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Abstract

The geometric phases for standard coherent states which is widely used in quantum optics have

attracted a large amount of attention. Nevertheless, few physicists consider about the counterpart of

non-linear coherent states, which are useful in the description of the motion of a trapped ion. In this

paper, the non-unitary and non-cyclic geometric phase for two nonlinear coherent and one squeezed

states are formulated respectively. Moreover, some their properties are discussed respectively, such

as gauge transformation and non-locality. The geometric phases for standard coherent and squeezed

states are recovered under a particular condition. When the time evolution undergoes a period, their

corresponding cyclic geometric phases are achieved as well. For the unitary and cyclic geometric

phase of the standard squeezed state, the connection with surface area of a sphere with unitary

radius in hyperbolic geometry is obtained.And the distinction between the geometric phases of the

two coherent states maybe regarded as a geometric criterion.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Recently, nonlinear coherent state and squeezed have caught attention of many physicists.

Filho and Vogel [2] have defined the nonlinear coherent states as the right eigenstate of a

generalized annihilation, whose concrete definition will be given in the following paragraph.

They researched not only the typical features of the standard coherent states but also the

strongly non-classical properties. B. Roy and P. Roy [7] used displaced-operator technique

to give a new nonlinear coherent sates. They also studied the non-classical properties of it,

such as quadrature squeezing, amplitude-squared squeezing and sub-Poissonian behavior. In

addition, Kwek and Kiang [3] defined nonlinear squeezed states and studied then nonlinear

extension of the single-mode squeezed states as well as sub-Poissonian behavior.

The above paragraph reviewed the developments of the nonlinear coherent and squeezed

state, now we pay attention to geometric phase, which is one of the most interesting devel-

opments relating to quantum mechanics in the recent 25 years. It is discovered by Berry[1]

in the context of adiabatic, unitary, cyclic evolution of time-dependent quantum system.

Besides of the significance of physics, it also has a geometrical interpretation which is given

by Simon[10]. It can be regarded as the holonomy of a line bundle L over the space of

parameters M of the system, if L is endowed with a natural connection.

Berry’s result was generalized by Aharonov and Anandan[11] via discarding the assump-

tion of adiabaticity.The Aharonov and Anandan phase(A-A phase) could be obtained by

the difference between the total phase and the dynamical one as well as be determined by

the loop integral of a natural connection on a U(1) principle fiber bundle over the space of

projective Hilbert space.

Subsequently, A-A phase was also generalized by Samuel and Bhandari[8]. Specifically

speaking, depending on the Pancharatnam’s earlier work[9], they found a more general phase

in the context of non-cyclic and non-unitary quantal evolution. However, their definition

is an indirect one, which depends on a geodesic closing the initial and the final points of

the open path. Moreover, it is not manifestly gauge invariant. Soon Pati [5, 6] had given

another definition without the need of geodesic, where a canonical one-form is defined and

the line integral of it gives the geometric phase. It is invariant under phase and gauge

transformation.

Based on the formulation given by Pati, the present paper aims at giving non-cyclic and
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non-unitary geometric phases of nonlinear coherent and squeezed states. It is organized as

follows. Section II reviews nonlinear coherent and squeezed states as well as the non-unitary

and non-cyclic geometric phase. In Sec. III, the geometric phases of the two nonlinear

coherent state are calculated. Moreover we analyze the the distinction between the two

geometric phase and some of their properties. In Sec. IV, the geometric phase of squeezed

states is given. And some of its properties are discussed. At the end of this paper, a

conclusion is drawn.

II. REVIEWS OF NONLINEAR COHERENT AND SQUEEZED STATE AND GE-

OMETRIC PHASE

For nonlinear coherent states, the generalized annihilation and creation operators are

introduced by

A = af(N), A† = f(N)a†,

where a(a†) is the harmonic oscillator annihilation (creation) operator, N = a†a, and f(x)

is a reasonably well behaved real function. And A and A† satisfy the following nonlinear

algebra

[A, A†] = (N + 1)f 2(N + 1)−Nf 2(N). (1)

So we can construct the coherent operator, i.e. , exp(αA− α∗A†).However, because of Eq.

(1), we can’t apply BCH disentangling theorem to obtain the coherent operator. So we

construct another two operators B and B† which have the following commutation relation

[A, B†] = 1

and

[B, A†] = 1,

where B = a 1
f(N)

and B† = 1
f(N)

a†. As a result, the coherent state operator can be con-

structed as

D1(β) = exp(βB† − β∗A)

and

D(β) = exp(βA† − β∗B).

