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We develop a theoretical framework for high-harmonic generation (HHG) driven by quantum
states of light based on a temporal-mode expansion of the electromagnetic field. This approach
extends previous single plane-wave mode treatments to realistic pulse configurations, resolving con-
ceptual inconsistencies arising from non-normalizable infinite plane waves and establishing consis-
tency between analytical and numerical methods. We derive a correction factor that quantifies
deviations from the single-mode approximation and show that it remains below 10−4 for intensities
typical of HHG (∼ 1014 W/cm2). This result confirms that free-space HHG driven by any quan-
tum state of light is accurately described by averaging semi-classical calculations over the Husimi
distribution, with no observable genuine quantum effects. The absence of such effects is attributed
to the large photon numbers (∼ 1011) required to reach HHG intensities in free space, which render
quantum fluctuations negligible. We discuss nanophotonic environments with ultrasmall mode vol-
umes as potential platforms where few-photon strong-field processes could exhibit genuine quantum
signatures.

I. INTRODUCTION

In the last few years, there has been increasing inter-
est in the quantum features of light in the context of at-
tosecond science and strong-field physics [1–11]. An im-
portant motivation for this has been the development of
bright squeezed vacuum (BSV) sources [12–14], which en-
able the use of nonclassical driving pulses for strong-field
physics [15–21]. Studying the process of high-harmonic
generation (HHG), Gorlach et al. developed a theoretical
framework demonstrating that, under reasonable approx-
imations, the HHG signal driven by quantum states of
light can be obtained by averaging several semi-classical
calculations with classical driving fields [15]. The weights
in the averaging are determined by the Husimi quasi-
probability distribution Q(α) = ⟨α|ρF|α⟩, where ρF is
the density operator of the electromagnetic field and |α⟩
is a coherent state, with the classical field amplitude di-
rectly proportional to the coherent state amplitude α.

This prescription implies that HHG driven by any
quantum field can be equivalently reproduced by a sta-
tistical average over a collection of simulations with clas-
sical pulses, indicating that there can be no “quantum
advantage” in HHG. The increased cutoff observed for
quantum states of light such as BSV is simply due to the
fact that the electric field amplitude fluctuates strongly
in these states. Consequently, for a given average in-
tensity, much higher peak intensities are included in the
statistical distribution. A collection of classical pulses
with different peak intensities (and the same intensity
distribution) would provide the same enhancement in the
cutoff.
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However, the derivation in Ref. [15] relies on several
assumptions that may not hold in all situations. In par-
ticular, the driving field is assumed to be in a single-
mode plane-wave state even in the limit of infinite vol-
ume, which means that it fills all of space and is, in
principle, not in a normalizable state. The derivation
depends on the fact that the formal normalization pref-
actor ∝ V −1/2 vanishes in the free-space limit V → ∞,
where V is the quantization volume. Furthermore, the
numerical calculations do not actually employ an infinite
plane wave, but rather a finite one with a well-defined
temporal profile with a total duration of 25 laser cycles.
The numerical and analytical results are thus not fully
consistent with each other.

In the current work, we resolve these issues by extend-
ing the framework developed in Ref. [15] to the case of a
driving field that is not in a single plane-wave state, but
in a temporal mode—i.e., a wavepacket that is localized
in time and space. Generalizing the results obtained in
Ref. [15] to this more realistic scenario, we obtain an ana-
lytical result almost identical to the one given there, with
a correction factor that can be shown to be extremely
close to unity for realistic driving fields containing many
photons.

Our results also close a small loophole in the argument
given above: Since the “most classical” state of light, a
coherent state, is itself a quantum state with non-zero
width in the Husimi distribution (i.e., with unavoidable
quantum noise), even HHG driven by a coherent field
must include some averaging over different classical field
amplitudes. Consequently, non-classical states of light
(whose Husimi functions have features narrower than a
unit width) could still potentially exhibit genuine quan-
tum effects in HHG. Our results demonstrate explicitly
that these effects are negligible for all realistic driving
fields in free space, precluding the observation of genuine
quantum effects unless extremely strong subwavelength
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confinement of the driving field is achieved such that the
intensities required for HHG are reached with a small
number of photons.

The manuscript is structured as follows: We first intro-
duce the theoretical framework in Sec. II, where we de-
rive the main result of this work. In Sec. III, we present
numerical results for HHG driven by different quantum
states of light and compare the results obtained using the
single-mode and temporal-mode frameworks. Finally, we
summarize our findings and their implications in Sec. IV.

II. THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK

We treat a single-electron atom interacting with the
quantized electric field within the framework of non-
relativistic quantum electrodynamics, employing the
dipole (long-wavelength) approximation in the Power-
Zienau-Woolley picture. The Hamiltonian describing the
system consists of three terms [22]:

H = HA +HF + d⃗A · E⃗(r⃗0) (1)

where HA = p⃗2

2m + U(r⃗) is the atomic Hamiltonian de-
scribing an electron with momentum p⃗ moving in the
potential U(r⃗) of the nucleus (assumed fixed in space at

r⃗ = r⃗0 = 0⃗), HF =
∑

ℓ ℏωℓa
†
ℓaℓ is the free-field Hamil-

tonian, and d⃗A = er⃗ is the atomic dipole operator. The

electric field operator E⃗(r⃗) expanded in a plane-wave ba-
sis is given by

E⃗(r⃗) =
∑
ℓ

f⃗ℓ(r⃗)aℓ +H.c. (2a)

f⃗ℓ(r⃗) = ie⃗ℓ

√
ℏωℓ

2V ϵ0
eik⃗ℓ·r⃗, (2b)

where ℓ = (k⃗ℓ, σℓ) is a combined index running over both

the wave vector k⃗ℓ and the polarization σℓ (with two
possible polarization states per wave vector) for compact

notation, e⃗ℓ is the polarization vector, aℓ and a†ℓ are the
annihilation and creation operators, respectively, and V
is the quantization volume. The frequency ωℓ for each

mode is given by ωℓ = c|⃗kℓ|.
We write a sum over the mode index for simplicity of

notation—in the continuous (V → ∞) limit, this sum will
become a mixture of integrals and sums. Furthermore, in
principle the atomic Hamiltonian should contain a polar-
ization self-energy term that formally diverges but par-
tially cancels the equally divergent contribution of the
vacuum field to the light-matter interaction, producing
a logarithmically divergent result that gives the (small)
Lamb shift after proper regularization [23]. We do not
explicitly include the polarization self-energy as we do
not calculate the vacuum correction to the energy levels.

