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Coherent states, being the closest analog to classical states of wave systems, are well known
to possess special properties that set them apart from most other quantum optical states. For
example, they are robust against photon loss and do not easily get entangled upon interaction
with a beamsplitter, and hence are called “pointer states”, which is often attributed to them being
eigenstates of the annihilation operator. Here we provide insights into a topological argument for
their robustness using two separate but exact mappings of a prototypical quantum optics model - the
driven Jaynes-Cummings model. The first mapping is based on bosonization and refermionization
of the Jaynes-Cummings model into the fermionic Su-Schrieffer-Heeger model hosting zero-energy
topologically protected edge states. The second mapping is based on the algebra of deformed f-
oscillators. We choose these mappings to explicitly preserve the translational symmetry of the
model along a Fock-state ladder basis, which is important for maintaining the symmetry-protected
topology of such 1D lattices. In addition, we show that the edge state form is preserved even when
certain chiral symmetry is broken, corresponding to a single-photon drive for the quantum optics
model that preserves the coherent state; however, the addition of two-photon drive immediately
disturbs the edge state form, as confirmed by numerical simulations of the mapped SSH model; this
is expected since two-photon drive strongly perturbs the coherent state into a squeezed state. Our
theory sheds light on a fundamental reason for the robustness of coherent states, both in existence
and entanglement – an underlying connection to topology.

I. INTRODUCTION

Coherent States (CS) ([1–4]) are the closest quantum
mechanical analogues of classical states and are especially
important in the theories of quantum information and
quantum measurement [5]. Substantial recent research
has explored how to use photonic structures endowed
with nontrivial topology [6, 7] for the robust protection of
certain properties of optical states, including classical co-
herent states, nonclassical states, partially coherent light,
and two-photon quantum correlations [8–12].

However, even in the absence of external photonic
structures, coherent states are robust in themselves, and
hence the question arises if there is a nontrivial topolog-
ical explanation for the robustness exhibited by coher-
ent states. As examples of robustness, coherent states
show intriguing properties in terms of pure state evo-
lution when subjected to interactions with the environ-
ment, and they do not generate entanglement when inci-
dent on a beam splitter [5, chapter-3,4]. Such immunity
to entanglement is a property also shown by topologi-
cal edge states (ES), as long as the global topology of
the manifold is preserved and the energy bandgap is not
closed. Other recent works have investigated edge states
[13, 14] as edge dark states due to the same immunity
to environmental entanglement [15, 16], with emphasis
on the stability of topologically nontrivial states against
different channels of dissipation [17, 18].
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Here we address the question of robustness exhibited
by coherent states and provide topological arguments for
the origin of such robustness. We achieve this by exactly
mapping driven-dissipative Hamiltonian models that fa-
cilitate an understanding of coherent states as topologi-
cally protected edge states. The topological model em-
phasises the role of underlying symmetries (or antisym-
metries) for the stability of edge states [16] that repre-
sents the coherent states. A less restrictive requirement
of exact pointer states even if symmetries are broken is
sufficient for immunity from environmental entanglement
[5, chapter-4.4.5]. In fact, CS are exact pointer states
only (and not dark states) when subject to photon loss
channels. It is straightforward to meet the requirements
of pointer states in the mapped model. We show that dif-
ferent coherent interactions, incoherent interactions (e.g.
an environmental loss channel) and photon drives can be
mapped to the translationally symmetric fermionic lat-
tice, the symmetry of which governs the existence and
stability of edge states.
We investigate a driven-dissipative Jaynes-Cummings

