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Complex absorbing potentials are frequently imposed when simulating unbound quantum systems. While
this is usually done solely in order to avoid artifacts at the numerical boundary, we show how absorbers may
also be used to probe the characteristics of the particle undergoing absorption. This way, information about the
removed particles may be retained. Moreover, we explain how – and when – such absorbers act as detectors in
the sense that they allow for simulating the act of measurement in dynamical simulations.

I. INTRODUCTION

As unbound quantum systems may extend arbitrarily far,
their numerical description tend to be quite demanding – if
not to say unfeasible – in many cases. On order to simulate
unbound quantum system on a numerical domain smaller than
the actual extension of the wave function, absorbing boundary
conditions are frequently imposed. This allows for outgoing
waves to be attenuated without imposing artifacts such as un-
physical reflections at the boundary.

One very common way to impose absorbing boundary con-
ditions is to augment the Hamiltonian with a Complex Absorb-
ing Potential (a CAP) [1–4]. When CAPs are imposed, it is
typically with the sole purpose of removing outgoing waves
– with less regard for what is removed. However, CAPs may,
in many cases, be interpreted as a models for detectors [2, 5].
In particular, this way of using CAPs has proven useful when
calculating arrival times in quantum physics [6]. In such a
context, arrival times may be determined from the loss in the
norm of the wave function, the absorption rate, that the CAP
induces. In the case of too strong absorbing potentials, such
rates are, in fact, suppressed. This, in turn, is a manifestation
of the quantum Zeno effect [7].

Regardless of wether CAPs are used merely as means to
truncate the numerical domain or in order to model detection,
they are, almost without exception, imposed on heuristic or
pragmatic grounds, and their specific shape are usually cho-
sen solely in order to induce as little artificial reflection as
possible [8]. Refs. [9, 10] are exceptions to this rule, how-
ever. In both these works CAPs are derived from more fun-
damental principles. In the latter case, this is done under very
specific conditions, while the former, on the contrary, features
a very generic approach, an approach which involves a two-
level detector which is coupled to an environment in order to
encompass the irreversible nature of measurement. This, in
turn, underlines that detection really is a Markovian process,
and the proper framework is, in fact, that of open quantum
systems.

Models such as the ones addressed above succeed, in cer-
tain respects, in describing how detection influences the quan-
tum system in question. However, the main purpose of detec-
tion is, after all, extracting physical information of the quan-
tum system in question. Detector models which incorporate
this aspect are scarce. This may seem odd; since we, in fact,
know precisely what the CAP removes at each time, this infor-
mation may be retain and aggregated. In fact, for one-particle
systems this is quite easy, bordering on the trivial. While

somewhat less trivial, it may, as explained in [11], be gen-
eralized to any number of particles exposed to a CAP which
acts as a one-particle operator.

In the present work we will study how various ways of im-
plementing CAPs affect the coherence properties of a quan-
tum system, and we will use the CAP to probe the outgo-
ing, attenuated waves so that the information we remove is
retained. This way we will calculate both angular and en-
ergy/momentum distributions of unbound quantum particles
– quantities of experimental interest. We will see that the in-
terpretation of a CAP as a detector model only makes sense
under certain conditions. Specifically, a CAP acts as a detec-
tor when we analyse the absorbed part, in terms of projective
measurements, in a basis in which the CAP is diagonal. If we,
on the other hand, apply a non-diagonal absorber, coherence
properties are maintained, thus allowing for extracting physi-
cal results which are very robust indeed in the sense that they
are virtually independent of the CAP.

In the next section the theory is outlined. Contrary to
Ref. [11], we will here be concerned with the one-particle
case. Numerical examples are presented and discussed in
Sec. III. The generalization to the many-particle case is out-
lined towards the end of this section while conclusions are
drawn in Sec. IV.

II. THEORY

We will briefly explain how a CAP causes depletion in the
wave function of a quantum system – and how the CAP may
be used to probe the absorbed part in order to retain the desired
information.

