. = 1, at
which the parity symmetry is not broken. However, the
parity in the interior of each pair of energy levels begins
to behave chaotic-like at certain coupling strengths, con-
sistent with the points at which energy levels begin to
fluctuate. Interestingly, for each pair the summation of
the parity remains exactly to be zero, as shown by green
lines. This confirms the observation in Fig[l] that the
chaotic-like behavior emerges only in the interior of each
level pair with opposite parity but there is no irregular
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FIG. 3. The upper two rows: The wavefunctions of the
ground state (al-a6) and the first excited state (bl-b6) for
six typical coupling strengths. The blue and red solid lines
denote two components of the wavefunctions. The lower
two rows: The populations of photon for the ground state
(c1-¢6) and the first excited state (d1-d6) for the correspoding
coupling strengths. The parameter used is the same as Fig.
The blue triangles and red dots denote the even and odd
components of the Fock space.

behavior in between level pairs.

The chaotic-like behavior can be further observed by
the wavefunctions and the population of photons in Fock
space for the ground state and the first excited state,
as shown in Fig. [B] The parameter used is the same
as that in Fig[2l The parity of the ground state and
the first excited state is indeed not broken, even up to
g/9c = 1.4 in the present case. Here it is noticed that
the ground state wavefunction with odd parity remains
antisymmetric and that of the first excited state keeps
symmetric. Once the system enters into the chaotic-like
regimes, the wavefunctions for both the ground state and
the first excited state show non-symmetric, but it seems
that they are symmetric in between, as shown in the
cases of Fig[3| (a4)-(a6) and (b4)-(b6). Associated with
this observation, it is interesting to check what happens
the photon population. When the system does not enter
into the chaotic-like regimes, the photon population of
the ground state in even Fock states is higher than that
in odd Fock states and the situation for the first excited
state is just opposite. This is understandable because of
the parity symmetry of the states. However, the pho-
ton populations in the odd and even Fock basis for both
states become comparable, as shown in the lower two
rows in Fig. [3] when the system enter into the chaotic-
like regimes. Obviously, the fact of comparable photon
populations in odd and even Fock basis leads to the miss-
ing of parity symmetry in each eigenstate. However, it
is quite interest to notice that the symmetry between
the eigenstates in each pair still remains, which means
intrinsic integrability of the QRM as a whole.

The phase diagram shown in Fig. || summarizes our
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FIG. 4. The phase diagram of the QRM as functions of the
coupling strength g/g. and the two-level interval A consist-
ing of the normal phase and the superradiant phase separat-
ing roughly by black line with g/g. = 1. The superradiant
phase is further separated by deep-blue line or red one into the
irregular and regular regimes. The irregular parity behaves
chaotic-like, as mentioned in the text. Here the deep-blue and
red lines denote the onset that the parities become irregular
in the pair of energy levels of the ground state and the first ex-
cited state {Eo, E1} and of the second and the third excited
states {Fs, E3}, and so forth. The boundary further shifts
upward if more higher pairs are considered such as {F4, Fs},
and so on. In each regime, the QRM consisting of a two-level
atom, the single mode denoting by a harmonic oscillator and
their coupling is schematically presented with the change of
an effective potential, where the black-dotted lines represent
the zero point of energy and the red-dotted line the minimum
of the potential. The red square represents the case without
coupling, in which the two-level atom and the single mode
is independent of each other and the single mode is a stan-
dard harmonic oscillator. In the weak coupling regime, the
minimum of the potential declines to f% and the near of
the minimum begins to become blunted but the minimum of
the potential still locates at £ = 0. Around the superradiant
phase transition point, the point of & = 0 becomes a local
maximum of the potential and a tiny “Mexicoian cap” forms,
which means that the superradiant phase transition begins to
happen. As a result, there are two minima around £ = 0. In
this situation the ground state wavefunction begins to sepa-
rate. Further increasing the coupling strength, an effective
double-well potential forms and the minima of the potential
further decline. In this regime, no obvious broken symmetry
is observed and the pairs of energy levels such as {Fy, E1},
{E2, E3}, and so on, begin to form, but the separation of
the energy levels in the pairs is still visible. This is the non-
chaotic regime. Even further increasing the coupling strength,
the minima of the potential further decline and the QRM en-
ters into the chaotic-like regime, in which the separation of
the energy levels in the first few pairs of the energy levels be-
comes invisible and a robust doule-well potential dominates
the chaotic-like behavior in this regime.

main results. As functions of the coupling strength and
the two-level interval, the phase of the QRM is divided
into two regimes, one in the normal phase in the weak
coupling regimes and the other is the superradiant phase
in the strong coupling regimes. The boundary is marked
roughtly by a horizontal black line given by g/g. = 1.
In the normal phase, the QRM is integrable in the sense
that the parity symmetry is kept [4} [5], as shown in Fig.
[2l On the contrary, the superradiant phase in strong cou-
pling regimes show more interesting properties, which is
further divided into other two regimes, one is the regular
regime with conserved parity symmetry and the other is
irregular regime with chaotic-like parity, which has not
been explored in the literature. This is the main finding
of the present work.

