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In a recent paper Phys. Rev. A 64, 042113 (2001)] S.D urr proposed an interesting m ulibeam
generalization of the quantitative form ulation of interferom etric w ave-particle duality, discovered by
Englert for twobeam interferom eters. The proposed generalization is an nequality that relates a
generalized m easure of the fringe visbility, to certain m easures of the m axim um am ount of which-
way know ledge that can be stored In a which-way detector. W e construct an explicit exam ple w here,
w ith three beam s in a pure state, the schem e proposed by D urr leads to the possbility of an ideal
w hich-w ay detector, that can achieve a better path-discrin nation, at the sam e tin e asa better fringe
visbility. In our opinion, this seem s to be In contrast w ith the intuitive idea of com plem entarity, as
it is In plem ented in the two-beam s case, where an Increase In path discrim ination always in plies a
decrease of fringe visibility, if the beam s and the detector are in pure states.

PACS numbers: 03.65.Ta, 03.65Ud
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I. NTRODUCTION

As it iswell known, Bohr's P rinciple of Com plm en—
tarity, and the subsequent debate on the possbility of
detecting, asproposed by E instein, "w hich-way" individ-
ualquantum system s ("quantons", for short) are taking,
In doubleslit Interference experim ents, helped to shape
the basic conocgpts 0fQ uantum M echanics. H ow ever, this
early discussion on the duality between fringe visbility
and which-way inform ation, as i is called today, was
essentially sem iclassicalin nature. T he history ofthe at—
tem pts of form ulating such duality, for the two beam s
case, w ithin the full fram ew ork of Q uantum M echanics,
has been quite long, perhaps surprisingly long, and has
found, i seem s fair to say, a satisfactory conclusion in
1996 in a paper by Englert [Z]. Follow ing a suggestion
present In the pioneering work of W ootters and Zurek
3], Englert was able to establish a com plem entarity re—
lationship between the distinguishability D , that gives a
quantitative estin ate of the ways, and the visibility V,
that m easures the quality of the interference fringes:
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An important fature of Eq.[l) is that it becomes an
equality when the beam s and the detector are prepared
in a pure state; when this is the case, Eq.[) in plies that
a larger visbility is necessarily accom panied by a sm aller
path distinguishability.

Tt is interesting to explore ifan analogous form ofinter—
ferom etric duality can be form ulated for m ore than two
beam s of interfering quantons. An im portant step to-—
ward the understanding of this question has been m ade
by Durr []: he argued that an appropriate m ultibeam
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generalization of the usual concept of fringe visbility V,
is provided by the (roperly nom alized) m s soread V
of the fringes intensity from is mean valuie Eg.(.10)
ofRef.[l]). By a corresponding generalization ofthe con-—
cept of path predictability P , provided by the quantity P
de ned n Eq.(1.16) ofRef.[l], D urrwasabl to derive an
hequality analogous to that found by G reenberger and
Ya Sin [4] ortwo beam s:
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Sin ilarly to Eq.[), the above mnequality becom es an
equality if the beam s are in a pure state, which ensures
the existence ofa general see-saw relation between V. and
P . Since V and P undoubtedly m easure, respectively,
wave-lke and particle-lke attributes of the interfering
quantons, we thus think that Eq.[J) can be correctly in—
terpreted as expressing a form ofw ave-particle dualiy in
the mulibeam case.

H ow ever interesting, an inequality lke Eq.[d) doesnot
convey yet the concept of waveparticle duality, as it is
nhvolved, say, In the fam ous ideal experim ent wih two
m oving slits, conceived by E instein. Indeed, the quan-
tity P above does not represent any real know ledge of
the paths follow ed by indiridual quantons, but only con—
stitutes som e m easure of one’s a priori ability to predict
them , based on unequal populations of the beam s. The
relevant schem es for a discussion ofw ave-particle duality
a’ la E instein, are those in which one actually tries to ob—
tain which-way know ledge, by placing detectorsalong the
pathsofthe quantons. In ordertom easure the am ount of
w hich-way nform ation, that can be obtained by m easur-
Ing the detector’s cbservable W , after the passage ofeach
quanton, D urr de nes the which-way know ledge K W )
as a welghted average of the generalized predictabilities
P of the sorted subensem bles of quantons, for which a
certain resul of the m easurem ent is obtained Egs.(2.3)
and (24) ofReflll]) @A ctually, Durr introduces also an
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altemative m easure Iy y of the which-way inform ation,
n Eq. (6.6) ofRef. [I]. For the sake of sim plicity, In
this Comm ent, we will refer only to the st one, and
we address the interested reader to Ref. [B], where an
extensive discussion of the problm is given). T hen, the
mulibeam analogue, D, of Englert’s path distinguisha-
bility D isde ned asthem axinum valie ofK @W ), over
the set ofalldetector’s cbservabls Eq.(2.11) ofRefll]).
By using thisde nition, D urr is able to prove an nequal-
ity analogous to Englert’s Eq.[):
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T his generalization ofEq.[ll) to themultibeam case, is
an interesting relation, that can be tested, in principle, by
experim ents. H owever, there exists a di erence between
the two beam s and the multibeam case. In fact, di er—
ently from Egs.[l) and [, the mequality [3), cannot be
saturated in general, even if the beam s and the detector
are prepared In pure states (in Ref. [B], we actually prove
that in the mulibeam case the above inequality can be
saturated only ifthe visbility V is either equalto one or
to zero). T herefore, one m ay conceive the possbility of
designing tw o which-way detectorsD ; and D 5, such that
Vi > Vy,whilk, atthe sametine, D1 > D5.

