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Violation of the two-time Leggett-Garg inequalities for a harmonic oscillator
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We investigate the violation of the Leggett-Garg inequalities for a harmonic oscillator in various quantum
states and with various choices of a projection operator for a dichotomic variable. We focus on the two-time
quasiprobability distribution function with a dichotomic variable constructed with the position or momentum
operator of a harmonic oscillator. Our results are the generalization of the previous work by Mawby and Halliwell
[Phys. Rev. A 107, 032216 (2023)], but the new points are the following. We first obtain the explicit expression
for the two-time quasiprobability distribution function for the (thermal) squeezed coherent state. Second, we
find the two-time quasiprobability distribution function with the dichotomic variable and the projection operator
constructed in terms of the momentum operator. Third, we demonstrate that the violation of the Leggett-Garg
inequalities can be boosted by adopting the dichotomic variable and the projection operator defined by a finite
range of the position/momentum, in which a larger violation appears for the ground state and the squeezed state.
We give an intuitive interpretation when the violation of the Leggett-Garg inequalities appears. We also present a
mathematical formula to compute the quasiprobability distribution function by using the integral representation

of the Heaviside function, which is useful to generalize it to a quantum field theory.

DOLI: 10.1103/PhysRevA.110.012223

I. INTRODUCTION

Testing quantum coherence in macroscopic systems is
one of the fundamental problems in modern physics to ex-
plore the boundary between the quantum world and the
classical world. The Leggett-Garg inequalities are the rela-
tions that must be satisfied from two intuitive principles in
the macroscopic world [1-3]: macrorealism and noninvasive
measurability. Macroscopic realism means that the physical
quantity is a predetermined value regardless of the measure-
ments. Noninvasive measurements imply that we can measure
this predetermined value without disturbing the system’s state.
In contrast to classical mechanics, quantum mechanics breaks
these two principles because of quantum superpositions and
state-collapse disturbance. Experiments to verify the violation

2469-9926/2024/110(1)/012223(15)

012223-1

of the Leggett-Garg inequalities have been performed on spin
operators in qubit systems and superconducting circuits [4—8].
Recently, they were also applied to neutron interferometers
to test how far the prediction of quantum mechanics holds
against macrorealism [9]. The coherence of the neutrino os-
cillation was tested using the violation of the Leggett-Garg
inequalities [10]. These are the frontiers of testing quan-
tum mechanics in the macroscopic world. There are further
proposals, e.g., testing the quantum nature of macroscopic
systems with the Leggett-Garg inequalities including gravity
[11]. Theoretical research on the Leggett-Garg inequalities
themselves is under debate (e.g., [12-16]).

The authors of Ref. [17] demonstrated that the Leggett-
Garg inequalities can be violated in a harmonic oscillator in
coherent states (see also [18,19]). Furthermore, Halliwell’s
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group has investigated the violation of the Leggett-Garg in-
equalities in harmonic oscillators in thermal coherent state
[20-24]. The optomechanical oscillator system is a promis-
ing method for preparing the quantum states of a massive
object as tabletop experiments [25-28]. Continuous measure-
ment cooling technology has been developed to realize such
a quantum state [29-31]. Feasibility tests have demonstrated
that the quantum states of a macroscopic pendulum will be
realized in the near future [32-34]. As a first step toward
a test of the macrorealism with a macroscopic oscillator,
we investigate the violation of the two-time Leggett-Garg
inequalities with a harmonic oscillator in various quan-
tum states. The results in this paper contain generalizations
of previous studies in the Ref. [24], but the new results
of this paper are as follows: We investigate the violation of
the two-time Leggett-Garg inequalities for one-dimensional
harmonic oscillators in various quantum states using two dif-
ferent types of dichotomic measurement. One is the simplest
choice of a continuous variable, where the boundary is chosen
as a constant of the eigenvalue of the position/momentum.
The other is the case that the dichotomic variable is de-
fined by a finite range of the position/momentum. We show
that the latter choice boosts the violation of the Leggett-
Garg inequalities, which appear for the ground state and
the squeezed states. We explain when the violation of the
Leggett-Garg inequalities occurs, which is useful to under-
stand the violation of the Leggett-Garg inequalities in an
intuitive manner. We show the result with a dichotomic vari-
able of the momentum operator, which demonstrates the
dual property between the position and momentum. We also
develop a formulation to calculate the quasiprobability distri-
bution function using the integral formula of the Heaviside
function.

The present paper is organized as follows: In Sec. II we
briefly review the basic formulas of the two-time quasiprob-
ability distribution function for the two-time Leggett-Garg
inequalities. In Sec. III there are three subsections. Each
subsection describes a generalization of the previous work
in Ref. [24]. The first subsection III A shows the explicit
expression for the two-time quasiprobability distribution func-
tion for the squeezed coherent state, which is obtained by
extending the formulas developed in Ref. [24], where we
also investigate the behaviors of the maximum violation
of Leggett-Garg inequalities. Here we explain the intuitive
understanding when the Leggett-Garg inequalities occur. In
the second subsection III B, we explain the expression of the
quasiprobability distribution function with momentum as the
observed quantity. In the third subsection III C, we develop a
formula to compute the quasiprobability distribution function,
which is useful for quantum continuous variables by using the
integral representation of the Heaviside function. We compare
the results with these two different formulas. In Sec. IV we
demonstrate the result with another dichotomic variable and
the projection operator, in which we consider a finite region
of position/momentum to construct the dichotomic variable.
This leads to the violation of the Leggett-Garg inequalities
in the ground state as well as the squeezed state, which
even boosts the violation. Section V is devoted to summary
and conclusions. In Appendix A a brief review of deriv-
ing the quasiprobability distribution function for the thermal

squeezed coherent state based on the method made by Mawby
and Halliwell [24] is presented. In Appendix B we present
a detailed derivation of the expression (21). Throughout this
paper, we use the unit 7 = 1.

II. LEGGETT-GARG INEQUALITIES
AND QUASIPROBABILITY DISTRIBUTION FUNCTION

In the first part of this section, we review the two-time
Leggett-Garg inequalities with the two-time quasiprobability
distribution function. We introduce a dichotomic variable Q,
which gives *1 as a result of measurement. We define Q; and
(0, to be the results of measurements at the time #; and #,,
respectively. Further, we introduce s; and s,, which are to be
chosen £1 for the measurement at the time #; and f,. Under
these assumptions, the inequalities (1 + s;Q1)(1 + 520,) > 0
hold for the four combination of s; and s».

