arXiv:2303.01655v1 [cond-mat.quant-gas] 3 Mar 2023

Atomtronic superconducting quantum interference device in synthetic dimensions

WENXI LAI,^∗ YU-QUAN MA, and YI-WEN WEI School of Applied Science, Beijing Information Science and Technology University, Beijing 100192, China

We propose atomtronic counterpart of superconducting quantum interference device (SQUID) in synthetic 2-dimensional space. The system is composed of Bose-Einstein condensate (BEC) in two neighboring optical wells which is coupled to an external coherent light. Furthermore, availability of controllable atomtronic flux qubit in the synthetic dimensions is demonstrated with this system. Control parameter for the qubit is naturally provided by artificial magnetic flux originated from the coherent atom-light coupling. Comparing with traditional SQUID which requires at least 2- dimensional circuits, the synthetic dimensional SQUID can be realized only in 1-dimensional circuits. It should be a great advantage for the scalability and integration feature of quantum logic gates.

PACS numbers: 03.75.Gg, 74.50.+r, 03.67.Lx, 42.50.Ct

Introduction. Quantum logic gates based on circuit quantum electrodynamics (QED) have advantages for scalability and integration [1–4]. However, they are easily affected from environments due to charge and spin degree of freedom of electrons [5–8]. On contrast, cold atoms in cavity QED have quantum oscillations with long coherent lifetime. For example, optical oscillations in alkali earth (like) atoms enjoy lifetime about microsecond to tens of second [9, 10]. The obvious drawback of cavity QED based quantum logic gates comes from their poor scalability. Although several schemes for improving the scalable feature have been proposed, they are hard to be realized and popularized in practice [11–13].

A balanced protocol may be available with atomtronics, in which atoms keep their strong coherence and, at the same time, scalability of atomic transistors becomes feasible due to similarity between atomtronic and electronic circuits [14– 17]. Indeed, atomtronic circuits based on BEC Josephson junctions become one of the important candidates for the development of quantum computation. In 1-dimensional optical potentials, BEC atoms appear quantum fluctuations of atom numbers and non local phase differences as studied both theoretically [18–21] and experimentally [22, 23]. The Josephson junction like properties can be applied in 2-dimensional optical potentials to realize atomtronic SQUID. They are proposed recently [24–29] and implemented in consequent experiments [30–32]. In some literatures, such devices are directly called atomtronic quantum interference device (AQUID).

Furthermore, atomtronic flux qubits and universal quantum logic gates are demonstrated in toroidal potential wells [33], ring shaped optical lattices [34, 35] and triangular optical lattices [36, 37]. In the ring shaped BEC, one can follow Caldeira and Leggett’s dissipative model to extract effective Lagrangian of particular Josephson barriers [33– 35]. Desired Hamiltonian for the flux qubit would be originated from the effective Lagrangian. Couplings between two BEC rings are not hard to be implemented for the two qubit universal quantum gates as introduced in Refs. [24, 26, 28, 33–35]. Large number flux qubits are expected to be integrated in 2-dimensional optical lattices [36].

In this paper, we theoretically demonstrate atomic SQUID and flux qubit in a synthetic dimensions of BEC system. In traditional SQUID circuits, at least 2-dimensional space is necessary to form a closed rings both in electronics [1– 4] and atomtronics [24–32]. However, in the present synthetic dimensional SQUID, one needs only 1-dimensional circuits, since the closed rings are created in the synthetic dimensions (Fig. 1 (a)). Atom-light coupling induced artificial gauge field [10, 38–42] would induce magnetic flux into the synthetic dimensional ring. It could be used to control the SQUID and tunable qubits become available. Due to the lowered dimension in real space, such systems should greatly simplify the configuration of atomtronic flux qubits and improve scalability of the devices.

