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A bstract

T he paradigm of the two-Jlevel atom is revisited and its perturba-
tive analysis is discussed In view of the principl of duality in per—
turbation theory. The m odels we consider are a two-level atom and
an ensam ble of twoJdevel atom s both interacting wih a shgl radi-
ation m ode. The aim is to see how the latter can be actually used
as an am pli er of quantum uctuations to the classical level through
the them odynam ic 1im it of a very large ensem ble of twoJevel atom s
M . Frasca, Phys. Lett. A 283, 271 (2001)] and how can rem ove
Schrodinger cat states. T he thermm odynam ic lin it can be very e ec-
tive for producing both classical states and decoherence on a quantum
system that evolves w ithout dissipation. D ecoherence w ithout dissi-
pation is Indeed an e ect ofa single two—Jevelatom interacting w ith an
ensam ble oftw oJevel atom s, a situation that proves to be usefiilto un-—
derstand recent experin ents on nanoscal devices show ing unexpected
disappearance of quantum ooherence at very low tem peratures.
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1 Introduction

It is safe to say that the foundations of quantum optics are built on
the oconcept of a faw level atom . Indeed, the m ost in portant con-
cept Introduced so far in this eld is the twoJevel atom [1]. A lot of
physics can be derived by such an approxin ation and several recent
experin ents agree fairly wellw ith a description given by the so-called
Jaynes€um m Ingm odeldescribing a two-level atom interacting w ith a
single radiation m ode R]. Besides, by this understanding of radiation—
m atter interaction it has also been possible to generate Fock states of
the radiation eld on dem and [3].

T he radiation-m atter interaction currently used is based on som e
relevant approxin ations that are still well veri ed in current exper—
In ents: Firstly, it is assum ed that the dipole approxim ation holds,
that is, the wavelength of the radiation eld ismuch larger than the
atom ic din ensions; Secondly, the rotating w ave approxin ation RW A )
is always assum ed, m eaning by this that just near resonant tem s are
e ective In describing the interaction between radiation and m atter,
these temm s being also described as energy conserving. Indeed, it is
som etin es believed that, w ithout these two approxin ations no two—
Jevel atom approxin ation can really holds [4]. A ctually, In the opti-
cal regin e, that statem ent can be supported and widely justi es the
success of the Jaynes€C um m ing m odel both theoretically and experi-
m entally.

A ctually, things are not so straightforward to describe radiation—
m atter interaction . Infact, C chen-Tannoud jiand cow orkers w ere foroed
to introduce the concept of dressed states for the two—level atom [B]
as, In the regin e ofm icrow aves, the RW A fails and a good description
ofthe rstexperim entsin this eld were achieved through the concept
of dressed states w ithout the RW A [B].

Quantum com putation exploited by ionic traps has been rstly
put out by C irac and Zoller [6]. A recent paper by M oya-Cessa et al
[7] proved that the standard Jaynes< umm ings m odel should retain
all tem s for a Paul trap giving a clkar exam ple of dign issal of the
rotating wave approxin ation In quantum optics.

T he appearance of lJaser sources that have large Intensity hasm ade
thinkable the possbility to extend the study of a twoJevel atom
In such a eld. Reocent studies seem to indicate that such an ap-
proxin ation can give a viable m odel for such a physical siuation



B, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14]. In view of this possbility, som e m ethods
have been recently devised to approach a solution of the two-level
atom In a monochrom atic eld (peing the laser eld treated classi-
cally) [15, 16, 17]. These studies retain Just the two-Jevel and dipolk
approxin ations but give up the RW A .

In our recent analysis, it was shown that, treating the laser eld
classically in this situation, leaves out a relevant part of the behavior
of them odel [18, 19]. Particularly, if one is especially interested in a
resonant behavior, it is seen that som e R abioscillations are neglected :
T hese oscillations have been recently cbserved in an experim ent w ith
Josephson junctions R0] and originate from the fom ation of bands
for the two levels of the atom due to the radiation eld [19].