3



Nevertheless, the above two operator are not unitary. When both of them act on the vacuum

state, we can get two coherent states which are

|β1〉 = |D1(β)|0〉 = exp(βB† − β∗A)|0〉 = exp

(

−|β|2
2

)

exp(βB†) exp(−β∗A)|0〉

and

|β〉 = D(β)|0〉 = exp(βA† − β∗B)|0〉 = exp

(

−|β|2
2

)

exp(βB†) exp(−β∗A)|0〉

via BCH theorem. Both of them are represented in the energy eigenstate, i.e. ,

|β1〉 = e−
|β|2

2

∞
∑

n=0

βn 1

f(n)!
√
n!
|n〉 (2)

and

|β〉 = e−
|β|2

2

∞
∑

n=0

βnf(n)!√
n!

|n〉 (3)

where f(n)! = f(1) · · ·f(n).
Furthermore, Kwek and Kiang pointed out that the squeezed operator can have the

following definitions

S1(ζ) = exp

[

1

2
(ζB†2 − ζ∗A2)

]

and

S(ζ) = exp

[

1

2
(ζA†2 − ζ∗B2)

]

.

Also, when the two above operators act on the vacuum state, one can get the so-called

squeezed state, i.e. ,

|ζ1〉 = S1(ζ)|0〉 = exp

[

1

2
(ζB†2 − ζ∗A2)

]

|0〉

and

|ζ〉 = S(ζ)|0〉 = exp

[

1

2
(ζA†2 − ζ∗B2)

]

|0〉.

If the above two states are expanded in the energy eigenstates, we can find that they coincide

with each other, that is to say,

|ζ〉 = |ζ1〉 = N
∞
∑

n=0

(

eiϕ tanh(r)

2

)n
f(2n)!

√

(2n)!

n!
|2n〉,

where N is a indefinite coefficients and ζ = reiϕ. By the way, the following formulas maybe

useful in expanding the squeezed state, which are

exp

[

1

2
(ζB†2 − ζ∗A2)

]

A exp

[

−1

2
(ζB†2 − ζ∗A2)

]

= cosh(r)A− eiϕ sinh(r)B†
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and

exp

[

1

2
(ζA†2 − ζ∗B2)

]

B exp

[

−1

2
(ζA†2 − ζ∗B2)

]

= cosh(r)B − eiϕ sinh(r)A†.

The above paragraphs are about nonlinear coherent and squeezed states. And it is well-

known that the coherent and squeezed operators are non-unitary. Hence, to calculate the

geometric phase, we must know the methods of calculating the non-unitary case, which are

reviewed in the following paragraphs. Moreover, it is also applied to non-cyclic evolution.

For a non-cyclic evolution, a way must be found to compare two different quantal state.

According to Pancharatnam connection, the total phase can be formulated as

χ = arg

〈

ψ(0)

‖ ψ(0) ‖ | ψ(t)

‖ ψ(t) ‖

〉

, (4)

where ‖ ψ(t) ‖ denotes the norm of the state vector |ψ(t)〉. And the dynamical phase could

be written as

δ = −i
t
ˆ

τ=0

〈

ψ(τ)

‖ ψ(τ) ‖|
d

dτ
| ψ(τ)

‖ ψ(τ) ‖

〉

dτ.

Hence the geometric phase [4] reads

γ = χ− δ. (5)

In order to spell out the geometric aspects of the above equation, Pati [5, 6] introduce the

reference section which is

|χ0(t)〉 =
〈ψ(t)|ψ(0)〉
|〈ψ(t)|ψ(0)〉|

|ψ(t)〉
‖ ψ(t) ‖ . (6)

It is easily verified that 〈χ0(0)|χ0(t)〉 is always real and positive during the evolution, in

another word the two state vectors are in phase, which is in accordance with the Pancharat-

nam condition. Moreover, substituting Eq. (6) into Eq. (5), the non-cyclic and non-unitary

geometric phase could be expressed as

γ = i

t
ˆ

τ=0

〈

χ0(τ)|
d

dτ
|χ0(τ)

〉

dτ mod 2π. (7)

It is not very complex to verify that the geometric phase is independent of the choice of the

phase of the state |ψ(t)〉 of the quantum system, reparametrization invariant and manifestly

gauge invariant. Furthermore the geometric phase could reduce to Berry phase and Aharonov

and Anandan phase under a appropriate limit.
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We have already reviewed both the nonlinear coherent and squeezed state, as well as

non-cyclic and non-unitary geometric phase. So we can research further on the geometric

phase of nonlinear coherent and squeezed state.

