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We formulate the density matrices of a quantum state obtained by first adding multi-photons to
and then subtracting multi-photons from any arbitrary state as well as performing the same process
in the reverse order. Considering the field to be initially in a thermal (or in an even coherent) state,
we evaluate the photon number distribution, Wigner function and Mandel’s Q parameter of the
resulting field. We show graphically that in which order multi-photons are added and subtracted
has a noticeable effect on the temporal behavior of these statistical properties.

PACS numbers: 42.50.-p, 42.50.Ct, 42.50.Pq

I. INTRODUCTION

The non-commutativity between the annihilation (a)
and creation (a†) operators has long been a field of
interest in quantum mechanics. Due to this non-
commutativity of bosonic operators, simple alternated
sequences of adding and subtracting identical particles
to any quantum system show different results. Agarwal
and Tara [1] first proposed a method for producing the
photon-added coherent state. Another way of creating
photon-added or photon-subtracted state is through a
beam-splitter [2]. Dakna [3] showed that if any arbitrary
initial state and a Fock state are injected at the two in-
put channels, then the photon number counting of the
output Fock state reduces the other output channel to a
corresponding photon-added or photon-subtracted state.
In addition, a cavity-QED based technique was theoreti-
cally discussed by Sun et al. [4]. Conditioned on sending
two atoms one by one at the considered levels and de-
tecting them only if they end at the desired levels, they
verified that a and a† are non-commutable.

Recently, Parigi et al. [5] successfully demonstrated
an experimental set-up to observe the effect of adding or
subtracting single-photon to or from a completely clas-
sical and fully incoherent thermal light field. By apply-
ing alternated sequences of the creation and annihila-
tion operators they realized that the resulting states de-
pend on the order in which the two quantum operators
have been applied. The same group also implemented
a single-photon interferometer to achieve a direct proof
for the bosonic commutation relation [6]. Besides testing
the non-commutativity of bosonic operators, this adding-
subtracting phenomena has a great significance because
excitation by a definite number of photons can turn any
classical field to a nonclassical one [7]. On the other hand,
annihilation of a quantum state not only produces non-
classicality but it is able to convert Gaussian states into
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non-Gaussian ones [8]. Non-Gaussian states are known
to provide useful resources for tasks such as entangle-
ment distillation [9] and noiseless amplification [10]. In
recent times, successful experiments have been proposed
by Zavatta et al. [11–13] to manipulate photon subtrac-
tion from or photon addition to a light beam via simple
optical processes such as beam splitter, frequency down-
conversion and homodyne detection. These experimental
successes has made possible the generation of nonclassical
states which have many real life applications. For exam-
ple, squeezed states are used to reduce the noise level
in one of the phase-space quadratures below the quan-
tum limit [14], entangled states are employed to realize
quantum computer and to transfer quantum information
[15] etc. In fact, besides performing quantum communi-
cation, it has been experimentally shown that entangle-
ment can be enhanced by subtracting a photon from one
of the two modes of a two-mode squeezed state [9]. Here
we concentrate on the behavioral changes of nonclassi-
cality of quantum states after applying multi-photons in
different orders.

It is interesting to notice that the theoreticians as well
as the experimentalists investigated a lot about single
or two photon addition or subtraction but less attention
has been paid to multi-photon changes. For example,
Marek et al. [16] generated the squeezed superpositions
of coherent states by applying the two-photon subtrac-
tion (a2) or the photon subtraction and addition (a†a)
combination to squeezed vacuum state. But in our pa-
per, we are interested in finding the results of using an
arbitrary p-photon addition and q-photon subtraction.
Our multi-photon scheme can be realizable in a quan-
tum optics laboratory as the initial thermal (even coher-
ent) field contains a very small number of photons [17].
Yang Yang et al. [18] investigated the nonclassicality of
a single-photon-subtracted Gaussian state as well as a
photon-added-then-subtracted thermal state. They used
nonclassical depth as a measure of nonclassicality and ob-
served a strong correlation between the nonclassicality of
the radiation field and the photon addition-subtraction
process. They reported that the states generated by first
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adding (subtracting) multi-photons to an arbitrary state
and then subtracting (adding) multi-photons from the
resulting state is certainly nonclassical if the number of
added photons is equal to or larger than the number of
subtracted photons. It has been pointed out that the
photon-added-then-subtracted state is nonclassical irre-
spective of any initial state. But their approach is re-
stricted to the nonclassicality depth criteria [19] only. We
here employ other popular tools for looking into the non-
classicality of multi-photon cases.

