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Highlights

Quasienergy operators and generalized squeezed states for systems

of trapped ions

Bogdan M. Mihalcea

• Based on the the Bargmann-Fock representation, we show that by
applying the time-dependent variational principle (TDVP) for the
Schrödinger equation on coherent states (CS) we infer the classical
Hamilton equations of motion for a single degree of freedom

• We investigate the time evolution for a multi-ion system and collective
many-body dynamics for a combined (Paul and Penning) trap. The
solution of the time-dependent Schrödinger equation is expressed by
means of an evolution operator. In order for the system under inves-
tigation to preserve stability, the associated quasienergy spectrum is
required to be discrete. Collective variables are employed to character-
ize the system dynamics, then we introduce the electric potential and
identify the equilibrium points (the configurations of minimum) for a
3D quadrupole ion trap (QIT)

• We demonstrate that time dependent Hamiltonians can be described
by means of evolution operators, which can be associated with the sym-
plectic group representation applied in order to build coherent states.
The expectation values of the quantum Hamilton function reduced
through the evolution operators applied to such states, determine a
classical Hamiltonian with a perturbative term that is time periodic

• We build the coherent states associated to the system by using the
generators of the Lie algebra for the symplectic group SL(2,R).

• We introduce the Hamilton functions for single-mode and multimode
two photon states. Furthermore, the two-photon algebra h6 stands for
the algebra of the two-photon group H6, which is exactly the dynami-
cal group of the unidimensional (1D) oscillator, realized as a semidirect
product between the N2 group and the SL(2,R) group previously con-
sidered. We also prove the test states for the system of interest repre-
sent coherent states for the Heisenberg-Weyl H4, symplectic SL(2,R),
and two-photon groups H6, respectively

http://arxiv.org/abs/2108.11628v2


• We introduce the Lie algebra generators for the unitary irreducible
representation (UIR) of the symplectic group Sp (2,R) and apply this
formalism to a harmonic oscillator (HO), for which we derive the expres-
sions for the classical kinetic, potential and total energy as a function
of the complex variables used

• We consider a system consisting of identical two-level atoms which un-
dergoes interaction with laser radiation. We infer the Hamilton func-
tion for the Dicke model in case of trapped ions. We model the optical
system as a HO interacting with an external laser field and use it to
engineer a squeezed state of the electromagnetic (EM field). Such an
approach enables one to build CS in an elegant manner, based on the
group theory
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Abstract

Collective many-body dynamics for time-dependent quantum Hamiltonian
functions is investigated for a dynamical system that exhibits multiple de-
grees of freedom, in this case a combined (Paul and Penning) trap. Quan-
tum stability is characterized by a discrete quasienergy spectrum, while the
quasienergy states are symplectic coherent states. We introduce the gener-
ators of the Lie algebra of the symplectic group SL(2,R), which we use to
build the coherent states (CS) associated to the system under investigation.
The trapped ion is treated as a harmonic oscillator (HO) to which we asso-
ciate the quantum Hamilton function. We obtain the kinetic and potential
energy operators as functions of the Lie algebra generators and supply the
expressions for the classical coordinate, momentum, kinetic and potential en-
ergy, as well as the total energy. Moreover, we also infer the dispersions for
the coordinate and momentum, together with the asymmetry and the flatness
parameter for the distribution. The system interaction with laser radiation
is also examined for a system of identical two-level atoms. The Hamilton
function for the Dicke model is derived. The optical system is modelled as a
HO (trapped ion) that undergoes interaction with an external laser field and
we use it to engineer a squeezed state of the electromagnetic (EM) field. Such
an approach enables one to build CS in a compact and smart manner by use
of the group theory. We consider coherent and squeezed states associated to
both ion dynamics and to the EM field.
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1. Introduction

The use of group theoretical methods in quantum physics, quantum op-
tics, and generally in theoretical physics, is by now a very well established
fact [1–3]. The group-theoretical approach developed by Perelomov [4] and
Gilmore [5] represents a versatile tool aimed at building different families
of coherent states (CS) [6]. On the other hand, a harmonic oscillator (HO)
is a well analysed problem in quantum mechanics [7]. The quantum time-
dependent harmonic oscillator (TDHO) has been used as a paradigm to por-
tray the dynamics of many physical systems [8–21]. Quantum dynamics of
harmonic oscillators is achieved by means of the so-called Peremolov’s gener-
alized coherent states [4, 22] of the Lie algebras [23] associated to the SU(1,1)
group and SU(2) group [24–27]. Quantum dynamics in a 3D combined ion
trap is characterized by the solution of the time-dependent quantum oscillator
equations [13, 15]. Furthermore, the CS approach leads to quantum solutions
that are explicitly constructed as functions of the classical trajectories on the
phase space [28]. Coherent states for a set of quadratic Hamiltonians in the
ion trap regime are engineered in [29] and then particularized to the asym-
metric Penning trap. Dynamical symmetries and the associated symmetry
groups have proven to achieve accurate description of trapped ion system
dynamics [13, 15, 30–33].

The quantum Hamiltonian and the evolution operator can be expressed in
terms of the Lie algebra generators, which allows one to obtain the propaga-
tor [34]. This approach can be applied to investigate quantum dynamics for
charged particles in electromagnetic (EM) fields [35], with examples that span
linear electrodynamic traps, the Kanai-Caldirola forced HO [36], a charged
particle in either oscillating magnetic field or constant magnetic field and os-
cillating electric field (combined Paul and Penning trap). Late investigations
demonstrate that by use of the Lewis-Riesenfeld invariant theory and Fock
states [16, 26], the quantum dynamics of a particle with time-varying mass
in a Paul trap can be described. Moreover, the time-dependent Schrödinger
equation for this problem admits solutions that are used to engineer CS for
a quantized particle in the Paul trap [37].

Recent advances in quantum optics enable trapping of single particles
or atoms [20, 38–41], while progress in quantum engineering techniques al-
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lows preparing these particles in well-defined quantum states [42–44], under
conditions of accurate control of the interaction between a quantum system
(trapped ions) and the environment [45–51]. Besides quantum optics, CS
are of large interest starting from pure mathematical topics up to physical
applications such as quantum gravity [52, 53]. In addition, high precision
measurements that include engineering of quantum correlated states, such
as quantum tests of physics beyond the Standard Model (SM) or relativistic
geodesy [54, 55], are driven by continuous progress recorded in the develop-
ment of ultrastable optical atomic clocks [56, 57]. Late results demonstrate
that spin squeezed states, generated using both ultracold atoms and ions,
exhibit reduced quantum projection noise which renders them very good
candidates for ultraprecise optical clocks [58, 59].

As methods for direct quantum simulation have been developed with
bosons and demonstrated to yield remarkable progress [60, 61], state of
the art experimental techniques and methods enable one to extend them
to fermionic atoms (such as 40K, for example [62]) [63–66] and so study an
even wider range of condensed matter systems [55, 57]. The 88Sr+ isotope ex-
hibits advantages similar to those of 40Ca+ in terms of simplicity of the level
scheme and availability of reliable solid-state laser sources required for cool-
ing and interrogation, which makes it an excellent candidate for an optical
clock together with other ion species such as 27Al+, 40Ca+, 115In+, 171Yb+,
etc. [56, 67, 68]. Furthermore, the experimental techniques used to average
the transition frequency over several Zeeman components in order to sup-
press the linear Zeeman, electric quadrupole, and quadratic Stark shift have
been established and firstly employed on the electric quadrupole reference
transition 2S1/2 −→ 2D5/2 of 88Sr+ [69]. The use of the odd isotope 87Sr
characterized by a half-integer nuclear spin I = 9/2, has also been explored
[56, 70]. Experimental results show that a high value of the nuclear spin I
entails non-negligible problems, such as the case for 43Ca+ ion [71].

Cooling mechanisms have been systematically investigated for the 88Sr
atomic species. A flaw of the 88Sr+ even isotope transition lies in the ab-
sence of a hyperfine structure, and hence a magnetic-field-insensitive mF =
0 → mF = 0 transition. An applied magnetic field of a few microTesla
(µT) splits the clock transition into five pairs of Zeeman components, with
each pair being distributed symmetrically about the line centre [70]. The
atoms belonging to Group 1 and especially Group 2 in the periodical table
of elements, provide an abundance of both bosonic and fermionic isotopes.
As an outcome of nucleon spin pairing, the bosonic isotopes of the Group 2
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(-like) atoms are characterized by even numbered atomic mass and nuclear
spin that equals zero. On the other hand, the fermionic isotopes exhibit odd
numbered atomic mass and nonzero nuclear spin. The nonzero nuclear spin
is associated with hyperfine splitting. This additional complication usually
makes bosonic isotopes for somewhat simpler systems for manipulation such
as laser cooling. But sometimes a hyperfine structure can bring an unex-
pected benefit, such as sub-Doppler cooling for fermionic isotopes [62, 72].
For example, the advantage of an even isotope such as 172Yb+ lies in the
absence of a hyperfine structure, which is associated with a low number of
electronic states that need to be addressed [73].

We also mention the issue of para-particles and their intriguing nature,
as they are neither bosons nor fermions. According to preliminary results
para-particles might represent accurate descriptions of physical phenomena
like topological phases of matter. Ref. [74] reports quantum simulation of
para-particle oscillators by tailoring the native couplings of two orthogonal
motional modes of a trapped ion, where the system reproduces the dynamics
of para-bosons and para-fermions of even order in an accurate manner.