quantum-optics model [19, 20] in this paper. We show
that this system can be injectively mapped onto a
fermionic Su–Schrieffer–Heeger (fSSH) model that pre-
serves translational symmetry, and is known to support
edge states. In a parallel approach , we also show a trans-
lationally symmetric map to bosonic models with non-
linear atom-photon interactions – the so-called nonlinear
Jaynes Cummings (NLJC) Hamiltonian [21]. Although
their Hilbert spaces are different, the two models have the
same matrices in their respective representations. Note
that this theory is only applicable for the restricted case
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of the coherent state being an eigenstate of the nondissi-
pative part of the Hamiltonian.
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FIG. 1. Schematic of the 1-D lattice Hamiltonian Hc (Eq.
(1)) with internal states |A⟩ and |B⟩ with an energy difference
∆. The vm,j terms couple sites |m⟩ with different internal
states, while the Jj terms couple sites of the same internal
state (Hsi

c in Eq. (2)). For J1 = J2 = 0, vm,j independent of
m, this reduces to the translationally invariant SSH model.

II. JAYNES-CUMMINGS MODEL IN THE
FOCK SPACE LATTICE

We first review a one-dimensional two-band lattice
model and its connection to the Jaynes-Cummings model
in the photon number basis. Consider a Hamiltonian for
a 1D ladder type lattice:

Hc = ∆
∑
m

|B,m⟩⟨B,m|+
∑
m,⟨j⟩

vm,j |B,m+j⟩⟨A,m|+H.c.

(1)
where sites m ∈ Z and each site m consists of the two in-
ternal states |A,m⟩ and |B,m⟩, ⟨j⟩ denotes the sum over
nearest neighbor sites (see Fig. 1) and ∆ is the difference
in the energies associated with |B⟩ and |A⟩. Note that
the inter-site hopping term in Eq.-(1) only couples |B,m⟩
to |A,m+1⟩. In addition, one can introduce nearest and
next-nearest neighbor hoppings, J1 and J2 respectively,
that preserve the internal state:

Hsi
c =

∑
j>0

∑
S∈A,B

Jj |S,m+ j⟩⟨S,m|+H.c. (2)

The starting point of our analysis is a map of the
Jaynes-Cummings model to the Hamiltonian in Eq. (1)
where the lattice-site index comes from the photon num-
ber basis |m⟩ – an approach that has recently been
dubbed the Fock-Space-Lattice (FSL) picture [22, 23].
Specifically, consider a single quantized cavity mode with
annihilation operator b coupled with strength λ to a two-
level atom. The atomic state has raising and lowering
operators σ± and is subjected to an external classical
drive of strength µ [19, 24–26]. In this paper we only
consider the case where the classical drive (ωL) and the
cavity mode (ωc) are resonant with the atomic transition
(ωa), i.e., ωL = ωa = ωc. The simplified Hamiltonian is

Hd
JC =

(
λσ+b+ λσ−b† + µσ+ + µσ−) . (3)

Now, this model maps to Eq. (1) with a photon-number
(m)-dependent coupling vm,−1 ∝ λ

√
m that breaks trans-

lational symmetry under the usual FSL approach [22, 23]
which expands b as

b =

∞∑
n=0

√
n+ 1|n⟩⟨n+ 1| (4)

This is depicted in Fig. 2). The
√
n+ 1 term appears in

the hopping amplitudes for all known mappings from the
JC model to the SSH model [22, 23].
In this paper, we instead propose two maps which pre-

serve the translational symmetry, and relate the robust-
ness of coherent states to topological protection. The
first approach maps the Jaynes-Cummings model to the
fermionic SSH model using a bosonization and partial
refermionization approach. The second approach uses
deformed f-oscillators.
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FIG. 2. (a) An atom of transition frequency ωa is driven
resonantly by the cavity mode b (with oscillation frequency
ωc) and a classical drive of frequency ωL. λ and µ denote the
strength of atom-cavity interaction and atom-classical drives
respectively. |e⟩ and |g⟩ denote the atom’s excited and ground
states. The excited state |e⟩ exhibits a spontaneous decay
at a rate γ. (b) A Fock Space Lattice (FSL) representation
of the single-bosonic-mode Jaynes-Cummings Hamiltonian of
the setup in (a). The green and red lines denote the classical
resonant drive at ωc and the atom drive and the (quantum
cavity drive) on the atom (as in (a)). The red edges be-
tween Fock states |n⟩ with a photon number difference of 1
get stronger ∝

√
n. This FSL representation maps to Fig. 1

and Eq. (1) with J1 = J2 = 0 and vm,0 = µ, vm,−1 = λ
√
m.