For any initial (mixed or pure) state, the von Neumann
equation

iℏ
∂ρ(t)

∂t
= [H, ρ(t)], (3)

governs the time evolution of the density matrix ρ(t)
describing both the atom and the light field. For con-
venience, we switch to the interaction picture with re-
spect to the field Hamiltonian HF via the transformation

ρ(t) → e−
i
ℏHFtρ(t)e

i
ℏHFt. The equation to solve in the

interaction picture is

iℏ
∂ρ(t)

∂t
= [Ho(t), ρ(t)], (4)

where Ho(t) = HA+ d⃗ · E⃗(r⃗, t), and the electric field now
takes the form

E⃗(r⃗, t) = e−
i
ℏHFtE⃗(r⃗)e

i
ℏHFt =

∑
ℓ

f⃗ℓ(r⃗, t)aℓ +H.c.

(5a)

f⃗ℓ(r⃗, t) = f⃗ℓ(r⃗)e
−iωℓt = ie⃗ℓ

√
ℏωℓ

2V ϵ0
ei(k⃗ℓ·r⃗−ωℓt). (5b)

A. Temporal mode basis

We now perform a unitary transformation from the
plane-wave basis to a basis of wavepackets or “temporal
modes” [24], aℓ =

∑
ν Uℓνbν , described by operators bν .

Since the transformation is unitary, the resulting basis

again describes independent bosons, i.e., [aℓ, a
†
ℓ′ ] = δℓ,ℓ′

implies [bν , b
†
ν′ ] = δν,ν′ . Inserting this transformation

into the electric field operator yields

E⃗(r⃗, t) =
∑
ν

g⃗ν(r⃗, t)bν +H.c., (6)

where we have defined the temporal mode functions

g⃗ν(r⃗, t) =
∑

ℓ Uℓν f⃗ℓ(r⃗, t). We note that the unitarity of
Uℓν implies a normalization condition for the mode fields
g⃗ν(r⃗, t).
In the following, we assume that the quantum driv-

ing field is always in the same temporal mode, which
we denote by the index ν = p. This assumption re-
places the single plane-wave state assumption in Ref. [15]
and decouples the state of the light field from the for-
mal free-space limit V → ∞. It also resolves the con-
ceptual problem of calculating the action of an infinitely
extended (always-on) light field on a single atom, since

we can choose g⃗p(⃗0, t) = 0 for t < 0, and makes the
numerical simulations consistent with the analytical re-
sults. Our assumption implies that in the initial state,
only the mode bp will have non-zero photon population.
The associated mode function g⃗p(r⃗, t) thus contains the
complete information about the temporal shape and fre-
quency content of the pulse, while the quantum distribu-
tion of the light is contained within the quantum state of
mode p and probed by the operator bp.
We note that while we only treat the case of a single

temporal driving mode in the current work, the formal-
ism can be straightforwardly extended to multiple modes.
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B. Time evolution

We follow a procedure similar to that presented by
Gorlach et al. [15] to rewrite (under appropriate approx-
imations) the general solution for the system density ma-
trix in a form that is amenable to numerical solution.

Before the action of the light pulse, the electromagnetic
field and atomic states are not entangled. Consequently,
the initial density matrix ρ(0) can be represented as the
tensor product of the density matrices for the atom and
the electromagnetic field: ρ(0) = ρA(0) ⊗ ρF(0), where
ρA(0) is the atomic density matrix and ρF(0) is the field
density matrix. The atom is assumed to be initially in
its ground state, ρA(0) = |g⟩⟨g|.
To describe the initial state ρF(0) of the field, we first

review some key concepts regarding quasi-probability dis-
tributions. The density matrix for a light mode ν can be
written in terms of the positive P representation and the
projection operator Λ(α, β∗) [25]:

ρν =

∫
d2α d2β Pν(α, β

∗)Λν(α, β
∗), (7)

where the projection operator is Λν(α, β
∗) = |α⟩⟨β|

⟨β|α⟩ ,

|α⟩ and ⟨β| denote coherent states with complex num-
ber parameters α and β, and coherent state matrix

elements satisfy ⟨β|α⟩ = e−
1
2 (|α|

2+|β|2−2α∗β). The
positive P representation takes the form Pν(α, β

∗) =
1

4π2 e
−|α−β|2

4

〈
α+β
2

∣∣∣ρν∣∣∣α+β
2

〉
= 1

4π e
−|α−β|2

4 Qν(
α+β
2 ),

where Qν(α) = ⟨α|ρν |α⟩ is the Husimi distribution
containing the quasi-probability distribution of light
states in the coherent state basis. Note that the bras
and kets here are written without an explicit mode index
for compactness; they are to be understood as states in
the Hilbert space of the mode ν of interest.

Since only the mode associated with index p is initially
active and all other modes are in the vacuum state, the
density matrix of the electromagnetic field at t = 0 can
be written as

ρ(0) =

∫
d2α d2β P (α, β∗)

|α⟩⟨β|
⟨β|α⟩

⊗
∏
ν ̸=p

|0ν⟩⟨0ν | , (8)

where α and β are implicitly assumed to refer to mode
p from now on. Using the fact that the von Neumann
equation Eq. (4) is linear, and that P (α, β∗) is indepen-
dent of time, it is possible to define ραβ(t) such that it
satisfies

iℏ
∂ραβ(t)

∂t
= [Ho(t), ραβ(t)], (9)

where ραβ(0) = |g⟩⟨g| ⊗ |α⟩⟨β| ⊗
∏
ν ̸=p

|0ν⟩⟨0ν |. The time-

dependent version ραβ(t) is implicitly defined from the
complete density matrix operator via

ρ(t) =

∫
d2α d2β

P (α, β∗)

⟨β|α⟩
ραβ(t). (10)