This paper makes use of previous results, which we will shortly review in
the current paragraph. It was demonstrated that in case of a bosonic species
of nonneutral atoms confined in a Paul trap [64, 75], the quantum equation
of motion in the Husimi representation is equivalent with the one describing
the perturbed classical oscillator [76]. The solution of the time-dependent
Schrödinger equation can be expressed by means of an evolution operator
which we build. In order for the trapped ion system to preserve its stabil-
ity, the associated quasienergy spectrum needs to be discrete, as shown in
[13, 31, 77]. By applying the time dependent variational principle (TDVP)
[78] for the Schrödinger equation on CS orbits [33], one can infer the Hamil-
ton equations of motion on Kähler (symplectic) manifolds. Furthermore, we
also emphasize that the classical Hamilton functions associated to the system
are exactly the expectation values of the quantum Hamiltonian on symplectic
CS [31]. The formalism is then applied to Hamiltonians that are nonlinear
in the infinitesimal generators of a dynamical symmetry group, which is the
case for nonlinear 3D QIT. By using symplectic coherent states the explicit
classical equations of motion on the unit disk are derived, for any algebraic
model [23] that admits the dynamical group Sp (2,R) [77]. It was also proved
that the corresponding quasienergy states are explicitly realized as CS pa-
rameterized by the stable solutions of the corresponding classical equations
of motion. The model is then applied to infer the quantum Hamiltonian for
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both combined (Paul and Penning) and radiofrequency (RF) nonlinear traps
that exhibit axial symmetry. The classical Hamilton functions along with the
classical equations of motion are also retrieved for the particular traps inves-
tigated [77]. Collective many-body dynamics for time-dependent quantum
Hamilton functions was also investigated for a dynamical system that ex-
hibits multiple degrees of freedom, illustrated by means of a combined (Paul
and Penning) trap. By applying this analytical model to describe system
dynamics, we show that it is straightforward to determine the equilibrium
points for a 3D quadrupole ion trap (QIT) [79].

The paper is organized as follows: Sec. 2 reviews some of the fundamen-
tal properties of the CS associated to the HO. Based on the Bargmann-Fock
representation, we show that by applying the TDVP for the Schrödinger
equation on CS we infer the classical Hamilton equations of motion for a
single degree of freedom. Section 3 investigates generalized coherent states
(GCS) with an emphasize on particular applications for ion traps. In subsec-
tion 3.1 we discuss Coulomb crystals and state of the art techniques used to
engineer collective modes of motion for trapped ions, along with their areas
of application in quantum sensing and quantum metrology. We also talk
over fault tolerant quantum error correction (QEC) within the frame of QIP
schemes. Sec. 3.3 treats squeezed states and ion trap applications. Hamilton
functions that characterize single-mode and multimode two-photon systems
are discussed in Sec. 3.3.3 and 3.3.4 respectively, as well as the problem of
parameterization for squeezed states. We also supply the expectation value
of the electric field operator. In Sec. 4 we present general squeezed states
and introduce the generators of the Lie algebra for the Tk representation of
the symplectic group SL(2,R), which we use to build the CS associated to
the system. We treat the confined ion as a HO and introduce its associated
Hamilton function, then infer the kinetic and potential energy operators as
functions of the Lie algebra generators. Finally, we obtain the expressions for
the classical coordinate, momentum, kinetic and potential energy, together
with the expression of the total energy as a function of the complex variables
that we introduce [31, 77]. We also derive the dispersions for the coordinate
and momentum, along with the asymmetry and flatness parameter for the
distribution. Section 5 investigates interaction with external laser radiation
for a system consisting of identical two-level atoms, to which we associate
its Hamilton function. We further infer the Hamilton function for the Dicke
model using a collective operator to characterize trapped ions. We model
the optical system as a HO (trapped ion) that undergoes interaction with
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an external laser field. Matter light interaction is also reviewed within the
quantum picture frame in subsection 5.1, where we talk over quantum sim-
ulations of the Quantum Rabi Model (QRM) and of the generalized Dicke
model in quantum optics. Our approach enables one to elegantly build CS
by means of the group theory. Finally, Sec. 6 is dedicated to a discussion
of the results and conclusions. The approach used in the paper is twofold,
as we investigate harmonic oscillators (HO) (a) with respect to the modes of
the electromagnetic (EM) field and (b) in relation to the quantum dynam-
ics of the trapped ion. While the general formalism applies to both cases,
there are circumstances when different approaches are required, therefore the
paper treats these situations independently.

2. Glauber coherent states. Generalized coherent states.

We review some key aspects of CS that are relevant for the subject of
the paper. A CS represents a minimal uncertainty wave-packet derived by
E. Schrödinger [80]. Such a state was later introduced to quantum optics
by Glauber to represent the states of the quantized electromagnetic (EM)
field [81, 82]. Glauber has built the eigenstates of the annihilation operator
of the HO with an aim to investigate the correlation functions of the EM
field [83]. At the same time with Glauber and Sudarshan, Klauder created a
set of continuous states that included the basic ideas of the CS for arbitrary
Lie groups [84]. A decade later, a complete framework to describe the CS
associated to Lie groups was achieved, with certain properties that were
similar to those of the CS associated to the HO [3, 4, 85]. The main issue
pursued was to achieve a strong connection between CS and the dynamical
groups associated with quantum systems, as it is established that the HO
system exhibits a dynamical group which is the Weyl-Heisenberg group [86,
87]. Many quantum systems of interest exhibit dynamical symmetry groups
to which the generalized Gilmore-Perelomov CS can be associated [1, 4, 6,
22, 28, 83, 88]. These CS determine a framework based on the theory of
group representation and on the symplectic geometry of the phase spaces
associated as orbits, under which the global dynamical properties of the
quantum systems can be discussed. We briefly discussed about the impact
and importance of the CS in Section 1.

The linear algebraic models [23] are characterized by an intrinsic property
of stability of the CS: if at a certain moment of time the system is described
by a CS, it will preserve its state at any subsequent moment of time. The
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time evolution of the CS follows according to the associated classical tra-
jectories. Furthermore, similar to a classical particle the coherent oscillator
states do not spread out with time. From this point of view, the CS pro-
vide a natural framework to discuss the relationship between quantum and
classical mechanics [28, 77, 82, 89, 90]. The classical limit of the quantum
correlation functions for systems with many degrees of freedom has been
rigorously investigated by Hepp [91]. Generally, investigations on the occur-
rence of chaos (both classical and quantum) in quantum systems represent
an issue of large interest. Such studies are focused on searching and estab-
lishing a correspondence between classical and quantum mechanics [92, 93],
based on the CS framework. As the Husimi representation is characterized by
classical periodic orbits [94], it is used to establish connections between the
classical trajectories and the wave functions. In addition, in case of classical
unstable periodical orbits there exist discontinuities in the Husimi represen-
tation [95, 96]. The genuine Gaussian generalized coherent states (GCS) for
the Hydrogen atom are also called Gaussian-Klauder states. Furthermore,
Gaussian-Klauder states associated to the quantized EM field provide a gen-
eral framework aimed at building Husimi-Wigner distributions, which makes
them excellent candidates to establish a correspondence between quantum
and classical physics [82].

The concept of the algebra eigenstates is introduced in [1, 24] with an aim
to provide a unified description of the generalized coherent states [25, 97] and
of the intelligent states associated with a dynamical symmetry group. The
formalism is then applied to the two-photon algebra while the corresponding
algebra eigenstates are investigated by means of the Fock-Bargmann analytic
representation. CS associated with different dynamical symmetry groups
exhibit a large interest for quantum physics [98–100].

We will consider the Fock space F1 for a quantum system that exhibits a
single degree of freedom. We denote by a and a† the annihilation and creation
bosonic operators, respectively, and by |0〉 the vacuum state vector with unit
norm. According to Glauber [81] the coherent states of the EM field are built
based on any of the following definitions for the |α〉 CS [15, 45, 101]:

A.1 All CS of the harmonic oscillator may be defined as

a |α〉 = α |α〉 , (1)

that is the CS |α〉 represent eigenstates of the annihilation operator of
the harmonic oscillator (HO), with complex eigenvalues α [81, 102].
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A.2 CS result by applying a unitary displacement operator D (α) on the
vacuum state |0〉 of the HO

|α〉 = D (α) |0〉 , D (α) = exp
(

αa† − ᾱa
)

, (2)

where ᾱ represents the complex conjugate of α.

A.3 CS are quantum states that minimize the uncertainty relationship for
the momentum p and coordinate q, so that the Heisenberg relationship
can be expressed as:

(△p) (△q) =
~

2
. (3)

A.4 The coherent states are fundamental states associated to the Hamilton
function of the HO (with linear terms in p and q).

Definition A.4 is compliant with Schrödinger’s example of quantum dy-
namics by means of CS. Statement A.2 illustrates how the Glauber states
are coherent states for the Weyl-Heisenberg group [87], while statement A.1
enables one to identify the Glauber states as the intelligent states for this
group. Statement A.3 characterizes the coherent states as optimal test states
to achieve the classical limit. The generalized coherent states (GCS) satisfy
one of the definitions given above. The only class of CS that meet all the
properties expressed by definitions A.1 - A.4 are the Glauber states [81]. The
standard coherent states (CSs) [103] have been generalized by Perelomov [4]
to more general Lie groups than the Weyl–Heisenberg group. A concise re-
view on the Schrödinger-Klauder-Glauber CS, also called canonical CS or
standard CS is given in [98, 99].