Within a framework of macrorealism, there exists a proba-
bility function p(Q;, Q»), which gives

(1) = Y p(01.0)01. (@)= D p(Q1.02)0s.
01,02 01,02

(Qi102) = Y p(Q1,02)010s. ()
01,02

The probability function takes values of the range between
0 and 1, and the expectation value of (1 + s;0;)(1 + 520»)
must be non-negative,

(A +51000 +5202)) 20, 2

which is regarded as the Leggett-Garg inequalities of two-
time.

On the basis of the framework of quantum mechan-
ics, introducing the dichotomic quantum variable Q the
corresponding variables Q) and Q, are defined by 0 =
O(t)) = et Qe and Q) = O(ty) = e Qe~1", respec-
tively, where we assume the unitary evolution of the system
described by the Hamiltonian operator A. Then the quasiprob-
ability is defined by

Gs1.5: (11, 12) = FTr[(1 + 51001 + $202)p0] + (1 < 2), (3)

where py is the density matrix of the initial state. Introducing
the Heisenberg operator by
Ps(t) — eiﬁtpse—iﬁf — %eiﬁl(l + SQ)e—iﬁf’ (4)

where P, = (1 4+ sQ)/2 is regarded as a projection operator,
the quasiprobability is written as

Gsy.5, (11, 1) = ATr[Py (11)Py, (12)po] + (1 <> 2)
= ReTr[P, ()P, (t1)po)- (5)

We note that g, 5, (#1,%) satisfies the relations of the
probability [21]

Q@) =TrlQ(t)pol = Y s1qs.0(t, 1), (6)

S],Sz::tl

(0(0) =TrlQ(t)pol = Y 2400t 0), (D)

S1 ,Sz::tl
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FIG. 1. Schematic explanation of how to define the dichotomic
measurement in Sec. [II A, Eq. (10)

1 . ~ 1 a a
§<{Q(11), o)) = ETI[{Q(tl)a O(t2)}pol

= Y 51965501, 0), ®)

51 ,Sz::tl

l = Z q&‘l,Sz(tlv t2)7 (9)

51,8, ==%1

where {O(11), ()} = O(11)0(t2) + O(12)O(t1). However, it
may have negative values in quantum theory, and then we call
g, .5, (t1, 12) quasiprobability.

III. TWO-TIME QUASIPROBABILITY DISTRIBUTION
FUNCTION OF THE DICHOTOMIC MEASUREMENT

In this section we evaluate the quasiprobability distribution
function with dichotomic measurements, which is defined by
a measurement value Q as shown by Fig. 1. The dichotomic
measurement means that when the observable is larger than
the threshold w, Q = +1, and when it is smaller than w,
Q = —1, where w is a parameter. For this assumption, the

J

qs, s> (tl s t2) =Re Tr[Psg (tZ)Pm (tl ):00]

measurement operator Q can be written by a sign function and
the projection operator can be written by a Heaviside function:

A

Q=sgn(x —w), PF;=0(@sE—w)). (10)

Using the Heisenberg picture, the time-dependent operator is
written as

o) = eiﬁt’sgn()? — w)e i
Py (t) = ™9 (s;(; — w))e M, (1D

In subsection IIT A, we first consider the two-time quasiprob-
ability distribution function for the thermal squeezed coherent
state, which is obtained by extending the formulas developed
in Ref. [24]. In the second subsection III B, the expression of
the quasiprobability distribution function with the dichotomic
variable with the momentum operator. In the third subsection
IIIC, we develop a formula to compute the quasiprobability
distribution function, which is used to prove the validity of
both the formulas.

A. Two-time quasiprobability distribution function
with the dichotomic variable of position operator

First, we evaluate the quasiprobability distribution function
following the method developed in the paper by Mawby and
Halliwell [24]. We first consider the squeezed coherent state,
which is written as

po = D(£)S(£)10) (0] ST(¢)D™ () (12)

with the squeezing operator S(¢) defined by S(¢)=
e2647=8"a) anq the coherent operator D(§) defined by
D) = esa"es*a’ where we also use & = (xp + ipo)/\/z and
=re®, and xy and py are the dimensionless initial
position/momentum expected values. Then the quasiprobabil-
ity distribution function is given by

= Re(0|ST(0)DT(£)0(s2(G(t2) — w))O(s1(X(t1) — w))D(E)S(¢)]0)

1 _
= 4_1|:1 + slerf(x&(;isz) + szerf<

oo
+ s152Re Z o no—t+p(2)=Bn ))JOn(

n=1

where we defined x:(, = v/2Re[£(1)] = v2Re[Ee '],
A1) = /sinh(2r) cos(By — 2wt ) + cosh(2r), B(t) is defined
by Eq. (A12), and J,,,(x1, x») is defined as the matrix element
in Ref. [23] [see also Eq. (A21) for J,,,,(x1, 00)], and erf(z) is
the error function.

We have also found the explicit expression for the
quasiprobability for the thermal squeezed coherent state,
Eq. (A16), as described in Appendix A. We define the pa-
rameter for the initial state of the coherent state by xy =
V2Re[€] = V/2|€| cos O, py = +/2Im[£]=+/2|€| sin ©. Here

we note that xo and py are understood as the initial values

Xe(ny) — w) N Slszerf<xs<m - w>erf<xé(tz) — w)}
At2) At) At2)

X, —w Xe(,) — W
= ,oo>Jno(——f“~) ,oo), (13)

Altr) At2)

(

of the position and momentum of coherent oscillating motion,
normalized by the factors 1/+/2mw and /mw/2, respectively.
Figure 2 plots the minimum value g;,_; (0, #2) on the plane of
Xo and pg, where we found the minimum value of ¢g; _;(0, ;)
by varying #, for each xo and py. Here we fixed w = 0 and the
squeezed parameter » = 1/2 and 6y = 0 with the temperature
T = 0. As is predicted in Ref. [24], g;, ,(0, t2) achieves the
minimum value gj, 5, (0, 2) = —0.0284, which is the same as
that for the coherent state with » = 0. As is demonstrated
in [24] for the coherent state, the minimum value of the
quasiprobability distribution function becomes larger as the
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FIG. 2. Contour plot of the minimum values of g, 41 5,——1(t; =
0, 72), on the plane of xy and p,. We fixed w = 0 and the squeezing
parameters r = 1/2 and 6y = 0. xo and p, are the dimensionless
initial position and momentum values, respectively.

temperature 7 is increased. This property is the same for
the squeezed coherent state, and this can be understood from
the fact that the quasiprobability distribution function of the
squeezed coherent state is obtained by that of the coherent
state with an appropriate variable transformation, which is
explicitly shown in Appendix A. Hereafter in this section, we
fix w = 0, for simplicity.