Following steps analogous to those in Ref. [15], and given
in more detail in Appendix A, the problem can be rewrit-
ten such that it is only necessary to solve a Schrödinger
equation:

iℏ
∂ |ψα(t)⟩

∂t
= Hα(t) |ψα(t)⟩ , (11a)

Hα(t) = HA + d⃗A · (E⃗ + E⃗α(t)) (11b)

where the initial condition is |ψα(0)⟩ = |g⟩ ⊗
∏

ν |0ν⟩,
and the new term contains a classical field in mode p,

E⃗α(t) = g⃗p(r⃗, t)α+ c.c.
Using the same assumptions and approximations as in

Refs. [2, 9], the electromagnetic field state can be written
as a product of coherent states. This corresponds to a
mean-field approximation for the back-action of the atom
on the electromagnetic field, or equivalently to including
only the coherent fields produced by atomic dipole os-
cillations and neglecting incoherent contributions due to
fluctuations. The coherent contributions dominate when
spontaneous emission is not important, as is the case for
the HHG spectrum. Under these approximations, |ψα(t)⟩
may be written as a tensor product:

|ψα(t)⟩ = |ϕα(t)⟩ ⊗
∏
ℓ

|γαℓ ⟩ . (12)

The first term |ϕα(t)⟩ satisfies the Schrödinger equation
for the atom and its interaction with the classical field:

iℏ
∂ |ϕα(t)⟩

∂t
=
(
HA + d⃗ · E⃗α(t)

)
|ϕα(t)⟩ . (13)

The second term, consisting of the product of |γαℓ ⟩, rep-
resents the coherent states of light written in the origi-
nal plane-wave basis where the frequency is well-defined.
The coherent state amplitudes can be expressed in terms
of the Fourier transform of the expectation value of the
atomic dipole moment operator.

γαℓ = −1

ℏ
d⃗α(ωℓ) · f⃗ℓ(⃗0)

d⃗α(ω) =

∫ t

−∞
eiωτ ⟨ϕα(t)|d⃗ |ϕα(t)⟩ dτ .

(14)

We are interested in the asymptotic state at t→ ∞ when
all HHG processes have concluded. For simplicity of no-
tation, we thus drop most explicit time arguments in the
following.
The density matrix operator is then given by

ρ =

∫
d2α d2β

P (α, β∗)

⟨β|α⟩
|ϕα⟩⟨ϕβ |

×

(
D(α)

∏
ℓ1ℓ2

|γαℓ1⟩⟨γ
β
ℓ2
|D†(β)

)
, (15)

where D(α) = eαb
†−α∗b is the displacement operator for

the temporal mode of the pulse p. To apply this oper-
ator, we express it as a product of displacement opera-
tors in the plane-wave basis and use that the action of
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a displacement operator on a coherent state is given by
D(α) |β⟩ = e(αβ

∗−α∗β)/2 |α+ β⟩. The pulse mode opera-
tor can be expressed through the unitary transformation
as b =

∑
ℓ cℓaℓ, where we introduce cℓ = U∗

ℓp for simplic-
ity of notation. Due to the unitarity of U , these coeffi-
cients fulfill

∑
ℓ |cℓ|2 = 1. This gives D(α) =

∏
ℓDℓ(αℓ)

with αℓ = cℓα. As a consequence,

D(α)
∏
ℓ

|γαℓ ⟩ =
∏
ℓ

Dℓ(αℓ) |γαℓ ⟩

=
∏
ℓ

eiφℓ |γαℓ + αℓ⟩ =
∏
ℓ

|Γα
ℓ ⟩ , (16)

where φℓ = 1
2i (αℓγ

α∗
ℓ − α∗

ℓγ
α
ℓ ), and the states |Γα

ℓ ⟩
have been defined implicitly with the exponential factor.
Eq. (15) can thus be rewritten as

ρ =

∫
d2α d2β

P (α, β∗)

⟨β|α⟩
|ϕα⟩⟨ϕβ |

∏
ℓ1ℓ2

|Γα
ℓ1⟩⟨Γ

β
ℓ2
| . (17)

C. HHG spectrum

Having obtained the density matrix describing the sys-
tem, we can now calculate the HHG spectrum by consid-
ering the expectation value of the electromagnetic energy:

ε =
∑
ℓ

Tr
(
ℏωℓa

†
ℓaℓρ

)
=
∑
ℓ

εℓ. (18)

With ρ from Eq. (17), εℓ becomes

εℓ = ℏωℓ

∫
d2α d2β

P (α, β∗)

⟨β|α⟩
⟨ϕβ |ϕα⟩

×
∏
ℓ1ℓ2

〈
Γβ
ℓ2

∣∣∣ a†ℓaℓ ∣∣Γα
ℓ1

〉
. (19)

As coherent states are eigenstates of the annihilation op-
erator, and states of different modes are orthogonal, we
get ∏

ℓ1ℓ2

⟨Γβ
ℓ2
|a†ℓaℓ|Γ

α
ℓ1⟩ = Γβ∗

ℓ Γα
ℓ

∏
ℓ1

⟨Γβ
ℓ1
|Γα

ℓ1⟩ . (20)

The coherent state amplitudes Γα
ℓ are sums of two con-

tributions, Γα
ℓ = γαℓ +αℓ. Additionally, with the previous

definition of the phase exponentials,

⟨Γβ
ℓ1
|Γα

ℓ1⟩ = ei(φ
α
ℓ1

−φβ
ℓ1

) ⟨γβℓ1 + βℓ1 |γαℓ1 + αℓ1⟩ . (21)

Using the previously mentioned overlap for coherent
states ⟨β|α⟩ and the expression for P (α, β∗) given ear-
lier, Eq. (19) can be expanded as

εℓ = ℏωℓ

∫
d2α d2β

e
−|α−β2

|
4

4π
Q

(
α+ β

2

)
⟨ϕβ |ϕα⟩

×
(
γαℓ γ

β
ℓ

∗
+ αℓγ

β
ℓ

∗
+ β∗

ℓ γ
α
ℓ + αℓβ

∗
ℓ

)
× exp

{∑
ℓ1

[
γαℓ1

∗γβℓ1 −
1

2
|γαℓ1 |

2 − 1

2
|γβℓ1 |

2

+ α∗c∗ℓ1(γ
β
ℓ1
− γαℓ1)− βcℓ1(γ

β
ℓ1
− γαℓ1)