The vacuum state vector represents the lowest energy state of the system.
The expectation values for the annihilation and creation operators vanish for
such state. In addition

a |0〉 = 0 = 〈0| a† , 〈0|0〉 = 1. (4)

The vectors associated to the n boson states can be expressed as

|n〉 = (n!)−1/2 (a†
)n |0〉 , n = 0, 1, . . . . (5)

These vectors make up an orthonormal basis in the Fock space F1. The
action of the a and a† operators on the Fock space basis vectors is given by

a |n〉 =
√
n |n− 1〉 , a† |n〉 =

√
n + 1 |n+ 1〉 , a†a |n〉 = n |n〉 . (6)
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We use the commutation relations of the creation and annihilation op-
erators in a bosonic system

[

a, a†
]

= 1, and the Baker-Campbell-Hausdorff
(BCH) formula [23, 99, 104]

expA · expB = exp

{

−1

2
[A,B]

}

exp (A+B) , (7)

where [[A,B] , A] = 0 and [[A,B] , B] = 0. We infer

D (α)D (β) = exp

{

1

2

(

αβ̄ − ᾱβ
)

}

D (α + β) , (8)

〈α|β〉 = exp

(

ᾱβ − 1

2
αᾱ− 1

2
ββ̄

)

, (9)

where we have denoted by ᾱ and β̄ the complex conjugates of α and β,
respectively. The resolution of the unitary operator I on the Fock space F1

can be expressed as
1

π

∫

C

|α〉 〈α| d2α = I . (10)

Out of the relations

D (α) = exp

(

−1

2
|α|2
)

exp
(

αa†
)

exp (ᾱa) =

exp
(

αa† − ᾱa
)

= exp

(

1

2
|α|2

)

exp (ᾱa) exp
(

αa†
)

, (11)

we derive the decomposition of the coherent state on the canonical basis of
the Fock space, which represents a normalized superposition [81, 83]:

|α〉 = exp

(

−1

2
αᾱ

)

exp
(

αa†
)

|0〉 = exp

(

−1

2
|α|2

) ∞
∑

k=0

αk

k!
|k〉 , α ∈ C .

(12)

2.0.1. The Bargmann-Fock representation

We consider |ψ〉 as a normalized unit vector on the Fock space F1:

|ψ〉 =
∞
∑

n=0

cn |n〉 , 〈ψ|ψ〉 =
∞
∑

n=0

|cn|2 = 1 . (13)
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We associate a complex function Ψ to the |ψ〉 state, defined as

Ψ (z) = exp

(

1

2
|z|2
)

〈z̄|ψ〉 =

∞
∑

n=0

cnun (z) , un (z) =
zn√
n!
. (14)

The series defined by eq. (14) converges uniformly on any compact set of C.
The un functions make up an orthonormal basis of the Bargmann space B1.
The inner product in the Bargmann space is defined as

(Ψ1,Ψ2) =

∫

C

exp
(

− |z|2
)

Ψ1 (z) Ψ2 (z) dµ (z) , (15)

where the measure µ is given by dµ (z) = π−1 dxdy, with x = ℜe z and
y = ℑm z. The Bargmann representation is based on the Fock substitution
a† → z and a→ d/dz.

A holomorphic CS |z〉 can be obtained out of a Glauber state |z〉 through

|z〉 = exp

(

1

2
zz̄

)

|z〉 . (16)

In case of a quantum observable A, we denote by Acl (z) = 〈z|A |z〉 the
expectation value in the state identified as |z〉. In addition, Acl is also a
classical observable with respect to the phase space M = C. The variational
principle [33, 78] applied for the Schrödinger equation on the CS described
by eq. (16) determines the Hamilton equations

iż =
∂Hcl

∂z̄
, i ˙̄z = −∂Hcl

∂z
, (17)

where the Hamilton function Hcl is associated to the H Hamiltonian on the
Fock space F1. Ref. [105] demonstrates that the response properties of a
quantum harmonic oscillator (QHO) are in essence those of a classical os-
cillator. The time evolution of a parametrically driven dissipative quantum
oscillator exhibits a strong connection with the classical, damped Mathieu
equation [106], where a close relationship is shown to exist between the lo-
calization of the Wigner function and the stability of the damped Math-
ieu equation. In case of a bosonic species of atoms confined in a nonlinear
Paul trap [107], it was established that the expected value of the quantum
Hamiltonian on coherent states results as a function of the eigenvalues of the
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creation and annihilation operators [76]. The technique is based on using
the Time Dependent Variational Principle (TDVP) [78] followed by deriving
the Hamilton equations of motion for a single degree of freedom. Thus, the
quantum equation of motion in the Husimi (Q) representation [108] for the
bosonic ion system is obtained, which is shown to be equivalent with the
equation of motion that describes a perturbed classical oscillator [76]. Alge-
braic methods can be used to solve a HO that is initially in the fundamental
state, which is then subject of two sudden jumps in the frequency [109] or,
more generally, for any time-dependent frequency considering it as a sequence
of jumps [18]. It is also demonstrated that the state of the system after the
first jump evolves into a squeezed state of the initial Hamilton function.

It has been also demonstrated that a phase-space representation of quan-
tum mechanics, such as a Husimi-Wigner representation [14, 82, 108], reveals
the structure of the corresponding phase-space [110]. In particular, for the
case of regular classical dynamics, the Husimi function of an eigenstate (or of
a Floquet state in the case of a driven system) is localized in the phase-space
along the corresponding quantizing torus.

3. Generalized squeezed states. Exploration of novel physics using

ion traps.

The dynamics of the Perelomov coherent states [103] and SU(1,1) squeez-
ing of the SU(1,1) generalized coherent states (GCS) interacting with a
nonlinear medium modelled as an anharmonic oscillator, are investigated
in [10, 22]. In case of a Paul trap it is demonstrated that the same wavefunc-
tions can either be different coherent or squeezed states [89]. The resonant
quantum control techniques are susceptible to cumulative errors, particularly
if the quantum engineering manipulation techniques demand multiple steps.
The resonant control technique is a mechanism that is often used in control
theory. Its principle lies in generating the evolution operators by taking ad-
vantage of the system sensitivity when interacting with pulses of particular
frequencies [111].

As quantum optical models, squeezed states exhibit an essential interest
for Quantum Information Processing (QIP) applications [58] and quantum
metrology (QM) [112]. Generalized squeezed states exhibit a large interest
for quantum optics because in particular cases they supply extra degrees of
freedom in the system. Nevertheless, generalized squeezed states can be very
difficult to engineer. A recent paper introduces a protocol aimed at gener-
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alizing these states, that may be employed to build the squeezed states for
any kind of quantum models [113]. The squeezed states linked to the 3D HO
can be built as eigenstates of linear contribution of ladder operators which
are associated to the generalized Heisenberg algebra [114, 115]. To achieve
optimum control of the quantum harmonic oscillator (QHO), innovative ex-
perimental techniques must be explored in order to achieve characterization
and suppression of noise. Such techniques are introduced in [116, 117] to
assess the noise spectrum of a QHO by detecting its response to amplitude
modulated periodic drives with a qubit, as they enable evaluation of the in-
trinsic noise spectrum of an ion trap potential or for atoms in an optical
lattice [118]. Multimode macroscopic states consisting of a superposition of
spin CS that are generated in a trapped ion system are investigated in [119],
while coherent superposition of three motional Fock states of a single trapped
ion is investigated in [120]. A late paper investigates quantum dynamics for
an ion confined in a RF trap, that undergoes interaction with either a Bose or
spin-polarized Fermi gas [121]. Quantum optical master equations are then
derived within the limit of weak coupling and the Lamb-Dicke approxima-
tions.

We also mention investigations towards extending the concept of dynam-
ical maps in case of many-body systems, by considering novel physical phe-
nomena. Of particular interest is the competition between coherent and
dissipative multi-particle dynamics, in case of a complex many-body spin
model with a universal trapped ion quantum simulator [122]. Laser-cooled
and trapped atomic ions represent an almost ideal environment to investi-
gate interacting quantum spin models [123, 124]. Ref. [125] reviews theo-
retical mapping of atomic ions to interacting spin systems, the preparation
of complex equilibrium states, and the study of dynamical processes in such
many-body interacting quantum systems. Based on these promising results,
it is estimated that use of such quantum simulators to investigate complex
many-body spin models may expand current knowledge and assure remark-
able progress towards explaining the intrinsic features of exotic quantum ma-
terials, while also revealing novel phenomena with respect to the behaviour
of interacting quantum systems that cannot be modelled with classical com-
puters. In addition, a 1D chain of trapped ions can be engineered to produce
a quantum mechanical system with discrete scale invariance and fractal-like
time dependence [126].

Trapped ions represent an example of a pristine environment that en-
ables scientists to acquire excellent quantum control [45, 46, 51, 127–130],
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which makes them perfect candidates for implementing qudit-based QIP
[50, 131, 132]. Previous work has not fully explored the practicality of
implementing trapped-ion qudits accounting for known experimental error
sources. Ref. [132] introduces a universal set of protocols for state prepa-
ration, single-qudit gates, a generalization of the Mølmer-Sørensen gate for
two-qudit gates, and a measurement scheme which achieves shelving to a
metastable state. By performing numerical simulations on the sources of er-
ror identified from previous trapped-ion experiments, it is demonstrated that
there are no limitations to achieve fidelities above 99% for three-level qudits
encoded in 137Ba+ ions. These methods can be applied to higher-dimensional
qudits, such as five-level qudits. For example, quantum entangled qudits in a
trapped three-level ion are investigated in [133], which demonstrates that for
entangled qudits, such as qubit-qutrit and qutrit-quadrit, the sudden birth of
entanglement can be tuned by the Lamb-Dicke Parameter (LDP). Moreover,
as demonstrated in [120], the motion of a single trapped ion can be controlled
using first-order sideband pulses to engineer nonclassical states that exhibit
multilevel coherence. To verify this fact it suffices to perform measurements
only to the associated qubit system, based only on first-order coupling tran-
sitions. As the measurement procedure is quite elementary its applicability
also includes any set of entangled qudits, where in particular cases the system
under examination can not be accessed by means of interrogating fields.