This paper is structured as follows: we describe
the density matrices for added-then-subtracted and
subtracted-then-added quantum states in Sec. II. Sec. III
concerns with finding various distributions of the thermal
field after photon excitation and de-excitation processes.
In Sec. IV, we study the same properties for the even
coherent state. The last section ends with a summary of
the main results of this article.

II. GENERAL THEORY

Here we do a comparison for the nonclassicality of
added-then-subtracted and subtracted-then-added state.
The density matrix of an arbitrary quantum state of the
single-mode radiation field can be expanded in terms of
photon number states as

ρ̂ =

∞∑
m=0

∞∑
n=0

ρ(m,n)|m〉〈n|. (1)

For a given density matrix ρ̂ of the single-mode radiation
field, the state generated by first adding p photons and
then subtracting q photons may be written as

ρ̂(sa) = N1a
qa†pρ̂apa†q, (2)

where N1 is the normalization constant for the density
operator. Substituting (1) into (2), we obtain

ρ̂(sa) = N1

∞∑
m=0

∞∑
n=0

ρ(m,n)
(m+ p)!√

m!
√

(m+ p− q)!

×|m+ p− q〉〈n+ p− q| (n+ p)!√
n!
√

(n+ p− q)!
.(3)

Next we consider just the reverse process of Eq. (2), i.e.,
first subtracting q photons and then adding p photons to
the initial state. The finally generated state is

ρ̂(as) = N2

∞∑
m=q

∞∑
n=q

ρ(m,n)

√
m!
√

(m+ p− q)!
(m− q)!

×|m+ p− q〉〈n+ p− q|
√
n!
√

(n+ p− q)!
(n− q)!

.(4)

We can derive any property of the final field from these
density operators.

III. THERMAL STATE

For the initial thermal field the density operator is [4]

ρ̂th =

∞∑
n=0

n̄n

(1 + n̄)1+n
|n〉〈n|, (5)

where n̄ is the mean photon number of the thermal state.
Using the formulas (2) and (3) the final density operators
for the two sequences are

ρ̂
(sa)
th = N1

∞∑
n=0

n̄n

(1 + n̄)1+n

((n+ p)!)2

n!(n+ p− q)!

×|n+ p− q〉〈n+ p− q|, (6)

and

ρ̂
(as)
th = N2

∞∑
n=q

n̄n

(1 + n̄)1+n

n!(n+ p− q)!
((n− q)!)2

×|n+ p− q〉〈n+ p− q|. (7)

The analytical expressions for N1 and N2 are respectively

N1 =


(1+n̄)(p−q)!

(p!)2
2F1(1+p,1+p;1+p−q; n̄

1+n̄ )
, p− q ≥ 0

(1+n̄)∑∞
n=0

( n̄
1+n̄ )n

((n+p)!)2

n!(n+p−q)!

, p− q < 0
(8)

and

N2 =
(1 + n̄)

(
n̄

1+n̄

)−q
p! q! 2F1(1 + q, 1 + p; 1; n̄

1+n̄ )
, (9)

in which PFQ is the Generalized Hypergeometric func-
tion.

A. Photon Number Distribution

For a given thermal field, the probabilities of finding n
photons in states (6) and (7) are respectively

p
(sa)
th (n) =

N1

(1 + n̄)

(
n̄

1 + n̄

)n−p+q
((n+ q)!)2

n!(n− p+ q)!
,(10)

and

p
(as)
th (n) =

N2

(1 + n̄)

(
n̄

1 + n̄

)n−p+q
n!(n− p+ q)!

((n− p)!)2
.(11)

In Fig. 1, we show how photon number distribution
changes with photon number n for different excitation
and de-excitation parameters. In general, with increasing
p and q the peak moves towards right and becomes more
wide for both the added-then-subtracted and subtracted-
then-added distributions. That means adding and sub-
tracting photons shift the peak from zero to nonzero pho-

tons. We further notice that p
(as)
th (n) possesses a narrower

distribution compared to p
(sa)
th (n) [see Figs. 1(a)–(c) and

Figs. 1(d)–(f) ].
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FIG. 1. (Color online) Photon number distribution of photon-added-then-subtracted (upper line) and photon-subtracted-then-
added (lower line) thermal field is plotted against n for n̄ = 0.25 and (a) p = q = 2, (b) p = 4, q = 2, (c) p = 8, q = 6, (d)
p = q = 2, (e) p = 4, q = 2 and (f) p = 8, q = 6.

