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In uence of the detector’s tem perature on the quantum Zeno e ect

Juluis Rusecka:u
Institute of T heoretical Physics and A stronom vy,
A . Gostauto 12, 2600 V ilnius, Lithuania
D ated: M arch 23, 2022)

In this paper we study the quantum Zeno e ect using the irreversible m odel of the m easurem ent.
T he detector is m odeled as a ham onic oscillator interacting w ith the environm ent. T he oscillator
is sub fcted to the force, proportional to the energy of the m easured system . W e use the Lindblad—
typem aster equation tom odelthe interaction w ith the environm ent. The in uence ofthe detector’s
tem perature on the quantum Zeno e ect is obtained. It is shown that the quantum Zeno e ect
becom es stronger (the jum p probability decreases) when the detector’s tem perature increases.

PACS numbers: 03.65Xp, 03.65.Ta, 03.65Y z

I. NTRODUCTION

The quantum Zeno e ect is a consequence of the in uence of the m easurem ents on the evolution of a quantum
system . In quantum m echanics the short-tin e behavior of the non-decay probability of unstable particle is not
exponentialbut quadratic [I]. T hisdeviation from the exponentialdecay hasbeen cbserved by W ikinson etal [4]. In
1977, M isra and Sudarshan [H] showed that this behavior when com bined w ith the quantum theory ofm easurem ent,
based on the assum ption of the collapse of the wave function, laded to a very surprising conclusion: frequent
observations slowed down the decay. An unstable particle would never decay when continuously observed. M isra
and Sudarshan have called this e ect the quantum Zeno paradox or e ect. Later it was realized that the repeated
m easuram ents could not only slow the quantum dynam ics, but the quantum processm ay be accelerated by frequent
m easuram ents aswell. Thise ect was called a quantum antiZeno e ect [4,19,16].

The quantum Zeno e ect hasbeen experin entally proved [1] in a repeatedly m easured tw o-Jevel system undergoing
R abi oscillations. T he interruption of R abi oscillations has been at the focus of nterest 4, 18,19, 110, 111,114,113, 114].
R ecently, the quantum Zeno e ect has been considered for tunneling from a potential well into the continuum [15],
aswell as for photoionization [L&]. The quantum antiZeno e ect has been obtained experim entally [17].

In the analysisofthe quantum Zeno e ect the nite duration ofthem easurem ent becom es im portant and, therefore,
the profction postulate is not su cient to solve this problem . ITn Ref. [l6] a sin ple m odel that allow s to take into
account the nite duration and nite accuracy of the m easurem ent has been developed. H owever, this m odel does
not take into acocount the irreversibility of the m easurem ent process.

T he basic ideas of a quantum m easurem ent process w ere theoretically expounded In Refs. [14,119,124,121,122,123,124]
on the assum ption ofenvironm entally induced decoherence or superselection. In this paperwe extend them odel, used
In Ref. €], ncluding the interaction of the detector w ith the environm ent. Then i becom es possbl to study the
In uence of other param eters of the detector on the evolution of the m easured system , too. In this paperwe analyze
the in uence of the detector’s tem perature on the m easured system .

To describe the decoherence and dissipation we use the the Lindblad-type m aster equation. Sem igroup theories
pioneered by Lindblad RI] dem onstrated that density-m atrix positiviy, translational invariance and approach to
them al equilbbriuim cannot be satis ed sin ultaneously. Under the assum ption of M arkovian dynam ics and initial
decoupling of system and bath, the sam igroup approach adds dissipative dynam ics to the quantum m aster equations
by m eans of the Lindblad dissipation operators.

R ecently the sem igroup form alisn has attracted m uch attention. Q uantum com puting is one ofthe elds in which
quantum dissipation ndsthem ost recent applications. In physicalchem istry sem igroup theories have been utilized to
m odeldynam ics ofultrafast predissociation in a condensed-phase or cluster environm ent 26], and electronic quenching
due to the coupling of the adsorbate negative ion In resonance to the m etal electrons In the desorption of neutral
m olecules on m etal surfaces 27]. In nuclear physics, the sam igroup form alisn is applied to m odel giant resonances In
the nuclear spectra above the neutron em ission threshold R2€].

W e proceed as Hllow s: In Sec.[dwe present them odelofthe m easurem ent. T hem ethod ofthe solution is presented
in Sec.[III. T he m easurem ent of the unperturbed system is considered in Sec.[Ml. In Sec.] we derived a om ula or
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the probability of the jum p Into another level during the m easurem ent of the frequently m easured perturbed system .
Sec.[Z1 sum m arizes our ndings.