Before proceeding to these two maps, we briefly discuss
the single-cavity-mode FSL approach that breaks trans-
lation invariance, whereby a coherent state emerges as a
dark state [19] when spontaneous decay of the atom is
introduced into Hd

JC (Eq. (3)). This corresponds to an
on-site decay on the |B⟩ modes in Hc (Eq. (1)). Note
that such a single-cavity-mode model is different from
the multimode or multi-atom extensions of the Jaynes-
Cummings models that are frequently studied for con-
structing quantum topology in FSLs [22, 23, 27]). Eq.
(3) can be mapped to Eq. (1) with vm,0 = µ and
vm,−1 = λ

√
m. The

√
m in vm,−1 precludes translational



3

symmetry and an exact mapping to a SSH model. In
the absence of a photon loss channel but in the pres-
ence of atom decay characterized by the jump operator
Lm =

√
γ|A,m⟩⟨B,m|, a dark stationary state localized

on the A sublattice is realized of the form,

|ψ̄⟩ =

∞∑
m=0

ϕ̄m|A,m⟩, thus, Lm|ψ̄⟩ = 0 (5)

|ψ̄⟩ = e−(−µ/λ)2/2
∞∑

m=0

(−µ/λ)m√
m!

|A,m⟩ (6)

The bosonic coherent state |α = −µ/λ⟩ represented by
Eq. (6) is an eigenstate of Hd

JC with energy E = 0, as
can be verified by direct substitution into Eq. (3).

III. MAP TO THE FERMIONIC SSH MODEL
AND FERMION-BOSON DUALITY

Next, we discuss the first mapping onto the fSSH
model, characterized by HSSH . This can be recast in
the form of Eq. (1), by identifying vm,−1 = tintercell = w,
vm,0 = tintracell = v, and vm,i = 0 for all i ̸= 0,−1. For
a semi-infinite lattice truncated at the left end, the left
edge state (ES) is a zero-energy eigenstate |ℓ⟩ of HSSH

[28]. This ES has support exclusively on the A sublattice:

|ℓ⟩ =
∑
m

ϕm|A,m⟩ = cℓ0

∞∑
m=0

(−v/w)m|A,m⟩ (7)

where we have used the normalization |cℓ0|2 = 1−(v/w)2.
The state |ℓ⟩ in Eq. (7) is normalizable only in the topo-
logically nontrivial regime (w > v), which features an ES
with E = 0. However, both Eq. (6) and Eq. (7) result
from the recurrence relation

vm,0ϕm + vm,−1ϕm+1 = 0, (8)

as derived by substituting the ansatz from Eq. (5) into
Eq. (3) and (1) respectively. The zero-energy solution
(Eq. (6)) to this recurrence relation exists for both µ > λ
and µ < λ. This is because, unlike a geometric series (as
in the fSSH case), the region of convergence for the ex-
ponential function is infinite. This ensures that the nor-
malization of ⟨ψ|ψ⟩ is finite and can be normalized to 1.
The inclusion of

√
m in vm,−1 helps achieve convergence

in both regimes.
We now propose a hitherto unused mapping idea from

the bosonic Jaynes-Cummings model to the fSSH model.
An important example of fermion-boson duality in 1D
is provided by the coherent (collective) fermionic excita-
tions of interacting 1D fermions, which can be bosonized
as,

b†q =

(
2π

L|q|

) 1
2 ∑
r=+1,−1

Θ(rq)ρ†r(q) (9)

FIG. 3. Linearized dispersion and the filled infinite Dirac
sea in bosonization theory of 1D fermions. kF (vF ) is the
Fermi wave-vector (velocity) around which the dispersion is
linearized. The wavevector q-dependent interactions V (q) are
classified into four kinds g1 through g4. g2 and g4 do not
change particle’s branch: L (left) or R (right) and little q is
involved. g1 and g3 involve substantial momentum transfer
as well transfer of branch.