A. Wave function depletion

The evolution of the wave function for a quantum system is
dictated by the Schrödinger equation,

i~
d

dt
Ψ = HΨ, (1)

or generalizations thereof. The Hamiltonian H , which is Her-
mitian, is the operator corresponding to the total energy of the
system. Absorbing boundary conditions may be imposed by
replacing the Hamiltonian H in Eq. (1) with an effective non-
Hermitian Hamiltonian

Heff = H − iΓ, (2)
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where the CAP, Γ, may be a local potential, i.e., a potential
which depends on position only, or non-local. In any case, it
should be chosen such that it only affects the dynamics near
the boundary of the numerical domain and leaves the interior
region unaffected. Here we will also insist that the CAP is
Hermitian,

Γ† = Γ. (3)

Moreover, it should be positive semi-definite,

Γ ≥ 0 . (4)

This ensures that the norm of the corresponding wave func-
tion cannot increase, which would be unphysical. A decrease
in norm, on the other hand, is physical in the sense that it cor-
responds to a depletion of the wave function due to quantum
particles leaving the numerical domain.

In a many-particle context, this is devastating if you wish to
simulate the remainder of a multi-particle quantum system af-
ter the full absorption of one particle; the wave function will,
according to Eq. (1) with the effective Hamiltonian of Eq. (2),
vanish completely. This may, however, be remedied by realiz-
ing that absorption is a Markovian process; there is no mem-
ory of any particle which is absorbed. Correspondingly, the
GKLS equation, see [12, 13], emerges as the natural candidate
for generalizing the Schrödinger equation into one that is able
to resolve dynamics with a decreasing number of particles. In
[14] it is detailed how this generalization comes about. And in
[5] this formulation is adapted to a Multi-Configuration Time-
Dependent Hartree Fock formulation.

In the following we will, however, consider the evolution
as dictated by the Schrödinger equation, Eq. (1), which is
makes sense when we restrict ourselves to the one-particle
case. From time t to t + ∆t the wave function evolves from
Ψ(t) to

Ψ(t+∆t) = Ψ(t)− i
~
HΨ(t)∆t− 1

~
ΓΨ(t)∆t+O(∆t2). (5)

The CAP causes a part of the wave function, ∆t/~ ΓΨ(t),
to be removed. This removed part may be analysed on the
fly and added to the total probability distribution of interest.
However, in arriving at the proper way of doing so, we find
it more instructional to formulate the problem in terms of a
density matrix, ρ(t) = |Ψ〉〈Ψ|, instead. For ρ, the expression
analogous to Eq. (1) reads

ρ(t+∆t) = ρ(t)− i

~
[H, ρ]∆t− 1

~
{Γ, ρ}∆t+O(∆t2). (6)

The part which has been removed from the density matrix dur-
ing this time step, is given by the anti-commutator above.

B. The momentum/energy differential spectrum

For a single-particle system, the anti-commutator in Eq. (6)
is an effective one-particle density matrix which can be ana-
lyzed:

dσ =
1

~
{Γ, ρ} dt. (7)

Suppose now that we are interested in obtaining the probabil-
ity distribution differential in momentum for the unbound par-
ticle, ∂P/∂p. This can be calculated by aggregating the ele-
ments diagonal in momentum eigen states |p〉 of ∆t/~ {Γ, ρ}:

d

dt

∂P

∂p
=

1

~
〈p|{Γ, ρ}|p〉, (8)

or, for those more inclined towards formulations in terms of
Projection-Valued Measures (PVMs):

∂P

∂p
=

∫ t=∞

t=0

Tr (|p〉〈p|dσ) . (9)

For the CAP, the simplest and, arguably, most natural
choice is that of a local potential, i.e., one that is diagonal
in position x:

Γx =

∫
dx γ(x)|x〉〈x|, (10)

where |x〉 are position eigen states and the CAP position func-
tion γ(x) is zero in the interior of the domain and positive near
the boundary of the numerical domain. Here ‘

∫
dx’ is to be

taken as the definite integral over all space, in all dimensions.
According to Eq. (8), the momentum-differential probability
distribution of the unbound part of the wave function may be
determined as

∂P

∂p
=

1

~

∫ ∞
0

dt 〈p|{Γx, ρ(t)}|p〉 =

1

~

∫ ∞
0

dt 〈p|
∫
dx′γ(x′) {|x′〉〈x′|, |Ψ(t)〉〈Ψ(t)|} |p〉 =

2

~
Re

∫ ∞
0

dt Φ(p; t)F{γ(x)Ψ∗(x; t)}(p) (11)

where F is the Fourier transform and Φ(p; t) =
F{Ψ(x; t)}(p) is the momentum wave function. While the
artificial CAP may influence the physical system, Eq. (17)
should, at least, produce the actual asymptotic momentum dis-
tribution of the quantum particle in the limit γ → 0+. Note
that Eq. (11) provides a coherent sum of contributions emerg-
ing at different times.

