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In this paper, we study the multiphoton Jaynes-Cummings model JCM) governed by the Milburn
equation [G. J. Milburn, Phys. Rev. A 44, 5401 (1991); 47, 2415 (1993)], which models the decoherence
of a quantum system as the quantum system evolves through intrinsic mechanisms beyond conventional
quantum mechanics. We give an exact solution of this equation for the multiphoton Jaynes-Cummings
Hamiltonian and apply it to investigate the influence of the intrinsic decoherence on nonclassical effects
(atomic inversion, oscillations of the photon-number distribution, squeezing of the cavity field, and pho-
ton antibunching) in the JCM. It is shown that during the time evolution, the intrinsic decoherence in
the atom-field interaction suppresses these nonclassical behaviors in the JCM.

PACS number(s): 03.65.Bz, 42.50.Dv

I. INTRODUCTION

In the past few years there has been considerable in-
terest in studying the decoherence problem of a quantum
system by means of modifying the Schrodinger equation
[1-7], called the intrinsic-decoherence approach. In par-
ticular, Milburn [8,9] proposed a simple intrinsic-
decoherence model. This model yields a modification of
the von Neumann equation for the density operator of a
quantum system through a simple modification of the
usual Schrodinger evolution. In Milburn’s model, the
off-diagonal elements of the density operator are intrinsi-
cally suppressed in the energy eigenstate basis because
the quantum system evolves under a stochastic sequence
of identical unitary transformation, thereby the intrinsic
decoherence is realized.

It is well known that the Jaynes-Cummings model
(JCM) [10] in quantum optics can describe many pure
quantum phenomena, called nonclassical effects, such as
collapses and revivals of the atomic inversion, oscillations
of photon number distribution, photon antibunching, and
squeezing of the cavity field. It has been generally ac-
cepted that these nonclassical effects originate from quan-
tum coherences. Therefore, it is an interesting topic to
investigate the influence of the intrinsic decoherence on
the nonclassical effects in the JCM. The purpose of ihe
present paper is to study the influence of the intrinsic
decoherence on nonclassical effects in the multiphoton
JCM [11,12] governed by the Milburn model. We will
show that the intrinsic decoherence in the atom-field in-
teraction modifies the time evolution of the atomic inver-
sion and investigate oscillations of photon-number distri-
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bution, quadrature squeezing behaviors of the cavity
field, and photon antibunching.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we
present the exact solution of the Milburn equation for the
multiphoton Jaynes-Cummings Hamiltonian and give the
explicit expression of this solution in the two-dimensional
atomic basis. In Sec. III, we examine the effect of the in-
trinsic decoherence on the atomic inversion. Section IV
is devoted to investigating the influence of the intrinsic
decoherence on nonclassical effects of the field in the
JCM. Concluding remarks are provided in the last sec-
tion.

II. EXACT SOLUTION
OF THE MILBURN EQUATION

Consider a quantum system described by the density
operator p(¢). Dynamics of the system is governed by the
evolution operator U(t)=exp(—ift/#), where H is the
Hamiltonian of the system. In standard quantum
mechanics, the change in a state of the system in a time
interval (¢t +7) is given by

iflr
#

p(t +7)=exp __i_ﬁz p(t)exp , (1)

which is independent of the size of 7. Milburn [8] re-
placed the above paradigm with some postulates. He as-
sumed that on a sufficiently small time scale the change
in the state of the system is stochastic, the probability
that the state of the system is changed is p(7), which
reflects quantum jumps in the state of the system. Given
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that the state of the system is undergoing some changes,
the density is changed according to the following equa-
tion:

p(t +7)=exp p(tlexp , (2)

i
ﬁmﬂﬁ

i
7 o(n A

where 6(7) is some function of 7. In standard quantum
mechanics we have p(7)=1 and 6(7)=7. In the Milburn
theory we only require that p(7)—1 and 6(r)—7 for
values of 7 which are sufficiently large. Milburn also as-
sumed that lim,_ ,0(7)=6,, which effectively introduces
a minimum time step in the Universe [13]. The inverse of
this time step is the mean frequency of the unitary step,
Y=1/6,.

In Milburn’s theory, dynamics of the system are
governed by the following evolution equation:
ﬁ—;ﬁ pt)exp —;:;ﬁ

—%ﬂt)=y {exp —ﬁ(t)] )
which is equivalent to the assumption that on a
sufficiently short time the probability the system evolves
is p (7)=9y7. Obviously, the generalized Eq. (3) alters the
Schrédinger dynamics. It reduces to the ordinary von
Neuman equation for the density operator in the limit
Y— .