B. Wigner Distribution

For an optical field in the state ρ̂, the Wigner function
is defined as [20]

W (β, β∗)

=
2

π2
e2|β|2

∫
〈−γ|ρ̂|γ〉 exp[−2(β∗γ − βγ∗)]d2γ, (12)

where |γ〉 is a coherent state. In particular, a simple
calculation via (12) results the Wigner distribution for
the initial thermal state as

Wth(β, β∗) =
2

π(1 + 2n̄)
exp

(
− 2|β|2

1 + 2n̄

)
, (13)

which is clearly Gaussian. The Wigner functions for
photon-added-then-subtracted and photon-subtracted-
then-added thermal states are respectively

W
(sa)
th (β, β∗) =

2N1

π
e−2|β|2 (4|β|2)p−q

(1 + n̄)

∞∑
n=0

{
(n+ p)!

(n+ p− q)!

}2

×

{(
n̄

1+n̄

)
(4|β|2)

}n
n!

, (14)

and

W
(as)
th (β, β∗) =

2N2

π
e−2|β|2 (4|β|2)p−q

(1 + n̄)

∞∑
n=q

{
n!

(n− q)!

}2

×

{(
n̄

1+n̄

)
(4|β|2)

}n
n!

. (15)

Fig. 2 elaborates the Wigner distributions in phase
space for several combinations of p and q. It is clear that

the cycling of photons in alternate orders cause exten-

sively different changes to the field. W
(sa)
th (β, β∗) is pos-

itive everywhere but the Gaussian peak gradually trans-
forms to a central dip as (p, q) increases. Here addition
of a larger number of photons, keeping q fixed, leads to a
deeper region of the Wigner function [see Figs. 2(b)-(c)].
That means adding more photons in photon-added-then-
subtracted method can prepare a classical non-Gaussian

state [21]. In Figs. 2(d)-(f), W
(as)
th (β, β∗) are plotted for

(1,1), (2,4) and (2,6) respectively. For this reverse pro-
cess, the dip at the central position shrinks with increas-
ing p and q. When p is fixed, the midway hole looses
its depth as annihilation number increases. It should be
noted that the Wigner function obtained by first adding
one photon and then subtracting one photon [Fig. 2(a)]
from an initial thermal state remarkably differs in char-
acter from the Wigner function after the one-photon-
subtracted-then-added process [Fig. 2(d)]. The different
results for these two alternate sequences with same (p, q)
establish the non-commutativity between a and a†.

C. Mandel’s Q Parameter

Next to determine the photon statistics of a single-
mode radiation field we consider the Mandel’s Q param-
eter defined by [22]

Q =
〈a†2a2〉
〈a†a〉

− 〈a†a〉, (16)

which measures the deviation of the variance of the pho-
ton number distribution of the considered state from the
Poissonian distribution of the coherent state. Q = 0
stands for Poissonian distribution, while for −1 ≤ Q <
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FIG. 2. (Color online) Wigner distribution of photon-added-then-subtracted (upper line) and photon-subtracted-then-added
(lower line) thermal state as a function of Re(β) and Im(β) for n̄ = 0.04 and (a) p = q = 1, (b) p = 4, q = 12, (c) p = 8, q = 12,
(d) p = q = 1, (e) p = 2, q = 4 and (f) p = 2, q = 6.

0 (Q > 0), the field obeys sub- (super-) Poissonian pho-
ton statistics. But the negativity of Q is not a necessary
condition to distinguish the quantum states into nonclas-
sical and classical regime but just a sufficient one. For
example, a state may be nonclassical even though Q is
positive [1]. Using (16), one can easily calculate

Q
(sa)
th =

(p− q − 1) 2F1(1 + p, 1 + p; p− q − 1; n̄
1+n̄ )

2F1(1 + p, 1 + p; p− q; n̄
1+n̄ )

−
(p− q) 2F1(1 + p, 1 + p; p− q; n̄

1+n̄ )

2F1(1 + p, 1 + p; 1 + p− q; n̄
1+n̄ )

(17)

and

Q
(as)
th =

(p− 1) 3F2(1 + p, 1 + p, 1 + q; 1, p− 1; n̄
1+n̄ )

3F2(1 + p, 1 + p, 1 + q; 1, p; n̄
1+n̄ )

−
p 3F2(1 + p, 1 + p, 1 + q; 1, p; n̄

1+n̄ )