This differs from the situation we would have when the
CAP is diagonal in momentum or energy rather than posi-
tion. Such a CAP would not be given by any local potential.
Examples of implementations of such non-local CAPs seen
in literature could be, e.g., the Transformative CAP [15], the
Reflection-Free CAP [16] or Infinite Range Exterior Complex
Scaling [17]. In our context, we insist that the CAP remains
Hermitian, cf. Eq. (3); otherwise, there would be Hermitian
contributions to the effective Hamiltonian, Eq. (2), in the CAP
region which would alter the physics of the particle under-
going absorption. We also insist that the CAP is written in
terms of projections as in Eq. (10). However, a straight for-
ward replacement of the position x with the momentum p in
Eq. (10) is not adequate as such an implementation would im-
pose absorption throughout the numerical domain, not just in
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the vicinity of the boundary. Instead we propose the following
energy absorber:

Γε =

∫
dε µ(ε)|ϕε〉〈ϕε|, (12)

where the |ϕε〉-s are energy normalized eigen functions of the
Hamiltonian

Hε = H + Vε(x) where (13a)

Vε(x) =

{
∞, x ∈ DI

0, x /∈ DI
. (13b)

Here,DI is the interior of the numerical domain; typically it is
given by all positions x which are such that |x| ≤ R for some
finite distance R from the origin. With this the eigen func-
tions ϕp(x) = 〈x|ϕp〉 are only supported for x /∈ DI. Corre-
spondingly, the CAP of Eq. (12) is both energy and position
dependent, contrary to the strictly position-dependent CAP of
Eq. (10). The CAP function µ(ε), however, is purely energy
dependent. As with γ(x) in Eq. (10), it should be positive.

In obtaining the momentum or energy distribution using the
CAP of Eq. (12), we could, once again, calculate the diago-
nal elements of Eq. (8) in the momentum basis, {|p〉}. How-
ever, energy spectra are calculated more conveniently using
the |ϕε〉 basis, in which the CAP is diagonal. This is admissi-
ble since these energy eigen states form a complete set within
the domain in which absorption takes place – with the energy
eigen values of Hε and the actual (Hermitian) Hamiltonian H
coinciding. Moreover, as we will see, this allows us to use the
CAP of Eq. (12) to model energy-measurement. We arrive at
the following energy distribution:

∂P

∂ε
=

∫ t=∞

t=0

Tr (|ϕε〉〈ϕε|dσε) =

1

~

∫ ∞
0

dt 〈ϕε|{Γε, ρ(t)}|ϕε〉 =

1

~

∫ ∞
0

dt 〈ϕε|
∫
dε′µ(ε′){|ϕε′〉〈ϕε′ |, |Ψ(t)〉〈Ψ(t)|}|ϕε〉 =

2

~

∫ ∞
0

dt µ(ε)|〈ϕε|Ψ(t)〉|2. (14)

We note that, contrary to Eq. (11), this integral is incoherent
and manifestly positive. Again, the correct, asymptotic dis-
tribution should be obtained by extrapolating the strength of
the CAP function, in this case µ(ε), to zero. However, as we
will apparent in Sec. III, it may also be interesting to study the
spectra obtained with finite µ(ε).