Tt is the purpose of this Comm ent to show that this
possibility actually occurs, as willbe seen in next Sec—
tion, by an explicit exam ple. In the nal considerations
that close this Com m ent, we argue that such a behavior
rises doubts on the possibility of interpreting Eq.[3) asa
statem ent of wave-particle duality.

II. A THREEBEAM EXAMPLE.

In this Section the problem announced In the previous
Section is presented In an exam pl w ith three beam s of
quantons In a pure state. So, we consider a three beam
Interferom eter w ith equally populated beam s, described
by the pure state:
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If a detector, Initially prepared In som e pure initial state
Jo >, is placed along the tra gctories llowed by the
quantons, its interaction w ith the quantonsw ill give rise
to an entangled state g g ofthe fom :
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where j ; > are nom alized, but not necessarily orthog—
onal, detector’s states. Suppose, for sin plicity, that the
detector’s H ibert space Hp istwo-dim ensional. Tn order
to further specify the states j ; >, it is then convenient

to use the B loch param etrization, to represent rays of
Hp by unit threewectors, i = @*;n¥;n?), via them ap:
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where~ = (,; ; ) isany representation of the Pauli
matrices in Hp . W e shalldenote by 1t > < njthe ray
corresponding to the vectornt. W e require that the direc—
tions 4 ;A ;1p, associated w ith states j ; >, are copla—
nar, and such that iy and 1t both form an angle wih
fg. W e Imagihe that can be varied at will, by acting
on the detector. By properly choosing the orientation of
the coordinate axis, we can m ake the vector fi; coincide
w ith the z axis, and the vectorsft lie In the xz plane,
such that:
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Upon using the wellknown mula j< 335 > F =
1+ n; f)=2; into Durr's de nition for the generalized
fringe visbility V, Eq. (1.12) ofRef. [l], one gets the
follow ing expression forV, as a function of
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W e notice that the value of the visbility is equalto one,
for = 0, and gradually decreases when is ncreased,
until it reaches tsm nImum for = 2 =3. A fterwards,
it starts increasing and keeps on increasing until =
(see F igure) .

T he next step is to evaluate the generalized path dis—
tinguishability D as a function of . This requires that
w e determ ine the observable W ¢ In Hp thatm axim izes
the multbeam generalization of the which-way know -
edge K W ). W e brie y recall the de nition of K W )
proposed in Refllll]. Consider any detector’s observable
W ,and ket 1; L= +; ) the profctor onto the sub—
space of Hp , relative to the eigenvalnie w;. Forany W ,
we et m (sih ocos ;sin sih ;ocos ) the unique unit
threewector such that
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W e ktnow p;y the conditioned probability to nd a quan—
ton In beam i, provided that the m easurem ent ofW on
the which-way detector gave the outcom e w;. A coording

to Bayes’ om ula:
iiq

Pig o1 ' (7)

where gy is the probability of getting the outcome wy,
when the quanton occupies w ith certainty the beam i,
while ; are the populations of the beam s, and p; is the
Eotala—pn'oriprobabﬂjty for obtaining the resuttwi, p1 =

; i%q. Recallthat, In the above equation, we have to
st ; = 1=3, because we are considering three equally



populated beam s. A ccording to Refl[ll], the which-way
know ledggK W ) delivered by W , isthe weighted average

KW)= ,PiK 1 ofthe partialpredictabilitiesK ; forthe
sorted subensem bles of quantons:
4
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FIG .1: PotsofthequantitiesD (solid line),V (dotted lnne),

and D? + V? (dashed line), as functions of
threebeam interference experim ent.