∗
]}
. (22)

Our interest lies in the high-harmonic spectrum, such
that only terms with ωℓ ≫ ω0 are of interest. For
these terms, we can assume cℓ ≈ 0, as the driving laser
pulse is concentrated within some bandwidth around the
main frequency ω0, and has no frequency components in
the high-harmonic range. As such, the contribution of

αℓγ
β
ℓ

∗
+ β∗

ℓ γ
α
ℓ + αℓβ

∗
ℓ in the last expression can be ig-

nored. Furthermore, we perform a change of variables{
αm = 1

2 (α+ β),

δα = 1
2 (α− β),

(23)

which lets us rewrite the expression for the energy spec-
trum as

εℓ = ℏωℓ

∫
d2αm d2δα

e−|δα|2

π
Q(αm) ⟨ϕβ |ϕα⟩ γαℓ γ

β
ℓ

∗

× exp

{∑
ℓ1

[
γαℓ1

∗γβℓ1 −
1

2
|γαℓ1 |

2 − 1

2
|γβℓ1 |

2

+ α∗c∗ℓ1(γ
β
ℓ1
− γαℓ1)− βcℓ1(γ

β
ℓ1
− γαℓ1)

∗
]}
, (24)

where α = αm+δα and β = αm−δα are to be understood
as implicit functions of the new variables.
Since the integrand contains a Gaussian in δα, the

main contributions to the integral will come from val-
ues of δα close to zero. At the same time, HHG only
occurs in intense pulses, which typically corresponds to
large photon numbers, implying |αm| ≫ |δα|. Expanding
all terms except for the Gaussian to lowest order in the
small variable |δα|/αm then corresponds to a “diagonal”
approximation α ≈ β ≈ αm, and the remaining Gaussian
can be integrated analytically. The energy spectrum in
this approximation simplifies to

εdiagℓ = ℏωℓ

∫
d2αm d2δα

e−|δα|2

π
Q(αm)∥ϕαm

∥2|γαm

ℓ |2

=
ω2
ℓ

2ϵ0V

∫
d2αmQ(αm)|e⃗ℓ · dαm

(ωℓ)|2. (25)

In the last step, we used that the atom wavefunc-
tion |ϕα⟩ is normalized and employed the expression for
γαl in terms of dα(ω) from Eq. (14). Next, we take
the free-space limit V → ∞, corresponding to

∑
ℓ →

V
(2π)3c3

∫∞
0

dω ω2
∑

σ

∫
dΩ, and group all modes with the

same frequency, giving the spectrum

dεdiag

dω
=

ω4

6π2ϵ0c3

∫
d2αQ(α)|dα(ω)|2. (26)
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The diagonal approximation thus reduces exactly to
the result obtained in the single-mode approximation in
Ref. [15]. We next study the accuracy of this approxima-
tion. Grouping all the terms that do not depend on δα
outside the respective integral from Eq. (24), the energy
εℓ can be written as

εℓ = ℏωℓ

∫
d2αm Cℓ(αm)Q(αm)|γℓ(αm)|2, (27)

where Cℓ(αm) is a correction factor that does not depend
on the state of the light pulse and is given by

Cℓ(αm) =

∫
d2δα

e−|δα|2

π

γαℓ γ
β
ℓ

∗

|γℓ(αm)|2
⟨ϕβ |ϕα⟩

× exp

{∑
ℓ1

[
γαℓ1

∗γβℓ1 −
1

2
|γαℓ1 |

2 − 1

2
|γβℓ1 |

2

+ α∗c∗ℓ1(γ
β
ℓ1
− γαℓ1)− βcℓ1(γ

β
ℓ1
− γαℓ1)

∗
]}
, (28)

The validity of the diagonal approximation then depends
on how much Cℓ(αm) differs from unity for the values of
αm that contribute significantly to the Husimi distribu-
tion Q(αm) for a given driving field. To calculate this
correction factor explicitly, we express γ, α, and β in
terms of the physical dipole moments and electric fields.

The first term in Eq. (28) can be written as

γαℓ γ
β
ℓ

∗

|γℓ(αm)|2
=

(d⃗α(ωℓ) · e⃗ℓ)(d⃗∗β(ωℓ) · e⃗ℓ)
|d⃗αm

(ωℓ) · e⃗ℓ|2

=
dα(ωℓ)d

∗
β(ωℓ) sin

2(θ)

|dαm(ωℓ)|2 sin2(θ)
=
dα(ωℓ)d

∗
β(ωℓ)

|dαm(ωℓ)|2
. (29)

where θ is the polar angle of k⃗ℓ, and we used that d⃗ ∝ ẑ
since we assume driving light that is linearly polarized
along the z axis, such that only terms ℓ with polariza-
tion components along the z-axis have non-zero compo-
nents. We now turn to the terms inside the exponential
in Eq. (28). The continuous limit for the first term gives

t1(α, β) =
∑
ℓ1

(
γαℓ1

∗γβℓ1 −
1

2
|γαℓ1 |

2 − 1

2
|γβℓ1 |

2

)
=

1

4(2π)3ℏc3ϵ0

∫ ∞

0

dω ω3

∫
dΩ sin2(θ)(

2d∗α(ω)dβ(ω)− |dα(ω)|2 − |dβ(ω)|2
)
=

1

12π2ℏc3ϵ0∫ ∞

0

dω ω3
(
2d∗α(ω)dβ(ω)− |dα(ω)|2 − |dβ(ω)|2

)
(30)

where the sum over polarizations uses a basis where only
one of the two polarizations has a z-component, and the
solid angle integral gives

∫
dΩ sin2(θ) = 8

3π. The sec-
ond term of the exponential can be rewritten in terms
of the Fourier transform of the driving electric field (see
Appendix B for details), giving

10 5 0 5 10
t/T

0.040.020.000.020.040.06

E
(t

)
(a
.u
.)