Expanding Eq. (3) to first order in ¥ ~!, Milburn ob-
tained the following dynamical equation:

d i A~ 1 A~

SP=——[A,p] 27y [2,[8.51], @)
which is the Milburn equation which we will study below.
Milburn discussed the solution of Eq. (4) for a harmonic
oscillator and a precessing spin system. Authors in Refs.
[14,15] gave the exact solution of the Milburn equation
for a simple JCM. In what follows we shall consider the
exact solution of the Milburn Eq. (4) for the multiphoton
JCM in the resonant case.

The multiphoton Jaynes-Cummings Hamiltonian
[11,12] describing an interaction of a two-level atom with
a single-mode cavity field via an m-photon process in the
rotating-wave approximation is given by

A=t |22 +20, +%A—63+ﬁma_a+'"+a+a'") :

A=wy—mo , (5)

where o is the frequency of the cavity field, o, is the
atomic transition frequency, A is the atom-field coupling
constant, @ and @ * are the field annihilation and creation
operators, respectively, &, is the atomic-inversion opera-
tor, and &, are the atomic “spin flip” operators which
satisfy the relations (8,8 _]=&; and [8,,6]=128,.
For simplicity, in this paper we take 7i=1 and the exact
resonance between the field and atomic transition fre-
quencies, i.e., ¥y=mo.

We now start to find the exact solution for the density
operator p(t) of the Milburn Eq. (4) applied to the Hamil-
tonian (5). For convenience, we introduce three auxiliary
superoperators R, S, and T defined by
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k
expRrpin=3 |Z | LA*0nA*, ©)
ico |7 | k!
exp(St)p(t)=exp(— il r)p(t)exp(iflT) , (7

exp(Tr)plt)=exp ——;732 p(t)exp —iﬁz , (8)

where the Hamiltonian A is given by Eq. (5). From Eq.
(6) to Eq. (8) it follows that

A 1 A P ——— A A 1 A
ﬁp——y ApH, Sp i[A,p), Tp —27 {ﬁz,p} .
)

Substituting Eq. (9) into Eq. (4), we can obtain the for-
mal solution of the Milburn equation [16,17] as follows:

f)‘(t)=exp(ﬁt)exp(§t)exp( ft)ﬁ(o) , (10)

where 5(0) is the density operator of the initial atom-field
system. We assume that initially the field is prepared in
the coherent state |z ) defined by

zn

- < —1],]2 = S
|z)—n§0exp( 3zl v |n>—n§=‘,an|"> an

and the atom was prepared in its excited state |e), so
that the initial density operator is given in the form

|z){z| ©

0 0 (12)

pl0)=

Following the approach in Refs. [14,18], we divide the
Hamiltonian (5) into a sum of two terms which commute
with each other, that is,

A=A,+1,, [A,8/]=0, (13)
where
fi+m/2 0 0o am
Bo=o| f—m/s2 | A=A lpem
(14)

Similarly, the square of the Hamiltonian (5) can also be
expressed as a sum of diagonal and off-diagonal terms in
the form

A*=4+8, [4,8]=0, (15)
where
. |8, +) 0
“{ o 8w,
(16)
5o 0 a™h—m/2)
=200 |0 et 0
with
2
87, +)=w? lﬁ+—'§— +A2amptm
) 17
Sh,—)=w? fi—% +A2atmapm .




52 INFLUENCE OF INTRINSIC DECOHERENCE ON . .. 1859

For convenience, we introduce the auxiliary operator
p>(t) defined by

pr(t)=exp(St)exp(T1)p(0) . (18)

Then, the exact solution of the Milburn equation for
the multiphoton Jaynes-Cummings Hamiltonian in the
resonant case is given in the following form (see the Ap-
pendix):

burn equation is pleasant, it is inconvenient in use. In
most cases of practical interest, one needs to know the ex-
plicit matrix elements of the density operator A().
Therefore, in what follows we evaluate these elements of
the density operator in the two-dimensional atomic basis.
Since A, o commutes with A 1, from Eq. (13) we have

ﬁ" al. (20)

k
=2

k
—_ - 1 kA k
Pt )‘k§ v ﬁﬁ 0L (19) It can be proved that when [ is an even number, the
-0 off-diagonal term of the operator A% “'A} vanishes, then
Although the above form of the solution of the Mil-  we find that
J
k n
k] L @R +Ea+) 0
a-gi=21 , 21
e 1[0 0 Pr(—)+Ei(—)
while when [ is an odd number, the diagonal term of the operator A {)‘ o | vanishes, and we find that
o am1n()—n(—)]
] "/a +mam
Ak~ ’ﬁ’- - X ~ , (22)
IGodd 2 a+m[¢m(+)—¢n(+)] o
1 / ama +m
where the operators fﬁ’,f( *)and $§(:t) are defined by, respectively,
#,(+)=w ﬁ+—';-’- +AVama 't g (—)=w fi——;l +AVatmam (23)
b, ()= ﬁ+-’2'l —Wamatn, §(—)=w (p—-2 |-AVatmam . 24)