The ain of this paper is to review , using the approach of duality
In perturbation theory R1], the consequences of the validiy of the
two—Jevel approxim ation relaxing the RW A approxin ation. W e will
see that a singke radiation m ode interacting w ith a large num ber of
two—ZJevel atom s, without the RW A, provide the am pli cation of the
quantum uctuations of the ground state of the radiation m ode pro—
ducing a classical radiation eld R2]and isable to rem ovem acroscopic
quantum superposition states. Tt is In portant to point out that these
e ects arise when the iniial state of the ensem ble of two-level atom s
is properly prepared and the way of generating classical states by uni-
tary evolution in the themm odynam ic 1im it of Ref.P2] is considered.
N on dissipative decoherence can also appear as Interaction between
an ensem ble of two—level system s and a quantum system interacting
w ith it 23]. It should be said that another approach to non dissipative
decocherence has been recently proposed by Bonifacio and cow orkers
r41.

T he paper is so structured. In section 2 we analyze the m odel
from a general perspective deriving the two—Jevel approxin ation. In
section 3 we present a perturbative analysis of the two-level atom
Interacting w ith a sihgle radiation m ode, by duality in perturbation
theory. In section 4 we give a brief survey of a recent proposal of
appearance of classical states and decoherence by unitary evolution in
the them odynam ic Iim it. In section 5 we show how a strong radiation

eld can be obtained by strong interaction of a single m ode w ith an
ensam ble oftwo—Jlevelatom s. In section 6 we present a way to approach
them easurem ent problem In quantum m echanics show ing how , in the
therm odynam ic lim i, Schrodinger cat states can be ram oved laving



only a coherent state describing a classical eld. Finally, in section 7
the conclusions are given.

2 A paradigm in quantum optics: Two-—
level atom

In this section we w ant to derive the tw oJevel approxin ation on a gen—
eral footing. So, ket us consider a system described by a Ham iltonian
H ¢ such that wehave a com plete set ofeigenstatesH g hi= E,ni. We
assum e, for the sake of sin plicity, that the set is discrete. Then, we
J'ntr%duoe a tim e-independent perturbation V . By using the identity

I= | himjwecan writetheHamiltonian H = Ho+ V as
X X
H = En+ Y ni)himj+ in inim y hi: @
n mén

This Ham iltonian can be rew ritten by introducing the operators

nm = :nll’mj
Yo = Jnimj
.. L.
on = E(plhnj i itm Jj 2)

and we can build the algebra of the Paulim atrices, currently nam ed
su (2), as it is straightforw ard to verify that
h .

1

nm 7 r{m = 21 nm
h i
3 .y = VY
nm / nm nm
i
r31m / nm = 1 nm * (3)

T hispem isusto prove that ourH am iltonian can be rew ritten asthe
sum oftwo—JlevelH am ittonians. Infact, ifwe change to the Interaction
picture by the unitary transform ation we useunitsh = c= 1)
% !
Up () = exp it Ephimj ; 4)
n
beingE, = E,+ My 1hi, and we rew rite the V term of the H am ilto-
nian as
X X h i
vP= gnimim ¥ hi= mynify +my i, 6

mén m>n



we get
X h ) i
Hi=U0OVUs = eilFn Enlbpy gy ni ¥ 4+ eiFn Ty gndi o

nm
m>n

(6)
that proves ourassertion: T he tim e evolution ofa quantum system can
Ie described by a Ham iltonian being the sum of su(2) Ham itonians.
T he reason why this problem is not generally solvable arises from the
fact that, given two su (2) parts H 1;; and H 1,5 of this Ham iltonian, it
can happen that H;;H 1,516 0 and then, the tin e evolution is not
straightforw ard to obtain analytically. Anyhow , the Ham iltonian H 1
can be used to realize som e approxin ate study of a quantum system .
T he sim plest way to get an approxin ate solution is, indeed, the two-
level approxin ation.