III. GEOMETRIC PHASE FOR NONLINEAR COHERENT STATE

At any time t > 0, the first coherent state vector is given by

|β1(t)〉 = e−
|β|2

2

∞
∑

n=0

βn 1

f(n)!
√
n!
e−iEnt|n〉, (8)

where En = ω(1
2
+n) and we set ~ = 1 for simplicity. In order to calculate the corresponding

geometric phase, we must know the reference section (6). At first, let’s calculate the first

fraction of Eq. (6). In polar coordinate, regarding this problem, the first fraction is expressed

as
〈β1(t)|β1(0)〉
|〈β1(t)|β1(0)〉|

= e−iχ = exp

[

i arctan(
Im(〈β1(t)|β1(0)〉)
Re(〈β1(t)|β1(0)〉)

)

]

, (9)

Where χ is the total phase in accordance with Eq. 4.So it is necessary to calculate the inner

product

〈β1(t)|β1(0)〉 = e−|β|2
∞
∑

n=0

|β|2n
[f(n)!]2n!

cos(Ent) + ie−|β|2
∞
∑

n=0

|β|2n
[f(n)!]2n!

sin(Ent). (10)

Substituting Eq. (10) into Eq. (9), one can gets

− χ = arctan

∑∞
n=0

|β|2n

[f(n)!]2n!
sin(Ent)

∑∞
n=0

|β|2n

[f(n)!]2n!
cos(Ent)

. (11)

Second, to seek for ‖ β1(t) ‖, we can calculate it in this way, i.e. ,

N1 =‖ β1(t) ‖=
√

〈β1(t)|β1(t)〉 = e−
|β|2

2

{

∞
∑

n=0

|β|2n
[f(n)!]2n!

}
1

2

, (12)

which is independent of time. Third, we will obtain the reference section, which is

|χ0(t)〉 =
1

N1
e−iχe−

|β|2

2

∞
∑

n=0

βn 1

f(n)!
√
n!
e−iEnt|n〉,

via substituting Eq. (8) Eq. (9) and Eq. (12) into Eq. (6). It is in phase with the initial

reference section |χ0(0)〉, which is in accordance with Pancharatnam condition. Fourth, the

6



connection is calculated, which takes this form

i〈χ0(t)|
d

dt
|χ0(t)〉 =

dχ

dt
+ ω







1

2
+ |β|2

∑∞
n=0

|β|2n

[f(n)!]2n!
1

[f(n+1)]2

∑∞
n=0

|β|2n

[f(n)!]2n!







, (13)

by use of Eq. (12). Finally, the non-unitary and non-cyclic geometric phase is got, i.e. ,

γ(t) = − arctan

∑∞
n=0

|β|2n

[f(n)!]2n!
sin(Ent)

∑∞
n=0

|β|2n

[f(n)!]2n!
cos(Ent)

+ ωt







1

2
+ |β|2

∑∞
n=0

|β|2n

[f(n)!]2n!
1

[f(n+1)]2

∑∞
n=0

|β|2n

[f(n)!]2n!







mod 2π,

(14)

by substituting Eq. (11) and Eq. (13) into Eq. (7). It is regarded as the result of parallel

transport with the Pancharatnam connection, which uncover the geometric meaning.

Furthermore, let’s discuss about the above geometric phase. Except for the general

properties of geometric phase such as reparametrization invariant and manifestly gauge

invariant under the gauge transformation |χ′
0(t)〉 = ei2nπ|χ0(t)〉 [6], where n is integer, let’s

discuss some special ones. To begin with, when f(n) = 1, the nonlinear coherent state is

reduced to the normal coherent sate, so is the corresponding geometric phase. It takes this

form

γ = − arctan

∑∞
n=0

|β|2n

n!
sin(Ent)

∑∞
n=0

|β|2n

n!
cos(Ent)

+ ωt

(

1

2
+ |β|2

)

mod 2π, (15)

which coincides with the result of [6]. Moreover, if the quantum state undergoes cyclic

evolution, the geometric phase (14) becomes

γ

(

2π

ω

)

= 2π|β|2
∑∞

n=0
|β|2n

[f(n)!]2n!
1

[f(n+1)]2

∑∞
n=0

|β|2n

[f(n)!]2n!

mod 2π.

In addition, if the different nonlinear function f(n) is chosen, we would get different geo-

metric phase (14). In this paper, we choose

f(n) = L1
n(η

2)[(n + 1)L0
n(η

2)]−1, (16)

which is important to describe the motion of a ion in a harmonic potential and interaction

with two laser fields [2]. Ln
m are generalized Laguerre polynomials which is characterized by

the Lamb-Dicke parameter η. To get some intuition about the evolution of the geometric

phase with respect to time t, we show it in Fig. (1), where we choose |β|2 = 1 and ω = π/4.