where : ρ†r(q) :=
∑
k

c†r,k+qcr,k is the fermion density op-

erator, on the left L (r=-1) and right R (r=1) branches
(Fig. 3) respectively [29]. :: indicates normal ordering.
Θ(·) is the Heaviside step function. For a specific choice
of q (Eq. (9) is defined for q ̸= 0 only), only one den-
sity operator (either left or right) survives in Eq. (9).
Thus, their linear combination can be taken to define a
single annihilation operator, c(q) = Θ(q)cR + Θ(−q)cL.
We denote the prefactor by K(q) =

√
2π/L|q| to arrive

at,

b†q = K

kF∑
k=−∞

c†k+qck (10)

This operator raises any given k-state in the first Bril-
louin zone to a value higher by q, which is a k-vector of
the reciprocal lattice. Since this expansion of the boson
operator in Eq. (10) has no site-index dependence (such

as
√
k or a different k-dependent factor (unlike Eq. (4)),

we can aim to approach a map to a translationally sym-
metric model (e.g. the fSSH model). Using Eq. (10) in
Eq. (3) and choosing q = 1 in suitable units, we obtain,

H(1)
JC = tinter

(
σ+
∑
k

c†kck+1 + σ−
∑
k

c†k+1ck

)
+tintra

(
σ+ + σ−) (11)

with tinter = λK, tintra = µ. Thus, the JC model can
be mapped to a fSSH model. Manifestly, the tinter term
couples adjacent sites with opposite internal states (|A⟩,
|B⟩ in Fig. 1 and Eq. (1)’s vm,−1), as denoted by the
simultaneous action of σ+ and hopping from site k + 1

to k via c†kck+1, or the reverse. The tintra term couples
internal states on the same site (vm,0 in Eq. (1)).
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We now address the question of where such a 1D sys-
tem of fermions may be found that has the bosonic de-
scription of Eq. (11). Since the relative strength of the
two parameters µ and λ dictate the topological phase
transition, we wish to find out what these two parameters
represent in a 1D system. A famous model of interacting
fermions in 1D is [30],

Ĥ = Ĥ0 + Ĥint, Ĥ0 =
∑
k,α

ϵk,αψ̂
†
kαψ̂kα′ , (12)

ρ̂,αq =
∑
k

ψ̂†
kαψ̂k+q,α, (13)

Ĥint{ψ} =
1

2V

∑
q

∑
αα′

fαα
′

q ρ̂α−qρ̂
α′

q , (14)

=
1

2V

∑
k

∑
q

∑
αα′

fαα
′

q ψ̂†
k+q,αψ̂kαρ

α′

q , (15)

where ψ̂kσ(ψ̂
†
kσ) is the canonical fermionic annihilation

(creation) operator with wave-vector k and spin σ. We
emphasize that there is no approximation involved in go-
ing from Eq. (14) to Eq. (15), we are attempting to inter-
pret an interacting fermionic system as a fermion-boson
problem, (and later recast the problem into a spin-boson
problem). This is related to a Hubbard-Stratonovich
transformation [31, 32]. The non-interacting part may
be written (‘bosonized’) in terms of boson operators bq
from Eq. (9) [29, 33],

H0 ≃
∑
q ̸=0

vF |q|b†qbq =
∑
q ̸=0

Hq, (16)

This is a famous result from 1D bosonization theory
where the non-interacting bosonic dispersion is also lin-
ear, and have well defined energy and momentum for
small q [29, 33]. Quadratic fermionic interactions lead to
free quadratic theory for the bosons, on par with inter-
acting quartic fermionic interactions.