It is in order to check what is the physics behind. It
is known that with increasing of the coupling strength,
the two-level mix with the single mode more tightly, and
as a consequence, a superradiant phase transition occurs.
Associated with this phase transition, an effective double-
well potential forms, wihch is reminiscent of the Landau
phase transition theory [32]. In the case that the cou-
pling strength is not so strong, the separation between
the energy levels in a pair is still visible, and the inter-
play between these two approaching energy levels is still
weak, thus the parity symmetry of these two states keep
unchanged. When the coupling strength becomes more
and more stronger, the barrier between the induced dou-
ble wells becomes more and more sharper, as a conse-
quence, the tunneling between these two wells weakens
rapidly. At the same time, the eigenenergies of the pairs
of eigenstates approach enough to one another. Under
this condition the only interplay between these two ap-
proaching eigenstates is the transfer of the photon pop-
ulations in the odd and even Fock basis, as shown in the
lower two rows in Fig. [3] resulting in the broken parity
symmetry for each state. Interestingly, the transfer of
the photons or the fluctuation of the photon populations
happens locally only in the interior of each pair of eigen-
states, thus the summation of the parity in each pair of
eigenstates remains exactly to be zero.

Some remarks are in order. It is well-known that
the classical or semi-classical limit of the QRM is non-
integrable [25H27], which indicates that the QRM itself
has some unusual features but a conclusive statement
about the integrability of the QRM was not reached by
the conventional level statistics method [5, 29]. On the
contrary, the integrability of the QRM was addressed as
considering the solvability of the QRM due to the con-
served parity symmetry [4, [33]. However, the wavefunc-
tion obtained in the present and the previous works [23]
contain more information on the QRM, having not been
explored in the literature, which uncover many intrigu-
ing features including detailed behaviors of the photon
populations in Fock space [23] and the chaotic-like par-
ity found here. These features have not been reported



in the literature because it is not easy to obtain exactly
the wavefunction for existing methods [34] or the degen-
eracy of the energy levels in the strong coupling regimes
has been assumed [5] when the tiny difference of energy
levels has been overlooked. It is necessary to check it by
related methods.

As also pointed out above, the interest features found
here originate from the induced double-well potential in
the strong coupling regimes of the QRM. It is well-known
that the double-well potential or its extensions in the
classic cases [35H40] and the quantum case [4I] can be
chaotic, which should have an implication on the under-
standing of the present irregular parity and the photon
populations, even the double wells found here are induced
due to the strong light-matter couplings. In addition,
the QRM studied here is completely quantized in nature.
What is the classical or semi-classical correspondence of
the found irregular parity deserves further investigation
because the quantum classical correspondence is still a
long-standing problem since the early period of the foun-
dation of quantum theory [42] 43].

Conclusion and Perspective.—By numerical exact di-
agonalization we find that the parity of the eigenstates
of the QRM behaves irregularly in the strong coupling
regimes, which has not reported in the literature. This
exotic behavior of parity only happens in the interior
of each pair of ordered nearest neighbor energy levels.
Associated with this the wavefunctions and the photon
populations show typical chaotic-like signatures. Thus a
phase diagram consisting of the normal phase and the su-
perradiant phase, and the superradiant phase consisting
of the regime with regular parity and that with chaotic-
like parity is obtained.

Despite the simplicity of the QRM, its rich physics al-
ready known and further uncovered here makes possible
to take the QRM as starting point to investigate the more
broad physics ranged from the fundamental one to the
applied one. For example, the induced double-well poten-
tial resembles the popular Landau phase transition the-
ory [32] and the quantum Duffing oscillator or its variants
in the nonlinear systems [35H41], 44H46]. Interestingly, the
formation of the effective double-well potential is here
dynamical in nature, which is thus related to the dynam-
ical tunnelling, popular in quantum chemistry [47, 48]
and other quantum systems such as quantum kicked top
[4953]. On the application side, the QRM and/or its
variants can be realized by the present techniques such
as ion trap [54H57], NMR [58] as well as various hybrid
quantum devices [22], EIH6T]. Therefore, the present re-
sults could be tested by possible experimental observa-
tions, in particular, the direct parity measurements [G-8].
On the opposite side, the intrinsically irregular nature of
the parity in the strong coupling regimes may have an im-
plication on the limitation of the measurement precision
of the parity and thus influence the manipulation and
measurement of the motional quantum states in modern

quantum science and technologies.
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