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THE COHERENT STATES AND LUCAS NUMBERS

ABSTRACT. In this paper we consider the coherent states which play an im-
portant role in quantum optics, especially in laser physics and much work in
this field. Here we connect the coherent states with the Lucas numbers and

Fibonacci numbers.

1. INTRODUCTION

The term coherent state, also called
Glauber state, has been introduced by
Roy J. Glauber [4] in 1963 year. It is
not strongly related to the classical term
coherence, and refers to a special sort
of pure quantum mechanical state of the
light field corresponding to a single res-
onator mode.

We describe a dynamical system in
terms of a pair of complex operators a
and af, which we call them as the an-
nihilation and creation operators. These
operators, which obey the following com-
mutation relation

[a,aT] =1,

play a fundamental role in descriptions
of systems of harmonic oscillators and
quantized fields. It is obvious from the
algebraic properties of the operators a
and a' that we may construct a sequence
of states for the harmonic oscillator sys-
tem. These states labeled by |n) satisfy
the identity

aln) = v/nln — 1),
af|ln) = vn+1n +1),

ataln) = n|n)

(1)

for an nonnegative integer n. They are
generated from the state |0) by the rule

(af)"
2 n) =
@ m =2
Let us now define for each complex
number « the displacement operator

10)-

D(a) = exp(aa’ — aa),

(3)

which is unitary and obeys the relation

D(a) = D™Y(a) = D(—a).

When a and b commute with their com-
mutator ¢ := [a,b] we have the well-
known Kermack-McCrae identity

exp(a +b)

exp(~ g) expla) exp(h),
if ab-ordered,

exp(5¢) exp(b) exp(a),
if ba-ordered,

therefore we are led to

D(a)
(4) 2
= exp(—%) exp(aa’) exp(—aa).
For each complex number « the coherent
state |«) is defined by
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(5) @) = D(a)[0).

We note that the state |a) is an eigen-
state of the operator a with eigenvalue
a?

(6)
ale) = afe)
By using Eqs. (2), (4), (5), and the
fact a|0) = 0, we may relate the coherent
states to the states |n) :

and (ala’ = (a|a.

(7)
)
= D(a)|0)

— exp(~ ) exp(aa) exp(~aa) 0

|o? o
e~ 3 i
(see [3, (2.23)]).

In this paper we consider the coherent
states as the special states, that is, the
eigenvalues a and § of the eigenstates
|a) and |B) respectively, satisfy the co-
efficients conditions appearing in Lucas
numbers as follows :

(8) a+p8= %(1+\/5)+%(17\/5) =1,

(9) af = 51+ 5) - 5(1-V5) = -1,

(10)

a?=1+a, and

B2 =1+
We can set the Lucas numbers [5] by

(11) L,=a"+p",

where
(12)

a:%(ux/é), 5:%(17\/3).

Depending on the above properties we
obtain :

Lemma 1.1. Let o and 8 be in (12).
And let the operator a apply to the co-
herent states |a) and |8). Then

(@
(Bla) = exp(—3),
(b)
(8] exp(ga*)exp(ga)|a> Y

Theorem 1.2. Let n € N. Then

n n 5
(6] (a + (a)") Ja) = L exp(~3).
Theorem 1.3. Let n € N. Then

> fal ("7 + (af) ) 18)
m=0

x (Bl (@™ + (a")™) o)
=e " ((n+1)L, +2F,11),

a"—ﬁ"

where F,, = is the Fibonacci

number.

2. PROOFS OF LEMMA 1.1, THEOREM
1.2, AND THEOREM 1.3

Let N be the set of positive integers.
Then we define the Lucas numbers, L,
with n € N, by

and

Ln+2 = L7l+1 + Ly

The very general functions studied by
Lucas and generalized by Bell [1], [2], are
essentially the L,, defined by (11) with «,
[ being the roots of the quadratic equa-
tion 22 = Pz — @ so that a4+ 3 = P and
af = Q.



Proof of Lemma 1.1. (a) First
from the definition of a and § in
(12) we note that

o=«

|
w

and Jé]
(

Then by (7), (8), (9), and (10)
we have

(Bler)

(b) By (6) and Lemma 1.1 (a) we
have

(8l exp(Sa") exp(Sa)le)

— exp(gﬁ) eXp(ga)Wa)

= exp(2 (8 + ) {5l)

= exp(5) expl—3)
=1.

O

Proof of Theorem 1.2. From (6) and
Lemma 1.1 (a) we obtain

(Bl (a" + (@) o)
(Bla"]a) + (Bl(a")"|a)
= a"(Blo) + 5" (Blar)

= (a" + B")(Ble)

5
=1L, exp(—i).