II. MODEL OF THE M EASUREMENT

W e consider a systam that consists of two parts. The rst part of the system has the discrete energy spectrum .
The Ham iltonian of this partjsHAo. T he other part of the system is represented by Ham iltonian H',. Ham ittonian
K, comnmuteswith Hy. In a particular case the second part can be absent and K, can be zero. The operator\? (t)
causes the Jum ps between di erent energy levels of H . Therefre, the full H am iltonian of the system is of the form
HAS = I-f0+ I-fl+ \?(t). The exam ple of such a system is an atom wih the Ham iltonian I-fo Interacting w ith the
electrom agnetic eld, represented by I-fl,whﬂe the interaction between the atom and the eld is V ).

W e will m easure In which eigenstate of the H am ilttonian Hy the systam is. The m easurem ent is perform ed by
coupling the systam w ith the detector. The fiillH am ittonian of the system and the detector equals to

I'f:HS‘FHD‘FHI; (l)

w here HAD isthe H am ilttonian ofthe detector and }fl represents the Interaction betw een the detector and them easured
system , described by the H am iltonian I-fo . A s the detector we use a ham onic oscillator w ith the H am iltonian

N 1
HD =h BYB‘F 5 H (2)

where band & are the creation and anihillation operators, resoectively. W e choose the interaction operatorHAI in the
form

"

Hr= &lo; 3)
where §= B + b is the coordinate of the detector and the param eter descrbes the strength ofthe Interaction. T his
sy stem | detector Interaction is sin ilar to that considered by von Neum ann 29] and in Refs. [6,130,131,132,133,134].
In order to obtain a sensible m easurem ent, the param eter m ust be large.

T he m easurem ent begins at tim e m om ent ty . At the beginning of the Interaction w ith the detector, the detector’s
density m atrix is p (). T he detector initially is in the them alequilbriim w ith the tem perature T . T herefore,

h n h

1 ; 4
kBT e}ip kBT ()

b ()= " = exp

wheret = BB, The average exciation of the detector in them alequilbrium w ith the tem perature T is

1
1 : ©)

h
kBT

n()= exp

The full density m atrix of the system and detector is “ () = "5 (o) D (o) where %5 (ty) is the density m atrix of
the systeam .

T he detector is interacting w ith the environm ent. The m aster equation for the density m atrix of the system and
the detector in the Lindblad form is Ref. 23])

1 [ANNDN A .

w here

o

Lp P®I= (W "ONVYI+ V ;2evVY); )

and V arethe Lindblad dissipation operators. W e use the equation ofa dissipative phase dam ped oscillator discussed
In quantum optic [LE8]. T he Lindblad dissipation operators are chosen as follow s,

r r r

V= —a%s; V,= —a&Y; = Za: 8
1 > 2 > 3 > 8)



Then the equation [@) for the density m atrix becom es
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T he approach to the them alequilbriim is obtained when the param eters «» and 4 satisfy the condition [35]

h
kg T

"= pexp 10)

ITII. SOLUTION OF THE MASTER EQUATION

For the solution of the equation [@) we adopt the technique used in Ref. [36]. W e Introduce the quantum charac—
teristic fiinction [37]
(; )=TrEreYe  Bg: a1

T he quantum characteristic function of the detector at the them alequilbrium is

(7 )= exp( n()): 12)
W emultply the equation @) by exp( D) from the Jeft and by exp ( £¥) from the right and take the trace. W hen
the interaction between the m easured system and the detector is absent (ie., = 0), we obtain the equation
E ( 7 rt) = i E £
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W e w il search the solution of Eq. [[3J) in the orm

0 1
X .
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Jik

where C j; are the coe cients to be detem ined. Substiuting Eq. ([4) into Eq. [[3) we obtain the set of equations
for the coe clents C 5

% =10 KCu® S0 kFC 5 ()
+%( " )0+ KCy O+ v 51 k1t 15)
The solution of Eq. [[3) is
Cia) = C1a@e* +n@) 1 efr "¢y @e)
Cix ) = Cyp 0" TFEe 20 KT Z0e OGPRIE. Sg 1ax g 1 a7

From the solution we see that the function approaches the function at the equilbriim 1 asthetimetgrows. The
detector’s density m atrix 9 , correspondingly, tends to the % .