2F1(1 + q, 1 + p; 1; n̄
1+n̄ )

(18)

In order to see the variation of the Q parameter against
the mean photon number n̄, Mandel’s Q is plotted as a
function of n̄ in Fig. 3. In the range of (−1, 1/2), Q in-
creases monotonically with n̄, regardless of several (p, q)
values. Both the added-then-subtracted and subtracted-
then-added Q curves are partially negative and partially
positive which indicates that the fields enjoying sub-
Poissonian characteristic also obey super-Poissonian dis-
tribution after a certain limit of n̄. For fixed q, as de-

picted in Fig. 3(a), the values of Q
(sa)
th decrease as p in-

creases. But in Fig. 3(b), where the number of addition
is fixed and the number of subtraction is varied, Q in-
creases as q increases. It seems that increasing creation
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FIG. 3. (Color online) Mandel’s Q parameter for photon-
added-then-subtracted thermal state (upper row) and photon-
subtracted-then-added thermal state (lower row) as a function
of mean photon number with different (p, q)’s.

(annihilation) number may produce stronger (weaker)
sub-Poissonian statistics. On the contrary, Fig. 3(c) and
Fig. 3(d) have made it clear that adding more photons
from a subtracted-then-added thermal field (keeping q
fixed) creates a weaker super-Poissonian distribution and
subtracting more photons from a subtracted-then-added
thermal field (keeping p fixed) creates a stronger super-
Poissonian distribution. It is to be pointed out that

in general Q
(sa)
th reaches Poissonian level (Q = 0) more

rapidly than Q
(as)
th .
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IV. EVEN COHERENT STATE

The even coherent state [ECS] is defined as a superpo-
sition of two coherent states as [23]

|ψ〉ECS =
1

(2 + 2e−2|α|2)1/2
(|α〉+ | − α〉), (19)

where | − α〉 has the same amplitude as |α〉 but with
a phase shift of π. When |α| is as small as 2, |〈α| −
α〉|2 ≈ 0 [24]. Assuming (19) as the initial state, the
density operators for the photon-added-then-subtracted
and photon-subtracted-then-added even coherent states
are respectively

ρ̂
(sa)
ECS = N3a

qa†pρ̂ECSa
pa†q, (20)

and

ρ̂
(as)
ECS = N4a

†paqρ̂ECSa
†qap, (21)

where N3 and N4 are the normalization constants. For
deriving N3 and N4, we use some normal- (antinormal-)
ordered operator identities such as [25]

a†paq =: Hp,q(a
†, a) :, aqa†p = (−i)p+q : Hp,q(ia

†, ia) :,

and

: Hp,q(ia
†, ia) :: Hu,v(ia

†, ia) :

=

min(p,v)∑
n=0

p!v!

n!(p− n)!(v − n)!
: Hp+u−n,q+v−n(ia†, ia) :,

where :: stands for normal ordering, H is the two-variable
Hermite polynomial defined as

Hm,n(x, y) =

min(m,n)∑
l=0

(−1)l
m!n!

l!(m− l)!(n− l)
xm−lyn−l.

With the help of the above properties and the well-
known relation between the bivariate Hermite polyno-
mial and the Laguerre polynomial [26], i.e. Hm,m(x, y) =
(−1)mm!Lm(xy), N3 and N4 can be calculated as

N3 =

(
1+e−2|α|2

)∑q

m=0

(q!)2(p+q−m)!

(−1)mm!((q−m)!)2
L

(sup)
p+q−m(|α|2)

,

N4 = (−1)p+qN3,

 (22)

where L
(sup)
p+q−m(|α|2) = Lp+q−m(|α|2) + Lp+q−m(−|α|2).

A. Photon Number Distribution

We can find n number of photons in states (20) and
(21) respectively with the probabilities

p
(sa)
ECS(n) =


2N3e

−|α|2

(1+e−2|α|2 )

((n+q)!)2(|α|2)n−p+q

n!((n−p+q)!)2 , n− p+ q even

0 , n− p+ q odd
(23)

and

p
(as)
ECS(n) =


2N4e

−|α|2

(1+e−2|α|2 )

n!(|α|2)n−p+q

((n−p)!)2 , n− p+ q even

0 , n− p+ q odd
(24)

In Fig. 4, we examine how the changes in (p, q) affect
the photon-added-then-subtracted (photon-subtracted-
then-added) even coherent state, when n− p+ q is even

and |α|2 = 4. In general, p
(sa)
ECS has a broader distribution

than p
(as)
ECS. Figs. 4(b) and (c) show that by increasing

the excitation number one can move the peak towards
right for the added-then-subtracted state. But for the
subtracted-then-added even coherent state, the increase
in q (whenever q differs a lot from p) has no significant
effect on the position of the peak [see Figs. 4(e)-(f)].