When η = 0, f(n) = 1, so that the geometric phase of non-linear coherent states reduce to

the standard case (15), which is shown in Curve (1) in the figure (1). It is known that when
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Figure 1: The geometric phase according to Eq. (14) together with Eq. (16) is shown for various

values of η. Curve (1), η = 0; Curve (2), η = 0.33; Curve (3), η = 0.6; Curve (4), η = 0.8. (This

figure is in colour only in the electronic version)

η increases, the corresponding graph varies as well. All of these curves vary non-linearly

with time in contrast with dynamical phases, which vary linearly with time. This is a main

difference between the geometric phases and the dynamical ones.Finally, let’s focus on the

non-locality of Eq. 14. Pati [6] has proved that along the geodesic the geometric phase

is equal to zero. Hence, if we join the end points by a geodesic, the line integral (7) can

be converted to a surface integral by Stokes’s theorem. So the non-locality for this specific

problem is unveiled.

In the above paragraphs, we have discussed the above non-unitary and non-cyclic geo-

metric phase of the first nonlinear coherent state. Now let’s study the counterpart of another

nonlinear coherent state. For t > 0, the time evolution of the state vector reads

|β(t)〉 = e−
|β|2

2

∞
∑

n=0

βnf(n)!√
n!
e−iEnt|n〉.

By similar calculation, we can obtain the geometric phase, which is

γ(t) = − arctan

∑∞
n=0

|β|2n[f(n)!]2

n!
sin(Ent)

∑∞
n=0

|β|2n[f(n)!]2

n!
cos(Ent)

+ωt

{

1

2
+ |β|2

∑∞
n=0

|β|2n[f(n)!]2

n!
[f(n+ 1)]2

∑∞
n=0

|β|2n[f(n)!]2

n!

}

mod 2π.

(17)

In short, the similar properties with the above case are ignored. Let’s concentrate on the

special ones. At first, let’s see the distinction between the geometric phase of the first

nonlinear coherent state (14) and the second one (17). It is not very hard to be observed

that f(n) which is the mark of the non-linearity is in the denominator position in the first
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(1)

(2)
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Figure 2: The geometric phase according to Eq. (17) together with Eq. (16) is shown for various

values of η. Curve (1), η = 0; Curve (2), η = 0.33; Curve (3), η = 0.6; Curve (4), η = 0.8. (This

figure is in colour only in the electronic version)

case, whereas it becomes in the numerator position in the second case. So the geometric

phase plays the pole of a criterion, which tell the geometric difference of the two coherent

states. Moreover, if f(n) = 1, Eq. (17) is also reduced to the normal case (15). In addition,

while |β(t)〉 go through cyclic evolution, the geometric phase (17) is transformed to be

γ

(

2π

ω

)

= 2π|β|2
∑∞

n=0
|β|2n[f(n)!]2

n!
[f(n + 1)]2

∑∞
n=0

|β|2n[f(n)!]2

n!

mod 2π.

Last but not least, again in order to get the intuition of Eq. 17, we show it in Fig. 2. For

the sake of comparison with Fig. (1), we choose the same parameters i.e., ω and |β|2.Again

we can see that the impact of f(n), which is shown in Curve (2), (3) and (4).However, some

one may astonished by the discontinuity of the geometric phase at the point t = 0. The

reason is that we have adjust the geometric phase to [0, 2π]. If we make the discontinuous

parts of the curves minus 2π, we will again obtain a continuous curve.

IV. GEOMETRIC PHASE FOR NONLINEAR SQUEEZED STATE

In the previous section, the geometric phases of the two non-linear coherent states are

obtained respectively. Now, in this section, we will research the counterpart of squeezed

state. However, the two non-linear squeezed state coincide with each other. So we can
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concentrate on one case, whose state vector of time evolution has this form

|ζ(t)〉 = N
∞
∑

n=0

(

eiϕ tanh(r)

2

)n
f(2n)!

√

(2n)!

n!
e−iE2nt|2n〉, (18)

where E2n = ω(1
2
+ 2n). Firstly, let’s focus on the first fraction of the reference section (6),

which is expressed as

〈ζ(t)|ζ(0)〉
|〈ζ(t)|ζ(0)〉| = e−iχ = exp

[

i arctan

(

Im(〈ζ(t)|ζ(0)〉)
Re(〈ζ(t)|ζ(0)〉)

)]

, (19)

Where χ represents the total phase. Hence, we are ready to calculate the inner product, i.e.