Substituting Eqgs. (21) and (22) into Eq. (20), we obtain the expression of the kth power of the Hamiltonian in the

two-dimensional atomic basis as follows:

Fi+) a'"———ﬁ £1(—)
A=\ . - (25)
a -‘-/——a—ﬁg,, (+) Snl—)
where these operators f, ,,k)( +)and g (k)( +) are defined by, respectively,
FRE) =L@k +4(1)], g =119k —dE(1)] . (26)
Making use of Eq. (A18) in the Appendix and Eq. (25), we find that
R (k)(t) m(k)(t)
ME (=B () A = AP A% | 27)
where the matrix elements are given by
M) =FRAT L OFP ) +amg P (=)@, (0 FP(+)
+FPEE g (—atm+amg Y (—)@yyng (et (28)
./n“‘)(t)- g (—yatmG (amg R (— )+ FR( =), (namg R (—)
+EH (—)1a TP (O FE =)+ P8 fF (=), 29)
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ME(m, )= (ME ()T
=g (—yatm@ () FR+)+ FR =), () FR(+)

+EF (=gt g (= T+ FIR (=)@ 0g Y (—je (30)
with
AR 4y — 1 (k)
g, () Vatra g, (L) . (31)

From Egs. (19) and (27) we finally arrive at the explicit expression of the of the exact solution of the Milburn equation
for the resonant multiphoton JCM Hamiltonian (5) in the following form:

k k
s L |L| @ A
kgok! () 2 k' 2 (1)
pO=1 . [, K : (32)
— = (k) (k)
k§=‘,0k' ” 1(2) }_‘, k! lY 5 (1)

Starting with the above solution, through taking the trace over the part of the field in the JCM we can obtain the re-
duced density operator of the atom in this form,

P 4(1)=Trg4p(2)

k k
2 ar ﬂ litifoln) 3 51 | (ki)
k,n=0
= . (33)
- 1 k (k) t ‘ (k)
k' n | AEe) n ) kZ k' v (nlMEe)|n )
n=0

For late use, we write down the expectation values of the operators ﬁﬁf) (i,j =1,2) with respect to the number-state
basis,

(a0 n ) =(FRH)2 P (n, ) 24 FO(+)g R (=)t (n, )py(n +m,t)

+g{R L (=) )3 (n +m, ) (n, )+ (889, (— )P y(n +m,1)|?, (34)
(B (D)n ) =(gR(—)2|(n —m, )2+ £ —)g®(— Yy (n, )t (n —m, t)
+g (=)= (n —m, 3 (n, 1)+ (=) |hy(n, 1) |2, (35)

(|| )= (nlAE(0)|n )*
= £ +)glR (=, (n —m, )Pt (n, 1)+ £+ ) F IO — Wy, )t (n, 0)
+g (=g K () (n —m, )5 (n +m, )+ fP(— gk, (m, = y(n, )3 (n +m,t1) , 36)

where these functions f “‘)(i) and g“"(j:) can be obtained through replacing the number operator # in their corre-
sponding operator forms f (£) and g,, Y(£) by the number n. The functions ¥,(n,t) and ¢,(n,t) are defined by, re-
spectively,

¥(n,)=(n|¥,(2))

=0Q,R, " (texp

—{;S(n,ﬂle-""‘” , a7)
Py(n,t)={n|Wy(2))
e —i(n —m)ot , (38)

- t
=Q, _m Vi At)exp —WS(n —m,+)

where R{1)(t), V7)), and S(n, +) are also obtained through replacing the number operator # in their corresponding
operator expressions (see the Appendix) by the number »n.
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III. INFLUENCE OF THE INTRINSIC DECOHERENCE ON ATOMIC INVERSION

It is well known that in the JCM the quantum coherences which are built up during the interaction between the field
and the atom significantly affect the dynamics of the atom [19-21]. The existence of the quantum coherences is the
reason why one can observe collapses and revivals of the atomic inversion. Therefore the intrinsic decoherence should
suppress the time evolution of the atomic inversion. To see this, in what follows we evaluate the atomic inversion in the
resonant multiphoton JCM.