Late progress and results illustrate that universal quantum computing
(QC) can be generalized to multilevel qudits [134, 135]. As an outcome of
its intrinsic multilevel nature (it can be realized in adequate d-level quan-
tum systems), the qudit provides a larger state space to store and process
information and the ability to perform multiple control operations simultane-
ously. The qudit-based QC system can be implemented on various physical
platforms, among which ion traps.

3.1. Coulomb crystals. Engineering collective modes of motion (phonons) for
trapped ions. Quantum metrology and quantum sensing

Novel ion traps that provide either a static or a dynamic magnetic gra-
dient field allow employing RF radiation to achieve coupling of the internal
and motional (external) states of ions, which represents a critical require-
ment towards achieving conditional quantum logic [45]. The paper of Wölk
et al [136] demonstrates that the Hamiltonian which characterizes coupling
in the presence of a resonant dynamic gradient, coincides in a dressed state
basis with the system Hamiltonian in case of a static gradient. The coupling
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strength is characterized in both circumstances by the same effective Lamb-
Dicke parameter. Such an approach simplifies things in implementing QIP
with trapped ions.

Trapped ions offer an untarnished environment to implement several QC
and quantum simulation (QS) [137] schemes, but the most delicate issue
is linked to improving their coherence and scalability. Late experimental
progress is focused on novel strategies that boost the coherent interactions
in trapped ion systems by employing parametric amplification (PA) of the
ions’ motion — based on squeezing the collective motional modes (phonons),
which significantly enhances the spin-spin interactions they mediate [138]. In
fact, PA enhances quantum spin squeezing (QSS). Moreover, QSS character-
izes the reduction of spin noise in a collective spin system and it is impor-
tant for both entanglement detection and precision metrology [46, 119]. The
technique opens new pathways towards other applications, such as: (i) em-
ploying PA in conjunction with dynamical controls over the driving laser to
further suppress unwanted spin-motion entanglement in two-qubit gates, (ii)
use stroboscopic parametric driving protocols to augment the amplification
of spin-spin interactions.

Ref. [139] introduces two measurement schemes that rely on a trapped
ion prepared in a motional Fock state for displacement and frequency metrol-
ogy. These schemes are insensitive with respect to the relative phase between
the measured interaction and the non-classical quantum state, an issue that
requires extra precautions in case of squeezed or Schrödinger-cat states. The
technique provides a sensible reduction of the quantum noise below the stan-
dard quantum limit set by quantum vacuum fluctuations, which considerably
enhances the achievable sensitivity of quantum sensors [112].

An alternative approach is tested in [140], where it is demonstrated that
the motion of a cold trapped ion can be squeezed by modulating the intensity
of a phase-stable optical lattice placed inside the ion trap. The method
suggested is both reversible (unitary) and state selective. Fully controllable
and re-configurable quantum lattices are explored in [130], with individually
trapped ions in multi-dimensional configurations. In an iconic paper [141],
the creation of a squeezed state of motion was demonstrated by irradiating
an ion with a pair of Raman beams. The ion was initially laser cooled to the
quantum ground state. A similar technique was later used [142] to engineer
and discuss the properties of squeezed states. Such methods rely on the idea
that squeezing occurs when an atom is located within a potential that is
modulated at twice the trapping frequency. One can use either travelling
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standing waves or dissipation [106] to achieve squeezing.
In a recent approach [143] squeezing is achieved by means of a tempo-

ral modulation of the trapping potential, where the technique is reversible.
Besides, squeezing induced by a certain modulation can be reversed by ap-
plying a second, temporal driving. The technique introduced in [140] is an
improved one, as it places the ion in a valley (crest) of an optical lattice (OL)
through a time-varying intensity. Hence, a time-varying potential is created
that depends on the ion internal (electronic) state, which allows the exper-
imenter to perform squeezing of the ion dynamics in a state selective way.
Furthermore, the technique can be employed to engineer a control-squeeze
(CSq) gate. Thus, a method to create state dependent squeezing is demon-
strated and explored in the paper. Applications include engineering of special
quantum states for metrology. We mention Ref. [144], where enhanced quan-
tum sensitivity is demonstrated for an equal superposition of two eigenstates
with maximally different energies. Such a state ideally achieves the peak
interferometric sensitivity allowed by quantum mechanics. The technique
enables one to generate superpositions of a HO ground state and a number
state of the form 1√

2
(|0〉 + |n〉), with n up to 18 in the dynamics of a single

trapped ion. Enhanced sensitivity was observed with respect to changes in
the frequency of the mechanical oscillator. This approach is also expected to
provide improved characterization of motional decoherence, which represents
a fundamental source of error in QIP operations with trapped ions. Along
with other experimental approaches mentioned in this section, the technique
can be employed to characterize other HO in the quantum regime. Hence,
the method opens new perspectives for quantum metrology (QM) and im-
proved fault tolerant QIP [145], where HO coherence and system scalability
represent severe limitations for current technologies.

For example, Ref. [146] uses Raman beams to coherently manipulate ion
qubits encoded in a 2D crystal consisting of dozens of 171Yb+ ions, while also
investigating heating of the vibrational mode (phonons) in case of a single
ion. The quantum engineering technique used to prepare the ground-state
of radiant vibrational modes is based on Raman-sideband cooling, followed
by an average measurement of the phonon number for the state of interest.
A very similar experiment is described in Ref. [147], that reports charac-
terization and coherent control of Coulomb crystals that exhibit radial-2D
orientation. Similar to [146], the Coulomb crystals consist of up to 19 171Yb+

ions. The intriguing feature of a radial-2D phase crystal lies in the fact that
the ion plane superposes with the trap radial plane. In addition, the paper
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studies micromotion effects by measuring the axial (transverse) vibrational
mode (phonon) spectrum for a 7-ion crystal deep in the radial-2D regime.
Comparable to Ref. [146], two Raman transitions are employed to achieve
spin-motion coupling and coherent excitation of the crystal modes. A careful
choice of the wavevector difference in the Raman beams results in strong
coupling to the axial modes and suppression of coupling to the radial (or in-
line) modes. To characterize the eventual heat transfer between radial and
axial crystal directions, heating rate measurements are performed for the ax-
ial center-of-mass (COM) mode by means of resolved sideband spectroscopy.
Using identical experimental conditions the heating rates were measured for
both a single ion and a 7 ion radial-2D crystal.

An experiment aimed at improving both coherence and scalability re-
ports on separately addressed entangling gates in chains consisting of up to
25 trapped atomic ions [148]. When individual optical addressing is achieved,
a single long chain of trapped ions provides for fully coupled and reconfig-
urable quantum gate operations. Ion axial motion (confinement is frail along
this direction) can result in damaging their coupling with the narrow laser
beam, which represents a restricting source of control noise. The effect is
that the ion chain is expanded and noisy electric fields induce undesirable
heating. Ref. [148] supplies a solution aimed at inhibiting this noise source
by performing sympathetic cooling of the qubits in the ion chain. The Raman
beams induce Rabi oscillations between the ground hyperfine clock states of a
single trapped 171Yb+ ion. Axial heating is investigated for both a single ion,
as well as for chains of 15 and 25 ions. Because axial confinement declines
with the ion chain length, it is estimated that higher cooling powers per ion
are required to compensate heating due to electric field induced noise. The
solution lies in employing ion traps operating under cryogenic conditions.
Ion chain confinement in optical lattices or in optical tweezers is expected to
enable expanding the number of ions to hundreds of them.

As already emphasized, one of the biggest challenges lies in scaling up
and parallelizing quantum computations with long 1D ion strings, as the
ion modes of motion favour qubit-qubit coupling mechanisms. Neverthe-
less, novel methods are devised and tested that focus on implementing scal-
able and parallel entangling gates, by employing engineered localized phonon
modes. Such localized modes of motion are customized by tuning the lo-
cal potential of individual ions with programmable optical tweezers [149].
Hence, all the experimental approaches reviewed in this sub-section establish
ion Coulomb crystals levitated in Paul traps as very promising candidates to
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implement different schemes in QC, QM and quantum sensing.

3.2. Evolution operators for levitated trapped ion systems

Quantum dynamics for time-dependent Hamiltonians has been investi-
gated by using multiple methods and techniques [8, 9, 11–14, 30, 45, 136, 150–
153]. An analytical model that aims at establishing a framework used to
address the issue of the time-evolution of a two-level system is given in [154].
The Hamiltonian is expressed in terms of the Hubbard operators, which
makes it easier to characterize the algebraic properties of the observables of
interest, while also allowing one to extend the validity of the results for multi-
partite systems. In addition, the time-evolution operator can be expressed in
the disentangling form, which means that the time evolution of the two-level
system can be converted into a system of non-linear differential equations.
This approach is consistent with the Wei-Norman theorem [23], that was par-
ticularly used in case of the SU(2) and SU(1,1) Lie groups. Such formalism
is then used to investigate the problem of a two-level atom interacting with
a circularly polarized field [154] or to discuss the nuclear magnetic resonance
phenomenon [155].