T he two-level approxin ation can be easily justi ed by assum ing
that only nearest levels of the unperturbed atom really counts in the
tim e evolution, that is, the m ore the separation between levels is lJarge
and the less in portant is the contribution to the tin e evolution ofthe
systam . This m eans that tem s w ith the weakest tin e dependence
In H 1 are the m ost in portant. M athem atically, this m eans that we
assum e a solution by a perturbation series and recognize principally
the tem s where a slower tin e dependence is present.

W e now oconsider the case of a single radiation m ode interacting
with a system having Ham iltonian H (. Thismeans In tum that we
can choose L

vV = la¥a+ e ; ’ @+ a)x @)
AY

being e the electron elctric charge, a and a¥ the ladder operators
of the radiation m ode w ith frequency ! and nomn alization volum eV ,
and x the coordinate where the eld is ordented, having chosen a linear
polarization for it. T he dipole approxin ation is taken to hold. In this
case we have
) 2 x h . i
Hi= !a’ate E ellEn Eolbpy wni ¥ 4+ eiE Enlbpyqpi . @+ a)

nm
m>n

@8)
and we are now in a position to obtain the Jaynes€ umm ingsm odel.
Indeed, we can apply a new unitary transform ation to the interaction



picture Ug = exp it!a¥a toget

Hi=e — e MEr T lm ki Yo+ e T T mggn g an

©)
N ow , on the basis ofthe tw o-level approxin ation given above, we have
to conclude that the only tem s to retain are those having no tin e
dependence at all, and these are the resonant tem s. H ere, we recover
the rotating wave approxin ation ®RW A ). So, if we have two resonant
levelsm = 2> n = 1 and we choose the phases of the eigenstates of
the unperturbed systam so that lm ki is real, we can nally write
the H am iltonian of the JaynesC um m ingsm odel as

Hyc = g( pa’+ 1,a) (10)

being g = W2xkjie ﬁ 2 and the resonance condiion E, E; = !.
T his gives a proper understanding of the success of the tw oJevel atom
approxin ation In quantum optics when weak elds are nvolved. It is
In portant to note that also a an alldetuning can be kept, in agreem ent
w ith the above discussion.

T he Jaynes€C um m ings m odel is good until the other tem s in the
Ham iltonian are truly negligble. T he higher order corrections can be
com puted by a quite general approach as shown in Ref.R5]. These
tum out to be corrections to the the Ham iltonian at the resonance
9. Bloch-Siegert shift and/or a.c. Stark shift) plus the need to add
higher orders of the an all perturbation theory to the solution. In the
optical regin e it is allnegligble.

So, as the am all perturbation theory plays a crucial role In this
analysis, one may ask what one can say if the perturbation V be-
com es strong. A gain, by assum Ing that only a su (2) com ponent really
contributes to the Ham iltonian (9) we need to treat the H am iltonian

1

H)=!a%a+ge HEL E2)t L+ e HE2 EUE 0 @+ a): (11)

By undoing the interaction picture transform ation, this H am iltonian
can be rew ritten as

Hg = !aya+5 3+ g 1@+ a); 12)

having set 12+ J,= 1, 3= 23, and = E, E;. Neither
an all perturbation theory nor rotating wave approxin ation apply.

i

1! 11
elta¥+ et ta):



Our amm In the next section is to discuss the perturbative solution
ofthe Schrodinger equation w ith this H am iltonian. But, w hile for the
case of the JaynesC um m ings H am iltonian we have a fully theoretical
Justi cation for our approxin ation, in the strong coupling regim g, the
tw o-Jevel approxin ation can be satisfactorily justi ed only by experi-
m ent, unless it is exact.