The atomic inversion is defined as the probability of the atom being in the excited state minus the probability of being
in the ground state, i.e.,

(&3(2)) =Tr[p(1)6,;] (39)
with the help of the identity A &,=0 3(ﬁ 0 -A 1), we can express Eq. (39) as the following form:

t
_(32 _ﬁ2)
y 0 I

(64(1))=Tr [exp

P16 ] . (40)

It is straightforward to write the operators exp[(¢/y)H?2] and exp[ —(¢/y)A}?] in the two-dimensional atomic basis.
The results are,

2

t exp —(%/— ﬁ‘+—;i 0]

exp ——ﬁ(z, ] = ) 2 , (41)

14 ot m

0 exp |— |A—— ] ]
2
2
exp | —2Lamatm) 0
exp ———t—ﬁ}]= 2 (42)
4 0 exp ———t—(6+"'6"’)]
Y
Taking account into A, and A, being commutable with each other, from Egs. (41) and (42) we find that
t A
exp ?0,,(+)] 0
exp %(ﬁg —ﬁ})l= , (43)
t A
0 exp ?6,,(— )l
where
2 2
0,(+)=w? ﬁ+-’2’i ' —Aamatm, 8,(—)=w? [A—2 | —Aatmam . (44)
Substituting Eq. (A 18) in the Appendix and Eq. (43) into Eq. (40), we have
(6;0)=3 l(nlexp ié,,w) ,,()|n )+ (nlexp ié,,(—) ,,(0)ln) ] X 45)
n=0

Making use of Egs. (A19) and (A20) in the Appendix and Egs. (37), (38), and (44), through a lengthy but straightfor-
ward calculation we can obtain the expectation values in Eq. (45). The results are,

(nlexp | -L0,(+) [ @,0ln) =10, Pexp —ﬂ(—tmll
172 172
X {cos? [Ar | L2Emt +m)!] ]cosh2 Aot |, pm || {ntm) +m)!]
n! 2 n!
12 12
+sin? |ar | {BEml :'m)!] lsinh2 Aot n+r—;— {ntmlt -:1—'m)! ] H, (46)
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(nlexp

_2A% (n+m)
Y n!

%é\n(”—)}@zz(t”n >=|Qn]2exP

m
+_.
nTa

At sinh? | 2@t

n!

m] [(n +m)! ]m

(n+my |
2 nr+m)
X{cos -————n! ]

(n +m)! ]m]

Awt

+sin? | At cosh? n+

n! 2 n!

(n+m)! }1/2

] . 47)

Substituting these expectation values into Eq. (45), we arrive at the final result of the atomic inversion in the simple
form

)

(641))=3 1Q,|%xp

n=0

__2A% (n+m)

2At
n!

cos (48)

(n+m)! o
n!

As expected, from the above expression we see that the revivals of the atomic inversion decay in the time evolution
due to the appearance of the decay factor exp[ —2A%t /y(n +m)!/n!] in Eq. (48). The decay becomes fast with the de-
crease of the decoherencing parameter y. In particular, in the limit ¥ — + o, the atomic inversion (48) reduces to

(n+m)
n!

(8,5(1))= i 1Q, %cos

n=0

2\t , (49)

which is the known expression for the atomic inversion in the multiphoton JCM governed by the von Neumann equa-
tion.

IV. INFLUENCE OF INTRINSIC DECOHERENCE ON NONCLASSICAL EFFECTS OF THE FIELD

It is generally accepted that all nonclassical effects in quantum optics emerge as the consequence of quantum interfer-
ence between components of superposition states of light, that is, nonclassical effects have their origin in quantum
coherences. Therefore, the decay of quantum coherences should result in the deterioration of nonclassical effects. In
those situations when it is difficult to observe directly nonclassical behavior of the light field, it is convenient to study
the dynamics of other quantum systems coupled to the light field under consideration. In this section, we investigate
the influence of the intrinsic decoherence on nonclassical effects of the field in the multiphoton JCM.

A. Oscillations of the photon-number distribution

As is well known, oscillation of the photon-number distribution in the JCM is a kind of nonclassical effect of the cavi-
ty field. The intrinsic decoherence in the field-atom interaction should result in the deterioration of the oscillating
behavior. To see this, in what follows we discuss photon statistics in the radiation field in the JCM.