We may divide up in equal halves the Hamiltonian Hq

in Eq. (16) to write it in a composite fermion-boson
representation (we ‘partially’ replace back the bosons i.e.
only one of the two from Eq. (9)),

Hq =
vF |q|K(q)

2

kF∑
k=−∞

(
b†qc

†
kck+q + c†k+qckbq

)
, (17)

where Eq. (10) was used. Next, we employ Abrikosov’s
pseudo-fermion representation [34–37] (functionally sim-
ilar to the well-known Schwinger boson representation),

c†k+qck = σ+
q (k); and c†kck+q = σ−

q (k), (18)

under the constraint, c†k+qck+q + c†kck = 1. With a pref-

actor J(q) = vF |q|K(q)/2 we arrive at,

Hq = J(q)

kF∑
k=−∞

(
b†qσ

−
q (k) + σ+

q (k)bq
)

(19)

Writing Hq =
∑

kHk,q and again setting q = 1 as in Eq.
(11), Hk maps to the atom-cavity coupling term of the
JC model with J(q) ≡ λ in Eq. (3).
But, what of the drive on the atom – the term

µσ+ + µσ− in Eq. (3)? We now show that interac-
tions (added to the non-interacting model discussed so
far) can lead to such drives on the envisioned spin/atom.
We consider re-fermionization of the bosonization prob-
lem. As detailed in Ref. [29, 33], in the theory of g-ology,
four kinds of interactions are considered g1, g2, g3, and
g4, and two bosonic fields θ and ϕ are introduced. The
g2, g4 interactions simply renormalize the coefficients in
the quadratic bosonic Hamiltonian of the non-interacting

model, H = 1
2π

∫
dx
[
uK (∇θ)2 + u

K (∇ϕ)2
]
. The terms

u andK are known in terms of vF , g2, and g4 [29, 33](this
happens to be the set-up for Luttinger liquids, which are
well-known to be found in 1D).
For example, the bosonic field ϕσ(x) is in-

troduced from g1⊥ interaction of the now-spinful

fermions, Hg1 = g1⊥
∑
σ

[
ψ†
L,σψR,σψ

†
R,−σψL,−σ

]
=

g1⊥
(2πα)2

∑
s=↑,↓

[
ei(−2ϕs(x))ei(2ϕ−s(x))

]
, leading eventually to,

Hg1 =

∫
dx

2g1⊥
(2πα)2

cos
(
2
√
2ϕσ(x)

)
(20)

defined in terms of ϕσ(ρ) =
1√
2
[ϕ↑(x)∓ ϕ↓(x)]. The other

field θ (commutes with ϕ) is also introduced and the two
pairs (ϕρ, θρ) and (ϕσ, θσ) obey the standard commuta-
tion relations.
The idea of refermionization hinges on interpreting the

cosine terms as in Eq. (20) in terms of original fermionic
operators. We consider the refermionzation of the Umk-
lapp process g3 (requires the presence of a lattice and
periodic k-space) that leads to the cosine interaction in
terms of ϕρ(x).

Hb =

∫
dx

2g3
(2πα)2

cos
(
2
√
2ϕρ(x)− δx

)
, (21)

where δ is the doping so that 4kF = 2π/a + δ with
q = δ/2π leading to ei4kF x = eiδx. The idea of refermion-
ization is recognizing that

ψ†
R(x)ψL(x) =

1

2πα
ei2ϕ(x) (22)

and a Hamiltonian may be found in terms of cR,k and
cL,k [29, 33]. For our problem, we define a rescaled field

ϕ′ρ(x) such that 2
√
2ϕ′ρ(x) = 2

√
2ϕρ(x)− δx. The corre-

sponding fermionic operators would be, ψ†
k(x)ψk+q(x) =

1
2παe

i2ϕ(x) and they would contribute the term in the k-
representation,

πα
2g3

(2πα)2

∑
k

(
c†k+qck + c†kck+q

)
(23)

In the Abrikosov spin-representation (Eq. (18)), they
contribute to the driven JC Hamiltonian in Eq. (3), the
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drive term µσ++µσ− (µ being the prefactor in Eq. (23)).
In summary, the non-interacting part in Eq. (12) leads to
the JC term, and g1, g3 interactions lead to the atom driv-
ing part in the LJC model of Eq. (3). This accomplishes
our first objective– to show the 1D fermion-boson duality
may bridge the gap between interacting fermionic sys-
tems and light-matter interaction type spin-boson model
that possess CS eigenstates (see also [38]).