3 Perturbative analysis ofan interact-
ng two-level atom

In this section we w illgive a briefoverview ofthe perturbative solution
for a system describbed by the H am ittonian (12) in the strong coupling
regin e. T his approach hasbeen described In Ref.[19]. To agree about
w hat a strong coupling regin e should be, one has properly to de ne
the weak coupling regin e. Indeed, if one has the H am iltonian

H=Hy+ V 13)
being an ordering param eter, the weak coupling regin e is the one
wih very snall ( ! 0), whik the strong coupling regin e is the
onewih very large ( ! 1 ). Theduality principl in perturbation

theory asdevised in Ref.R1l]pem isto do perturbation theory in both
the cases, ifone isablk to nd the eigenstates ofV , supposing know n
those of H g. Indeed, am all perturbation theory by the usualD yson
series gives wWe sest = 1 as this param eter is arbirary)

Z ¢

J ®i=Uo®WTexp 1 Vi@ 14)
0

being T the tim e-ordering operator,

Up (t) = exp ( itH o) (15)
the tim e evolution of the unperturbed H am iltonian, and

Vi) = Uj ©VUg () (16)

the transform ed perturbation. The choice of a perturbation and an
unperturbed part is absolutely arbitrary. So, we can exchange the role
ofH ¢ and V , obtaining the dualD yson series
Z ¢
J ©i=Ur OT exp 1 . Hop ) a7)



being
Up ()= exp ( iV) 18)
the tin e evolution of the unperturbed H am itonian, and

Hor () = UJ ©H U 19

the transform ed perturbation. T he duality principle states that, when
this exchange is done, restating , the series one obtains have the
ordering param eters  and 1 respectively. O ne is the inverse of the
other. So, if we have the eigenstates of V as j, 1 and eigenvalues vy,
one can w rite X
Up )= e Vot itw, & 20)
n

IfV is tin e dependent one has form ally to rew rite the above as the
adiabatic series introducing the geom etric phases of the eigenvectors
that now could be tim e dependent them selves R1].

Com Ing back to the Ham ittonian (12), we realize that sm all per—
turbation theory can be recovered if the unperturbed part is that of
the two-Jevel atom , otherw ise one has a strong coupling perturoation
series w ith an unperturbed H am iltonian given by

V=!aa+t g @+ a): (21)

T he dressed states originating by diagonalizing this H am itonian are
wellknown [B]and are given by

j7r1; i= jle% @ ay)j'li ©@2)

being 1ji= Jjiwih = 1 and, hitheFodk number statesthat
are digplaced by the exponential operator R6]. The elgenvalues are
2
E,n=n! g!—andaredegeneratewjth resgpect to . So, one has
X .
Ur = e %n, iwy, 3 23)

nj;

and the transform ed H am iltonian becom es

HOF=Ugf(t)E 3Up = HJ+ Hy: 4)

U sing the relation R6]
s — !
n! g 1ln 2 Zi

FTR @)

het @2 qi=



I n)

wihl nandLp (x) the associated Laguerre polynom ial, one gets

!
0 X 2 4 . e . L
H= ~ e 7Ly 5 Ohi 1lhb; 1 130dh 13+ 3h; o Hhby 105 1401
. !
(26)
being L, the n-th Laguerre polynom ial, jn; Jli= et @24 and

X

i(nm)‘th . 29 @ a¥)y. .. . v .
Hyp= e o ome T in ijh; 1lhim; 1 ]Pldh 15+

2
mn;m#én )
2 1

meT @20 13nh; 5 Whin; ,1P  ling @7
;o1 r 117D J :@27)

The Ham iltonian H 8 can be straightforwardly diagonalized w ith the
eigenstates

1
Jni i= P [ Jh; i+ 3y 1 13 14 @8)

and elgenvalues |

E, = —e 2L, -2 29)

being = 1.W eseethattwobandsoflevelsare form ed and two kind
oftransitions are possible: interband (petween levels ofthe tw o bands)

and Intraband (etween the levels of a band). T his cannot happen if
w e consider a classical radiation m ode, the Intraband transitionswould

be neglected. So, looking for a solution in the fom

Jri= e® it ©Fa; i (30)

one gets the equations for the am plitudes [19]

X ; : | 29 y 0 29

O(t) - an; (t)el(E n; B, o)te im n)!'t m 33 7 (@ a )jli—+ m fﬁ’
ném ; 2

31)
T his equations can also display R abi oscillations between the eigen-
states j »; 1that can be seen asm acroscopic quantum superposition
states, both for interband and intraband transitions [19]. States like
these could prove useful forquantum com putation. T hese kind ofR abi

oscillations in Josephson junctions have been recently observed R0].