Atomtronic Josephson junction in position space: In position space, tunneling of cold atom Bose-Einstein condensate (BEC) in double-well systems can be used to realize atomic Josephson junction, which has been widely studied earlier [18, 21, 23]. For completeness, firstly, let us review this kind of junction considering all atoms are in internal (electronic) state s. As shown in Fig. 1 (b), the typical Hamiltonian of this tunneling process is described by the Bose-Hubbard Hamiltonian Ĥ_s [23, 24, 30, 32],

Ĥ_s = Ĥ_{Js} + ∑ α=0,1 U 2 n̂_{αs}(n̂_{αs} − 1), (1)

where tunneling process is described by Ĥ_{Js} = ∑ α=0,1 μαn̂αs −ℏJ(â † 0sâ_{1s} +H.c.). μ_α represents the chemical potential of the corresponding optical well. Atom number operators are defined as n̂_{αs} = â^†_{αs}â_{αs}. Atom-atom repulsion energy

∗Electronic address: wxlai@pku.edu.cn

FIG. 1: (Color on line) (a) Schematic illustration of BEC ring in synthetic dimensions. (b) Atomtronic Josephson junction in position space. (c) Atomtronic Josephson junction in atom internal states. (d) Atomtronic SQUID in synthetic dimensions.

due to occupying the same well is given by the quantity^U_2 . Rate of atom tunneling between the two wells is denoted by J.

Based on the mean field theory of BEC [30, 35, 44], these annihilation operators could be described by the particle number and phase representation as, ⟨â_{αs}⟩ = √ n_{αs}e^{iθαs} . (2) Then the Hamiltonian (1) becomes

H_s = ∑ α=0,1 (μ_αn_{αs} + U 2 n^2_{αs}) − E_{Js} cos(θ_{1s} − θ_{0s}), (3)

where the Josephson energy is defined to be E_{Js} = 2ℏJ √ n_{0s}n_{1s}. This system has effective local capacity C_α =^{q2}_U which can be deduced from the comparison between the capacitance energy^{Q2αs}_{2C} and the repulsive energy in Eq.(3). At the same time, the charging energy should be E_{Cα} =^{q2}_{2Cα} =^U_2 . The effective charge is Q_{αs} = qn_{αs}. Here, q is the unit charge and for neutral atoms q = 1 with the meaning of atom number. One can use Hamilton’s equations dn_{αs} dt = −^1_ℏ^{∂Hs}_{∂θαs} and^{dθαs}_{dt} =^1_ℏ^{∂Hs}_{∂nαs} to reach the equations of motion, d dt n_s = −2J √ 1 − n^2_s sin(θ_s) (4)

d dt θ_s = δ + U ℏ N_sn_s + 2Jn_s √ 1 − n^2_s cos(θ_s) (5)

where θ_s = θ_{0s} − θ_{1s}, n_s =^{n0s−n1s}_{n0s +n1s} , N_s = n_{0s} + n_{1s} and δ =^{μ0−μ1}_ℏ . The results can be found in earlier work [18, 43]. Furthermore, Eq.(4) gives rise to the current formula in Josephson junctions [31, 45],

I_s = I_{sc} sin(θ_s), (6)

where critical current of the junction is I_{sc} = q^{EJs}_ℏ .

Atomtronic Josephson junction in atom internal states: In the following, let us show the Josephson junction originated from coherent optical transition between two internal states (s = g and s = e) of BEC atoms. Clock transitions of alkaline-earth (like) atoms with long lifetime can be used here. As BEC gas, all atoms are assumed to be in the same mode described with the annihilation operator â_s, which satisfies the relation â_{αs}|n_{αs}⟩ = √ n_{αs}|n_{αs} −1⟩. The model is shown in Fig. 1 (c). Optical coupling between the two internal levels of BEC atoms under a coherent light with frequency ν could be described by [10, 38, 39],

Ĥ_α = ∑ s=g,e ε_sn̂_{αs} − ℏΩ 2 (â^†_{αg}â_{αe}e^{i(νt−αϕ)} + H.c.), (7)

where, ε_s denotes the ground energy level (s = g) or the excited energy level (s = e) of atom internal states. α represents position and αϕ is position dependent phase generated in coherent atom-light coupling. The Rabi frequency Ω is taken as a real quantity considering its tunable phase [46, 47].

With the free evolution Hamiltonian H_{α0} = ε_gn̂_{αg} + (ε_g + ℏν)n̂_{αe}, the Hamiltonian (7) is transformed into the form H^I_α in interaction picture.