IV. MAP USING F-OSCILLATORS

For the second approach, we do not map the bosonic
operator b to fermionic density fluctuations (Eq. 10) but
instead look for a modification to the JC Hamiltonian
itself, which directly hosts eigenstates that are edge states
(ES) possessing a geometric series form of Eq. 7. Such an
eigenstate has been reported in quantum optics literature
as a nonlinear coherent state (NLCS) of the nonlinear
Jaynes Cummings model (NLJC), [40, 41],

Hn
JC =

(
λσ+af(a, a†) + λσ−f(a, a†)a†

)
(24)

where we use bosonic mode a instead of b to distinguish
from Eq. (3). With this intensity-dependent nonlinearity
f(a, a†), the Hamiltonian in Eq. (3) (now generalized to
NLJC) can also generate a SU(1,1) nonlinear coherent
state (NLCS) [21, 33, 42]. These NLCS are defined with
respect to a deformed displacement operator with the aid
of the deformation function f(n̂ = â†â) [41, 43, 44]. They
are also referred to as quantum mechanical f-oscillators,
with deformed creation and annihilation operators [41],

Â† = f(n̂)a†, Â = âf(n̂). (25)

Here we are interested in the choice of f(n̂) = 1/
√
n̂ (the

“Susskind-Glogower” operator [45, 46]) or the so-called
quantum mechanical phase operator [47],

A|n⟩ = |n− 1⟩, A†|n⟩ = |n+ 1⟩, A|0⟩ = 0 (26)

In addition, the coherent states become |α⟩ =
N1(|α|2)−1/2

∑∞
n=0 α

n|n⟩, i.e. a “Susskind-Glogower
CS” ([45, 48]) having the same geometric series form as

Eq. (7), that is, without the
√
n! of a coherent state’s

Fock-basis expansion in the denominator. Therefore, the
ES of the fSSH model may be thought of as a NLCS of a
deformed oscillator. An injective mapping may be envi-
sioned from LJC model to NLJC, where CS of the former
maps to the NLCS of the latter. This mapping would be
the same one (in a matrix form) as the mapping to a fSSH
model discussed before i.e. “the first mapping”. And,

the k indices in the model H(1)
JC in Eq. (11) are in fact

the photon number index n in Eq. (4). In essence, the
two mappings lead to the same matrix representation of
the Hamiltonians in their respective bases (the {An, Bn}
site basis for the fSSH model, and the deformed Fock-
state basis for the f-oscillators), although the constituent
Hilbert spaces are different.

For the second mapping, we now consider the ques-
tion if such a mapping to a Fock-state basis (without
the

√
n coupling) actually provides us with a meaning-

ful Hilbert space of basis states, which is required for
quantum mechanical consistency. Fortunately, this re-
sult already exists in literature [49]. We elucidate it
in the supplementary material [33] and provide a suc-
cinct summary here. Briefly, we can consider a set of
nested Hilbert spaces, formally called a Gelfand triple:
hF , h, and hF−1 (with respective orthonormal basis sets

{ϕFn }, {ϕn}, {ϕF
−1

n }) for giving NLCS a proper quan-
tum mechanical standing. Each has standard oscilla-
tor operators {a, a†, N} and subscripted with F−1 and
F that can be considered in other’s Hilbert spaces as
well. If b in Eq. (3) is assumed to be aF in the
Hilbert space hF , then in the Hilbert space h, it becomes
the deformed annihilation operator A [33, 41, 49], with
Aϕn = f(n)

√
nϕn−1, A

†ϕn = f(n+1)
√
n+ 1ϕn+1 (as in

Eqs. (25), (26) with f(n) = 1/
√
n). In the Hilbert space

h, ηFz = N (|z|2)− 1
2

∞∑
n=0

znϕn

f(n)!
√
n!