Herein we investigate the time evolution of a system consisting of N
identical ions of mass M , confined in a 3D quadrupole ion trap (QIT) that
exhibits axial (cylindrical) symmetry [77]. The trap is also characterized
by a constant axial magnetic field and a time varying quadrupole electric
potential, which is typical for a combined (Paul and Penning) trap. The
residual interaction can be treated as a perturbation. We further consider
a dynamical system with n degrees of freedom, described by the quantum
Hamilton function

H =
n
∑

k=1

(

− ~2

2m

∂2

∂x2k
+ λ

m

2
x2k

)

+ V (~x) + c (~x · ~p + ~p · ~x) . (18)

Both the axial (n = N) and radial (n = 2N) dynamics of the ion system
are characterized by the Hamilton function given by eq. (18). We have de-
noted ~x = (x1, x2, . . . , xn) and ~p = (p1, p2, . . . , pn), where pk = −i~∂/∂xk
stands for the momentum operator that corresponds to the coordinate xk.
The control parameters λ and c are time periodic, while V represents a ho-
mogeneous potential that is invariant with respect to translations of order
−2 [15, 31, 77]. The issue of the physical interpretation of these control pa-
rameters for Paul, Penning and combined traps is explicitly treated in Ref.
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[15], as well as in Ref. [33], and we consider it to be outside the aim of this
paper. Nevertheless, we will supply the expression for the quantum Hamilto-
nian in case of a particle of mass m and electric charge Q, trapped within a
magnetic field, homogeneous along the axial direction x3, and superimposed
over an electric field obtained from the harmonic potential [33]

V =
3
∑

i,j=1

ζijxixj , (19)

with ζij constant coefficients or time periodic functions which satisfy ζ11 +
ζ22 + ζ33 = 0. The corresponding quantum Hamilton function can be ex-
pressed as

H =
1

2m

3
∑

j=1

p2j +QV +
m

8
ω2
c (x21 + x22) −

ωc

2
(x1p2 − x2p1) , (20)

where ωc = QB0/m denotes the cyclotron frequency for a Penning trap, B0

is the homogeneous axial magnetic field, while the momentum operators are
pj = −i~∂/∂x, 1 ≤ j ≤ 3. We now turn to the quantum Hamilton function
for a charged particle confined within a 3D QIT that exhibits cylindrical
symmetry

H2 =
1

2m

(

−i~~∇− Q

2
~B × ~r

)2

+ QA(t)
(

x21 + x22 − 2x23
)

, (21)

where ~r = (x1, x2, x3) stands for the position operator. In case of a Penning
trap A is a constant [15, 156]. For an electrodynamic (Paul) trap, A (t) is a
time periodic function, of period 2π/Ω, where Ω represents the RF voltage
frequency. In particular, the Paul trap is characterized by the absence of the
magnetic field B0 = 0, and

A(t) = (r20 + 2z20)−1 (U0 + V0 cos Ωt) , (22)

where r0 and z0 represent the radial and axial semi-axes of the 3D ion trap
electrodes, while U0 and V0 stand for the d.c. and RF trapping voltages.

We now revert to the solution of the time dependent Schrödinger equation,
which can be expressed as [11, 15]

Φ (t) = U (t, t0) Φ (t0) , (23)
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where U (t, t0) is a unitary evolution operator that can be explicitly built as

U (t, t0) = S (t) exp [−i (τ − τ0)H0]S
−1 (t0) , (24)

with

S (t) = exp
(

iα~z 2/2
)

exp
[

−iβ
(

~z · ~∇ + ~∇ · ~z
)]

, (25a)

H0 = −1

2
~∇

2
+m~

−2V
(

√

~/m ~z
)

+
1

2
~z2 , (25b)

~z =
√

m/~ e−α~x , ~∇ = (∂/∂z1, . . . , ∂/∂zn) . (25c)

The time dependent functions α, β and τ , result out of the Hill equation

ζ̈ +
(

λ− 2ċ− 4c2
)

ζ = 0 , (26)

with ζ = exp (α + iτ) , 2β = α̇ − 4c. The case of a 3D QIT (c = 0 , V = 0)
is investigated in [9]. The stability regions characteristic to this equation
determine the control parameters for stable classic motion. Quantum sta-
bility in a 3D ideal QIT is characterized by a discrete quasienergy spectrum
[13, 15, 77]

εj = µ (2j + E0) , j = 0, 1, . . . ,

where µE0 is the fundamental state quasienergy, and µ stands for the Floquet
exponent that corresponds to the classical stability regions. As demonstrated
in [13, 33] the quantum quasienergy states are symplectic CS. We employ the
analytical model presented in [79] and introduce the relative coordinates yαj
along with a set of collective variables s, defined as:

yαj = xαj −
1

N

N
∑

α=1

xαj, , s =

d
∑

j=1

N
∑

α=1

y2αj , (27)

with xαj = xα+j(N−1), 1 ≤ α ≤ N, 1 ≤ j ≤ d. We choose an electric
potential that can be expressed as

W =
bs

2
+ 2a

∑

µ,ν

CµνVµν , Vµν = s−µ
∑

α6=β

(

d
∑

j=1

(xαj − xβj)
2

)ν−1

. (28)
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Integrable Hamilton functions that exhibit a discrete quasienergy spec-
trum can be obtained if Cµν = 0 for µ = ν. The Coulomb interaction is
defined by µ = 0 and ν = 1/2. The classical Hamilton function is deter-
mined by the expectation values of the quantum Hamilton function H on
coherent oscillator and symplectic states [13, 31]. The equilibrium points
result as solutions of a system of n = Nd equations:

byαj − a
∑

µ,ν

µs−1yαjCµνVµν +

2a
∑

µ,ν

(ν − 1) s−µCµν

∑

α6=β

(xαj − xβj)

(

d
∑

k=1

(xβk − xαk)2
)ν−2

= 0 . (29)

The configurations of minimum are exactly the regions where ion crystals
are created [15, 77, 79, 157]. In case of a one dimensional (1D) integrable dy-
namical system with N particles, that corresponds to the Calogero potential
[158]

V = g
∑

α6=β

(ξα − ξβ)2 , ξα = (b/ag)−4 xα1 , (30)

where the coordinates of the equilibrium configuration ξα are exactly the ze-
ros of the Hermite polynomial of order N . These solutions establish the
minimum points of the potential function, and consequently the ordered
structures (ion crystals). A quantum approach for a three ion system is
used in [151]. Thus, time dependent Hamilton functions (characteristic for
3D RF traps) can be described by means of evolution operators, which can
be associated with the symplectic group representation applied in order to
build CS. The expectation values of the quantum Hamilton function reduced
through the evolution operators applied to such states, determine a classical
Hamiltonian with a perturbative term that is time periodic [77]. By averag-
ing this Hamiltonian [159], an autonomous dynamical system results whose
equilibrium configurations determine the family of ordered structures (ion
crystals) [79, 157].

3.3. Squeezed states

3.3.1. A few words about squeezed states

In agreement with the Heisenberg uncertainty principle, the quantum
noise inherent in a beam of light limits the amount of information transmit-
ted through the beam [160]. Any technique which can bend or squeeze the
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uncertainty circle into an ellipse can in principle be used, with an aim to
lower the amount of noise in one of the quadratures. Such squeezing does
not violate the uncertainty principle. It rather places the large uncertainty
into a quadrature which is not involved in the information transmission pro-
cess. The technique to squeeze the error ellipse has been firstly explored by
Yuen [161, 162]. The method implies applying a classical source to control
the two-photon emission and absorption processes, in a similar manner in
which single-photon processes can be employed to generate CS of the radi-
ation field. The states produced by employing this technique were initially
named two-photon coherent states. Their properties have been investigated
in [163], with an aim to characterize minimum uncertainty states (packages)
[88]. The same issue was explored by Lu [164, 165], who named them as
new coherent states. The term of squeezed states has been introduced in
[166]. Coherent and squeezed states for trapped ions have found applications
in QIP [39, 50], QM and quantum sensing [49, 119, 130, 139, 167], optical
clocks [58], etc.

3.3.2. Late results and applications

Multimode squeezed states exhibit a large interest for QIP applications,
such as quantum state sharing, quantum teleportation and multipartite en-
tangled states [50, 68, 119, 134, 168]. It was recently demonstrated that the
affine quantization of the cosmological dynamics removes the classical sin-
gularity and univocally establishes a unitary evolution. Moreover, the semi-
classical portrait based on the affine coherent states exhibits a big bounce
replacing the big-bang singularity [52].

The dynamics of a cold trapped ion can exhibit squeezing. The method
described in [140] implements a controlled squeeze-gate by modulating the
intensity of a phase-stable optical lattice placed inside the trap. Such an
approach is of large interest for QIP, as it is demonstrated that the controlled-
squeeze (CSq) gate can prepare coherent superpositions of states which are
squeezed along complementary quadratures. These states are also extremely
interesting for QM.

A sudden change of a harmonic oscillator’s frequency projects a ground
state into a squeezed state, a technique that can bypass the time constraint.
The technique is employed in Ref. [118] for the purpose of engineering
squeezed states of motion by sudden changes of the harmonic oscillation
frequency of atoms placed in an optical lattice (OL). Based on this proto-
col, rapid quantum amplification of a displacement operator is demonstrated,
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that can be used for motion detection. This approach is expected to step up
speed in quantum gates, while it also enables quantum sensing and QIP in
noisy environments.