Ĥ^I_α = ℏΔn̂_{αe} − ℏΩ 2 (â^†_{αg}â_{αe}e^{−iαϕ} + H.c.), (8) Consequently, using the mean field approach in Eq.(2), H^I_α could be written into the c number form,

H^I_α = ℏΔn_{αe} − E_{Ωα} cos(θ_{αg} − θ_{αe} + αϕ), (9)

where the detuning Δ = (ε_e − ε_g)/ℏ − ν. We define the Josephson energy, E_{Ωα} = ℏΩ√n_{αg} n_{αe}, for atomic transition between internal states under the optical coupling. The second term in Eq.(9) is energy of the effective inductor. Since, the model of optical transition does not involve repulsive energy like atom tunneling in the above section, the corresponding local capacity C_s should be infinitely large, C_s → ∞. Then, the effective charging energy is close to zero, E_{Cs} =^{q2}_{2Cs} → 0.

With Hamilton’s equations^{dnαs}_{dt} = −^1_ℏ^{∂HαI}_{∂θαs} ,^{dθαs}_{dt} =^1_ℏ^{∂HαI}_{∂nαs} , we obtain equation of motion of the flux dynamics analogous to the above method, d dt n_α = −Ω √ 1 − n^2_α sin(θ_α + αϕ) (10)

d dt θ_α = −Δ + Ωn_α √ 1 − n^2_α cos(θ_α + αϕ) (11) where n_α =^{nαg −nαe} n_{αg} +n_{αe} and θα = θαg − θαe. Eq.(11) lacks the term of atom-atom repulsion energy, which is the main

difference comparing with Eq.(5). The repulsion energy is related to capacitance energy [24, 25]. Therefore, the optical transition of atoms just works as an effective inductor as illustrated with the equivalent circuit in Fig. 1 (b). Current corresponding to the phase difference can be derived from Eq.(10) that,

I_α = I_{αc} sin(θ_α + αϕ), (12)

where critical current of the junction is I_{αc} = q^{EΩα}_ℏ .

In Eq.(11), if one consider resonant coupling, Δ = 0 and approximately half population inversion, n_{αg} ≈ n_{αe}, the phase θ_α would be almost a constant. Recently, experiments for Josephson junction effects between two spin components of BEC atoms have been exploited with coherent optical couplings [48]. Fluctuations of spin polarization and the corresponding phase in these experiments should be originated from spin-spin interaction and the atom-light detuning which is necessary for the coherent Raman transition.

Atomtronic SQUID in synthetic dimensions: When both the atom tunneling in the two-well and optical transition in atom internal states are considered at the same time, a closed loop in the synthetic dimensions would be created as illustrated in Fig. 1 (d). In this ring, there are four junctions all together, two junctions are in the position space and the other two are in the atom internal transition space. Hamiltonian of the ring in synthetic dimensions could be given by,

Ĥ_S = ∑ s=g,e Ĥ_{Js} + ∑ α=0,1 [ U 2 N̂_α(N̂_α − 1) + Ĥ_α], (13)

FIG. 2: (Color on line) Atom current as a function of control phase ϕ. Rectangular dot black line: θ0 = θ1 = θg = 0. Circle dot red line: θ0 = 0.1, θ1 = 0.05 and θg = 0.01. Up triangle dot blue line: θ0 = 0.3, θ1 = −0.5 and θg = 0.1. Down triangle dot green line: θ0 = −0.1, θ1 = 0.9 and θg = 0.7.

where, Ĥ_{Js} is given in (1), Ĥ_α is given by (7) and N̂_α = ∑ s=g,e n̂αs. Now, using the free evolution Hamiltonian Ĥ_0 = ∑ α,s(μ_α + ε_s)n̂_{αs}, one could transform the Eq.(13) into its form of interaction picture,

Ĥ = ∑ s=g,e Ĥ^I_{Js} + ∑ α=0,1 [ U 2 N̂_α(N̂_α − 1) + Ĥ^I_α]. (14)

where Ĥ^I_{Js} = −ℏJ(â^†_{0s}â_{1s} + H.c.). The resonant interaction ℏν = ε_e − ε_g and equal chemical potentials μ_L = μ_R have been considered here.