, In an ideal

For all values of , the which-way inform ation is m axi-
mum if cos 1, ie. ifthe vectorm; lies in the sam e
plane as the vectors f1;. A s for the optim al value of ,
it dependson . For 0 < 2 =3, the best choice is
=2, and so for the optin al cbservable W o,r we
can take any operator such that:

1«
2

which delivers an am ount of which-way know ledge D
equalto:

for 0 <2 =3; 11)

1

D()=p—§s:in for 0 < 2=3 12)

For larger values of , the maximum inform ation is
reached for 0 and then the optim al operators are
those orwhich:

for

2 =3< ; @3)

w hich deliver an am ount D ( ) ofwhich-way Infom ation
equalto:

N

D ()= =sin? > or 2=3 < (14)
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N ow , using the wellknown form ula,
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it is easy to verify that:

o o > sin? (10)

A plot of the quantities V,D and D ? + V2 is shown n
the Figure. W e see that som ething unexpected happens:
while in the nterval 0 < =2,V decreases and D
Increases, as expected from the wave-particke dualiy, we
see that in the interval =2 ,V and D decrease
and increase sin ultaneously ! Ifwepick two values ; and

» In this region, we obtain two w hich-w ay detectors, that
precisely realize the situation described at the end ofthe
Introduction. It can also be seen from the Figure (the
dashed line) that the sum D2 + V2 is signi cantly less
than one, for m ost values of . W e have checked that
these problem s persist if, rather than D, one uses the
alemative m easure of which-way inform ation I , pro-
vided by Eq.(6.16) ofRef. 1], shce i tums out that the
optin alobservable for Iy coincides w ith that relative to
D , in the IntervalO < 2=3

In the literature on the Q uantum D etection problem , i

hasbeen argued that it is som etin es possible to achieve
a larger am ount of inform ation on an unknown quantum
state, by lncluding an auxiliary quantum system , called
ancilla, In the read-out apparatus ofa quantum detector
[6,9]. T hisquestion hasa negative answ er in the exam ple
above, but we do not touch upon this problem here, and
we refer the Interested reader to Ref.[H] for details.

ITI. DISCUSSION.

In conclusion, the nequalities discovered by D urr In
his analysis of multdbbeam interferom eters, are very in—
teresting, because they represent a set of testable rela—
tions betw een m easurable quantities, that follow directly
from the st principles of Quantum M echanics. How—
ever, there is an in portant di erence between the two—
beam relation, Eq.[l), and itsmultibeam generalization,
Eq.@). As we pointed out above, the twobeam rela—
tion becom es an equality whenever the beam s and the
detector are prepared in pure states, and this entails the
existence of a seesaw relation between D and V. We
think that this behavior expresses the Intuiive idea of
wave-particle duality, according to which "..the more
clearly we wish to observe the wave nature ..the m ore



Inform ation we must give up about... particle proper-
ties" [I]. Tn other words Eq.[ll) conveys the basic dea
of interferom etric duality, or which, In an ideal interfer-
ence experin ent (nam ely one nvolving pure states) in
Quantum M echanics, D and V exhibit a dualbehavior.
Any departure from this behavior, occurring for m ixed
states In the twobeam case, m ay be attributed to the
presence of extra sources of uncertainty, in addition to
the unavoidable one entailed by Q uantum M echanics.

Tn contrast, the inequality Eq.[d) is aln ost never sat-
urated, even for pure states [H]. So, whilke Eq.[3) sets an
upper bound for either quantity, when the other takes a

xed value, it is not strong enough to prevent the behav—
jor exhbited in the exam ple presented in the previous
Section. According to i, even in an ideal experim ent
w ith pure states, one can easily have caseswhen D and
V both increase or decrease at the same tine. In the
light of this, it seem s to us di cuk to regard Eq.(),
as a statem ent of Interferom etric duality, sim ilar to En-
glert’s inequality forthe twobeam case. It is our opinion
that the issue of giving a com plete Q uantum M echanical
form ulation of the interferom etric duality in m ultidbeam
experin ents deserves further analysis.

[l] S.Durr, Phys.Rev.A 64, 042113 (2001).

R]1 B G .Englert, Phys.Rev.Lett. 77, 2154 (1996).

BI]W K. Wootters and W H. Zuresk Phys Rev D 19, 473
(1979).

A1 D M . G reenberger and A . YaSin, Phys. Lett. A 128, 391
(1988).

B]1 G .Bin onte and R .M usto, "W hat is the concept of nter—
ferom etric duality in multibeam experim ents", D SF-27—

2002, quantph/0301017.

[6] C.W .Helstrom , Quantum D etection and E stm ation T he—
ory, (A cadem ic, New York, 1976).

[71 A .Peres, Found.Phys. 20, 1441 (1990); A . Peres, Quan-—
tum Theory: Conocepts and M ethods K luwer A cadem ic,
D ordrecht, 1993).


http://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0301017