B. Wigner Distribution

To find out the analytical expressions for the Wigner
functions of added-then-subtracted and subtracted-then-
added even coherent states, we recall some basic proper-
ties of two-variable Hermite polynomial [26]

Hm,n(x, y) =
∂m+n

∂um∂vn
exp(−uv + ux+ vy)|u,v=0,

∂r

∂xr
Hm,n(x, y) =

m!

(m− r)!
Hm−r,n(x, y),

and an integral formula [27]∫
d2z

π2
exp(a|z|2 + bz + cz∗ + dz2 + ez∗

2

)

=
1√

a2 − 4de
exp

(
−abc+ b2e+ c2d

a2 − 4de

)
,

whose convergent condition is Re(a ± d ± e) < 0 and

Re(a
2−4de
a±d±e ) < 0. Insertion of these formulas into (12)

gives us

W
(sa)
ECS(β, β∗) =

N3

(1 + e−2|α|2)

p∑
n=0

(−1)n(p!)2

n!((p− n)!)2

{(
|Hp−n,q[i(2β − α), iα∗]|2e−2|α−β|2 + |Hp−n,q[i(2β + α),−iα∗]|2e−2|α+β|2

)
+e−2|β|2

(
Hp−n,q[i(2β − α),−iα∗]Hp−n,q[i(2β + α), iα∗]e2(αβ∗−α∗β)
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FIG. 4. (Color online) Photon number distribution of photon-added-then-subtracted (upper line) and photon-subtracted-then-
added (lower line) even coherent state is plotted against n for |α|2 = 4 and (a) p = q = 1, (b) p = 8, q = 4, (c) p = 16, q = 4,
(d) p = q = 1, (e) p = 4, q = 8 and (f) p = 4, q = 12.

+Hp−n,q[i(2β − α),−iα∗]Hp−n,q[i(2β + α), iα∗]e2(α∗β−αβ∗)
)}

, (25)

and

W
(as)
ECS(β, β∗) =

N4

(1 + e−2|α|2)

p∑
n=0

(−1)n(p!)2

n!((p− n)!)2

{(
|Hp−n,q[2β − α, α∗]|2e−2|α−β|2 + |Hp−n,q[2β + α,−α∗]|2e−2|α+β|2

)
+e−2|β|2

(
Hp−n,q[2β − α,−α∗]Hp−n,q[2β + α, α∗]e2(αβ∗−α∗β)

+Hp−n,q[2β − α,−α∗]Hp−n,q[2β + α, α∗]e2(α∗β−αβ∗)
)}

, (26)

where Hm,n(x, y) denotes complex conjugate of
Hm,n(x, y). The partial negativity of Wigner func-
tion is a clear signature of nonclassical character of the
related state. But this condition is one-sided i.e. one
cannot conclude the state is classical when the Wigner
function is positive everywhere. For example, the
Wigner function of the squeezed state is Gaussian and
positive everywhere but it is a well-known nonclassical
state.

Based on Eqs. (25) and (26), we plot the Wigner func-
tion in phase space with several combinations of (p, q)
and α = 1. The nonclassical character of both the added-
then-subtracted and subtracted-then-added even coher-
ent states are depicted in Fig. 5. In case of p = q = 1,

the distribution W
(sa)
ECS(β, β∗) almost coincides with the

distribution W
(as)
ECS(β, β∗). We observe that the central

Gaussian peak of the added-then-subtracted even coher-
ent state first transforms to a single peak with a deep

crater and then again a single Gaussian peak comes out
of this crater as p changes from 1 to 2 [Fig. 5(b)] and 2
to 3 [Fig. 5(c)]. While for subtracted-then-added even
coherent state, the bumps at the two ends of the x-
axis slowly disappear with p. We further notice that
the partial negative region of the added-then-subtracted
(subtracted-then-added) even coherent state gradually
diminishes with increasing p. This implies that increasing
photon addition number causes the lose of nonclassical-
ity of the state. In fact if we increase q together with p,

W
(as)
ECS(β, β∗) just reduces to show a nearly plane region.