The left panel of Fig. 3 exemplifies the quasiprobability
distribution function, g, s, (0, f2), as a function of wt,, where
the left panel assumes s; = 1, s, = —1. Figure 3 adopted the
parameters xy and pg noted in Table I, which are chosen so
that the quasiprobability distribution function achieves the
maximum violation, gy, s,(0, ) = —0.0284. With the use of
Fig. 3, we explain how to understand the violation of the
Leggett-Garg inequalities in an intuitive way. The violation
of the Leggett-Garg inequalities appears when the position
measurements give the opposite value against the expectation
value. The initial values of xy and py for the curves in this
figure are roughly —1.5 < xp < —0.5and 0.7 < py < 2. This

TABLE 1. Parameters adopted for the curves in Fig. 3.

51 5 r Xo Po
1 -1 0 —0.554 1.95
1 -1 0.5 —0.896 1.18
1 -1 0.6 —0.991 1.07
1 -1 0.7 -1.09 0.968
1 -1 0.8 —1.21 0.875
1 -1 0.9 —1.34 0.792
1 -1 1.0 —1.48 0.717

means that the initial expectation value of the coherent oscil-
lation motion starts from the left xy < 0 with the right moving
momentum po > 0. g1,—1(0, ) computes the quasiprobability
that the result of the position measurement at t; = 0 gives
x > 0 and the result of the position measurement at t, gives
x < 0. However, the initial value of xo < O at #; is opposite to
the condition x > 0 at t{ = 0. The right panel of Fig. 3 plots
the expectation value of (o|X(¢)|0)/2|&] = cos(wt — ®),
where the curve of the left panel assumes the same parameters
adopted for the same type of curve in Fig. 3. From the right
panel of Fig. 3, the expectation value of the position becomes
positive after a short time. The quasiprobability distribution
function g _(0, ;) takes the minimum negative values at
the time #, when it becomes (|%(#2)|¥o) > 0. This is op-
posite to the condition that g; _;(0, ;) means at ;. Namely,
q1,—1(0, r,) computes the quasiprobability that the result of the
position measurement at #, gives x < 0. Thus, the violation of
the Leggett-Garg inequalities appears when the measurements
give opposite values against the expectation values. This prop-
erty is maintained even for other s;, s, pairs and can be said
to be general.

B. Two-time quasiprobability distribution function
with the dichotomic variable of momentum operator

In this subsection we consider the quasiprobability distri-
bution function with the dichotomic variable constructed with
the momentum operator for the squeezed coherent state. Here
the dichotomic variable and the measurement operator can be
written by a sign function, and the projection operator can be

0.25
,,,,, r':O
,,,,, r:O
—r=0.5 —r=0.5
,,,,, r=0.6 - r=0.6
N — r=0.7 . —r=0.7
N r=0.8 A - r=0.8
N —r=0.9 S/ r=0.9
—.r=1.0 Yl r=1.0
0 1 2 3 4 5 6
wty
FIG. 3. The left panel shows the quasiprobability distribution function as a function of wt adopted s; = 1, s, = —1, where we fixedt;, = 0

and 6y = 0, and the other parameters are noted in Table 1. The right panel shows as the expectation values of position (Vo |%(2)|Vo)/2|E| =
cos(wt — arctan[pg/xo]) as a function of wt. The same-type curves in the left panel and in the right panel of Fig. 3 assume the same parameters
for each, as described in Table L. g;, 4, (0, #,) achieves the minimum value gy, ,, (0, £,) = —0.0284.
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Q=+1

S 7/

Q=-1
0

FIG. 4. Schematic explanation of how to define the dichotomic
measurement in Sec. Il B, Eq. (14).

> X

written by a Heaviside function (see Fig. 4):

Py, = 0(si(p — w)). (14)
|

A

Q = sgn(p —w),

For the Heisenberg operators X(¢) and p(¢), which unitarily
evolve through H,

pt) = 2t + 7 20), (15)
then the quasiprobability distribution function is written as
Gs,.5, (11, 12) = Re Tr[Py, (22) Py, (t1) po]
= Re(0IST(2)D'(§)0(s2(p(12) — w))
x 0(s1(p(t1) — w)D(E)S(£)[0)
= Re(0]ST(0)D' (€6 (s2 (fc(tz n Z”—w) - w))
%01 (21 + 53— ) = w) )DESE@)I0),
(16)

where pg = D(£)S(¢)|0)(0|ST(¢)D" (&). From the second line
to the third line, we used Eq. (15). The derivation is shown in
Appendix A, and we have

1 X, —w X, —w X, —w X —w
q§|,.vz(tl7 ) = —| 1+ serf §(h+7/20) + syerf S(tz+ﬂ/2w)ﬂ + sy sperf E(t1+ﬂ/2w)7r erf E(t2+ﬂ/2w)n
4 Mo+ 35) An+45) Me+35)

)»(tl + %)

o0

+ s15Re Z e*inw[tzftl +B(tr+7 [2w)—B(1 +n/2w)]J0n

n=1

Also note that xg (47 /42) is equivalent to pg() which appears
when the coherent operator acts on the momentum operator
as DT(E@)pD(E@)) = p+ De), Where we defined pgq) =
V2Im[£(1)] = +/2Im[£e~*']. Thus, Eq. (15) is useful to find
the quasiprobability distribution function with the dichotomic
variable with the measurement of momentum.

The panels of Fig. 5 demonstrate the contour of the min-
imum value of ¢;,_1(0, ) on the plane xy and po. The left
panel assumes w =0, r = 1/2, and 6y = 0, while the right
panel assumes w =0, r = 1/2, and 6y = 7. The minimum

30 ' ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ T a1,1(4=0,1)
0
2L
-0.005
1
-0.010
Po 0O
-0.015
_1t
-0.020
ol
sl ~0.025

Xo

X, —-w X, —-w
_ E+m/2w) ’ OO)J,,() (_ E(try+m2w) ’ OO) . (17)

)»(ll + %) )\,(lg + 2”_w)

(

value of g1, (0, ) in Fig. 5 is —0.0284, which is the same
as that in Fig. 2. One can see that the right panel of Fig. 5 is
given by rotating Fig. 2 by the factor 7 /2 around the origin.
This can be understood by the relation (15), and the projection
operators and the squeezed coherent states of these two mod-
els are related by the rotation in phase space. The period of the
rotation of the squeezed state in phase space is 7 /w, and the
period of the rotation of the coherent motion in phase space
is 27 /w. The result in this subsection might be useful from
the perspective of testing the violation of the Leggett-Garg