15 cycles

5 cycles 5 cycles

FIG. 1. Illustration of the electric field pulse shape E(t) used,
given by a single-frequency carrier wave modulated with a
flat-top pulse envelope. The envelope rises linearly over 5
cycles, becomes constant for 15 cycles, and then decreases
linearly over 5 cycles. E(t) is given in atomic units for a peak
intensity of I0 = 1014 W/cm2 and t in units of the period
T = 2π

ω0
.

t2(α, β) =
∑
ℓ1

[
α∗c∗ℓ1(γ

β
ℓ1
− γαℓ1)− βcℓ1(γ

β
ℓ1
− γαℓ1)

∗
]

=
1√
2πℏ

∞∫
0

dω
[
E⃗+∗

α (ω) · (d⃗β(ω)− d⃗α(ω))

− E⃗+
β (ω) · (d⃗∗β(ω)− d⃗∗α(ω))

]
, (31)

where E⃗+
α (ω) is the positive-frequency part of the Fourier

transform of the driving electric field with coherent pa-
rameter α.
The complete expression for the correction factor can

then be written as

Cℓ(αm) =

∫
d2δα

e−|δα|2

π
fℓ(αm, δα), (32a)

fℓ(αm, δα) =
dα(ωℓ)d

∗
β(ωℓ)

|dαm
(ωℓ)|2

fov(αm, δα), (32b)

fov(αm, δα) = ⟨ϕβ |ϕα⟩ et1(α,β)+t2(α,β), (32c)

where fov(αm, δα) does not depend on the mode index ℓ,
and α = αm+δα and β = αm−δα are implicit functions
of αm and δα. The diagonal approximation is equivalent
to assuming fℓ(αm, δα) ≈ 1.

III. RESULTS

In this section, we apply the developed theory to cal-
culate the HHG spectrum and analyze the correction fac-
tor Cℓ(αm) to evaluate the validity of the diagonal ap-
proximation. As mentioned above, we assume that the

driving light is in a single temporal mode, E⃗d(r⃗, t) =
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g⃗p(r⃗, t)bp+H.c. To facilitate comparison, we assume that
the temporal profile of the pulse mode at the atom po-
sition is the same flat-top laser pulse as used in the nu-
merical simulations in Ref. [15], given by

g⃗p(r⃗ = 0, t) = ẑE1,pFflat(t)e
−iω0t (33a)

Fflat(t) =


1 |t| ≤ 1

2Tf

1− |t|− 1
2Tf

Tr

1
2Tf < |t| ≤ Tr +

1
2Tf

0 |t| > Tr +
1
2Tf

(33b)

where Fflat(t) is the linear flat-top pulse envelope, the
carrier wavelength is λ0 = 800 nm, corresponding to a
period T = λ0/c and central frequency ω0 = 2π/T , and
Tr = 5T and Tf = 15T are the durations of the linear
ramp-on and flat parts of the pulse, respectively. This
flat-top pulse is represented in Fig. 1.

To ensure the bp and b†p operators follow the commuta-
tion relations described previously, the electric field must
be properly normalized. To accomplish this, the full spa-
tial shape of the mode function g⃗p(r⃗, t) needs to be de-
fined, not just its value at the position of the atom. We
assume that it corresponds to a laser pulse propagating
in free space along the x-axis with a flat transverse pro-
file with cross-sectional area A = 1 µm2, corresponding
to a relatively well-focused beam. The temporal shape
given by the flat-top envelope described above then also
determines the spatial profile along the x-axis. The nor-
malization procedure, detailed in Appendix C, then gives

E1,p =

√
ℏω0

2ε0Veff
, (34)

where Veff ≈ 18.34λ0A is the effective pulse quantization
volume for the pulse parameters above. The (temporal)
peak intensity I of the pulse is then given by

I = 2cε0E
2
1,p

〈
b†pbp

〉
= I1,p

〈
b†pbp

〉
= I1,p|αp|2, (35)

where I1,p = cℏω0/Veff is the peak intensity per photon
in the pulse mode,

〈
b†pbp

〉
is the photon number opera-

tor, and the equality
〈
b†pbp

〉
= |αp|2 applies for coherent

states. For the pulse parameters used here, we obtain
values of E1,p ≈ 30,911 V/m and I1,p ≈ 507.26 W/cm2.
This means that peak intensities of IHHG ≈ 1014 W/cm2

as required for HHG will only occur if the Husimi dis-
tribution Q(αm) contains non-negligible contributions
at |αm|2 ≈ IHHG/I1,p ≈ 2 × 1011, corresponding to
|αm| ≈ 4.4× 105.

The large photon numbers needed for HHG imply that
the diagonal approximation is expected to be accurate,
as only values of δα close to unity are expected to con-
tribute significantly to the integral in Cℓ(αm) due to

the suppression by the Gaussian factor e−|δα|2 , so that
δα/αm ∼ 10−5 ≪ 1 holds for all relevant contributions.
The expression for fℓ(αm, δα) then suggests that its value
will be close to unity, implying Cℓ(αm) ≈ 1, for which
the temporal-mode expansion for the energy spectrum,
Eq. (27), reduces to the single-mode formula, Eq. (25).

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.001
23
45
6

1
−
|f

ov
(

m
,

)|

1e 14

FIG. 2. Deviation of the frequency-independent overlap fac-
tor fov from unity over a range of δα large enough to avoid
complete Gaussian suppression.

0 25 50 75 100 125 150 175 200Harmonic Number0.00.51.01.52.02.53.0
δα

10 7
10 6
10 5
10 4

FIG. 3. Evaluation of the difference 1 − |fl(αm, δα)|, repre-
sented by the colorbar, as a function of ω and δα. Vertical
bands are a consequence of numerical noise.