The reduced density operator of the cavity field can be obtained by taking the trace of the total density operator p(z)
over the atomic states. That is, pr=Tr ,p(z). Then, the probability p (n,?) of finding n photons in the radiation is
found to be

p(n,t)={n|pp(t)|n)

k
=27:—, %l a9 | n )+ nl K (D)0 )] . (50)
<L

Substituting the explicit expressions of function f{¥(+) and g{¥'(+) into Eqgs. (34) and (35), we find that
(n| A ()|n > =12 (+){ ¢, (n, )2+ |Py(n —m,1)|2+2 Re[ ¥} (n,)y(n +m,1)]}
+ L2 {|9y(n, 1) 12+ [9y(n +m,0)|2—2 Re[ ¢} (n,)¢,(n +m,1)]}
1@ ()5 ()Y, D)= |9ho(n +m,0)|?] (51)
(rl AL ()| ) =12 (—){|$y(n —m, )2+ |y(n, )|+ 2 Re[ ¢} (n —m, )ihy(n,1)]}
+192K(+H) {19y(n —m, )2+ |9y(n,0)|2—2 Re[ ¢ (n —m, )hy(n,1)]}
=1k (=) (=g (n —m, )2 —y(n, 1)1 , (52)

where ¢,(n,t) and ,(n,t) are given by Egs. (37) and (38). For later use we give their explicit expressions as follows:
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172 172
¥(n,t)=Q, [cos At ﬁ%"—m] cosh[}”—wi n+ (n :'m)'] l
i sin g [ ) Aot (m+my |
n! n!
_t |2 m 2(n+m) -
Xexp{ 2y o° |n+ > ] +A 1 lexp( inwt) , (53)
| 172 oot | 172
_ n! . Aot | m n!
PYo(n,)=Q, _,, [cos At rrp—— ] sinh Tl I l
. 172 Aot \ 172
. n! ) m n!
+isin |At =)l l cosh = ] H
2
2|, _m 2492 N! il —
Xexp{ o° |n 2 +A*+A - ]exp[ i(n—m)ot] . (54)

With the help of Egs. (23) and (24) and making use of Egs. (53) and (54) we can reduce Egs. (51) and (52) to the simple
form

(nlm‘“(z)ln)—'lQ,,lz{q: (+)exp —?¢n(+)l+¢2k(+)exp —-¢2(+)
+ 20k (4 )¢k (—cos |21 %"l exp ——;-<p,,(+>¢,,<+)]
xexp |- 2t atml | | 9
(nlAME (D) n Y =10, _ . 1> {@2K(—exp —7% ]+¢2k(")exp ——¢2(—>

172
n! t
20k (+ )¢k (—)cos |2A¢ Py exp ” @,(—)g,( )]
20t n!
Xexp v (n—ml ] ] . (56)

Substituting Eqs. (55) and (56) into Eq. (50), after summing over k, we arrive at the expression of the probability of
finding n photons as follows:
172
(n+m)
n!

172
_n!t
(n—m) ]

As expected, from the above expression we can see that the oscillatory behavior of the photon-number distribution is
weakened with the decrease of the parameter y. In particular, in the limit y — + o, Eq. (57) reduces to the known re-
sult for the photon number distribution in the resonant multiphoton JCM governed by the von Neumann equation, that
is,

202t (n +m)
—————|co

a s [2At

p(n,)=1Q,[* [1+exp —

20 n!
Y (n—m)

cos |2At

+%]Qn—mlz [l_exp -

] . (57)

p(n,t)=|Q,|*cos? +1Q, _n |%sin? | At (58)

172
(n+m) ] ]
t e—————
n!

(n +m) ]1/2]

n!

where Q, is given by Eq. (11).
The mean number of photons in the optical field can be calculated from Eq. (57) or from the expression
(f(t)) =Trg,q(pr@ T@), and is found to be
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—gem_m aq R
(A1) n+2 > nzz'on!exp ” -

where 7 =|z|? is the initial mean photon number in the
field. Equation (59) means that the oscillatory behavior
of the mean number of photons in the optical field is
weakened with the decrease of the decoherence parame-
ter ¥. In the limit ¥ — + oo, the usual result given by the
von Neumann equation is recovered, i.e.,

3
() =n+7

m _-2 #"
——e "y —cos
n!
n=0

172
(n+m)
2 !

2At [

(60)

From the above calculation, we see that in the time
evolution the additional term in the Milburn equation,
which destroys quantum coherences, leads to the appear-
ance of decay factors in Egs. (57) and (59) which are re-
sponsible for the destruction of the oscillations of the
photon-number distribution. With the decrease of the
parameter y, i.e., with a more rapid decoherencing, we
can observe rapid deterioration of the oscillatory
behavior of the photon-number distribution.