3F ' ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ 1 311(h=0,1)
0.
21t
—-0.005
1L ]
—-0.010
Po Of 1
-0.015
—1t ]
—-0.020
ol ]
—-0.025
_3[ . : ‘ ‘ ‘ ]
-3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3

Xo

FIG. 5. The contour of the minimum value of the Leggett-Garg violation g, _(t; = 0, ,) with Eq. (17) on the plane of x; and py. #, takes
different values at each point. #, is a variable parameter to minimize g; _;(f; = 0, ;). In these panels we fixed w =0, r =1/2, and 6, =0

(6p = ) in the left (right) panel.
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o
o

+15p=—1(t1=0,13)
o o
S o

o
)

—— |Integral

s,

FIG. 6. Comparison of the numerical results of Eq. (21) and
Eq. (13). In the numerical evaluation of Eq. (13), we increased the
maximum number of the sum with respect to n up to n = 5 (blue
dashed curve), n = 50 (orange solid curve), n = 500 (red dashed
curve), where the red dashed curve is not seen. The black solid
curve plots the numerical integration of Eq. (21), which overlaps
the red dashed curve, i.e., Eq. (13) with n = 500. Thus, the two
formulas (21) and (13) coincide as long as the sum with respect to
n is taken sufficiently large. Here we fixed xo = 0.550, po = 1.925,
r=1,6p=mn/3,sy =1,and s, = —1.

inequality for a harmonic oscillator with measurements of
momentum.

C. Another calculation method of quasiprobability distribution
function and its applicability

In this subsection we develop a different prescription for
computing the quasiprobability distribution function, which
can be useful to generalize it to a system of quantum field
theory as demonstrated in the accompanying paper [35]. We
restart from the expression of the quasiprobability distri-
bution function, gy, s, (1, t2) = ReTr[ P, (12)P;, (t1)po], where
we consider the initial state as a coherent squeezed
state, po = D(£)S(¢)|0) (0] ST(¢)DT(&). Using the mathe-
matical formula 6'(x — o) = —dO0(x — a)/da = §(x —a) =
5= [%0 dpe P we have

O(x —a) = / dc—/ dpe P9, (18)
o 2 )

I 4 I
I I
Q=+1: Q=-1 :Q=+1
I I
| ]
—Ll 0) 1],
I I
I I

> X

Further, using the creation and annihilation operators,
a' and &, the position operator of x is written as % =
(@+ a"/v2mw, and we have

P‘(t) — eiﬁte(sﬁ_)efiﬁt

/oo /oo dp |: ( &e—iwt +&Teiwt >]
= dc —exp|ip|l —s————+c |-
0 —00 27 2mw

(19)
Hence, the quasiprobability is expressed as
(1, ) = ReTr dcidc
QSl,s_(l 2) |://(; 1 2/./;()0 (27_[)2
% efipzsz (Ge™ 2 a2 ) +ipycy
x g ipisi(@en e Hima ,00:| ’ (20)

which leads to

1 e %2 (72 1 27bef /%
0.1, ) =Rey ——— du| — — ———
Gs,.5, (1, ) = R % VB Jo s 2532

< erfc<fz_a)”, @)

where we defined as follows:

y =& cosh || — &% sinh [¢], (22)
E(t) = e ' coshr + ¢ e~ sinh r, (23)
E@W)=E@)y +E*(1)y", (24)

B = |E)IP|E@®)I — [E*(t)E@)], (25)

o= é[|E(lg)|2coszu + |E(1))]? sin® u
— 25152 E (12)E* (1) sin u cos u], (26)
B = é(—m(zz)ﬁsle(n)cosu — |[E@) 526 (1) sinu
+ E@)E*(t)[5:£(11) sinu 4 51E(1y) cosul),  (27)
5 = é(lE(t2)|25(t1)2 +EM)PEn)
—2E()E*(1)E(1)E (1)). (28)

p

A
Q=+1 |,

Q=-1
0

Q=+1

FIG. 7. The left panel shows how the dichotomic variable Q is defined in the phase space in Sec. IV A, Eq. (29). The right panel does the

same in Sec. IV B, Eq. (33).
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FIG. 8. The left panel is the contour of the minimum value of ¢, | (f; = 0, t,) of Eq. (32) on the plane of the coherent parameters xy and py,
where we fixed r = 0,60y = 0, and L = 1, and 1, is is a free parameter to the minimum value of quasiprobability distribution function for each
set of xo and py. The right panel is the contour of ¢, ;(#; = 0, #2) on the plane of r and wt,, where we fixed L = 1, xo = 0, and py = 0. Each

panel assumes 8y = 0, s; = 1, and s, = 1.

The derivation of Eq. (21) is described in Appendix B, where
we performed the Gaussian integration for the quasiprobabil-
ity distribution function (20). The numerical calculation of
Eq. (21) gives the same result as that in Sec. IIT A, as long
as the calculation guarantees convergence. Figure 6 demon-
strates that the numerical sum of Eq. (13) reproduces the
numerical integration of Eq. (21) as the maximum value of
the sum with respect to n in Eq. (13) increases. Thus, Fig. 6
demonstrates that the same result is obtained from the two
different formulas (21) and (13). This method can be extended
to a quantum scalar field theory by replacing x in Eq. (18)
with a coarse-grained field operator, as demonstrated in the
accompanying paper [35].

IV. LARGER VIOLATION OF LEGGETT-GARG
INEQUALITIES WITH EXTENDED
DICHOTOMIC VARIABLE

A. Extended dichotomic variable with the position operator

In this subsection we investigate a larger violation of
the Leggett-Garg inequalities by introducing the dichotomic

J

variables and measurement operators defined as follows:

Q =sgn(x — L) +sgn(—% — L) + 1, (29)
where L(> 0) is the parameter, which determines the region
at which the measurement value switches. Following the defi-
nition P, = (1 + 5;0)/2, the projection operator is written as

P, =0(si(k — L)+ 0(=si@ + L))+ 3(s: — ). (30)

The dichotomic variable defined by the above projection
operator is understood as follows. When the result of a mea-
surement of the position of a harmonic oscillator is |x| > L,
we assign Q = 1. On the other hand, when the result of a
measurement of the position is |x| < L, we assign Q = —1.
Therefore, the projection operator P; with s = 1 gives the
projection of the region |x| > L, while Py with s = —1 does
the projection of the region |x| < L. In the phase space, we
can understand the definition of the dichotomic variable and
the projection operator as shown by the left panel of Fig. 7.

We consider the squeezed coherent state as the initial
state, po = |&,¢) (€, ¢|, where |&,¢) is defined by [¢) =
D(£)S(¢)|0). In this case, we evaluate the following formula
as the quasiprobability distribution function:

G5, (11, 12) = Re[(0] ST(0)DT(§)e™{0(52(& — L)) + 6(=s52(& + L)) + 3(s2 — D)}e™ ™"

x {8512 — L)+ 6(=s1( + L) + 5(s1 — D}e " DE)S()10)].