To quantify the accuracy of this approximation, we
next evaluate the correction factors fℓ(αm, δα) and
fov(αm, δα) explicitly. We do so by solving the
Schrödinger equation described in Eq. (13) and com-
puting the expectation value of the dipole acceleration
⟨d̈⟩ (t) = −⟨dVdz ⟩ + E(t) and its Fourier transform. To
maintain easy comparison with Ref. [15], we solve the
dynamics using the same 1D model atom characterized
by a soft Coulomb potential with the same ionization
potential Ip as neon:

HA = −1

2

d2

dz2
+ V (z); V (z) = − 1√

z2 + a2
, (36)

where a = 0.8160 rB is chosen such that Ip =

0.7924 Hartree. Setting αm =
√
IHHG/I1,p, we show

the mode-independent term fov(αm, δα) in Fig. 2. As
can be seen, its deviation from unity is completely neg-
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ligible in this range, on the order of 10−14. The full
correction factor fℓ(αm, δα) is shown in Fig. 3. As ex-
pected, the deviation increases for larger values of δα, but
it remains below 10−4 within the entire range considered.
Furthermore, the largest corrections, seen as narrow ver-
tical bands in the figure, are mostly due to numerical
noise near minima of the Fourier transform of the dipole
expectation value |dαm(ωℓ)|2.
These results indicate that the diagonal approximation

Cℓ(αm) ≈ 1 is indeed justified for the values of αm rele-
vant for HHG production within the integral over Q(αm),
such that the single-mode approximation used in Ref. [15]
is accurate for HHG with pulses in arbitrary quantum
states in free space. For the diagonal approximation to
break down, one would need to consider situations where
much smaller values of αm are relevant, such that small
deviations δα can have a significant effect. This observa-
tion reinforces the general idea that many quantum ef-
fects in light-matter interaction require the photon num-
ber to be small, such that the quantized nature of light
is relevant. While this is not possible for HHG in free
space, where the effective pulse volume is on the order of
λ30, it could potentially occur in nanophotonic environ-
ments where the mode volume is strongly reduced, such
that the same peak intensity can be reached with much
smaller photon numbers. For λ0 = 800 nm, the number
of photons required to reach IHHG = 1014 W/cm2 is given
by IHHG/I1,p = 13.4V [nm3]. This implies that for the
smallest mode volumes predicted in plasmonic nanogap
picocavities, on the order of V ∼ 1 nm3 [26, 27], few-
photon HHG could potentially be within the reach of ex-
periment, and quantum effects could become significant.

For completeness, we next calculate the high harmonic
spectrum for the same quantum light states considered
in [15]: coherent, Fock, thermal, and bright-squeezed vac-
uum (BSV). The same mean intensity I = 1014 W/cm2

is considered for all the associated Husimi distributions
of these light states [28]. The HHG spectrum is shown
in Fig. 4, where the amplitude of the response is plotted
against the frequency (in terms of the harmonic number
ω/ω0). Since the correction factor Cℓ(αm) is very close to
unity for all relevant αm, the results are indistinguishable
from those obtained using the single-mode approximation
of Ref. [15]. We mention that our numerical results differ
slightly from those in Ref. [15], with more clearly visible
peaks up to larger harmonic numbers. This is most likely
due to our use of a smooth cutoff of the dipole acceler-
ation in time after the end of the pulse, which reduces
numerical artifacts in the Fourier transform due to dipole
oscillations between bound states that otherwise persist
after the end of the pulse (infinitely if spontaneous emis-
sion is not taken into account).

The resulting spectra are indistinguishable for Fock
and coherent states, since their Husimi distributions are
very narrowly peaked around the mean intensity. In con-
trast, thermal and BSV states give significantly higher
HHG yields due to their much broader intensity distri-
butions. Based on the resulting emission spectrum, us-

0 25 50 75 100 125 150 175 200Harmonic number10 16
10 13
10 10
10 7
10 4
10 1

Harmon
ic spectr

um

Coherent/FockThermalBSV

FIG. 4. Harmonic spectrum of the different light distributions
for a constant mean intensity. The peaks at odd multiples of
the driving frequency ω0 arise because the electric field Eα(t)
reaches a maximum (in absolute value) every half cycle.

ing thermal or BSV states instead of coherent or Fock
states may appear more advantageous for generating
high-harmonic pulses.
However, these differences do not represent genuine

quantum effects. While in principle the Husimi distri-
bution is unique (i.e., the full quantum state can be re-
constructed from it, which in turn means that two Husimi
distributions are only identical if they describe the same
exact density matrix), the fact that it is a real and pos-
itive quantity means that any sufficiently broad distri-
bution can be reasonably approximated by an incoher-
ent sum over unit-width Gaussians (i.e., coherent states).
Such a Husimi function corresponds to a classical statisti-
cal sum of coherent (i.e., classical) states and thus cannot
show any quantum effects—in other words, the same sta-
tistical properties of the light field can be obtained from
an average over purely classical fields. Note that the co-
herent state and thermal distributions already have this
property even without any averaging over Gaussians. In
contrast, BSV and Fock states are a priori “quantum”
states.
Even so, a corollary of our result regarding the near-

unit value of the correction factor Cℓ(α) is the explicit
confirmation that convolution of the Husimi function
with a Gaussian of unit width in α will not significantly
change the HHG spectrum for situations where many
photons are required to reach intensities where HHG
takes place. This is because the validity of the diagonal
approximation implies that the HHG spectrum changes
little for variations of α on the order of unity (note that
this is exactly the argument behind the conventional use
of the semi-classical approximation in strong-field physics
due to the well-known fact that fluctuations in coherent
states are negligible for large photon numbers). Nonethe-
less, such a convolution corresponds to a density matrix
that is a classical statistical mixture of coherent states,
ρ =

∫
d2αQ(α) |α⟩⟨α|, and thus cannot show any genuine
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quantum effects.
The observed differences in the HHG spectrum be-

tween the distinct quantum states of light are thus purely
due to the fact that the statistical distribution of the in-
tensities are distinct for different states. In other words,
the enhanced HHG yield is simply due to the fact that the
“quantum” fields have large fluctuations in intensity for
the same average intensity. A classical source of pulses
with varying peak intensities would give the same result.
Other light states do not possess an inherent advantage,
excluding the possibility of non-classical effects under the
approximations discussed.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we have extended the theoretical frame-
work for high-harmonic generation (HHG) driven by
quantum states of light from the single plane-wave mode
treatment of Ref. [15] to a realistic temporal-mode de-
scription. This extension resolves conceptual inconsis-
tencies in the previous treatment by removing the depen-
dence on an infinitely extended, non-normalizable plane
wave and bringing the analytical framework into full
agreement with numerical simulations employing finite
pulses.