,

〈ζ(t)|ζ(0)〉 = |N |2
∞
∑

n=0

[

tanh(r)

2

]2n
[f(2n)!]2(2n)!

(n!)2
[cos(E2nt) + i sin(E2nt)] . (20)

By use of Eq. (19) and Eq. (20), we can obtain

− χ = arctan

∑∞
n=0

[

tanh(r)
2

]2n
[f(2n)!]2(2n)!

(n!)2
sin(E2nt)

∑∞
n=0

[

tanh(r)
2

]2n
[f(2n)!]2(2n)!

(n!)2
cos(E2nt)

. (21)

Secondly, let’s concentrate on the denominator of the second fraction of the reference section

(6), i.e. , the norm of |ζ(t)〉, which is

N =
√

〈ζ(t)|ζ(t)〉 =
{

|N |2
∞
∑

n=0

[

tanh(r)

2

]2n
[f(2n)!]2(2n)!

(n!)2

}
1

2

. (22)

Thirdly, substituting Eq. (18), Eq. (19) and Eq. (22) into Eq.(6), one can get the reference

section

|χ0(t)〉 = e−iχN
N

∞
∑

n=0

(

eiϕ tanh(r)

2

)n
f(2n)!

√

(2n)!

n!
e−iE2nt|2n〉, (23)

which is in phase with |χ0(t)〉. Fourthly, by use of Eq. (23), we can get the connection

i〈χ0(t)|
d

dt
|χ0(t)〉 =

dχ

dt
+ω











1

2
+ tanh2(r)

∑∞
n=0

[

tanh(r)
2

]2n
[f(2n)!]2(2n)!

(n!)2
f 2(2n+ 1)f 2(2n+ 2)(2n+ 1)

∑∞
n=0

[

tanh(r)
2

]2n
[f(2n)!]2(2n)!

(n!)2











.

(24)

Finally, via integration of the above connection according to Eq. (7), the non-unitary and

non-cyclic geometric phase can be achieved, i.e. ,

γ(t) = χ+ ωt











1

2
+ tanh2(r)

∑∞
n=0

[

tanh(r)
2

]2n
[f(2n)!]2(2n+1)!

(n!)2
f 2(2n+ 1)f 2(2n+ 2)

∑∞
n=0

[

tanh(r)
2

]2n
[f(2n)!]2(2n)!

(n!)2











mod 2π.

(25)
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It is the outcome of parallel transport according to the Pancharatnam connection.

From above calculations, we have obtained the geometric phase (25), now let us go on to

discuss the properties. Above all, when f(n) = 1, the above result reduced to the counterpart

of normal squeezed state, which is

γ(t) = χ + ωt

{

1

2
+ sinh2(r)

}

mod 2π.

Moreover, when the quantal state undergoes cyclic evolution, we can obtain the correspond-

ing geometric phase, which takes this form

γ(
2π

ω
) = 2π tanh2(r)

∑∞
n=0

[

tanh(r)
2

]2n
[f(2n)!]2(2n+1)!

(n!)2
f 2(2n+ 1)f 2(2n+ 2)

∑∞
n=0

[

tanh(r)
2

]2n
[f(2n)!]2(2n)!

(n!)2

mod 2π.

Again, if f(n) = 1, the unitary and cyclic geometric phase is gained, i.e. ,

γ(t) = 2π sinh2(r) mod 2π,

which is exactly half the surface area of a sphere with unitary radius in hyperbolic geometry

[12]. This is the area in phase space enclosed by the phase space trajectory. At last, if

the same non-linear function (16) are chosen and the parameters are r = 4 and ω = π/400

respectively, we draw a graph of geometric phase Eq. (25), which is shown in Fig (3). Finally,

by use the similar demonstration, the geometric phase (25) has the non-local properties as

well. .

V. CONCLUSION AND ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

In summary, the non-cyclic and non-unitary geometric phases for nonlinear coherent and

squeezed states are formulated respectively. Furthermore, some of their properties are dis-

cussed such as gauge-invariant and non-locality. The geometric phases for standard coherent

and squeezed states are recovered if the non-linear function f(n) = 1. When the time evo-

lution undergoes a period, their corresponding cyclic geometric phases are achieved. For

the unitary and cyclic geometric phase of the standard squeezed state, a concrete geometric

meaning is obtained.
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Figure 3: The geometric phase according to Eq. (25) together with Eq. (16) is shown for various

values of η. Curve (1), η = 0; Curve (2), η = 0.33; Curve (3), η = 0.6; Curve (4), η = 0.8. (This

figure is in colour only in the electronic version)
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