Xer) — L Xe) + L
m{lﬂz[weﬁ( A0 >_erf( At )“

Using the method developed in the previous section, we have

1
ot ) =11 1 + erf
Gs,.5,(t1, 12) 4{ +S1[ +er< A

n=1

Xe(t) — L) B erf(xg(") +L
Afr)

€29

o0
Z —ine(t— - Xew) — L Xew) — L Xe) — L
=+ 518 Re e nw (=t +p(0)=p")) Ji _—, J, _— X ) — J —_—, J,
192 { On )\.(ll) n0 )»([2) On )\‘(tl) n0

L L
» <x~§(tz) + ’oo> e (Xsm + ’OO>Jn0(
Mt2) A1)

Xew) — L

Xe) + L Xew) + L
s Jon| ——, Joo| ———, .
°°>+ °"< ) °°> ”"( My

(32)

Alt2)
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FIG. 9. The left panel is the contour of the minimum value of ¢, ; (f; = 0, t,) of Eq. (32) on the plane of L and wt,, where we fixed 6y = 0.
L is a dimensionless threshold value. The right panel is the plot of the quasiprobability g, ;(#; = 0, t,) of Eq. (32) as function of wt,, where we
fixedxo =0, po =0,r =0, 6y =0, and L = 1.02, which achieves the minimum value of g; ;(t; = 0, t,) in the left panel.

The left panel of Fig. 8 plots the contour of the minimum value
of the quasiprobability ¢; 1 (0, #,) of Eq. (32) on the plane of xq
and p( with fixed r = 0 and 6y = 0. The right plane of Fig. 8
plots the contour on the plane of r and wt, with fixed L = 1,
xo =0, and py = 0. In these panels, we fixed 6y =0 and
s1 = sp = 1. Thus, for the coherent state, the Leggett-Garg
inequality is clearly violated for s; = 1 and s, = 1, and we
also found a very small violation for s; = —1 and s, = 1 with
a nonzero value of r, which is not explicitly shown here.

We note that the quasiprobability distribution function
takes the negative values smaller than —0.05 for xo < 0.5
and po < 0.5 in the left panel of Fig. 8. We also note that
the quasiprobability distribution function takes the negative
values smaller than —0.05 for and r < 0.5 at wt, ~ 7 /2 in the
right panel of Fig. 8. The minimum value of the quasiprob-
ability distribution function appears when xo = pg = r = 0,
i.e., the ground state within the squeezed coherent states py =
D(£)S(¢)10) (0| ST(¢)D'(£). This means that the Leggett-
Garg inequality is violated when the initial state is in the
ground state py = |0) (0]. These values of the quasiprobability
are smaller than those of the previous section. Thus, the vio-
lation is boosted by the choice of the projection operator (29).
The clear violation for the dichotomic variable with Eq. (29)
appears only for s; = s, = 1 when the measurements at #; and
t, give |x| > L. This will be explained in an intuitive way that
the violation of the Leggett-Garg inequality appears when the
position measurement gives the opposite value against the ex-
pectation value, which comes from the broadening feature of
the wave function on the basis of the superposition principle.

The left panel of Fig. 9 shows the minimum value of the
quasiprobability g; ;1(#; = 0, #2) on the plane of L and #,. Here
we fixed s; = s, = 1 and 6y = 0. The right panel of Fig. 9
plots the quasiprobability g 1(f; = 0, t,) as a function of wt,,
which achieves the minimum value of the quasiprobability
in the left panel of Fig. 9. We note that the period of the
quasiprobability of Eq. (32) is w/w. Figure 10 shows the
minimum value of the quasiprobability distribution function
q1,1(t1 = 0, 1) on the plane of L and r, where #, is the free
parameter. Here we fixed s; = s, = 1 and 6y = 0. Figure 10
shows that the relatively strong violation of the Leggett-Garg
inequality appears for 0.8 < L < 1.2 and r < 0.5. Under the

condition 6y = 0, the minimum value of the quasiprobability
distribution function is —0.0538, which is 43% of the Liiders
bound, —1/8 (see Refs. [21,36]). The minimum value appears
forr =0and L = 1.03 at wt, = 1.55. Thus, the choice of the
dichotomic variable using the rectangular measurement en-
ables us to detect the violation of the Leggett-Garg inequality
in the ground state and the squeezed state, which even boosts
the violation of the amplitude. From Fig. 10, it can be seen that
under the condition of L < 0.6, no violation appears for any
r. This can be explained by the fact that the distribution of the
expectation value of the position is in the region —L < x < L
at the time of measurements, and there are no surprises in the
results of measurements.

B. Extended dichomotic variable with the momentum operator

In this subsection, we investigate the violation of the
Leggett-Garg inequalities by introducing a similar dichotomic
variable and measurement operators with the momentum

2.0 | | ' ' 1 G1,1(4=0,)
0
-0.01
-0.02
-0.03
0.5}
-0.04
0.0t ‘ | . - k -0.05

00 02 04 06 08 1.0
r

FIG. 10. Contour plot of the quasiprobability distribution func-
tion g, ;(t; = 0, ;) on plane of r and L, which 1, is free parameter.
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FIG. 11. Same as Fig. 8 but for the dichotomic variable and the projection operator for Eq. (33), where we fixed L = 1.02. In the left panel,

we fixed r = 6y = 0. In the right panel, we fixed xp = po = 6y = 0.
operator,

0 =sgn(p—L)+sgn(—p— L) + 1,
Py =0(si(p— L) +0(=si(p+ L) + 3(si = 1), (33)

J

FNg

qs,,s; (tl 5 t2) =

with a dimensionless threshold value L(> 0). The right panel
of Fig. 7 shows the definition of the dichotomic variable. The
expression of the quasiprobability distribution function can be
evaluated in a similar way to the previous subsection, and we
have

T /2w —-L 147 /2w L
{1 +S1|:1 +erf<x—{‘t(t'+ L )]T ) —erf<x—‘§(l+ L )n+ ):“
)»(11 + ﬁ) )»(tl + 5)

—L L =
« {] + S2|:1 + erf<x§(lz+7f/2w)]r ) _ erf(xf(t2+ﬂ/2w)ﬂ+ ):” + S1S2Re{ Ze—mw[tz—tl+ﬂ(t2+ﬂ/2w)—ﬁ(t1+ﬂ/2w)]
)\(tz + E) )»(tz + %)

s | g, [ Tt /20) — L 00 | 7 [ Xl 20) — L
n ) ni
)\(ll + ;—w) )»(lg + ;—w)