In Figure 1, Figure 2, and Figure 3 we
depict

(61 (" + (a)") |o) = Lo exp(~2)

in Theorem 1.2. Here we can know that
as n approaches to a large positive in-
teger, the value (8] (a”+ (a)")|a) is
bigger. And a transition from the |a)
state to |B) state behaves like a step
function. If (8] (a" + (af)") |a) stands
for the probability then physically we
should restrict n = 0,1,2,3,4,5 since
the probability is greater or equal to 0
and less than or equal to 1.
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FIGURE 1. L,e%/?
versus n (0 < n < 5)
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FIGURE 2. L,e 5/
versus n (5 < n < 10)
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FIGURE 3. L,e%/?
versus n (10 < n < 15)

To obtain the sums of the coherent
states

(af (@™ + (a")""™) |8)
(Bl (@™ + (a")™) |o)
in Theorem 1.3 we request the following

identity :

(13)

n

> LLn—m = (n+ 1)Ly +2F,
m=0

(see [6]).

Proof of Theorem 1.3. From Theo-
rem 1.2 and (13) we have

D fal (@™ + (@) ) 18)
m=0
(B (a™ + (a")™) |o)
= > (o (@™ + (")) |B)
m=0

X Ly, exp(fg)

. 5 5
= Lnfm -5 Lm -3
32 Lemepl—5) mesp(—5)

n
—10
=e€ § LinLy—m
m=0

=e %((n+ 1)L, +2F,11).
0

In Figure 4, Figure 5, Figure 6 , and
Figure 7 we draw

n

Z <a| (an—m + (aT)n—m) |6>
x (Bl (a™ + (ah)™) |o)
= e 1 ((n+ 1)Ly + 2F,41)

in Theorem 1.3. In a similar manner to
Figure 1, they are bigger as n is larger
and the pictures jump abruptly at in-
teger position but they grow linearly at
non-integer spot. And if

n

> {al (@™ + (a)* ) |B)

m=0
(Bl (a™ + (a")™) |

implies the sum of transition probabil-
ities then physically we should choose
n = 0,1,2,---,14 because the sum of
probabilities is greater or equal to 0 and
less than or equal to 1. Furthermore if
the number of transition occurs many
times then the probability variation be-
comes smoothly compared to Figure 1,
Figure 2, and Figure 3.
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FIGURE
4. e 10((n+ 1)L, +2F,41)
versus n (0 < n < 5)
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2F i +(l1+n)L,

o1

1
0.8
0.6
04
0.2

FIGURE
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versus n (10 < n < 15)
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Next we analogize the coherent state
|a?) and estimate the occupation num-
ber in Lemma 2.1. In advance by refer-
ring to (7) we note that

|

(1) o) = expl(-155) 3 i)
n=0 :

is adequate since

= exp(—ah) Y S

n=0
= exp(—at 4 a?)
=1
Lemma 2.1. Let n € N. Then
(a)
(Blala?) = a? exp(—2a — 2),
(b)

(BlaTala?) = —aexp(—2a — 2).



Proof.

(15)

(a) By (1) and (14
serve that

2= \/m!'
|a2|2 0 a2n
xexp(—50) Y S=ln)
n=0
52 C¥4
eXP(*j*?)
& BmQQn
* 3 el
ﬁZ 044
exp(-= - %)
oo o0 ﬂmOZQn
X (m|v/nn — 1)
2,2 Vo
2 4
+ «
exp(~———)
oo o Bma2n
X /N
mE::m; vmln! v !
2 4
+ «
exp(— 5 )

52 + ot (Ba?)
exp(—— )0‘2; (n—1)!
o exp( g ; a + Ba?)

then by (8), (9), (10) and the
fact
at = (a?)?
= (a+1)?
=a®+2a+1
=3a+ 2,

the above equation shows that

) we ob-

(Blala®)
=ao? exp(——ﬂ 1 —|—23a T2 @)
B+ ba+3
— )

= a® exp(—2a — 2).

= o”exp(—

(b) In asimilar style, by (1), (8), (9),

(10), (14), and (15) we interpret
(Blatala®)
_ B2 S~ B™ i
= (m| exp(— 5 )mzzom.a a
212 X _on
< exp(~ 20 S 2 )
n=0
2 4
e m . 2n
X Z an '<m\aTa|n>
m,n=0 :
2 4
= exp(—% - %)
ﬁm 2n
X Z W (m|n|n)
m,n=0
= exp(— B2+a )
Bm 2n
mzn:O mn
62+a4 0 ﬁnOan
= exp(— 52+a )Ba’
ﬂOZ n—1
% Z (n—1)!
ol
= —« exp(—ﬂz J2r + Ba?)

= —aexp(—2a — 2).



3. CONCLUSION

A product of quantum fields, or equiv-
alently their creation and annihilation
operators, is usually said to be normal
ordered, also called Wick order, when
all creation operators(= a') are to the
left of all annihilation operators(= a) in
the product. On the other hand, if the
annihilation operators are placed to the
left of the creation operators then we
define antinormal order. Even though
the Wick order and Lucas numbers are
recursively, they are strictly different.
Wick order gives operators a sequence
but Lucas numbers do not provide an or-
der, instead they present an eigenvalue,
an expectation value, etc., as a sort of
scalar quantity.
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