Ref. [169] introduces the associated squeezed states, expressed as a linear
superposition of photon-number states with coefficients determined by the
associated Hermite polynomials parameterized by two complex numbers (in-
dicating these states are non-classical). Actually, while the squeezed-vacuum
consists exclusively of even-photon number states, the new class of squeezed
states includes a counterpart that consists only of odd-photon number states,
which means that the vacuum state is absent. Taking into account appli-
cations such as the use of squeezed states for the detection of gravitational
waves, it is expected that advances towards quantum engineering of minimum
uncertainty states would lead to progress in applications such as fundamental
tests of quantum mechanics and general relativity, or in the Standard Model
Extended (SME) [52], QIP [131] and QM [112, 144].

3.3.3. Single-mode two-photon systems

Squeezed coherent states can be achieved by inducing two-photon pro-
cesses using a classical source [170]. The field Hamiltonian that describes
single-mode two-photon systems can be expressed as

H = ~ω

(

a†a +
1

2

)

+ λ (t) a†2 + λ̄ (t) a2 . (31)

The terms in the Hamiltonian above represent the generators of the Lie
algebra associated to the symplectic group SL(2,R). The squeezed states
|β〉, with β a complex parameter, are CS for the dynamical group:

|β〉 = S (β) |0〉 , (β) = exp

[

1

2

(

γa†2 − γ̄a2
)

]

, (32)

where γ = β |β|−1 arg tanh |β| in case when β 6= 0, while γ = 0 when β = 0.
More generally, a larger class of squeezed states can be obtained by consid-
ering the Hamilton function

H = ~ω

(

a†a+
1

2

)

+ f2 (t) a†2 + f̄2 (t) a2 + f1 (t) a† + f̄1 (t) a . (33)

According to eq. (33), the two-photon algebra h6 is spanned by six op-
erators: a†a, a†2, a2, a†, a, I. The h6 algebra stands for the algebra of the
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two-photon group H6, that is exactly the dynamical group of the 1D oscil-
lator described by eq. (33), which can be achieved as a semidirect product
between the N2 group and the SL(2,R) group previously considered. The
N2 group is a subgroup of the Weyl-Heisenberg group [87, 171] H4, with a
Lie algebra generated by a, a† and I. The H4 group is a subgroup of the
two-photon group H6, which represents a subgroup of the symplectic group
Sp (4,R).

We will further discuss how to use squeezed states with an aim to min-
imize the uncertainty associated with measurements of EM (laser) fields.
To achieve that, we can express the EM field in terms of single-mode cre-
ation and annihilation operators. The expectation values of the monomials
of these operators then determine the time-dependent mean value of the EM
field. Measurement uncertainties are determined by computing the variance
of these monomials. The expectation values are estimated for the following
families of test states [81, 83, 86]:

(i) single-photon Glauber coherent states |α〉 = D (α) |0〉 ,

(ii) pure squeezed states |β〉 = S (β) |0〉 ,

(iii) general squeezed states |α, β〉 = D (α)S (β) |0〉 .

The test states above represent coherent states for the Heisenberg-Weyl
H4, symplectic SL(2,R) and two-photon groups H6, respectively. If the ini-
tial Schrödinger equation solution for the Hamilton function described by eq.
(31) (respectively, by eq. (33)) is a pure squeezed state (respectively, a gen-
eral one), then the solution at a subsequent moment of time is also a pure
squeezed (respectively, general) state. Moreover these states are explicitly
determined if the time dependence of the |α〉 and |β〉 parameters is explicitly
known. Such dependence can be obtained out of the equations of motion
determined by the Time-Dependent Variational Principle (TDVP) [78] ap-
plied on squeezed states [33], which are reducible to Riccati equations. In the
two-photon representation, explicit results have been obtained in [161, 162].

3.3.4. Multimode two-photon squeezed coherent states

The Hamilton function that describes the preparation of the EM field in
a quantum state through single and two-photon processes driven upon by
classical sources is
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H (t) =
∑

i

~ωi

(

a†iai +
1

2

)

+
∑

ij

[

fij (t) a†ia
†
j +H.c.

]

+
∑

ij

gij

(

a†iaj +
1

2
δij

)

+
∑

i

[

hi (t) a†i +H.c.
]

. (34)

where H.c. stands for the Hermitian conjugate, which means there are ad-
ditional terms which are the hermitian conjugate of all the preceding terms
that have already been written. The dynamical group associated to this
Hamiltonian is the two-photon group. As a consequence of the general the-
orem on CS, a two-photon CS described by such Hamiltonian (in particular
the ground state of the electromagnetic field) will evolve into a two-photon
coherent state. The most general n mode two-photon CS can be expressed

as exp
(

Rija
†
ia

†
j + ria

†
i −H.c.

)

|0〉. There are several ways to parameterize

these coherent states. The simplest ones involve successive application of
the generalized displacement operator D (α) and of the n mode squeezing
operator S (β) ,̧ defined as

D (α) = exp
(

αia
†
i − ᾱiai

)

, S (β) = exp
1

2

(

βija
†
ia

†
j − β̄ijaiaj

)

. (35)

In fact, the most useful parameterization is

|αβ〉 ≡ D (α)S (β) |0〉 . (36)

The statistical properties of the electric field operator E (t) can be com-
puted when the EM field is prepared in the squeezed state |αβ〉. The
squeezed state is engineered out of a Hamiltonian similar to eq. (33), with
f1 (t) = 0, f2 (t) 6= 0. The properties of the field are investigated after the
state has been prepared and the driving terms f1 (t) , f2 (t) have returned to
zero. The electric field in the multi-mode case can be expressed as

E (t) = 2λ
∑

i

√
ωi

(

aie
−iωit + a†ie

iωit
)

, (37)

where we have assumed a small frequency dispersion. The expectation value
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of the electric field operator is

〈αβ|E |αβ〉 = 〈α0|E |α0〉 = 2λ
∑

i

√
ωi

(

αie
−iωit + ᾱie

iωit
)

. (38)

By expressing this value as a function of the phased or dephased quadrature
αi = (xi + iyi), we infer

〈αβ|E |αβ〉 = 2λ
∑

i

√
ωi (xi cosωit+ yi sinωit) . (39)

That is, the centroid of the distribution or the expectation value of the electric
field operator evolves in time in the same way as it would for n uncoupled
modes.

4. Generalized squeezed states

The generalized squeezed states [113] are represented by the following
vectors in the Fock space F1:

|n, α, z〉 = D (α)U (z) |n〉 , (40)

where α and z are complex variables with |z| < 1, while |n〉 represents a n
boson state with n = 0, 1, . . ., given by the eq. (5). The unitary displacement
operators D (α) and U (z) are defined as follows [81, 83, 87, 102]:

D (α) = exp
(

αa† − ᾱa
)

, U (z) = exp
(

ζK+ − ζ̄K−
)

, (41)

with z = (tanh |ζ |) ζ |ζ |−1 for ζ 6= 0, ζ ∈ C. The Fock Space F1 can be
decomposed in the orthogonal sum of subspaces F1 = F+ ⊕ F−, where F+

has the orthonormal base {|2p〉}p∈N (states with an even number of bosons),
while F− has the orthonormal base {|2p+ 1〉}p∈N (states with an odd number
of bosons). We choose

K+ =
1

2

(

a†
)2

, K− =
1

2
a2 , K0 =

1

2
a†a+

1

4
. (42)

The operators defined by eq. (42) are the generators of the Lie algebra for
the Tk representation of the symplectic group Sp (2,R), of Bargmann index
k, where k = 1

4
for F+ and k = 3

4
for F−. More precisely, Tk is an irreducible

unitary representation of the universal covering group of Sp (2,R). Further
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on, we consider all operators have their domain of definition included in
the intersection of the domains of definition of the annihilation and creation
operators, a and a†, respectively. The displacement operators satisfy

(D (α))† = D (−α) , (U (z))† = U (−z) . (43)

We can write

[a,K+] = a+ , [a,K0] =
1

2
a , (44a)

[

a†, K0

]

= −1

2
a† ,

[

a†, K+

]

= [a,K−] = 0 . (44b)

The operators given by eq. (42) together with the operators a, a† and I,
generate the Lie algebra of the semidirect product between the N1 group
and the Tk (Sp (2,R)) group, where N1 stands for the group of all unitary
operators exp (iϕ)D (α), with α ∈ C and ϕ ∈ R. By using the Baker-
Campbell-Hausdorff (BCH) formula [99] we infer

D (−α) aD (α) = a+ α , (45a)

U (−z) aU (z) = (1 − zz̄)−1/2 (a+ za†
)

. (45b)

We denote

Acl (z, α) = 〈n, z, α|A|n, z, α〉 , Â = U (−z)D (−α)AD (α)U (z) , (46)

where A is a polynomial in a and a†. By using eq. (40), eq. (46) can be
recast as

Acl (z, α) =
〈

n|Â|n
〉

. (47)

Then, we infer the Lie algebra generators expressions as

â = (1 − zz̄)−1/2 (a + za†
)

+ α , (48)

â† = (1 − zz̄)−1/2 (a† + z̄a
)

+ ᾱ , (49)

K̂+ = (1 − zz̄)−1 [K+ + 2z̄K0 + z2K−
]