_ o, [ Fetrm20) L o\ o[ Tt — L
n ’ n
At + £) Mo+ E)

where we adopted  the  initial state Po =
D(£)S(¢)10) (0| ST(¢)D (). Equation (34) is obtained
from Eq. (32) by replacing p(r) with £(z + 5) following the
relation (15). The left panel of Fig. 11 is given by rotating
the left panel of Fig. 8 by the factor 7 /2, but the right panel
of Fig. 11 is very different from that of Fig. 8. In the right
panel of Fig. 11, the maximum violation occurs att, = 7 /2w
and r = 0, which is the same property as that of Fig. 8.
If we choose the squeezing parameter 8y = w in the right
panel of Fig. 11, the contour plot on the plane of r and wt,
perfectly matches the right panel of Fig. 8. These behaviors
can be understood by the relation (15), and the projection
operators and the squeezed coherent states of these two
models are related by the rotation in phase space, as discussed
in Sec. III B.

V. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION

In the present paper, we have investigated the violation
of the two-time Leggett-Garg inequalities for testing the

n=1

Xe (47 /20) — L Xg (47 /20) T L
,oo) —JO,,<—)\([ +l) ’OO>JnO<—k(t +l) , 00
1 20 2 20

X, n + L X, 20+ L
,00 | + Jon §(ti+m/ )l .00 |0 §(+m/ )l , 00 ,
A(tl + 2w) )\,(tz + 2a))

(34)

(

quantum nature of a harmonic oscillator in the various quan-
tum states. The new points are the following. (i) We first
obtained the explicit expression for the two-time quasiprob-
ability distribution function for the thermal squeezed coherent
state as a generalization of the work by Mawby and Halliwell
[24], with which we have explicitly shown that the squeezed
coherent thermal states do not increase the violation of the
Leggett-Garg inequalities as predicted in the previous paper
in Ref. [24]. (ii) We also extended the result to the two-time
quasiprobability distribution function with the dichotomic
variable and the projection operator defined by the momentum
operator. (iii) We found that the violation of the Leggett-
Garg inequalities can be boosted by adopting the dichotomic
variable and the projection operator with a finite range of
position/momentum measurements, in which the larger vi-
olation appears for the ground state or the squeezed state.!

"We note that larger violations of the Leggett-Garg inequalities
close to the Liiders bound are discussed in [37].
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(iv) We developed a formula to compute the quasiprobability
distribution function, which is useful for quantum continuous
variables by using the integral representation of the Heaviside
function, which can be generalized to a formulation with a
field theory, as reported in the accompanying paper [35]. The
numerical results of these two formulas are used to demon-
strate the consistency.

It is known that the two-time Leggett-Garg inequalities
and the three-time Leggett-Garg inequalities are necessary
and sufficient to prove macrorealism [20]. Therefore, it might
be useful to investigate the three-time Leggett-Garg inequal-
ities. Application of the Leggett-Garg inequalities to realistic
optomechanical experiments [29,30] should be investigated
in the future. To this end, we further need to extend the
formulation for the system taking the impacts of noises of

J

environments, feedback control, and quantum filtering process
into account. The method to realize the projection opera-
tors assumed in the present paper is also left as a future
investigation.
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APPENDIX A: TWO-TIME QUASIPROBABILITY FOR THE THERMAL SQUEEZED COHERENT STATE

Here we derive the expression for the quasiprobability distribution when the initial state is the thermal squeezed coherent

state, whose density matrix is written as

- — i ( o )mD<§)S<¢>|m><m|S(;)*D(s>* (A1)
po_l-i-Nzhm:O 1+ Ny ’
where N;;, = [exp(fiw/kgT) — 117!, and T is the temperature. In this case, the two-time quasiprobability is given by
R — N, m " " o
ol ) = T ,,; (1 +t;v,h> Re[(m|S"(£)D' ()e™20(s28)e™ 70 (s18)e ™M D(E)S(¢)|m)]. (A2)
Using the formula
e M D(E)S(E) = DE®)S& (1))e ™ (A3)
with defined £(t) = £¢~™" and ¢ (t) = ¢e™ %', the right-hand side of Eq. (A2) is written as
[ — N, m ) "
ol ) = T 2 (1 +t?vfh> Re[e"™"2(m|ST(¢ (12))D" (£ (12))0 (s22)e ™70 (512)D(E (1))S(C (1) m)].  (Ad)
Further, since we can write
O(s$)D(E (1)) = DE))O(s(E + xe(r), (A5)
S (12))'e IS (1)) = S (1)) S (@ (12))e T = o7, (A6)
D(E(1))'e D (1)) = D(E (1)) DEE (1)) M) = 7, (A7)

where x:(, = +/2Re[&(¢)], we have

o0

1 N, " ) "
G (1012) = T > (1 +7vh) Re[e =2 (m|ST(¢ (12))0 (2% + X 1)))e™ ™ @70 (51 (% + xe1))S (& (1)) |m) ]
t 2

m=0

(A8)
Using the properties of the unitary operator S(¢) and the Bogoliubov transformation, we have
(& + x:0))S( (1)) = S )ST(£ (1)O (R + x2)))SE (1))
S
= S @)ST(C@))o (S(f/-z’_Taw + xsm))S({(t))
_ S8 <S(& coshr + a'e®=2#0 sinh r + a' cosh r 4 ae~" =20 sinh r N xg(r)))
2mw
= S(¢(1)9 (s (A(t)fc +B()-L + xg(,)», (A9)
mw
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where we defined
A(t) = coshr + cos(6y — 2wt)sinhr, B(t) = sin (6y — 2wt) sinh r, (A10)

and ¢ = re™. Next, consider a polar coordinate transformation of the linear combination of the position and momentum
operators in phase space. We defined A(t) = /A(t)? + B(t)? = /sinh(2r) cos(0p — 2wt ) + cosh(2r), A(t) and B(r) can be
rewritten as

A(t) = A(t)cos B(t), B(t) = A(t)sin B(1), (A11)
(B(t)) |: sin (8p — 2wt) sinh r ]
B(t) = arctan | —— | = arctan - . (A12)
A(t) coshr + cos (6y — 2wt) sinh r

Then, using
be— B 4 4T oiB®)

V2mw

= M) PO B0/ — 3 (R(B(1)),
(A13)