At this stage it isvery easy to do perturbation theory In the strong
coupling regin e forthism odel. O nehasto rew rite the Initial condition
Jj (0)iby the eigenstates j ,; 1cdbtaining in thisway the am plitudes
an; (0). Then, one has to solve eq.(31) perturbatively as done rou-—
tinely in the weak coupling regin e. In case of a resonance one has
to apply the RW A obtaining Rabi oscillations. In this way we see
that the dualD yson serdes, as it should be expected, displays all the
features of the standard weak coupling expansion.

4 C lassical states and decoherence by
unitary evolution

An ensam ble of ndependent tw oJevel system s can behave classically.
Thishasbeen proven in Ref.R2]. Indeed, ket usconsidera H am ilttonian

R
2

=1

He= 3it (32)
A ssum Ing distinguishable systam s, we can take forthe niial state the
one given by
¥
j 0)i= ( 1J#L+  33"i) 33)
=1
w ith j ij2 + ] if =1, j#i= J#i; and ;3" = j"ii. Thetime
evolution gives us
¥ , .
j ©i= (€754 + e 175"y): (34)

=1
For the H am iltonian it is easy to verify that
hA
Mi=h OHJ Oi=— G:F 3:H= ki N (35)
=1

being ky a xed numberbetween 1 and 1. So, n a sim iarway, it
easy to obtain the uctuation

(Ho?=h OH2Z 0i h OHI Of= 2kIN: (36

10



P
being kg = Iilljif @ Jj;F) and one sees that kg isa nie
num ber ndependent on N . So, as it happens In statistical them o—
dynam ics, in the them odynam ic Im it N ! 1 we see that quantum
uctuations are not essential, that is

H 1
/) p—=: 37)
H. N

T he \law s of thermm odynam ics" are cbtained by the Ehrenfest’s theo—
ream aBd are the cjlassgscal equations ofm ]guon That is, the variabls

% 11 xir y = 11 yiand 5= 11 -1 ollow , w thout any
signi cant deviation, the classical equations ofm otion, w hen the ther-
m odynam ic Im it is considered and the tin e evolution is com puted
averaging w ith the above j ()i. So, we have found a classical ob ct
out of the quantum unitary evolition. The m ain point here is that
classical ob fcts can be obtained by unitary evolution in the them o-
dynam ic lin it depending on their iniial states. A ctually, one cannot
apply the above argum ent if eg. the state of the system is an eigen-
state of the Ham iltonian H .. Besides, a classical state obtained by
unitary evolution, per se, does not produce decoherence. R ather, it is
Interesting to see what happens when such a classical state Interacts
w ith som e quantum system . This isa relevant problem that can prove
quantum m echanics and is uctuations to be jist the bootstrap ofa
classical world: Ifby unitary evolution, in the them odynam ic lm it,
som e classical ob Ects are cbtained and these are pem itted to Inter—
act w ith other quantum ob gcts, the latter can decohere or becom e
classical by them selves.

A s a relevant exam ple, ket us consider the interaction of the above
system wih a twoZJevel atom . This m odel has been considered in
Ref.R3] as a possble explanation of recent ndings in som e experi-
m ents w ith nanoscale devices that show unexpected decoherence In
the low tem perature lim i R7, 28]. The Ham iltonian can be w ritten

as
0 1 A
Hp = — .+ ¢ ( xi xit zi zi) J x xis (38)
2 2, .
=1 =1
where J is the coupling. The Ham iltonian of the twoJdevel system s
(second term n eq.(38)) is taken not diagonalized, but this does not
change our argum ent as the above analysis still applies. Finally, ¢
is the param eter of the Ham iltonian of the two—Jevel atom that we
want to study. W e need another hypothesis to go on, that is, we