With the mean field approach in Eq.(2), the Hamiltonian (14) could be written in the c number form, H = ∑ α=0,1 U 2 N^2_α − ∑ s=g,e E_{Js} cos(θ_s) − ∑ α=0,1 E_{Ωα} cos(θ_α + αϕ). (15)

where N_α = n_{αg} + n_{αe}. The linear term in the atom-atom repulsive energy is neglected due to the fact N_α ≫ 1. Phase differences along the anti-clockwise direction have been defined as, θ_g = θ_{0g} − θ_{1g} , θ_1 = θ_{1g} − θ_{1e}, θ_e = θ_{1e} − θ_{0e} and θ_0 = θ_{0e} − θ_{0g}. Algebraic sum of phase differences along the synthetic dimensional ring plus the optically induced external phase should satisfy the relation of flux quantization condition,

θ_g + θ_e + θ_0 + θ_1 + ϕ = 2πm, (16)

where m is an integer.

In the following, we use the Hamiltonian’s equation^{∂nαs}_{∂t} = −^1_ℏ^{∂H}_{∂θαs} , to derive atomic current I. Firstly, the Hamiltonian’s equations give us equations of motion, ∂n_{αg} ∂t = (−1)^α[ E_{Ωα} ℏ sin(θ_α + αϕ) − E_{Jg} ℏ sin(θ_g )], (17)

∂n_{αe} ∂t = (−1)^α[ E_{Je} ℏ sin(θ_e) − E_{Ωα} ℏ sin(θ_α + αϕ)]. (18)

Considering the anti-clockwise direction as the positive current, we have these relations for current between different islands, q^{∂nαg}_{∂t} = (−1)^α(I_α − I_g ) and q^{∂nαe}_{∂t} = (−1)^α(I_e − I_α). The averaged formula I =^1_4 (I_0 + I_g + I_1 + I_e) gives rise to the total current in the ring, I = 1 4 [ ∑ s=g,e I_{sc} sin(θ_s) + ∑ α=0,1 I_{αc} sin(θ_α + αϕ)]. (19)

where the critical currents are I_{sc} =^{qEJs}_ℏ and I_{αc} =^{qEΩα}_ℏ .

FIG. 3: (Color on line) (a) Potential energy versus phase θ. Here, U/ℏ = 10J. (b) Comparison between the original potential and quadratic order potential with respect to U/ℏ = 10J. (c) Frequency of the harmonic oscillator defined in Eq.(30).

Due to the flux quantization condition (16), phase difference in the ring are not independent. The current formula could be obtained, I = 1 4 [I_{gc} sin(θ_g ) − I_{ec} sin(θ_g + θ_0 + θ_1 + ϕ) + I_{0c} sin(θ_0) + I_{1c} sin(θ_1 + ϕ)]. (20)

The current formula is in accord with the current appeared in the superconducting circuit with four Josephson junctions [50]. The atomtronic SQUID is in synthetic 3-dimensional coordinates θ_0, θ_1 and θ_g with a parameter ϕ.

Atomic currents tuned between clockwise and anti-clockwise directions are in the ring are shown in Fig. 2 for different phase values. Here, the tunneling rate is taken as J = 0.1 KHz and the Rabi frequency is set to be Ω = 0.5 kHz which are involved in the earlier experiments [10, 39]. In addition, the mean atom numbers in all islands are taken to be the same as n_{0g} = n_{0e} = n_{1g} = n_{1e} = 100.

Atomtronic flux qubit in synthetic dimensions: Model for the Hamiltonian (15) is shown in Fig. 1 (d). During the resonant coupling of coherent optical transition, we have Δ = 0 and n_{αg} ≈ n_{αe}. From Eq. (11) one can conclude that corresponding phase fluctuation could be negligible small, namely, θ̇_α = θ̇_{αg} − θ̇_{αe} → 0. The negligible small phase change is reasonable since atom-atom repulsion energy is not involved when atoms transit between its two internal states g and e. Therefore, we take phase differences θ_0 and θ_1 as time independent classical quantities. Comparing Eqs.(5) and (11), it is reasonable to assume that phase fluctuation in the loop is mainly contributed from the atom tunneling between the two wells, namely, θ̇_s = θ̇_{Ls} − θ̇_{Rs} ≠ 0. Under this condition, Hamiltonian (15) is reduced into, H = ∑ α=0,1 U 2 N^2_α − ∑ s=g,e E_{Js} cos(θ_s). (21)

where the non-dynamical constant terms −E_{Ω0} cos(θ_0) and −E_{Ω1} cos(θ_1 + ϕ) have been neglected since the phases θ_0 and θ_1 are regarded as time independent classical parameters.