A(DF + B(I)% - x(t)[fccos B(t) + % sin ﬁ(t)} =)

and 6(s(A(t)e PO/ ge=HFO/w 4y, 1)) = eHPOIG(5((1)R + xe(r)))ePFO/* we have the quasiprobability

o0

1 Nin " iw(tr— i A
qsl,sz(tl’ t2) = TN Z (1 +tN > Re[e (2 t‘)/z(m|9(s2(k(t2)eH > X
th — th

ﬁuz) _ B ﬂ]
% e —ifd +x§(tz)))e iH (t,— tl)e(sl()\.(tl)elH o Re ig 2 +x§(t,)))|m>]

1 [ Nu )m [_~ —1) —in(Blty)— Xe(r) Xe(n)
= __ ) Rel| e inet—t) ,=in(B2)=B00) (1119 5o & + =222 o s (% + 20 e
1+M;,§§<1+Nm <' ain )OS T )

(Al4)

By separating the term m = O from the other terms of m # 0 in the sum of m, we have

= e 00 ?’53))'0“0'9(“( i)

i(%» i s 5+ S8 Jo 10 s (54 55 Yo
el )
n ii (%)mei(m—m(w(tz—n>+ﬁ<tz>—ﬂ<z1>)<m|9<S (x n A((&;))m) (n|9<s1 (2 4 %))Im)]

(A15)

Calculating the final term of Eq. (A15), we have to separate the term m = n from the other terms of m # n, we have

1 1 Xe(y) — W Xe() — W Xe(y) — W Xe(r) — W
Lt ) = Red—|(1 fl —— rf| — fl — fl ——
Gs,.5, (11, 12) TN, 614( +sler< TS, + s2e o) + sysqer Y78 er )

o0 m
N ima(t,—t)+im(B(t)—B(t1)) Xe(np) — W X)) — W
+SIS2{Z('1+Mh> e -ImO - )\-(tz) , 00 JOm - )\.(f]) , OO0

m=1

o0
+ o inot—t)=in(B()—p() J X — W 0o )J Xy — W 00
2 U e )T han

n=1

oo oo

Nij " Xe() — W X)) — W
Jmn ) Jnm ) ) ’t ,t ) A16
+ Z Z (1 +Nm> ( () 00 (D) 00 + ee(sy, 52,11, 12) (A16)

m=1n=1,m#n
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where the last term ee(sy, s7, t1, t2) is defined depending on the values of s; and s,, as follows:

ee(s =+l,S2=+1,l1,l2)=/ de(

7(x5(12)7w)/)h(12) n=1

WY (0) / Ay OnG).  (ALT)
1+ Nin ) (ke —@)/(11)

(Xe(ry) —@)/Mt2) & N
ee(si=+1,s, =—1,1,r) = / de < ) Al (x)lﬁn(x)/ dyﬁ(y)llfn(y), (A18)
- n=1 (e —w)/2 (1)

% L+ Ny
> = Nij " " —Xgqp) /A1) R
ee(si = —1,5, =+4+1,11,1) = / dxz < ) VAl (x)wn(x)/ dyy, MY (), (A19)
7(XE(12)7“))/)‘([2) n=1 1 + IVth —00

*(Xs(zzﬁw)/)»(fz)dx > < Ny

(Xt —@)/M(t1)
TN, ) v (x )wn(x)/ dyyi ()¥a(y).  (A20)

ee(si=—1,5=—1,t,1) = /

o0

Here we defined xz) = ﬁRe[S(t)] = ﬁRe[Ee‘iw’], A(t) = 4/sinh(2r) cos(By — 2wt ) + cosh(2r), B(t) is defined by
Eq. (A12), and J,,;,(x1, x») is defined as the matrix element in Ref. [23] as

T (1, 00) = / dx (m]x) (x|n) = (A21)

X1

S [V OV () + Yo (Ym0l (m )
11 — erf(x)] m=n=0) "

where |m) and |n) are the energy eigenstates of the harmonic oscillator with the non-negative integers m and n, and (z) is
the error function. Now we consider the case of x; = x and x, = 00, and v¥;(x) and €; with j =0,1,2,... are the energy
eigenfunction v;(x) = (x|j) and the corresponding energy eigenvalue, respectively, and the prime denotes the differentiation
w.r.t the argument, i.e., ¥'(x) = dv¥(x)/dx.

The temperature dependence of the quasiprobability distribution function was shown in Ref. [24], which demonstrated that the
violation becomes weak as the temperature increases. At kgT' /liw ~ 1, the minimum value of the quasiprobability distribution
function reaches zero. We find the same behavior for the thermal squeezed coherent state. This is also explained by the fact that
the quasiprobability distribution function of the squeezed coherent state can be obtained by replacing a parameter of the coherent
state Ref. [24] and that it is true for the case including the thermality.

The quasiprobability distribution function of the coherent squeezing state can be expressed with that for the coherent state
with replacing the parameters with those at the different measurement time, which was first pointed out in [24]. It is useful to
show the relationship by finding the explicit expression of (). Finally, we clarify the relationship between the parameters of the
squeezed coherent state and the coherent state mentioned in Ref. [24]. Here we show an explicit expression of that relationship.
The quasiprobability distribution function for a coherent state is written as [24]

1
qs,.s, ([1 s lz) = Z[l + slerf(xg(,l)) —+ szerf(xg(,z)) + S1S261'f()€§(,l))erf(Xg(tz))]

o
+ s152Re [Z eI g, (X)) 00)n0 (Y o) 00)] . (A22)

n=1

Comparing Eq. (A16) for the squeezed coherent state and Eq. (A22) for the coherent state, the following relation between the
two expressions holds. Namely, Eq. (A16) can be written using the quasiprobability for the coherent state (A22) with replacing
ot; by ot; + B(1;), where i = 1, 2 and B(¢) is defined by Eq. (A12). This can be read from

X, cos wt; + pg sin wt;
At:)

Xe(t4B) ) = Re[ﬁgefiwtiiiﬂ(ti)] = Re[(xp + ipo)(cos(wt; + B(t;)) — isin (wt; + B(t;)))] = , (A23)

where we defined A(#;) = +/sinh(2r) cosRat; — 6p) + cosh(2r), x{, = xp(coshr + sinhrcos6y) + posinhrsinby, p, =
Xo sinh 7 sin 6y 4+ po(cosh r — sinh r cos 6 ). Further, by defining & = (x;, + ip;)/ /2 we have

%— e—lwt,

Ati)

Thus, the quasiprobability distribution function for the squeezed coherent state is given by the quasiprobability distribution
function for the coherent state with the replacement ¢; — t; + 8(f;)/w and & — &'. This explains that the maximum violation for
the coherent state and the squeezed coherent state becomes equivalent when t,, xo, and py are taken as free movable parameters.
Such arelation was shown by using the identity (B5) in Ref. [24]. This same relation also holds for the thermal squeezed coherent
state and the thermal coherent state.