+

ᾱ (1 − zz)−1/2 (a† + z̄a
)

+
ᾱ2

2
, (50)
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K̂− = (1 − zz̄)−1 [K− + 2zK0 + z2K+

]

+

α (1 − zz̄)−1/2 (a+ za†
)

+
α2

2
, (51)

K̂0 = (1 − zz̄)−1 [z̄K− + (1 + zz̄)K0 + zK+] +

1

2
α (1 − zz̄)−1/2 (a† + z̄a

)

+
1

2
ᾱ (1 − zz̄)−1/2 (a + za†

)

+
αᾱ

2
. (52)

We further derive

〈n, α, z|a|n, α, z〉 = α , 〈n, α, z|a†|n, α, z〉 = ᾱ , (53a)

〈n, α, z|K0|n, α, z〉 =
1

2

(

n +
1

2

)

1 + zz̄

1 − zz̄
+
αᾱ

2
, (53b)

〈n, α, z|K+|n, α, z〉 =
1

2

(

n +
1

2

)

2z̄

1 − zz̄
+
ᾱ2

2
, (53c)

〈n, α, z|K−|n, α, z〉 =
1

2

(

n +
1

2

)

2z

1 − zz̄
+
α2

2
, (53d)

where α stands for the Glauber variable and z represents the pure squeezing
variable. We will further consider a HO of frequency ω, described by the
following Hamilton function

H =
1

2m
p2 +

1

2
mω2x2 . (54)

We introduce the momentum and coordinate operators for a 1D HO of
mass m, defined as

p =

√

m~ω

2
i
(

a† − a
)

, x =

√

~

2mω

(

a + a†
)

. (55)

The expressions of the squared position and momentum operators are

x2 =
~

mω
(K+ +K− + 2K0) , p2 = m~ω (2K0 −K+ −K−) . (56)

Then, the kinetic and potential energy of the HO are characterized by the
operators

Ec =
1

2m
p2 =

1

2
~ω (2K0 −K+ −K−) , (57)
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Ep =
1

2
mω2x2 =

~ω

2
(2K0 +K+ +K−) . (58)

We denote u = ℜe α and v = ℑmα as the real and imaginary part of α
respectively, and introduce G =

√

~/2mω. Then, the classical coordinate
and classical momentum can be expressed as

xcl = 2Gu , pcl =
√

2m~ω v . (59)

It is convenient to use the variables ξ and η [31, 77], defined as:

ξ =
(1 + z) (1 + z̄)

1 − zz̄
, η =

(1 − z) (1 − z̄)

1 − zz̄
. (60)

We further infer the expressions for the classical kinetic, potential and
total energy as

(

x2
)

cl
=

~

mω

[(

n +
1

2

)

ξ + 2u2
]

,
(

p2
)

cl
= m~ω

[(

n+
1

2

)

η + 2v2
]

, (61a)

(Ec)cl =
~ω

2

[(

n+
1

2

)

ξ + 2v2
]

, (Ep)cl =
~ω

2

[(

n+
1

2

)

η + 2u2
]

, (61b)

Ecl = (Ec)cl + (Ep)cl = ~ω

[(

n+
1

2

)

1 + zz̄

1 − zz̄
+ u2 + v2

]

.(61c)

The dispersions of the coordinate and momentum are

(△x)2 =
(

x2
)

cl
− (xcl)

2 =
~

mω

(

n +
1

2

)

ξ , (62)

(△p)2 =
(

p2
)

cl
− (pcl)

2 = m~ω

(

n +
1

2

)

η . (63)

Consequently,

△x△p = ~

(

n +
1

2

)

√

ξη . (64)

We can express x̂3 = x̂2 · x̂, which allows us to find (x3)cl as

(

x3
)

cl
= 2uG

(

x2
)

cl
+

2G3 · 2u (1 − zz̄)−1
〈

n
∣

∣

∣

[

(1 + z) a† + (1 + z̄) a
]2
∣

∣

∣
n
〉

(65)
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where
〈

n
∣

∣

∣

[

(1 + z) a† + (1 + z̄) a
]2
∣

∣

∣
n
〉

=

(1 + z) (1 + z̄)
〈

n
∣

∣2a†a + 1
∣

∣n
〉

= (1 + z) (1 + z̄) (2n+ 1) , (66)

and

(

x3
)

cl
= 4uG2

[

2u2 +

(

n +
1

2

)

ξ + (2n+ 1) ξ

]

=

4uG2

[

2u2 +
3

2
(2n+ 1) ξ

]

. (67)

We then introduce the centred moments of order n

µn = (xn)cl − (xcl)
n , (68)

where µ2 stands for the dispersion, σ =
√
µ2 is the standard deviation, and

µ3 represents the asymmetry parameter:

µ3 = 6uG2 (2n+ 1) ξ . (69)

The cases when µ3 > 0 and µ3 < 0 correspond to left and right asymme-
try, respectively. We can also introduce the Pearson asymmetry coefficient
defined as

CP =
µ2
3

µ3
2

=
36u2

G2 (2n+ 1) ξ
. (70)

Moreover, we also introduce µ4 as the flatness parameter. The distribution
can be characterized as flattened, regular or sharp, according as µ4 < 3,
µ4 = 3 or µ4 > 3, respectively. The Pearson flatness coefficient is defined as

CA =
µ4

µ2
2

. (71)

5. Interaction with the laser radiation

We introduce the bosonic annihilation and creation operators, aij and a†pq
respectively, which satisfy the following commutation relations:

[

aij , a
†
pq

]

= δipδjq , [aij , apq] =
[

a†ij , a
†
pq

]

= 0 , 1 ≤ i, j, p, q ≤ n , (72)
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in the Fock space Fn, for a quantum system with n degrees of freedom, where
δip and δjq stand for the Kronecker delta function. The normalized vacuum
state vector is denoted as φ0. Then, aijφ0 = 0 when 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n.

We assume the existence of N identical two-level atoms [45, 85] in each of
the n possible states of energies ε1 < ε2 < . . . < εn. The subsystem consists
of N atoms that interact with the laser radiation. By using laser fields, the
internal (electronic) levels of trapped ions can be coherently coupled to each
other and with the external motional degrees of freedom of the ions. Under
conditions of strong trapping, such coupling is equivalent to the Jaynes-
Cummings (JC) Hamiltonian [172]. To simplify things we will also consider
that a single mode of the EM field interacts with each pair of levels [173],
while the interaction is presumed as near resonant so that ~ωji ≃ εj−εi. For
small enough interactions the Hamilton function can be recast as

H =
∑

1≤i<j≤n

~ωjia
†
jiaji +

n
∑

i=1

N
∑

α=1

εie
(α)
ii + Vint . (73)

We also presume that the transition from state j to state i (j > i) is associ-
ated with the creation of a photon in the near resonant mode. If the element
of the dipole matrix associated to this transition is λji, then the interaction
term can be expressed as

Vint =
1√
N

∑

1≤i<j≤n

N
∑

α=1

(

λjia
†
jie

(α)
ij + λ̄jiajie

(α)
ji

)

. (74)

Single particle operators e
(α)
ij which describe the α particle then commute

with the e
(β)
rs operators which characterize the particle labelled as β:

[

e
(α)
ij , e

(β)
rs

]

= δαβ

(

δjre
(α)
is − δsie

(α)
rj

)

. (75)

When α = β fixed, we infer the commutation relationship for the Lie algebra
u(n) of the unitary group U (n). An interaction for which the both the field
and atomic operators appear as rank one, such as eq. (74), represents a
minimal interaction. We choose the case of the Dicke model (semiclassical
approach) where the laser radiation is characterized as a single quantum
mode, while matter is described as a set of two-level systems. In order to
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infer the Dicke Hamiltonian as a special case, we choose n = 2 and































a†21 = a† , e
(α)
21 = σ+

α =

(

0 1
0 0

)

a21 = a , e
(α)
12 = σ−

α =

(

0 0
1 0

)

e
(α)
22 − e

(α)
11 = σz

α =

(

1
2

0
0 −1

2

)

. (76)

We also choose ~ω21 = ω, ε2 = ε/2, ε1 = −ε/2, λ21 = λ and infer the
following expression for the Hamilton function:

H = ~ωa†a+
N
∑

α=1

(

ε2e
(α)
22 + ε1e

(α)
11

)

+
1√
N

N
∑

α=1

(

λa†σ+
α + λ̄aσ−

α

)

. (77)

Within the framework of the Dicke model [174], the Hamilton function
can be expressed as

H = ~ωa†a +
ε

2
(E22 −E11) +

1√
N

(

λa†E12 + λ̄aE21

)

, (78)

where

E =

N
∑

α=1

e
(α)
ji

stands for a collective operator that characterizes all trapped ions. The λ
parameter accounts for the field-ion coupling. When discussing the dynam-
ical properties of a quantum system, the Hamilton function represents the
starting point. This is an outcome of the fact that the Hamiltonian and its
associated Hilbert space completely determine the dynamics of the system in
quantum mechanics. In quantum optics, the Hamiltonian associated to the
system (that characterizes the interaction between the atomic system and
the EM field) can be expressed as:

H =
∑

k

~ωka
†
kak +

∑

α

εσα
0 +

∑

k,α

γkα

[

σ
(α)
+√
N
ak +

σ
(α)
−√
N
a†k

]