B. Quadrature squeezing of the field

We now study the quadrature squeezing of the field in
the multiphoton JCM governed by the Milburn equation
and discuss effects of the decoherence on the squeezing.
We introduce the two slowly varying Hermitian quadra-
ture components of the field £ 1 and X , defined by, re-
]

(F(@%,8))=Trgualpr(t)F(@*,a)]
k

0 0 t
=2 2|7
n=0k=0 |7V

_ 20t (n+m)!

7{‘—,[<n|ﬁa§’;’<z)p(a+,a)|n Y+l EOF (@ ", 2)n)] .
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1/2
!
cos |2At Q’—Lﬂ} ] ) (59)
|
spectively,
X, =MHae''+ate i,
(61)

22=511;(ae"“'—a+e —iety |

where @ and @ are the annihilation and creation opera-
tors, respectively, and o is the frequency of the cavity
field. The commutation of X, and % , is [X 1,1? 2]
=i/2. The variances ((AX;?)=(X2)—((X,))?
(i =1,2) satisfy the Heisenberg uncertainty relation
((AR,?) (AX|?) = L. A state of the field is said to be
squeezed when one of the quadrature components X 1 and
X, satisfies the uncertainty relation {(AX;)?) <1. The
degree of squeezing can be measured by the squeezing pa-
rameters [22] SX,- (i =1,2) defined by

S = ((Az?,)2>—%}([1?1,1?2]>|
' KRR, D

Then, the condition for squeezing in the quadrature com-
ponent can simply be written as S; <0.

In terms of the annihilation and creation operators of
the field, we readily find that

S, =2{@"a)+2Re(@% ") —4(Re(@e’®") ),
S,=2(@%a)—2Re(2%?*") —4(Im(@e’®*)? .

(62)

(63)
(64)

Expectation values for any function F(2%,a) are cal-
culated by the usual manner,

(65)

Generally, it is not easy to calculate the expectation value of an arbitrary function F(2*,2) for the field in the JCM.
For the expectation value (@e’®’), through a tedious calculation we find that

(@e™’)y=1 i 0,0, 1exp “{;[S(n,+)+5(n —1,+)] ]

n=0

X l(\/; +Vn+m )T exp

+(V'n —V'n +m Tsexp

where

Ty =[GV —=is; N CE, +is D XY =iy, Dl —ivit g,
T=[C =is;, NG —is D X =iy, Dl +ivih 1,

;,t—¢n(+)<p,,_1(+)]+(\/r? —Vn+m )T,exp

t
—@ (+)p, _(+)
Y‘P Gn—1

;’,—<p,,~,(+)¢,,(+)]+(\/ﬁ +Va+m)T,

Xexp (66)

t
—¢,(+)d, _(+) |},
|

(67)
(68)
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Ty=[CyH+isyIICHE) +is X D +iY DX, —ivi )], (69)

n
T,=[C\P+is{ it —isi P x P +iyi ) xi ) +ivit) ], (70)

where these functions C\*), S{*), X {+) and Y,(,+) are obtained by replacing the number operator # in their correspond-
ing operators which are defined in Egs. (A10), (A11), (A13), and (A14) in the Appendix by the number n.

Substituting the explicit expressions of the functions C\*’, S{*), X{*) and Y!*’ into Egs. (67)-(70), through a
lengthy simplification from Eq. (66) we obtain the final result,

. © b_(n)
(@e®)=13 0,0% | {(Vn +V'n+m Jexplira _(n)t]exp | — 2 t
n=0
bi(n)
+(V'n —V'n +m Jexp[ —ira_(n)tlexp | — ;Y t
— —(n)
+(Vn —V'n +m Jexp[ira . (n)tlexp | — c Zyn t
— c,(n)
+(Vn +V'n+m exp[—iAa (n)tlexp | — ;7’ t ], (71
where
(n + 1) (n+m)! 2
_ | tm+m—1) n+m)l
ar(n)= _—_-(n—l)! + T l , (72)
(n+ D 172 (n +m 172712
_ n+m-—1) | (n+m)
balm= o4 0T l nl ] ” 73)
(n + 1) 2 (n+m)! e
_ n+m—1) n+m)
R e e P I + | ] H : (74)
Similarly, the expectation value {@2%e"2**) can be written as
<azei2wt)=%2QnQ:_2exp’—i[S(n,-l—H—S(n—Z,-F)]}
n=0
X [Vr(n—1D)+V(n+m)n+m—1)]T exp %(p,,(ﬂ-)(p,,_z(ﬁ-)]
+[Valn —1)—V(n +m)n +m —1)]T)exp $<p,,(+)¢,,_2<+)
+[Vnn =D —V(n +m)n +m —1)]T}exp $¢,,_2(+>¢,,(+)
+[Vn(n—1)+V(n+m)n+m—1)]T,exp %¢n(+)¢n_2(+) }, (75)
where
Ti=[C\V—iS{ P CyE, +isiEL I x ) —ivy Pl Xty =iyt ], (76)
Ty =[G =is, VN C L, —iS, DX, =iy, VX, Ty +iv, Ty ] a7
T3 =[C{P+iS{ P Ci ), +is ) X +iv D)X Ly —iv BT, (78)
T,=[C{P+is I Cit, —is{ L X I +iy P x )y +ivit) . (79)