C. Angular distribution

In addition to energy/momentum differential distributions,
distributions differential in position, or rather, direction are
also of interest experimentally. For a three-dimensional sys-
tem we may write the position eigen state |x〉 in terms of

spherical coordinates as |r,Ω〉 and introduce the additional as-
sumption on the CAP of Eq. (10) that it is isotropic:

Γr =

∫
r2drdΩ γ(r)|r,Ω〉〈r,Ω|. (15)

As in the case of Eq. (14), the position distribution obtained
from the position diagonal CAP of Eq. (15) becomes an inco-
herent time-integral:

∂2P

∂r∂Ω
=

1

~
〈r,Ω|

∫ ∞
0

dt

∫
r′2dr′dΩ′ γ(r′) (16)

× {|r′,Ω′〉〈r′,Ω′|, |Ψ〉〈Ψ|} |r,Ω〉 =

2

~

∫ ∞
0

dt γ(r) |〈r,Ω|Ψ〉|2 .

As the distribution in radial distance r is usually less in-
teresting than the distribution in Ω, we integrate out the r-
dependence and arrive at

∂P

∂Ω
=

2

~

∫ ∞
0

dt

∫ ∞
0

r2dr γ(r)|Ψ(r,Ω)|2. (17)

The analogous expression in two-dimensional polar coordi-
nates reads

∂P

∂θ
=

2

~

∫ ∞
0

dt

∫ ∞
0

rdr γ(r)|Ψ(r, θ)|2. (18)

Determining angular distributions in this way lends itself to
particularly straight forward implementation with wave func-
tions expressed in spherical or polar coordinates. Moreover,
the isotropic, sparse nature of the CAP allows for rather sim-
ple implementation when resolving the dynamics of the sys-
tem.

III. NUMERICAL EXAMPLES

In the following we will illustrate the approaches outlined
above to absorption and analysis of two particular unbound
one-particle systems. They are both rather simple and generic,
and they serve well to illustrate the close correspondence be-
tween detectors and absorbers.

A. Energy spectra for a one-dimensional system

Our first example is a one-dimensional one. Correspond-
ingly, x and p are scalar quantities in this context. The particle
is initially trapped in the ground state of a confining potential,
which features a finite number of bound states and a contin-
uum. The confining potential has a Gaussian shape:

V (x) = −V0 exp

(
− x2

2σ2
V

)
. (19)

The particle is exposed to an explicitly time-dependent pertur-
bation; the total (Hermitian) Hamiltonian of the system reads

H = − ~2

2m

d2

dx2
+ V (x) + qE(t)x, (20)
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where q is the charge of the particle and

E(t) = EPulse(t) + EPulse(t− T + τ) where (21a)

EPulse(t) =

{
E0 sin2

(
π
T t
)

sin(ωt), 0 ≤ t ≤ T
0, otherwise . (21b)

The system may serve as a model atom exposed to two con-
secutive pulses of radiation. Because of this perturbation there
is a finite probability that the trapped particle is liberated after
the interaction, and the outgoing waves are subject to interfer-
ence.

The time-dependent Schrödinger equation, Eq. (1), is
solved numerically by means of a split operator technique
in which the double spatial derivative of Eq. (20) is approx-
imated by a finite difference scheme. It is solved with the
effective Hamiltonian of Eq. (2) with the Hermitian part given
by Eq. (20). In the first case, we let the anti-Hermitian part,
the CAP−iΓ, be a local absorber of the form of Eq. (10). The
CAP function reads

γ(x) =

{
γ0(x−R)2, |x| > R
0, otherwise (22)

The interference between outgoing wave components liber-
ated at different times causes a rich structure in the emerg-
ing energy distribution of the unbound particle. Figure 1
shows this distribution calculated by using Eq. (11). It is
plotted against energy rather than momentum; in the CAP re-
gion, the confining potential may safely be neglected so that
ε = p2/2m. We use units defined by choosing ~, m and
−q as the unit of their respective quantities. In these units,
the confining potential has the depth V0 = 0.6 and the width
σV = 3, cf. Eqs. (19). The corresponding ground state energy
is−0.48. The time dependent perturbation is characterized by
the strengthE0 = 2, the angular frequency ω = 1, and the de-
lay τ = 5 between the pulses, cf. Eqs. (21). Each pulse has a
duration corresponding to ten optical cycles, T = 10× 2π/ω.
The CAP onset is R = 200 length units.