The Hamiltonian (21) is expressed in terms of general coordinates and momentums, H = E(n_{αs}, θ_{αs}). To describe the Hamiltonian in terms of velocities and coordinates, H = E(θ̇_{αs}, θ_{αs}), one may find the corresponding velocities from the Hamiltonian’s equation, θ̇_{αg} =^1_ℏ^{∂H}_{∂nαg} [51]. It gives rise to the results dθ_{0s} dt = U ℏ (n_{0g} + n_{0e}) − J √ n_{1s} n_{0s} cos(θ_s), (22)

dθ_{1s} dt = U ℏ (n_{1g} + n_{1e}) − J √ n_{0s} n_{1s} cos(θ_s). (23)

When the quantity^U_ℏ is comparable to J, and n_{0s}, n_{1s} ≫ 1, this inequality^U_ℏ (n_{αg} + n_{αe}) ≫ J √_{n0s} 1s should be satisfied. In this regime, the second term in Eqs. (22) and (22) could be neglected. Then, we obtain the relations θ̇_{0s} ≈^U_ℏ (n_{0g} + n_{0e}) and θ̇_{1s} ≈^U_ℏ (n_{1g} + n_{1e}) for s = g, e. These two relations, allow us to write (n_{αg} + n_{αe}) ≈ ℏ 2U (θ̇_{αg} + θ̇_{αe}) for α = 0, 1. One can take N_α into the Hamiltonian (21), H = ∑ α=0,1 ℏ^2 8U (θ̇_{αs} + θ̇_{αe})^2 − ∑ s=g,e E_{Js} cos(θ_s). (24)

Considering the phase differences θ_g = θ_{0g} − θ_{1g} and θ_e = θ_{1e} − θ_{0e}, it is convenient to define θ_{0g} = Θ_g +^{θg}_2 , θ_{1g} = Θ_g −^{θg}_2 , θ_{0e} = Θ_e −^{θe}_2 and θ_{1e} = Θ_e +^{θe}_2 , where Θ_g and Θ_e are time independent mean quantities. They leads to the Hamiltonian in terms of non local phases, H = ℏ^2 16U (θ̇_g − θ̇_e)^2 − ∑ s=g,e E_{Js} cos(θ_s). (25)

It reflects the synthetic dimensional atomtronic SQUID is equivalent to the SQUID containing two Josephson junctions on a ring [52]. Schematic illustration of this configuration is shown at the bottom of Fig. 1 (d).

Because θ_0 and θ_1 are time independent classical quantities, we absorb θ_0 and θ_1 into ϕ and define φ = θ_0 + θ_1 + ϕ. In this case, the flux quantized condition (16) becomes θ_g + θ_e + φ = 2mπ. It reveals there is just one degree of freedom in this system except φ. Then, Eq. (25) would be reduced into the following simple form, H = ℏ^2 4U θ̇^2_g − E_{Jg} cos(θ_g ) − E_{Je} cos(θ_g + φ). (26)

Now, one may choose a new origin of coordinate that let θ_g = θ −^φ_2 . Additionally, considering E_{Jg} ≈ E_{Je} in the resonant coherent coupling, one can find, H_{ef f} = ℏ^2 4U θ̇^2 − 2E_{Jg} cos( φ 2 ) cos(θ). (27)

This is the Hamiltonian of single qubit with tunable parameter φ [45]. It is valuable to point out that, definition of the phase difference θ̇ = θ̇_{Lg} − θ̇_{Rg} and θ̇_{αg} ≈^U_ℏ (n_{αg} + n_{αe}) given above would actually result in the relation between general velocity and momentum, θ̇ =^U_ℏ Nn. Here, N is the total atom number N = N_0 + N_1 and n is the atom number difference n = (N_0 − N_1)/N between two wells.