We have shown that the temporal-mode expansion in-
troduces a correction factor Cℓ(αm) to the HHG spec-
trum. For peak intensities of IHHG ∼ 1014 W/cm2 typ-
ical of HHG experiments, this correction factor deviates
from unity by less than 10−4 across the entire HHG spec-
trum, validating the diagonal approximation and con-
firming the accuracy of the single-mode result for HHG
driven by pulses in arbitrary quantum states in free space.

Our results demonstrate that the HHG spectrum can
be computed by averaging semi-classical calculations over
the Husimi quasi-probability distribution Q(α) of the
driving field. The validity of the diagonal approximation
implies that convolving this distribution with a Gaus-
sian of unit width in α does not significantly change the
HHG spectrum. Since such a convolution corresponds
to a classical statistical mixture of coherent states, gen-
uine quantum effects cannot be observed in HHG under
these conditions. The enhanced yield observed for states
such as bright squeezed vacuum arises purely from their
broader statistical distribution of peak intensities, not
from quantum effects. A classical ensemble of pulses with
the same intensity distribution would produce identical
results.

The fundamental reason for the absence of quantum ef-
fects in free-space HHG is the requirement of large pho-
ton numbers (|αm|2 ∼ 1011). Under such conditions,
quantum fluctuations δα ∼ 1 are negligible compared
to αm ∼ 105, and the diagonal approximation becomes
exact. However, in nanophotonic environments with ul-
trasmall mode volumes (V ∼ 1 nm3), reaching HHG
intensities would require only ∼ 10 photons. In such
few-photon regimes, the diagonal approximation breaks

down, and genuine quantum effects could potentially
manifest, opening new directions for exploring quantum
strong-field physics at the intersection of quantum optics
and attosecond science.
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Appendix A: Derivation of Schrödinger Equation

The general solution of the von Neumann equation,
Eq. (9), may be formally written with the time-evolution
operator U(t)

ραβ(t) = U(t)ραβ(0)U
†(t),

U(t) = T e− i
ℏ
∫ t
0
dτĤo(τ),

(A1)

with T being the time-ordering operator. It is now conve-
nient to introduce coherent displacement operatorsD(α).
The operator shifts the vacuum state |0⟩ to a coherent
state described by the argument parameter, in this case
|α⟩, D(α) |0⟩ = |α⟩. With shift operators we may rewrite
ραβ(0) as ραβ(0) = |g⟩ ⟨g| ⊗D(α)

∏
ν
|0ν⟩ ⟨0ν |D†(β). Ad-

ditionally, a new operator ρ̃αβ(t) can be defined as
ρ̃αβ(t) = D†(α)ραβ(t)D(β), given explicitly by

ρ̃αβ(t) =[D†(α)U(t)D(α)] |g⟩ ⟨g| ⊗

⊗
∏
ν

|0ν⟩ ⟨0ν | [D†(β)U(t)D(β)]†. (A2)

This operator can be expressed as ρ̃αβ(t) = |ψα(t)⟩⟨ψβ(t)|
by defining

|ψα(t)⟩ = [D†(α)U(t)D(α)] |g⟩ ⊗
∏
ν

|0ν⟩ , (A3)

which allows us to rewrite Eq. (10) as

ρ(t) =

∫
d2α d2β

P (α, β∗)

⟨β|α⟩
D(α) |ψα(t)⟩⟨ψβ(t)|D†(β).

(A4)
The trace of ρ(t) can be checked to be equal to 1, as is
necessary for probability to be conserved.
Using Eqs. (A2) and (A3), Eq. (9) can be expressed as

iℏ
∂

∂t

(
D(α) |ψα(t)⟩⟨ψβ(t)|D†(β)

)
=

= [Ho(t), D(α) |ψα(t)⟩⟨ψβ(t)|D†(β)].

(A5)
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After operating, we find that |ψα(t)⟩ satisfies the
Schrödinger equation

iℏ
∂ |ψα(t)⟩

∂t
= D†(α)Ho(t)D(α) |ψα(t)⟩ , (A6)

and so does |ψβ(t)⟩ under the replacement α→ β. Insert-

ingHo(t) = HA(t)+d⃗·E⃗(x, t), we can use the fact that the
displacement operators do not act on the atomic Hamil-
tonian HA(t), and that they are unitary D(α)D†(α) = 1,
to show that only the second term is affected. The dipole

operator d⃗ remains unchanged as it is an atomic opera-
tor, but the displacement operators do act on the electric

field E⃗(x, t). Using the properties D†(α)aD(α) = a+ α,
and D†(α)a†D(α) = a† + α∗, we get that

D†(α)E⃗(x, t)D(α) = E⃗(x, t) + E⃗α(x, t). (A7)

This way, we can rewrite Eq. (A6) with a “new” Hamil-
tonian which will have two contributions. The first con-
tribution will be the quantized electric field, and the new
term which appears is that of a classical field.

iℏ
∂ |ψα(t)⟩

∂t
= Hα(t) |ψα(t)⟩ ,

Hα(t) = HA + d⃗ · E⃗ + d⃗ · E⃗α(t),

(A8)

with initial condition |ψα(0)⟩ = |g⟩ ⊗
∏
ν
|0ν⟩. We will

write the solution as a product of coherent states, sup-
posing there isn’t any overlap between the light states
and atom. Therefore, we may write it as tensor product,
as described starting from Eq. (12) in the main text.

Appendix B: Fourier Transform of the Electric Field

In order to simplify the second term in the exponential
of the expression for the correction factor in Eq. (28), we
consider the electric field, evaluated at r⃗ = 0 in the new
basis with the coefficients cℓ of the unitary transforma-
tion:

E⃗(r⃗ = 0, t) =
∑
ℓ

(f⃗ℓ(0, t)cℓb+H.c.). (B1)

The polarization vector e⃗σ = x̂ has been chosen as fixed,
since the field is propagating along the z-axis. Taking the
continuum limit of infinite quantization volume V → ∞
gives:

E⃗(0, t) =
V

(2π)3c3

∑
σ

∫ ∞

0

dω ω2

∫
dΩ(

f⃗ℓ(0, t)c(ω,Ω, σ)b+H.c.
)
. (B2)

We next take the expectation value, which corresponds
to the substitution b→ α

⟨E⃗(0, t)⟩ = V

(2π)3c3

∑
σ

∫ ∞

0

dω ω2

∫
dΩ(

f⃗ℓ(0, t)c(ω,Ω, σ)α+H.c.
)
. (B3)