[33, 49] is a NLCS, but in

it’s own Hilbert space hF it is a proper canonical CS with
normalization well understood from quantum optics.

V. COHERENT DRIVES AND THEIR EFFECT
ON EDGE STATES

Finally, we consider adding two extra drives to the
linear JC model (Eq. (1)) and analyze their effects on
the topological protection of SSH edge states and the
immunity of CS to entanglement.

H(1)
c = i

(
Fb† − F ∗b

)
(27)

H(2)
c = i

(
Gb2 −G∗b†

2
)

(28)

F and G represent respectively a single-photon drive and
a two-photon parametric drive, and they are classical co-
herent state amplitudes themselves. With the mapping
defined by Eq. (10), the translationally symmetric mod-

els will have J±1 = F from H
(1)
c and J±2 = G from H

(2)
c .

Hopping within the same sublattice breaks particle-hole
symmetry [50] as well as chiral symmetery, but not inver-
sion symmetry [39, 51]. Both models can have an edge
state in the topologically nontrivial regime; however, the
energy of such an edge state is not pinned to zero (or the
midgap) due to the breaking of inversion symmetry [39].
We are interested in the question if they can have the
geometric series shape of Eq. (7), an ES of the form of a
CS in the bosonic basis.

If the CS amplitude F was replaced by a bosonic mode

in H
(1)
c , it would become a beam-splitter Hamiltonian,

and such transformations are not expected to get the
mode b entangled [5]. In fact, Ref. [52] showed that

drives such as in H
(1)
c do not corrupt the CS form even

if their amplitude is time dependent.
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FIG. 4. (a) Eigenspectrum of the fSSH model appended with H
(1)
c with varying strength of |J1|, tinter = −2, tintra = −1.

The mid-gap ES energy linearly shifts as EES = −2tintra/tinterJ1 (Ref. [39]) and merges with the bulk bands at J1 = −1.
(b,c,d): The ES wavefunction at (b) J1 = −0.5, J2 = 0, (c)J1 = −0.5, J2 = −0.5, and (c) J1 = −0.9, J2 = 0 calculated
numerically (‘+’ and ‘x’ markers). Lines represent best fits to Eq. (7) for each sublattice A and B. With J2 = 0, the fitting is
highly accurate for small |J1| and becomes less accurate only when EES approaches the bulk bands (|J1| ≈ 1), conforming to
the unentangled product shape in Eq. (29) throughout. Introduction of next-nearest-neighbor coupling J2 in the SSH model,
equivalent to two-photon drive in the mapped JC model, worsens the fitting much faster than J1 as well as entangles the ES
with the sublattice degree of freedom. More plots can be found in Figs. 6, 7 and especially Fig. 8. of the Supplemantary
Material [33].

The nonlinear process in H
(2)
c , on the other hand, is

well known to produce degenerate squeezing through a
parametric process, and the Poissonian distribution of
the CS in the original bosonic Fock-state lattice basis is
lost [53–57]. In the mapped translationally symmetric
fSSH model, this corresponds to a loss of the geometric
series form of the CS. Note that the coherent state is not
an eigenstate of either H

(1)
c or H

(2)
c .

To numerically verify that these well-known quantum
optical insights are preserved by the translationally in-
variant maps, we calculate the eigenstates and eigenval-

ues of an fSSH model with either H
(1)
c or H

(2)
c or both

appended, while varying the strengths of J±1 = F and
J±2 = G. We fix the intercell and intracell hopping
strengths of the unmodified inversion-symmetric fSSH
model at tinter = −2, tintra = −1. Our calculations con-
firm that the eigenstate components ψm