In Fig. 1 the emerging spectra are calculated using vari-
ous absorber strengths γ0. It is striking to see that not only
does the spectrum converge as the strength of the CAP func-
tion decreases; apart from the low energy region, it is virtu-
ally independent of the CAP strength. This feature does in
no way rely on the specific shape of the CAP function; other
choices than the one of Eq. (22) display the same behaviour.
The discrepancies we see at low energies are clearly unphys-
ical, not only because of the γ0 dependence, but also because
they produce “negative probabilities” – also with a compara-
tively week absorber. This undesired feature, which diminish
with decreasing γ0, seems to be related to the fact that hard
absorption does induce some artificial reflections.

With the external field of Eqs. (21) interpreted as an exter-
nal electric field, the structure seen in the upper panel of Fig. 1
corresponds to absorption of one photon. With a logarithmic
y-axis, we also clearly see structures corresponding to absorp-
tion of two and three photons as well. A somewhat stronger
γ0-dependence is seen at the multi-photon peaks, indicating
that decreasing absorption strength is needed in order to re-
solve peaks corresponding to a higher number of photons.
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FIG. 1: Upper panel: Energy distribution from the unbound part of
the wave function obtained from a local CAP. The spectra are plotted
for various CAP strengths. Middle panel: A close up in the low
energy region. Lower Panel: The energy distributions plotted with a
logarithmic y-axis.

Next we will study the same type of spectra using the en-
ergy CAP of Eq. (12). We have chosen an CAP function of
form

µ(ε) = µ0
6
√
ε. (23)

The energy distribution of the liberated and absorbed particle
is now provided by Eq. (14), as opposed to Eq. (11) in the
preceding case. The results are displayed for various values
of µ0 in Fig. 2. I differs from Fig. 1 in several respects. One
difference is that these spectra are all strictly non-negative –
in accordance with Eq. (14). Another striking difference is
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FIG. 2: Upper panel: Energy distribution from the unbound part of
the wave function obtained using and energy CAP. The spectra are
plotted for various strengths of the energy-dependent CAP function.
Lower panel: The energy distributions with a logarithmic y-axis. The
axes are set in the same manner as in the lower panel of Fig. 1.

how strongly these spectra depend on the CAP strength µ0.
Specifically, ripples are not resolved at all at hard absorption,
while the resolution of the structure improves as the absorp-
tion strength decreases. The spectra do seem to converge in
this limit, albeit quite slowly.

This observation is concordant with the following picture:
As the particle enters into the CAP region, it is gradually at-
tenuated and the energy of the absorbed part is recorded as
dictated by Eq. (14). Suppose another part of the outgoing
wave reaches the energy CAP at a later stage; its energy con-
tribution is, again, recorded and added to the total distribution
– in an incoherent manner. Thus, these two waves are not al-
lowed to interfere. The absorption is detrimental to any inter-
ference patterns which would have emerged otherwise. Now,
this is the same effect as we would see if a detector where
placed in the CAP region. As the unbound part of the wave
function enters the detector region, it would collapse at a cer-
tain probability rate. If this collapse is likely to happen before
all components of the outgoing wave with the same energy
has had the chance to overlap spatially, interference effects
will be washed out. This motivates how an energy-diagonal
CAP together with the record of absorbed energy components,
Eg. (14), simulates the action of a detector. The specifics of
the CAP function µ(ε) would model the characteristics of the

particular detector at hand.
In more technical terms: When the measurement consist in

projection onto the |ϕε〉-basis, the pure state wave function is
collapsed according to

|Ψ〉〈Ψ| →
∫
dε ζ(ε)|ϕε〉〈ϕε|, (24)

where ζ(ε) is the distribution function for ε, the outcome of
an energy measurement. The energy distribution of Eq. (14),
on the other hand, is the energy-diagonal of an effective, ac-
cumulated density matrix:

σε =
1

~

∫ ∞
0

dt {Γε, ρ} = (25)

1

~

∫ ∞
0

dt

∫
dε µ(ε){|ϕε〉〈ϕε|, |Ψ〉〈Ψ|}.