From Faraday’s law, one know that the effective voltage V should equal to V =^ℏ_q θ̇. On the other hand, the effective capacitance C satisfies C =^Q_V , where Q = qn and n represents atom number with respect to the phase θ. Then, one find the relation Q =^{Cℏ}_q θ̇. It allow us to obtain energy of the effective capacitance^{Q2}_{2C} =^{Cℏ2}_{2q2} θ̇^2. Comparing with the capacitance energy^{Q2}_{2C} and the kinetic energy in Hamiltonian (27), one find the capacitance equals to C =^{q2}_{2U} . Finally, from the charging energy formula E_C =^{q2}_{2C} , we have E_C = U. When the charging energy satisfies E_C ≫ E_{Jg} , phase fluctuation in the junction is large, on the contrary, when the charging energy satisfies E_C ≪ E_{Jg} , phase fluctuation is small [49].

Fig. 3 (a) illustrates that the external control phase could arbitrarily change depth of the potential U_P = −2E_{Jg} cos(^φ_2 ) cos(θ). Anharmonic property of this potential allows us to access a uniquely addressable quantum two-level system for qubit designing [45]. From Taylor expansion of the term cos(θ), H_{ef f} = ℏ^2 4U θ̇^2 − 2E_{Jg} cos( φ 2 )(1 − θ^2 2 + θ^4 24 + ...). (28) one can extract quadratic order of the potential U_{har} = −2E_{Jg} cos(^φ_2 )(1 −^{θ2}_2 ). Fig. 3 (b) shows comparison between the effective potential U_P and its quadratic part U_{har}. For small θ, we have the approximation U_P → U_Q. Frequency ω of the harmonic oscillator H_{har} =^{ℏ2}_{4U} θ̇^2 + U_Q is not hard to be given by, ω = 2 ℏ √ UE_{Jg} cos( φ 2 ). (29)

Here, φ should takes 2mπ − π < φ < 2mπ + π. Just considering lowest two levels of the Hamiltonian H_{har}, one could write an estimated Hamiltonian of two-level system, Ĥ_Q = ℏωσ_z, (30)

where σ_z is the Pauli matrix. Eq. (27) represents the free evolution Hamiltonian of the qubit system whose energy level could be tuned by the system parameters as illustrated in Fig. 3 (c). All dates in this figure belong to the regime E_C ≪ E_{Jg} . The condition E_C ≫ E_{Jg} should occur when the total atom number is very small and optical potentials are very narrow, so as to cause atom-atom repulsion is much intensive.

Conclusions: In conclusions, quantum tunneling of BEC between two neighboring wells and optical transitions in the atom internals states could form SQUID in synthetic dimensions. Clockwise and anti-clockwise currents in the synthetic dimensional ring can be predicted. Optical transitions in atom-light interactions work as effective inductors and appear the property of Josephson junctions. In the optical Josephson junction, atom number fluctuation is negligible during the coherent resonant coupling. This feature would be favorable to simplify four-junction SQUID into two-junction SQUID. Consequently, considering the relation of flux quantization in the closed loop, one could achieve 1-dimensional quantum phase fluctuation in the atomtronic SQUID. Therefore, the model may have great applications for the qubit design in quantum computations. This qubit is controllable with the artificial magnetic flux generated from the coherent atom-light coupling.

Acknowledgments

This work was supported by R & D Program of Beijing Municipal Education Commission (KM202011232017) and Qin Xin Talents Cultivation Program of BISTU under Grant No. QXTCP C201711.

Data availability statement: All data that support the findings of this study are included within the article.