A,B can be fitted

with Eq. (7) satisfactorily as long as EES is sufficiently
away from the bulk bands (Fig. 4b, J1 = −0.5). These
regions are where a coherent state would be supported
in the corresponding bosonic model. For larger value of
J1, the EES approach the bulk bands and the quality of
the fit to Eq. (7) is degraded (Fig. 4d, J1 = −0.9). The
turning on of J2 on the other hand makes this fitting to
Eq. (7) unsatisfactory very quickly, even for small values

of J2 (Fig. 4c, J2 = −0.5). The H
(2)
c model possesses

the same symmetries as H
(1)
c , and has a topological edge

state, but does not entail an ES that maps to a coherent
state, that is, one that follows a geometric series form in
the translationally invariant map [33]. More examples of

the variation of the eigenstates for various values of J1
and J2 are shown in Figs. 6, 7 and especially Fig. 8 of
the Supplementary material [33]. In the quantum trajec-
tory [58, 59] method of quantum dynamics, the system
wavefunction evolves nonunitarily according to the ef-
fective non-Hermitian Hamiltonian, Heff = Hc − iγ2a

†a
between quantum jumps. In our fermionic model, this
adds constant (imaginary) terms to the diagonal terms,
which do not alter the eigenstates, or topological invari-
ants and the CS eigenstate. Thus the requirements of
exact pointer states under photon loss can be fulfilled
trivially [33],[5, chapter-4.4.5]. In the Supplemental ma-
terial [33], we prove that the evolution of the edge state
in the fermionic model preserves the product structure,

|α⟩(t)⊗
[
c0
c1

]
= |αe−(iωα+ γ

2 )t⟩ ⊗
[
c0
c1

]
, (29)

which is in exact analogy to a cavity mode evolving under
photon loss decay channel, Li =

√
γa. The ci coefficients

are the support in the two sublattices B and A. More-
over, we show that the product structure is not violated
for nonzero J1 even if large, which indicates the robust-
ness of coherent states to entanglement with the environ-
mental loss channel, but is violated for any nonzero J2
since the corresponding Fock-space lattice Hamiltonian
has parametric two-photon drive or equivalently, squeez-
ing terms. The breakdown of the product state form
signifies entanglement with the environment as expected
for most states other than coherent states, since the co-
herent state structure (or geometric series form in the



7

mapped translationally invariant model) is not preserved
in the presence of these squeezing interactions [33].

VI. CONCLUSIONS

We have shown that there is a intricate connection be-
tween coherent states of electromagnetic fields and expo-
nentially localized topological edge states. While we as-
sumed optical photons for our analysis since the quantum
electrodynamics (QED) of an atom-cavity coupled sys-
tem is arguably the most relevant scenario, this connec-
tion should extend to any bosonic excitation by studying
Glauber’s coherent state forms [60] of the corresponding
harmonic oscillator mode. Examples include microwave
cavity photons in circuit QED, and resonator phonons
coupled to superconducting qubits in quantum acousto-
dynamics [61–64], potentially including spins [65, 66],
as long as the physical structure supports a mecha-
nism of coherently driving the two-level atom-like sys-
tem. As a general rule, we found that the associated
fermion model requires a midgap edge state. We ob-
served that edge states obeying a geometric series form
in the mapped fermionic model are equivalent to coher-
ent states in the original bosonic model in a Fock-space
lattice, and thus were observed to understandably resist

entanglement with the environment. It is possible that
future work will reveal other existing edge states of differ-
ent shapes that could also resist entanglement with the
environment, and our analysis leaves this question open.
However, we establish, both through quantum optical ar-
guments and through numerical calculations that a para-
metric two-photon drive or degenerate squeezing terms
lead to rapid breakdown of the coherent state form, as re-
flected in the bosonic lattice and in the mapped fermionic
model. Thus, the fermion-boson duality mapping we
have harnessed in this paper also reveals that a paramet-
ric two-photon drive does not resist entanglement with
the environment for an edge state. We anticipate that
this fermion-boson duality can be extended to arrays of
coupled cavities, with each cavity potentially supporting
multiple bosonic modes [64] or containing more than one
atom to unravel further interconnections between quan-
tum optics and topological physics.
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