Making use of Egs. (A10), (A11), (A13), and (A 14) in the Appendix, from Egs. (75) to (79) we find that
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(62 tZwt)- 1 2 QnQn——

[Va(n—1)+V(n+m)n +m —1)]exp[ira’_ (n)t]exp

+[Vnrn—1)+Vi(n+m)n+m—1)]exp[ —ira'"_(n)t]exp

+[Vnr(n—1)—V(n+m)(n +m —1)]exp[ira’, (n)t]exp

+[Vr(n—1)—V

where
1/2

@' (n)= (n+m —2)! (n+m)

* (n —2) n!

' _ (n +m —2) (n+m) +m)‘
bi(n) 20tA =2 — l

(ntm=21 1" [(n+m) +m)

' — n m —z)! n m

ci(n)= 20tA -2 + ]

So far we have completed calculations of all expecta-
tion values needed in the squeezing parameters Egs. (63)
and (64). It is straightforward to obtain the two squeez-
ing parameters S; and S, through the simple substitution
of the expectation values (59), (71), and (80) into Egs. (63)
and (64). We would not like to write their explicit expres-
sions since they are too long.

We now analyze effects of the intrinsic decoherence on
the quadrature squeezing of the field. It is a well-known
fact that the field exhibits quadrature squeezing in the
conventional JCM governed by the von Neumann equa-
tion [23,24]. Hence, in the JCM governed by the Milburn
equation there exists the quadrature squeezing of the field
when y — + « since the Milburn equation reduces to the
von Neumann equation in this limit. Then, taking into
account Egs. (59), (71), and (80), from Egs. (63) and (64)
we can see that the additional term in the Milburn equa-
tion leads to the appearance of decay factors in each term
in the expressions of the squeezing parameters. Thus,
each term of S; and S, decays with the decrease of the
decoherencing parameter of . In particular, for a given
small quantity y, at time 20’t /y >> 1, we find that

S;=8,=2|z|*+m >0, (84)

which means that the quadrature squeezing of the field
vanishes with the time evolution. Therefore, we can con-
clude that the intrinsic decoherence suppresses the quad-
rature squeezing of the field in the JCM.

C. Photon antibunching effect

Photon antibunching [25-27] is one of the best known
nonclassical effects of the light field. To understand the
effect of the intrinsic decoherence on the photon anti-
bunching in the JCM, we examine the behavior of the
second-order zero-time coherence function

52
b' (n)
2y !
b'+(n)t
2y
¢’ (n)
2y !
¢’y (n)
(n+m)(n +m —1)]exp[ —iAa’, (n)t]exp 2y t ], (80)
(81)

Il
Ir

(R*)—(#)
((A))?

where #=a "@. The photon antibunching exists whenev-
er g'¥(0) is less than 1. To establish if the system is pho-
ton antibunching or bunching, we must calculate the two
expectation values () and (#2). Here (#) has been
evaluated in Eq. (59). And the expectation value (#?)
can be calculated by the manner,

g?0)= , (85)

(A?)= i‘, n’p(n,t),

n=0

(86)

where p (n,t) is the photon distribution function given by
Eq. (57).
From Eqgs. (57) and (86), we find that

(A?)=n’+(m +1)a+m?
§(2n+m) 7y
X exp 2y% (n+m)! ]
Y n!
Xcos |2At %]Uz , (87)
where 7=z|%

It is easy to get the exact expression of g?/(0) through
substituting Egs. (59) and (87) into Eq. (85), but the result
is given as infinite terms that cannot be calculated analyt-
ically.