[1] MAKHLIN Y. et al., Nature, 398 (1999) 305. [2] FOWLER A. G. et al., Phys. Rev. B, 76 (2007) 174507. [3] BILLANGEON P.-M. et al., Phys. Rev. B, 92 (2015) 020509(R). [4] BLAIS A. et al., Rev. Mod. Phys., 93 (2021) 025005. [5] BERKLEY A. J. et al., Phys. Rev. B, 68 (2003) 060502(R). [6] SIMMONDS R. W. et al., Phys. Rev. Lett., 93 (2004) 077003. [7] VAN HARLINGEN D. J. et al., Phys. Rev. B, 70 (2004) 064517. [8] FAORO L. et al., Phys. Rev. Lett., 100 (2008) 227005. [9] YE J. et al., Phys. Rev. Lett., 83 (1999) 4987. [10] LIVI L. F. et al., Phys. Rev. Lett., 117 (2016) 220401. [11] GIOVANNETTI V. et al., Phys. Rev. A, 62 (2000) 032306. [12] DUAN L.-M. et al., Phys. Rev. Lett., 92 (2004) 127902. [13] LEE J. et al., Phys. Rev. A, 77 (2008) 032327. [14] SEAMAN B. T. et al., Phys. Rev. A, 75 (2007) 023615. [15] PEPINO R. A. et al., Phys. Rev. Lett., 103 (2009) 140405. [16] LEE J. G. et al., Sci. Rep., 3 (2013) 1034. [17] AMICO L. et al., AVS Quantum Sci., 3 (2021) 039201. [18] SMERZI A. et al., Phys. Rev. Lett., 79 (1997) 4950. [19] PAWLOWSKI K. et al., Phys. Rev. A, 88 (2013) 013606. [20] LAFLAMME C. et al., Nat. Commun., 7 (2016) 12280. [21] EBGHA M. R. et al., Phys. Rev. A, 100 (2019) 033616. [22] GIOVANAZZI S. et al., Phys. Rev. Lett., 84 (2000) 4521 . [23] ZHU B. et al., Phys. Rev. Research, 3 (2021) 013111. [24] AGHAMALYAN D. et al., Phys. Rev. A, 88 (2013) 063627. [25] MATHEY A. C. et al., New J. Phys., 18 (2016) 055016. [26] ESCRIVÀ A. et al., Phys. Rev. A, 100 (2019) 063621. [27] JEZEK D. M. et al., Phys. Rev. A, 104 (2021) 053319. [28] PÉREZ-OBIOL A. et al., Phys. Rev. Research, 4 (2022) L022038. [29] KIEHN H. et al., Phys. Rev. Research, 4 (2022) 033024. [30] RYU C. et al., Phys. Rev. Lett., 111 (2013) 205301. [31] RYU C., et al., Nat. Commun., 11 (2020) 3338. [32] HAUG T. et al., Phys. Rev. A, 97 (2018) 013633. [33] SOLENOV D. et al., J. Comput. Theor. Nanosci., 8 (2011) 481. [34] AMICO L. et al., Sci. Rep., 4 (2014) 4298.

[35] AGHAMALYAN D. et al., New J. Phys., 18 (2016) 075013. [36] SAFAEI S. et al., Phys. Rev. A, 97 (2018) 042306. [37] COMPAGNO E. et al., Phys. Rev. Research, 2 (2020) 043118. [38] CELI A. et al., Phys. Rev. Lett., 112 (2014) 043001 . [39] WALL M. L. et al., Phys. Rev. Lett., 116 (2016) 035301. [40] HUANG L. et al., Nat. Phys., 12 (2016) 540. [41] MANCINI M. et al., Science, 349 (2015) 1510. [42] GOLDMAN N. et al., Rep. Prog. Phys., 77 (2014) 126401. [43] RAGHAVAN S. et al., Phys. Rev. A, 59 (1999) 620.

[44] ORSZAG M., Quantum Optics: Including Noise Reduction, Trapped Ions, Quantum Trajectories, and Decoherence, Springer-Verlag, Berlin Heidelberg, 2000.

[45] KRANTZ P. et al., Applied Phys. Rev., 6 (2019) 021318.

[46] SCULLY M. O. et al., Quantum Optics, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1997. [47] MEYSTRE P. et al., Elements of Quantum Optics, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 2007. [48] FAROLFI A. et al., Phys. Rev. A, 104 (2021) 023326. [49] RASTELLI G. et al., Phys. Rev. B, 87 (2013) 174513. [50] QIU Y. et al., Sci. Rep., 6 (2016) 28622.

[51] TSVELIK A. M., Quantum Field Theory in Condensed Matter Physics, Second edition, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2010.

[52] RASMUSSEN S. E. et al., PRX Quantum, 2 (2021) 040204.