11



assum e that the coupling J is larger than any param eter of the two—
levelsystam s  4i; Li,butnotwith respectto (.By applyingdualiy
In perturbation theory, we have the leading order solition

2+ Tt xi J (0)i: (39)

=1

j 1 exp

Now, as already seen, we have to choose the state of the twodevel
system s as given by the product of the lower eigenstates of each ;.
Thiscan be seen asa kind of \ ferrom agnetic" state and is in agreem ent
w ith our preceding discussion. So, we take

¥
J Qi= J#i J 14 (40)
=1
beng ,j#i= j#iand, sinilarly, ,j"i = 7J"i. The state of
the ensamble of twoJdevel systam s agrees fairly well w ith the one of
eq.(33). So, one has, by tracing away the state of the ensem bl of
tw o-Jevel system s being not essential for our ain s,

i o

3 %1 exp + WINt . J#i 41)
that de nesa soin coherent state P9, 30]. T he point we are Interested
In is the them odynam ic lm it. W hen N is taken to be large enough,
the contrlbbution ( can be neglected and we have a reduced density
m atrix

%) = exp (WIN t 4) it Jexp ( TN t &) 42)
being
0 1 ©os(@N Jt)
nn (t) = R E— (43)
2
0 1
) = i sin 2N Jt @4)
1
) = iz s 2N Jt 45)
0 1+ cos(@N Jt)
weo = ———— 46)

w here we have oscillating term s w ith a frequency N J that goes to in—
nity In the them odynam ic lin . Theonly m eaning one can attach to

12



such a frequency isby an average in tin e (see R3] and Refs. therein)
and decoherence is recovered. So, when the ensambl of twolevel
system s strongly Interacts w ith a quantum system produces decoher—
ence and quantum behavior disappears, In the therm odynam ic lm it.
T he ensam ble of twoJevel systam s should evolve unitarily, producing
a classical behavior. H igher order corrections have also been stud-
jed in Ref.R3]. It is In portant to stress that this behavior should be
expected at zero tem perature as quantum coherence is lost otherw ise.

Such a behavior, having a characteristic decoherence tin e scale
depending on the num ber of tw oJevel systam s that interact w ith the
quantum one, has been recently ocbserved In quantum dots R8]. In
this case, the ensam bl of tw o-Jevel system s can be given by the spins
of the ekctrons that are contained In the two dim ensional electron
gas In the dot. A nother source of decoherence in quantum dots could
be given by the spoins of the nuclki interacting through an hyper ne
Interaction w ith the soin of the conduction electrons B1]. T he nuclki
are contained in the heterostructures form ing the dot. In thiscasewe
have a sin ilar spin-spin interaction but isotropic. Them echanisn that
produces the decay ofthe o -diagonalparts ofthe density m atrix, also
in this case, appears to be the sam g, being the decoherence produced
dynam ically and dependent on the initial state.

5 Ampli cation ofquantum uctuations
to the classical level

Spontaneous am ission can be seen as a very sin ple exam plk of de-
oocherence in the \them odynam ic lim i" of the number of radiation
m odes. Indeed, we can consider a two—Jevel system Interacting w ith
N radiation m odes and being resonant w ith one of . In the I it
of a an all coupling between radiation and two—Jevel system and very
few spectator m odes, one has Rabi oscillations, a clear exam pl of
quantum coherence. W hen the num ber of spectatorm odes is taken to
go to in nity, a description w ith continuum is possibl and this gives
rise to decay, ie. spontaneous am ission. T his representation of the
process of decay is very welldescrbbed in Ref.[5].

Here, we want to consider the opposite situation, that is, a single
radiation m ode strongly interacting w ith an ensemble of N two—Jevel
system s. W e are going to show that, when the ensem ble of twoJevel

13



system s behaves as a classical ob gct if keft alone, the radiation eld,
supposed niially in the ground state, w illhave the zero point uctua-
tions am pli ed to produce a classical eld having intensity dependent
on N , the num ber of two—Jevel systam s.