From Egs. (59) and (86) we can see that both (# ) and
(#?%) decay with the decrease of the decoherence param-
eter . In particular, for a given small quantity y, at time
202t fy >>1, we have (#)=r+m/2 and (A?)=n’
+(m +1)7+m?, and we find that
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1"1(&’"_—_2_)“21 , (88)
(27 +m)?

which means that the suppression of quantum coherences
leads to deterioration of the photon antibunching effect.

g'?0)=

V. SUMMARY

We have studied the influence of the intrinsic decoher-
ence in the atom-field interaction on nonclassical effects
in the multiphoton JCM. We have found the exact solu-
tion of the Milburn equation for the resonant multipho-
ton Jaynes-Cummings Hamiltonian and given the explicit
form of the solution in the two-dimensional atomic basis.
We have investigated in detail collapses and revivals of
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atomic inversion, oscillatory behaviors of the field, and
photon antibunching effect in the JCM under the
influence of intrinsic decoherence. We have shown that
in the process of time evolution of the quantum system
the intrinsic decoherence in the atom-field interaction
suppresses these nonclassical effects in the multiphoton
JCM.
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APPENDIX

In this appendix, we present the derivation of the exact solution (19) of the Milburn equation for the multiphoton

Jaynes-Cummings Hamiltonian (5).

Taking into account the definitions of the superoperators S and T and the initial condition (12), we find that

py(t)=exp(St)exp | — iﬁzt p(O)exp | — ﬁﬁzt ]
. t A t .
=exp(—ifl t)exp | — —2?3 pi(tlexp | — —27§ exp(ifl;1) , (A1)
where we have used the property that these operators H,, #;, 4, and B are commutable with each other.
Making use of the expressions,
exp | —=—8(n,+) 0
p 2 ,
exp |[———4 |= , (A2)
0 exp —iﬁ\(ﬁ,—)]
exp | —iwt ﬁ+% ] 0
exp(—iH t)= , (A3)
0 exp | —iowt |A— L ]
2

we can write (A1) in the simple form

prt)=exp(—ifl;)exp | — Lp pi(texp | — Lp exp(ifl,) , (A4)

2y 2y
where the auxiliary operator p(¢) is defined by
|w())(w(n)| 0

where

|W(2)) =exp -#ﬁ(ﬁ,ﬂ |ze oty | (A6)

If we notice that the powers of the off-diagonal operator B can be written as
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2%k
m |\ s tm
5 Hﬁ+2 Vama*tr 0
EYPy = 2% | , (A7)
0 l lﬁ_% "/a+mam
2k +1
[ﬁ——ﬂ Va+mam
2
8 2k+1_ 0 a \/W
e = m 2k +1 , (A8B)
A+ Vamatm atm
— 0
‘/a+mam
then we can write the operator exp[(—¢/2y)B ] in the form
2 —am—L 9y
*\/a+mam n
exp |—=—8B |= 1 , (A9)
2y ~ﬁ+m“‘/—a'n—a—17?,(,+)(t) 1?,(,_)(”
where
R4 (1) =cosh | 2L A+ 2 1Vama ™" |, R4 =cosh Aot a2 \VaTmgn (A10)
and
P (1)=sinh | 22L A+t [Vamat |, 9 =sinh Aot a2 [Vatram | (A11)
Similarly, we can write the operator exp( — il rt) in the two-dimensional atomic basis as
e ——iﬁ'"§,‘,_)(t)‘/———i__——-
a ma"
exp(—if )= 1 , (A12)
—i6+m§,(,+)(t)‘/—amé"+7 6,(,_)(t)
where
E P =cos(AtV2™a ™), € Nt)=cos(AtVa T "a") ' (A13)
and
S =sin(AatVamat™), 87 N)=sin(AtVa*mam) . (A14)
Then, from Egs. (A9) and (A 12) it follows that
(—)
R g T 0
n va+mam
exp(—iﬁjt)exp —LE = ?(+) , (A15)
2y _a+m n (2) ﬁ(_)(t)
Varam
where
RIFP)=CF )X P () +i8F ) P ey, (A16)
PP =CF ) () +iSE (R 1) . (A17)

Substituting Eqgs. (A5) and (A 15) into Eq. (A4), we obtain an explicit expression for the operator 5,(¢) as follows:
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b,() By,(0)

PO= NG, 0 @) | (A18)
where we have used the following symbol:

B, (0=1w,0)¥,(0) (5,j=1,2), (A19)
with

W, (1)) =R (0)|w(2)), |‘I’2(t))=——-?_f(——l_—t)—6+m|‘l’(t)> , (A20)

Vatmam

where |¥(¢)) is given by Eq. (23).

Taking into account the definition of the superoperator R, it is straightforward to obtain the action of the operator

exp(R ;) on the “density” operator §,(¢) as follows:

=]

=2

k=0

k
t
€ %ﬁkﬁz(”ﬁk ,

(A21)

where the Hamiltonian A and the operator P> are given by Egs. (5) and (A18), respectively. This is the operator form of
the exact solution of the Milburn Eq. (4) for the multiphoton JCM in the resonant case.
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