Xe(+B(1)/0) = Re [*/_ } = Xg/ () /A1) (A24)
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APPENDIX B: QUASIPROBABILITY DISTRIBUTION FUNCTION USING A GAUSSIAN INTEGRAL FORMULA

Using Gaussian integration, we start the expression of quasiprobability distribution function,

s (11, 12) = RETH[ Py, (12)P, (11)p ] (B1)
=Re Tr|:// dcidcy ffoo d(l;f)l;z —ipasy(ae” 2 +a" e yripycy p—ipisi(@eT N +aTe M ) tipiey ,00]- (B2)
The initial state and projection operator are defined as follows:
po = D(§)S(£)0) (0] S*(£)D" (), (B3)
P(t) = e’HZG(sx)e_’H’ / dcf — exp [ (—s%;ijem + c)}, (B4)

respectively, where we redefined the integral variables as p;/+/2mw — p; and ci+/2mw — ¢; withi = 1, 2. By using the formula
D(§)S(5) = S(&)D(y), (BS)
where y = £ cosh |¢| — £*¢™ sinh |¢| with ¢ = |¢|e™, the quasiprobability distribution function is written as

s, (11, 12) = Re[(0|DT (1)ST(2)e™26(s,8)e 12116 (51%)e 7M1 S(2)D(1)]0)]
= > dpl dp2 i(prc1+paca) ¥ —ip252(E(0)a+E* (0)a") ,=ipusi (E(t)a+E* (1)a")
:/ dCI/ d02/ / IPILI P2C2 <0|D (y)e 1P732 2)a 2)a P11 1)a 1)a D(.}/)l()) (B6)
0 0 —

with defined E(t) = e~ cosh r + ¢/ ¢~ sinh r.
Repeatedly using the BCH formula, 8 = e4efe 4812 and e4ef = elABleBe, which hold for the operators A and B
satisfying [A, B] = const, we have

oo (&)
Qsl,sz(thtZ):Re/ dq/ dcz/ dPl/ AP2 ipic yipses yipis E Gy +E @)y )= iprsa (E )y +E* 1))
0 0 —

1
X exp [—5[|E(r2>|2p% +IE@)Ppt + 2P1P25182E(l2)E*(l1)]:|~ (B7)
The integration in Eq. (B7) with respect to p; and p, can be performed as
/ood /ood L oTap 1 ot 2n Lora- (BS)
€X — = . = ex — ,
_DOP1_OOP2P2PPPP mpzp P

where A and p are read

|E ()] s1:2E(0)E™ (1)

- <S182E(t2)E*(f1) )P ) B2
"= (ici —isil[E@)y + E*(0)y*], ic; — isaE(R)y + E*(02)y*]). (B10)

Further, the integration with respect to c¢; and ¢, can be written by setting ¢; = c cos u and ¢, = ¢ sin u, and we have

1 (72 o c _c
Gs,.5,(t1, 1) = Regfo du./o dccﬁe_f, (B11)
where we defined

B =detA = |[E(t)P’|E(®)* — [E*(1)E®)), (B12)

C= }9<|E<r2>|2[c cosu + 51 €)1 + [E (1) [esinu + 5:6(6)]* — 251E* (1)E (12)[c cos u — 51 E(t)][e sinu — $:E(12)]),

(B13)
E@)=E@)y +E*@)y". (B14)
By introducing the quantities
1
o= E(|E(tg)|2 cos u + |E(t))|? sin® u — 25,5,E (t,)E*(t,) sin u cos u), (B15)
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1
B = E(—|E(r2>|2slf:(n>cosu — |Et)25:£(t) sinu + E(6)E* (1) (52£(t1) sinu + 51 (12) cos u)), (B16)
1
8= E(|E<t2)|2£<n)2 + |E@)PE1) — 2E(L)E*t)EM)E 1), ). (B17)
C can be written as C = o¢* + 2fc + 8, and we finally have
1.5, (11, 12) = Re[(0IDT(1)ST ()0 (s20)e 210 (51%)e ™" S(£)D(y)[0) ]
1 —8/2 /2 1 /2 b B2/20
=Re ¢ / du|:—— 7 52 erfc( p >:| , (B18)
2w \/E 0 g 203/ \/%
where we used the mathematical formula
/ 2 o
/m de ce™ @ +2Pat8)/2 65/2[1 — m[2pel 2 erfc< P >:| (B19)
- 3/2 ’
0 o 20 o

where erfc(z) is the complementary error function. As we will show in the next section, the integration can be evaluated
numerically using the software Mathematica.

At the end of this section, we remark on a useful generalization of the above formula. We may adopt the following projection
operator by constructing the dichotomic variable as Q = sgn(X — x(¢)) instead of Q = sgn(X):

1 . - .- *© dp szl
P=—-(14sxsgnx—x()) =0(s(x —x@))) = / dc/ — P , (B20)
2 0 —00 27

where X(¢) is an arbitrary function of time. In this case, we have

(OID (7)ST(0)e20 (52(x — X(12)))e™ ™26 (51 (& — %(11)))e ™1 S(£)D(y)10)

* * dpy (AP ey iper —ipis E)y+E* 1)y —3(t1)—iprs2 (E(6)y +E*(12)y* —3(12))
= dc dco P11 plP2€2 o= IPIS vy vy 1 P252(E(L2)Y 2)Y 2
0 0 —00 2r —00 2z

X exp [—%UE(rz)Fp% +IE@)*pt + 2p1pzs1s2E<z2)E*<n>]] (B21)
Comparing this expression (B21) and Eq. (B7), we find that (B21) is reproduced from (B7) with replacing E (t)y + E*(¢)y* with
E(t)y + E*(t)y* — x(t). This leads to an important implication. For example, when the state of the harmonic oscillator is in the
coherent state, i.e., ¢ = 0, we have E(t)y + E*(t)y* = 2|&| cos(wt — ©), where we assumed £ = |£|e’®. Therefore, the same
quasiprobability distribution function is predicted between the case taking the coherent state with & = |&]e’® and X(t) = 0 and
the case taking the ground state but with X(f) = —2|&| cos(wt — ®). This means that it is possible to observe the violation of the
Leggett-Garg inequalities in the system of a harmonic oscillator in the ground state by choosing x(¢) properly. This also makes
it possible to observe a similar violation of the inequalities in a harmonic oscillator in a squeezed state, although there appears
no violation for the harmonic oscillator in the ground state or the squeezed state when we adopt Q = sgn(%), i.e., X(t) = 0 in the

above formulas.
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