A sdone in Ref.P2], wem odify them odelofeq.(12) to consider N
tw o—Jevel system s interacting w ith a single radiation m ode, as

R &
Hg = !la'a+ — 33t g 1@+ a): @7)
2 . )
=1 =1

T hPen, the strong coupling regin e am ountsto consider the H am ittonian
- 1 3i as a perturbation, as already done in sec3 for a singk
twolevel atom . W e take as Initial state of the full system j (0)1i =
Pi qu= 1 J 1ii, so that, the ensamble of twoJevel systam s isagain in a
kind of \ferrom agnetic" state representing its ground state. Besides,
no photon is niially present. It is a well known m atter that the

uctuations of the radiation m ode are not zero In this case. The

unitary evolution at the leading order gives us

iy # ¥
i i exp it!'a'a ig nE¥+a Pi 5 14y (48)

=1 =1

that, by use of a known disentangling form ula [30], produces

j mi= et Oe 2’ [ 1)1 (0)4; 49)

being

N *g? .
0=~ (t sh(v); (50)
N y
= -—Sa &Y 1)
and

D[ M= epl BaY  © al: 52)

W e conclude that, at the leading order, the radiation m ode evolves as
a ooherent state w ith a param eter given by

~) = ﬁj(eilt = (e t: (53)

In thisway, we have am pli ed the quantum uctuations of the eld,
being the uctuation ofthe num berofphotonsproportionaltoN ,but,

14



as the average of the number of photons is proportional to N 2, this
ratio goes to zero as the them odynam ic lim it N ! 1 istaken.As it
iswellknow [32], this produces a classical eld w ith increasing inten—
sity as the num ber of tw o-level system s Increases, proving our iniial
assertion. W e can see that the am pli cation of quantum uctuations
gives rise to a classical ob Ect, as nitially no radiation eld ispresent.

H igher order corrections have been studied in Ref.[33], show ing
that are not essential in the therm odynam ic 1im it. So, thise ect will
prove to be a genuine exam ple of production of a classical ob fct by
uniary evolution In the them odynam ic lin i w ith possble techno-
logical applications.

6 Two—levelSystem s, T herm odynam ic
LIm it and Schrodinger C at States

D ecoherence, as currently devised, is able to rem ove superposition
states through interaction ofthe environm ent w ith a quantum system .
T his does not solve the m easuram ent problem In quantum m echanics
as, m ixed form softhe density m atrix do not give single states required
by them easurem ent process [B4]. Thisproblm is airly welldescribbed
by the Schrodinger cat paradox as we ask that the cat has a well
de ned state at the observation. Schrodinger cat states have been
currently produced In laboratory in a form ofsuperposition of coherent
states (see eg. the the second reference in [L])

Jati= N Get i+t jel i (54)

beingN anom alization factor, and realnum bers. To understand
the m easuram ent problem , we would like to get a singlke state out of
such a superposiion affer uniary evolution, if possble. In this way,
we can show , at least In thiscase, that quantum m echanics is, Indeed, a
selfcontained theory. T hispossbility can be exploited by an ensem ble
of two—Jevel system s Interacting w ith a single radiation m ode in the
them odynam ic 1 it.

In order to accom plish our ain , we consider again the H am ittonian
(47) with thernji:]'al condition (54) muliplied by the \ferrom agnetic
state", j i= qu= 1 J 1ij, ortheensembleofatom sastohave j (0)i=
J catlj 1. The unitary evolution, assum ing the Ham iltonian of two—
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level atom s as a perturbation, gives in this case B5]

j ©1i et Oy 1(t)j e 't of Htirel 2(t)j e 'ty of Ht )9 i
(55)

w here use hasbeen m ade ofthe property ofthe displacam ent operator

for ooherent states so to yield

N 2¢?
5 (

©=—5-(t sn(v); (56)
N y
O=-"a &Y 57)
and . .
10= [ ©e e % (58)
s = i=[ ®e et 1 (59)

being the phases ; (t) and » (t) generated by m uliplication of two
displacem ent operators. In the them odynam iclm N ! 1 onegets
the m acroscopic state j (t)e *' * i and the cat state seem s gone away.