Continuing from this last expression we write f⃗ℓ(0, t) =
iϵ(1)e−iωte⃗σ to explicitly show the time dependence, and
we take the (unitary) Fourier transform to obtain the
frequency distribution of the field

F [ ⟨E⃗(0, t)⟩] = ⟨E⃗(ω′)⟩ =

=
V

(2π)3c3

∑
σ

∫ ∞

0

dω ω2

∫
dΩ iϵ(1)c(ω,Ω, σ)αe⃗σ

+∞∫
−∞

dt
ei(ω

′−ω)t

√
2π

− V

(2π)3c3

∑
σ

∫ ∞

0

dω ω2

∫
dΩ iϵ(1)c∗(ω,Ω, σ)α∗e⃗σ

+∞∫
−∞

dt
ei(ω

′+ω)t

√
2π

.

(B4)

Applying a Fourier transform identity for the delta func-

tion,
∫ +∞
−∞ dt ei(ω

′−ω)t = 2πδ(ω′ − ω), we obtain

F [ ⟨E⃗(0, t)⟩] = ⟨E⃗(ω′)⟩ =

=
√
2π

V

(2π)3c3

∑
σ

∫
dΩ iϵ(1)ω′2c(ω′,Ω, σ)αe⃗σ−

−
√
2π

V

(2π)3c3

∑
σ

∫
dΩ iϵ(1)ω′2c∗(−ω′,Ω, σ)α∗e⃗σ

= ⟨E⃗+(ω′)⟩+ ⟨E⃗−(ω′)⟩ .
(B5)

We have now two different contributions to the Fourier
transform, one with positive frequencies and a second
with negative frequencies. They satisfy the relation

E⃗+(ω′) = E⃗−∗(−ω′), which ensures that E⃗(0, t) is real.
These positive and negative frequency terms will be re-
lated to the second term of the exponential, which is
presented again here for clarity:

1

ℏ

∫
dω

V

(2π)3c3

∑
σ

∫
dΩ iϵ(1)ω2c∗(ω,Ω, σ)α∗e⃗σ·

· (d⃗α(ω)− d⃗β(ω)) +
1

ℏ

∫
dω

V

(2π)3c3

∑
σ∫

dΩ iϵ(1)ω2c(ω,Ω, σ)βe⃗σ · (d⃗∗α(ω)− d⃗∗β(ω)).

(B6)

It can be noticed that, save some prefactors inside the in-
tegral, the elements are just the expression of the Fourier
transform of the electric field obtained in Eq. (B5). As
such, the integral can be rewritten in terms of the scalar
product of the electric field with dipole moments.

−1

ℏ
√
2π

∫ ∞

0

dω E⃗−
α (−ω) · (d⃗α(ω)− d⃗β(ω))+

+
1

ℏ
√
2π

∫ ∞

0

dω E⃗+
β (ω) · (d⃗∗α(ω)− d⃗∗β(ω)),

(B7)
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where E⃗−(ω) and E⃗+(ω) are the negative and positive
frequency Fourier transform of the complete electric field,

respectively. As E⃗(0, t) is real, as mentioned previously

E⃗−(−ω) = E⃗+∗(ω) and thus the term is finally written
as

−1

ℏ
√
2π

∫ ∞

0

dω E⃗+∗
α (ω) · (d⃗α(ω)− d⃗β(ω))+

+
1

ℏ
√
2π

∫ ∞

0

dω E⃗+
β (ω) · (d⃗∗α(ω)− d⃗∗β(ω)).

(B8)

Appendix C: Normalization of field

We here discuss how to normalize the electric field for
a temporal mode with a given temporal shape. From
Ref. [29], a transversal field that is confined within a
cross-sectional area A but extends to infinity along one
axis, with a certain polarization, may be expressed as

E+
1,p(x, t) = i

∫ ∞

0

dω

(
ℏω

4πε0cA

)1/2

c(ω)e−iω(t− x
c ),

(C1)
where we emphasize the subindex 1 to make clear that
this is the quantized field of a single photon, and correct
normalization requires

∫∞
0

dω |c(ω)|2 = 1. Since we are
only interested in x = 0 we can evaluate it at that par-
ticular x and have it be a function of time only. Writing
the field as an inverse Fourier transform gives

E+
1,p(0, t) = i

∫ ∞

0

dω

(
ℏω

4πε0cA

)1/2

c(ω)e−iωt =

=
1√
2π

∫ ∞

0

dω Ẽ+
1,p(ω)e

−iωt,

(C2)

establishing the relation c(ω) = −iẼ+
1,p(ω)

(
2ε0cA
ℏω

)1/2
.

The normalization of c(ω) then requires solution of the

integral
∫∞
0

dω |Ẽ+(ω)|2
ω , which for the flat-top laser pulse

considered in this work, given by Eq. (33), can be ex-

pressed as
E2

1,p

ω2
0
I(nr, nf ), where I(nr, nf ) is a unitless

normalization integral whose value depends on the num-
ber of laser cycles in the ramp-on (nr) and constant (nf )
parts of the pulse. Although it can be solved analyti-
cally for integer values of nr and nf , the expression is
quite lengthy and not given here for conciseness. For the
values used in this work, nr = 5 and nf = 15, we find
I(5, 15) ≈ 28.814. We note that the specific pulse shape
chosen is only normalizable for integer values of nr and
nf , indicating that it does not correspond to a physical
pulse propagating in free space for other values of these
parameters. This is because it would break the condi-
tion that the value of the vector potential is the same
before and after the pulse that is required for propagat-
ing pulses. Using this integral, we obtain the electric field
amplitude E1,p of the quantized temporal mode, as given
in Eq. (34),

E1,p =

√
ℏω0

2ε0Veff
, (C3)

where Veff = neffAλ0 is an effective mode volume, with
neff = 2

πI(nr, nf ) ≈ 18.343 being the effective number
of cycles in the pulse. Note that neff is close to, but not
exactly equal to nf +

2
3nr = 18.333, the value that would

be obtained when replacing ω → ω0 in the denominator
of the normalization integral.
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