Probability considerations require that the integral of ζ(ε) co-
incides with the trace of σ; they should both equal the proba-
bility of the particle being unbound. Moreover, if, and only if,
the CAP, Γ, is diagonal in the basis of measurement, the |ϕε〉-
basis in this case, the diagonal of σ, 〈ϕε|σ|ϕε〉 = ∂P/∂ε is
manifestly non-negative, cf. Eq. (14). Correspondingly, only
then would it make sense to identify the energy distribution
obtained with a distribution function such as ζ(ε) of Eq. (24).

As we have seen, the case is quite different when en-
ergy/momentum spectra are calculated using a local CAP,
Eq. (10), instead. According to Eq. (11), outgoing waves ab-
sorbed and recorded at different times are added together in
a coherent manner; they are still allowed to interfere in mo-
mentum space after absorption. Thus, even hard absorption
allows interference patterns to be seen, and the emerging spec-
tra turns out to be quite insensitive to the strength of the CAP
function.

This suggests that in terms of implementation and simula-
tion, local CAPs are numerically favourable for determining
energy spectra as they allow for resolving fine structures while
still admitting a strong truncation of the numerical domain.
The energy CAP of Eq. (12), on the other hand, has the inter-
esting trait that it simulates the effect of imposing a detector
on the system. Albeit experimental situations usually involve
detectors placed far away and with very large extension, cor-
responding to R → ∞ and µ0 → 0+, we do find the ability
to perform such dynamical studies to be an interesting one.
As the CAP function µ(ε) could be virtually any non-negative
function, there is a large degree of flexibility in modelling the
detector in this regard.

In the next example we will turn the table and use a local
potential, Eq. (10), to model a detector instead.

B. Double slit interference pattern

We will study the well known interference pattern emerg-
ing from a quantum particle passing through a double slit. The
two-dimensional system is illustrated in Fig. 3; an initial wave



6

FIG. 3: The red surface is the real part of the initial wave function,
the green surface is the wall/potential – with two narrow slits, and
the blue surface is the absorber/screen.

function with narrow spatial extension in the propagation di-
rection travels towards a wall with two narrow slits. Specifi-
cally, the initial wave function reads

ψ(x, y; t = 0) = Nψx(x)ψy(y) with (26a)

ψx(x) = exp
(
−(x− x0)2/(2σ2

x) + ikx
)
. (26b)

HereN is a normalization factor, and ψy(y) is a near-constant
function on the interior of the numerical domain. The double
slit potential is given by

V (x, y) = V0 Vx(x)Vy(y) where (27a)

Vx(x) = e−(x/W )4 , (27b)

Vy(y) = fFD

(
y +

d+ w

2

)
+ fFD

(
−y − d− w

2

)
(27c)

+ fFD

(
y − d− w

2

)
+ fFD

(
−y +

d+ w

2

)
− 1 and

fFD(x;T ) =
1

ex/T + 1
, (27d)

where d is the separation between the slits and w is their
widths. The parameter T adjusts the smoothness of the po-
tential. At the other side of the wall there is a screen modelled
by a local CAP of the same form as in Eq. (22) – albeit with
x replaced by r, where r is the distance from the midpoint
between the two slits. The situation is illustrated in Fig. 3.

We are all well familiar with how waves passing through
each of these slits will interfere on the other side of the
wall and give rise to an interference pattern. However, this
pattern will be altered if a wave emerging from one slit is
subject to a position measurement before it has had time
to overlap with waves emerging from the other slit. If a
screen/detector/absorber is placed extremely close to the dou-
ble slit and acts over a very narrow spatial region, the corre-
sponding interference pattern will be distorted.

Figure 4 demonstrates this for a particular case. In units
defined by, again, setting ~ and the particle mass to one, the
initial wave has a mean de Broglie wavelength λ = 2π/k of 2.
The initial width σx is equal to λ, the slits of the potential/wall
has the separation d = 20, centre to centre, and their widths

-50 0 50
 (degrees)

P
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ba
bi

lit
y 
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ni

ts
)

R=15
R=20
R=30
R=50
R=100

FIG. 4: The angular distribution on the part of the wave function
pertaining to the right hand side of the wall. It is obtained by probing
the absorption with absorbers placed at various distances from the
double slit.

are w = 1.5. The hight and width of the wall is V0 = 100 and
W = 2 length units, respectively, and the parameter T , which
sets the smoothness of the slits, is 0.1. The CAP potential
has the strength γ0 = 0.03 units, cf. Eq. 10. We start out
by placing the CAP at a distance R = 15 from the midpoint
between the slits and then move it outwards. In each case,
the angular distribution is obtained by solving the Schrödinger
equation with the non-Hermitian Hamiltonian and, in parallel,
aggregate the position distribution given by the time-integral
in Eq. (18).