A ctually, we have a coupl of problem s before one can clain that,
e ectively, the cat state has been ram oved. Firstly, allwe have done
is a displacem ent to In nity and no decocherence seem s to be In plied
In such an operation, so all the properties of a superposiion state
have to be there anyway. Secondly, we have done perturbation theory
and one has to prove that, In the therm odynam ic lim it, higher order
corrections are negligble.

The st question is answered imm ediately by com puting the in—
terference term in the W igner fiinction of the state (55). In the ther-
m odynam ic lim it such a tem should becom e negligble. O ne has

2 1 3
p_ F2
2 ., 2N g p_ s
Wint = —exp X+ ' 1 cos(lt)) 2 oos( )oos(!t)
2 3
P !
2Ng p_ _ 2
exp 4 p+ sh(!t)+ 2 ocos()sn('t) 3
p- ) 2 . N g
cos 2 2 sin() esih('t) xcos(!t))+

Thisterm has a quite interesting form as digplaysa tem that rapidly

oscillates In time for N becom ing increasingly large. If such oscilla—
tions becom e too rapid, we can Invoke blurring In tin e to have these
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termm s averaged away. O therw ise, as the W igner fiinction can bem ea-
sured, we will get a way to probe, Inm ediately and by very smpl
m eans, P lanck tin e physics. So, we can safely clain that we have
true decoherence in the them odynam ic Iim it and the cat state is ef-
fectively rem oved generating a m acroscopic classical state. It should
be said that ordinary decoherence is generally invoked for blurring in
space [B36] and there isno reason to say that also blurring in tim e can—
not occur. W e can recognize here the sam e argum ent used in order to
obtain decoherence for the m odel of sec4 to explain decoherence In
quantum dots. A sound m athem atical basis for such an approach is
given In B7].

T he second question can be straightforw ard answered by com put-
ing higher order corrections through the strong coupling expansion
discussed in sec.3. T he proof is successfiilly accom plished in Ref.[35]
and we do not repeat it here.

It is interesting to note that all the new points introduced so far
for analyzing two—Jevel system s can conspire to generate a new view
of the way m easurem ent is realized In quantum m echanics, possibly
m aking the theory selfcontained.

7 D iscussion and C onclusions

W e have presented a brief review about som e new view s on two-Jlevel
system s. T hese appear to be even m ore in portant today w ith a lot of
new e ects to be described and experin entally ocbserved. P aram ount
In portance is acquiring the decoherence due to an ensamble of two—
Jevel system s as it isbecom ing ubigquitousto di erent elds ofapplica—
tion as quantum com putation and nanotechnology, elds that m aybe
could merge. To face these new ways to see the twoJlevel approx-—
In ation, we have exposed new m athem atical approaches to analyze
m odels in the strong coupling regin e. T his regin e hasbeen pioneered
by Bender and coworkers [38] in quantum eld theory in the eighties,
but, with our proposal of duality in perturbation theory, a possble
spreading of such ideas to other eldsisnow becom e possble. Indeed,
a ot of usefill resuls, as those presented here, are obtained by this
new approach and, hopefully, the future should deserve som e other
Interesting results.

The idea of a non dissipative decoherence is also relevant due to
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the recent ndings In the eld of nanodevices, where unexpected lost
of quantum ooherence has appeared in experim ents perform ed at very
low tem peratures. In these cases, it appears as the standard dea
of decocherence, m eant as interaction of a quantum system with an
external environm ent, seam s at odds w ith som e experin ental results,
even ifan interesting proposalthrough the use ofquantum uctuations
has been put forward by Buttiker and cow orkers [39].

T he conclusion to be drawn is that, today, a Iot ofexciting work at
the foundations of quantum m echanics is expecting us, giving nsight
tow ard new understandings and m ethods and, not less in portant, ap—
plications.
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