In Fig. 6, we show Wigner functions of only photon-
added even coherent state for α = 0.1. Choosing (a)
p = 1 and (b) p = 5, we obtain partially negative Wigner
functions which look like those presented in [28].
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FIG. 5. (Color online) Wigner function of photon-added-then-subtracted (upper row) and photon-subtracted-then-added (lower
row) even coherent state as a function of Re(β) and Im(β) for α = 1 and different (p, q)’s (a) (1, 1), (b) (2, 1), (c) (3, 1), (d)
(1, 1), (e) (2, 1) and (f) (3, 1).

C. Mandel’s Q Parameter

Mandel’s Q parameter for even coherent state can be
derived using the following relations:

〈a†a〉(sa)
=

N3

(1 + e−2|α|2)

q+1∑
m=0

((q + 1)!)2(p+ q + 1−m)!

(−1)mm!((q + 1−m)!)2

×L(sup)
p+q+1−m(|α|2), (27)

〈a†2a2〉(sa)
=

N3

(1 + e−2|α|2)

q+2∑
m=0

((q + 2)!)2(p+ q + 2−m)!

(−1)mm!((q + 2−m)!)2

×L(sup)
p+q+2−m(|α|2), (28)

〈a†a〉(as) =
N4

(1 + e−2|α|2)

q∑
m=0

(−1)p+q+1−m(q!)2(p+ q −m)!

m!((q −m)!)2

[
(p+ q + 1−m)L

(sup)
p+q+1−m(|α|2) + L

(sup)
p+q−m(|α|2)

]
,

(29)

and

〈a†2a2〉(as) =
N4

(1 + e−2|α|2)

q∑
m=0

(−1)p+q+2−m(q!)2(p+ q −m)!

m!((q −m)!)2

[
(p+ q + 2−m)(p+ q + 1−m)L

(sup)
p+q+2−m(|α|2)
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FIG. 6. (Color online) Wigner function of only photon-added
even coherent state with α = 0.1.

+4(p+ q + 1−m)L
(sup)
p+q+1−m(|α|2) + 2L

(sup)
p+q−m(|α|2)

]
. (30)

Substituting (27) and (28) into (16) and (29) and (30)

again into (16) we determine Q
(sa)
ECS and Q

(as)
ECS respec-

tively.
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FIG. 7. (Color online) Mandel’s Q parameter for photon-
added-then-subtracted even coherent state (upper row) and
photon-subtracted-then-added even coherent state (lower
row) as a function of |α| with different (p, q)’s.

Fig. 7 clearly shows the changes of Q
(sa)
ECS and Q

(as)
ECS

curves for a fixed number of one operation and a vari-
able number of other operation. Fig. 7(a) and Fig. 7(b)

respectively exhibit that Q
(sa)
ECS goes far away from Pois-

sonian level as p increases, keeping q fixed and comes
closer to Poissonian level as q increases, keeping p fixed.

The values of Q
(as)
ECS also conclude the same. For in-

creasing photon creation number, Q
(sa)
ECS sticks to its sub-

Poissonian character much more but for increasing pho-

ton subtracting number, Q
(as)
ECS changes its characteristic

to indicate super-Poissonian distribution.

V. CONCLUSION

In this article, we have introduced the density matri-
ces of different quantum states after applying an oper-
ator combination aqa†p or a†paq to them. Assuming
the field to be initially either in a thermal state or in
an even coherent state, we have investigated the statis-
tical properties depending on the analytical expression
of the normalization constant, photon number distribu-
tion, Wigner function and Mandel’s Q parameter. Two
different criteria i.e. negativity of Wigner function and
Poissonian statistics of Mandel’s Q have been used to re-
veal the nonclassicality of photon-added-then-subtracted
(thermal or even coherent) state and photon-subtracted-
then-added (thermal or even coherent) state. We have
noticed that the Wigner function of thermal state has no
negative region at all but the Wigner function of even
coherent state exhibits a partial negative region in phase
space which is a clear evidence for the nonclassicality of
the state. In case of even coherent state, as (p, q) be-
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comes larger, W
(sa)
ECS(β, β∗) and W

(as)
ECS(β, β∗) change in

an almost opposite way. In addition, the Q parameter
of thermal state presenting negative values becomes > 0
after a certain limit of n̄. We have seen also irrespective

of (p, q) values, Q
(sa)
ECS represents super-Poissonian curves

after a certain value of |α|. In conclusion, the different
results for the different orders of adding and subtract-

ing multiphotons to the initial state clearly proves the
non-commutativity between a and a†.
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