As we see, the interference pattern is strongly affected by
absorption close to the double slit, while it converges towards
a more familiar form as the onset of the CAP is moved out-
wards. We explain this analogously to the case of Fig. 2: From
Eq. (18) we see that absorbed waves are accumulated in an in-
coherent manner. Consequently, if a wave passing through
one slit reaches the screen/CAP and is absorbed before it fully
overlaps with the waves from the other slit, it will not be sub-
ject to the interference which would have taken place other-
wise. The correspondence between this and the action of a
position detector is also analogous to what we saw with the
energy CAP in the previous example.

C. Concluding remarks.

Here we have only considered one-particle systems. In [11]
numerical examples similar to that of Sec. III A are described,
albeit with two particles instead of one – and only with a local
CAP. It is explained how one particle may be absorbed while
the remaining particle is still maintained and simulated – as
a one-particle density matrix, The remaining particle may, in
turn, go on to be absorbed as well and, thus, also contribute
to energy differential probability distribution of unbound par-
ticles. In both cases, i.e., in going from 2 to 1 particle and in
going from 1 to 0 particles, the information removed may be
aggregated as a an effective one-particle density matrix. As
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in Eq. (8), these density matrices may be analysed by calcu-
lating the diagonal elements of interest. This also applies to
the energy-absorbers, Eq. (12), as also these may expressed as
one-particle operators in a multi-particle context. Thus, the ar-
guments presented here on the close correspondence between
CAPs and detectors are not limited to the one-particle case.

In literature, a technique used for analyzing unbound parti-
cles referred to as virtual detectors may be encountered, see,
e.g., [18, 19]. This calls for some disambiguation. Along
with a number of similar techniques, see, e.g., [20–22], it
involves the calculation of the probability current, or flux,
through some surface. While the notion of a detector would,
to some extent, seem adequate also in this context, virtual de-
tectors differ more from the present framework than the name
would suggest. One reason for this is that it does not seem to
generalize naturally to the multi-particle case. Moreover, the
CAP is simply used in order to attenuate outgoing waves; it is
note used to probe the outgoing wave. Contrary to the CAP,
the virtual detector does not have any spatial extension, nor
does it bring about any loss in coherence.

The Monte Carlo Wave Packet approach or the closely re-
lated Quantum Jump method, see, e.g., Ref. [23, 24], on the
other hand, bear strong resemblance to the present approach.
Such approaches, along with the derivation of Halliwell [9],
could hopefully assist in making a closer correspondence be-
tween the an actual physical detector and the more generic
CAPs used here, be it of the form of Eq. (10), Eq. (12) or any
other.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

We have demonstrated how differential information about
unbound quantum particles may be calculated using a com-
plex absorbing potential to both attenuate and to probe outgo-
ing waves. When using a local absorbing potential for calcu-
lating energy spectra, these spectra are seen to be remarkably
robust when it comes to the strength of the absorber. When
energy distributions are calculated using an absorber which
is diagonal in energy, on the other hand, interference effects
are diminished – as would be the case if an energy detector is
placed in close vicinity of the quantum system.

We demonstrated that the same is the case when a local
absorber is used to determine position distributions. Specifi-
cally, we showed how an absorber placed close to a double slit
setup will prove detrimental to the emerging angular interfer-
ence pattern.

The close relation between absorption and detection is,
thus, underlined by both the fact that information about un-
bound particles are recorded as the particles are absorbed and
that this absorption is detrimental to interference patterns un-
derlines. The latter apply only when quantities in which the
absorber is diagonal are recorded. In the non-diagonal case,
e.g. when as local absorber is used to calculate energy spectra,
coherence is maintained, which, in turn, allows for extracting
converged physical spectra on strongly truncated numerical
domains.
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