, (79)

where ~ωk represents the energy associated to the k mode of the EM field,
while γkα are the coupling coefficients between the N atom system and the
EM field. One of the key assumptions made when engineering the Hamilton
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function given by eq. (79) considers that each of the N atoms labelled with
the index α is a two atom system, therefore its dynamic variables are exactly

the common spin operators
{

σ
(α)
0 , σ

(α)
+ , σ

(α)
−

}

. Normally, it is considered

that the strength of the coupling γkα is constant, that is γkα = γ. If the
atomic system is regarded as a classical source (that is the spin operators
σ(α) are treated as c numbers), then eq. (79) can be recast as

HF =
∑

k

~ωka
†
kak +

∑

α

〈

εσ
(α)
0

〉

+ γ
∑

k, α





〈

σ
(α)
+

〉

√
N

ak +

〈

σ
(α)
−

〉

√
N

a†k



 =

∑

k

~ωka
†
kak +

∑

k

[

λk (t) a†k + λ̄k (t) ak

]

+ constant =

∑

k

HF
k + constant, (80)

where

HF
k = ~ωka

†
kak + λk (t) a†k + λ∗k (t) ak = H0 +Hinter . (81)

In eq. (81) the H0 operator characterizes the free EM field (or the free
HO), while Hinter describes the interaction between the EM field and the
time dependent external source. Thus, the optical system is modelled as a
HO system that undergoes interaction with an external field. Based on the
Hamilton function described by eq. (81), one can engineer coherent states
of the field in a more compact and elegant manner by employing the group
theory. Such method generalizes the concept of CS to the arbitrary Lie
groups [25, 27, 87, 98]. At the same moment, the physical interpretations of
the CS become more transparent.

We will now shortly discuss the case when the spin operators can be
considered as c-numbers and explain why this approach is constructive. A c-
number stands for a classical number and it refers to any number or quantity
which is not a quantum operator, that acts upon elements of the Hilbert space
of states of a quantum system. Thus, c-numbers denote ordinary complex-
valued quantities whose algebra is commutative. Hence, one can regard the
operator formalism for quantum mechanics as a generalized version of the
probability theory, in which real-valued random variables are represented by
self-adjoint operators on a Hilbert space [175]. In addition, complex-valued
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random variables are represented by normal operators. Normal operators
provide the advantage that the spectral theorem is preserved in their case.
The normal operators class comprises unitary operators, Hermitian and skew-
Hermitian operators, and positive operators, which also applies to the system
we have considered. In fact, a c-number is a random variable represented by
a scalar multiple of the identity operator, which means that it is practically
a random variable whose value is in fact a constant. Thus, it makes sense to
compute the expectation value, variance, and higher moments of a c-number
relative to a certain state [176].

5.1. Quantum picture

The Quantized Rabi Model (QRM) is used to characterize the most fun-
damental light-matter interaction involving quantized light and quantized
matter, and thus achieve a full quantum picture. In general, the QRM is
employed to portray the dipolar coupling between a two-level system and
a bosonic field mode. It is only recent that an analytical solution for all
coupling regimes was suggested. Experiments are usually performed within
the limits of the Jaynes-Cummings (JC) model [177, 178], where the rotat-
ing wave approximation (RWA) is valid. The validity of the RWA model
holds when the ratio between the coupling strength and the mode frequency
is little. As an outcome of such thing, the JC model achieves an appro-
priate description of the physical phenomena that occur when a two-level
system couples to a bosonic mode of the EM field. Among the systems that
are well characterized by the JC model we can enumerate Cavity Quantum
Electrodynamics (CQED) and circuit QED (cQED) systems, to which we
add trapped ions, where the latter represent a distinct category of strongly
coupled Coulomb systems (SCCSs) [179]. The RWA model is no longer valid
when light-matter interaction is increasing in strength, such as is the case in
the ultrastrong coupling (USC) and deep strong coupling (DSC) regimes.

Quantum simulation of the quantum Rabi model in all parameter regimes
by means of detuned bichromatic sideband excitations of a single trapped
ion is investigated in [172]. It is demonstrated that current experimental
approaches particularly reproduce can reproduce the USC and DSC regimes
of such typical light-matter interaction. In addition, in connection with these
dipolar regimes, the paper also explores controlled generation and detection
of trapped ions’ entangled ground states by means of adiabatic methods.

Ref. [174] focuses on implementing analog quantum simulation of gen-
eralized Dicke models in trapped ions. The technique employed integrates

33



bichromatic laser interactions on multiple ions with an aim to perform quan-
tum engineering with respect to all regimes of light-matter coupling in these
models, where the light mode is mimicked by an ion motional mode. Numeri-
cal simulations help in characterizing the three-qubit Dicke model both in the
weak field (WF) regime, where the JC behaviour emerges, as well as in the
USC regime, case when the RWA model is not valid. Furthermore, Ref. [174]
also explores simulations of the two-qubit biased Dicke model in the WF and
USC regimes, along with the two-qubit anisotropic Dicke model in both the
USC regime and the DSC regime. The remarkable agreement between the
mathematical models and the ion system is a strong argument towards test-
ing and implementing these quantum simulations in the laboratory, based on
state of the art or emerging technologies. The formalism introduced in [174]
opens new and promising pathways for the quantum simulation of many-spin
Dicke models in trapped ions.

The JC Hamiltonian of cavity QED describes the coupling of a two-level
atom to a single mode of the (quantized) radiation field. In case of a trapped
ion, the coupling of a single two-level atom to the atom’s (harmonic) mo-
tion is absolutely similar, where the difference consists in the fact that the
HO associated with a single mode of the radiation field in cavity QED is
replaced by that of the atom’s motion, as demonstrated in [39]. Further-
more, the paper explores arbitrary, entangled quantum states of trapped
ions, along with different techniques and methods aimed at minimizing the
motional decoherence for trapped ions. The JC model is successfully em-
ployed to characterize quantum evolution of a system, and especially the
(nonlinear) vibrionic dynamics of a trapped ion [180] under conditions that
are away from the Lamb-Dicke regime. In [181] analytical solutions of the
quantized-pump field dynamics are compared with the numerical solutions
of the classical pump field, for an explicitly time dependent Hamiltonian.
Such an approach enables an in-depth study of the electronic (internal) and
the motional (external) quantum dynamics of the ion, along with the time
evolution of the non-classicality of the quantum state of motion through
the Glauber-Sudarshan function. Furthermore, the combination of the JC
and anti-Jaynes Cummings dynamics present in a trapped ion coupled to
multiple modes of motion, simultaneously enables one to engineer effective
Hamiltonians that characterize a system analogous to para-Fermi or para-
Bose oscillators [74].
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6. Conclusions

Collective many-body dynamics for time-dependent quantum Hamilton
functions is investigated for a dynamical system that exhibits multiple de-
grees of freedom, illustrated by means of a combined (Paul and Penning trap).
Time dependent Hamiltonians are characteristic for 3D Paul traps and they
can be described by means of evolution operators associated with the sym-
plectic group representation, applied in order to build coherent states. In
addition, the expectation values of the quantum Hamilton function reduced
through the evolution operators applied to such states, determine a classi-
cal Hamiltonian that exhibits a time periodic perturbative term [77]. By
averaging this Hamiltonian [159], an autonomous dynamical system results
whose equilibrium configurations determine the family of ordered structures
(ion crystals) [79]. In order that the trapped ion system preserves its stabil-
ity, the associated quasienergy spectrum is required be discrete [13, 31, 77].
We provide the equilibrium points for a 3D QIT and demonstrate that the
configurations of minimum are exactly the regions where ion crystals are
created.

We introduce the generators of the Lie algebra of the symplectic group
SL(2,R), which we use to build the CSs associated to the system under in-
vestigation. The trapped ion is considered a HO to which we associate the
quantum Hamilton function, then infer the kinetic and potential energy op-
erators as functions of the Lie algebra generators. We derive the expressions
for the classical coordinate, momentum, kinetic and potential energy, along
with the total energy, as a function of the complex variables that we use from
our previous analytic models [31, 77]. Finally, we infer the dispersions for
the coordinate and momentum, together with the asymmetry and flatness
parameter for the distribution. The system interaction with laser radiation
is also examined, for a system of identical two-level atoms, under the Jaynes-
Cummings (JC) model. The Hamilton function for the Dicke model [174] is
retrieved and a collective operator is employed to characterize the trapped
ion system. The optical system is modelled as a HO (trapped ion) that un-
dergoes interaction with an external laser field, and then used to engineer
a squeezed state of the EM field. The model can be extended in the fully
quantum picture by engineering (choosing) a CQED JC Hamiltonian. In
case of a trapped ion, the coupling of a single two-level atom to the atom’s
(harmonic) motion is similar to CQED, with the notable difference that the
HO associated with a single mode of the radiation field in CQED is replaced
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by the one corresponding to the atom’s motion, as already demonstrated in
[39]. Hence, the approach we introduce in the paper enables one to build CS
in a compact and smart manner by use of the group theory.

Our model is valid for any 3D or 2D ion trap, as it enables one to identify
equilibrium configurations for trapped ions. Applications span areas like ion
crystals and QIP with ultracold ions, many-body collective dynamics, high-
resolution spectroscopy, quantum sensing and high-precision measurements.
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[62] G. Modugno, C. Benkő, P. Hannaford, G. Roati, M. Inguscio, Sub-
Doppler laser cooling of fermionic 40K atoms, Phys. Rev. A 60 (5)
(1999) R3373 – R3376. doi:10.1103/PhysRevA.60.R3373.

[63] J. Casanova, L. Lamata, I. L. Egusquiza, R. Gerritsma, C. F. Roos,
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