IVv. MEASUREMENT OF THE UNPERTURBED SYSTEM

At rst, we will consider the case when the perturbation is absent, ie., v &) = 0. Since the Ham iltonian of the
m easured system does not depend on twe w ill om it the param eter ty in this section. W e can choose the basis h i
comm on for the operators Pfo and HA1,

Hoh i= Exh i 18)
Hihi=Eim;, )h &; 19)

w here n num bers the eigenvalues of the H ap ittonian H'y and represents the rem aining quantum num bers.
W e introduce the density m atrix ", ;n = m 71 1iand the characteristic function

A~ ~

mm( i iD=TrEN e e Pg: 0)

From Eq. [@) we obtain the equation for the density m atrix "

d . .
Et/\rn mn = l!rnn/\rn n 1 (!m qu n /r\n ;nq!n)+ LD [Arn n ]; (21)
w here
E
o= o @2)
"on = 'm o @3)

Equation ZIl) m ay be solved sin ilarly as n Sec.[[l. W hen the detector is nitially at equilbrium then o, ( ; ;0) =
an 0)exp( n()). As i Sec.[I we take the characteristic fiinction of the form [[d) and obtain the equations
for the coe cients C 5

@fo = il @+ Cio+ Con))i 4)
@Zj;o = @ e)Cuoti (ln lmaCia)i @5)
@Zf:” = @+ e)Con i+ 'waCin)i 26)
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w ith the jrljtjalCDndjthHSCO;o (0) = O, cl;o (O) = 0, CO;l (O) = 0, C1;1 (0) =n(T).Here

1
e = E ( + # n): (28)
T he solutions ofEgs. [24) { B7) are
Cin® = n(@); (29)
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UsihgEgs. [[4) and B) we nd that the non-diagonalelem ents of the density m atrix ofthem easured system becom e
an all as the tim e t grow s. T his represents the decoherence induced by the m easurem ent. T he diagonal elem ents of
the density m atrix do not change.



V. MEASUREMENT OF THE PERTURBED SYSTEM

The operator\//\ (t) represents the perturbation ofthe unperturbed H am iltonian I-fo + I-fl . W ewill take Into acocount

the in uence ofthe operator\? by the perturbation m ethod, assum ing that the strength ofthe interaction between
the system and detector is large.

T he density m atrix at tin e t is related to the initial density m atrix by the equation () = S (t) * (0). T he superop—
erator S obeys the equation

G s, (33)
at

w here the Liouvillian superoperator L is de ned by the equation
LAz LA L O (34)
sh ’ D .

Here H and Lp are de ned by Egs. {l) and [0), respectively. We can write L = Ly + Ly, where Ly isa small
perturbation, de ned by the equation

1 .
Ly~ = EW;A]: (35)

W e expand the superoperator S into powers ofV
5=g50® L gy g@ 4

Then from Eq. E3) it ollows

55 = Los ©, (36)
¢ 1) 1 i1
s = LesUaLysth @7

T he ©m al solutions of Egs. [3d) and ) are

s = ghot (38)
and
Z t
s = as@¢ g)Lystt w): 39)
0
In the second-order approxin ation we have
Z t
s = sPo+ dusPc ©LysP @)
0
Z t Z t
0) 0) 0) .
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Let the initial density m atrix of the system and detector is
~0)= 3 ih J B 41)

where § is the density m atrix of the detector. The probability of the Jimp from the level 1 i to the level f 11
during the m easurem ent is

W @ ! £ ;89=Tff ibf 17 Og: 42)
T he unperturbed evolution does not change the energy of the m easured system , therefore, we can w rite as

sP®m im %5 31=d im %5 §7, c®%: 43)



Equation [3) de nes a new superoperator Srlo);n » acting only on the density m atrix of the detector. T he indices
)

m om0 denote the states of the m easured system . From Eq. [A3) i ©llow s that the superoperator

Sn(lo),m w ith equal indices does not change the trace of the density m atrix “p , sihce the trace of the fiill densiy
m atrix of the m easured system and the detector m ust rem ain unchanged during the evolution.

W e assum e that diagonal m atrix elem ents of the perturbation operator V are zeros. Inserting the expression
A= S )~ () nto Eq. ) and using equation [0) for the superoperator S (t), we obtain the jum p probability
1 Z Z ty
— dy dp Trff ihf 13
h® o 0

s 2VsP@ ©)BY@ OV
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From Egs. [A3) and M) i ollow s that the last two term s in Eq. [@4) contain the scalarproduct hf ;4 i. Since the
states f 1iand j iare orthogonal, the last two temm s in Eq. [£4) are zeros. T herefore, the jim p probability is
Z t Z T

1
- dty dt, Trff 1ihf 1 J
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From Eq. £3), using expression for the initial density m atrix of the system and the detector [Il) and equation [A3),
we have

1 n
W LE s S f dn aeTr s, € ®

1
o

iGf 4 (tl §)+ Sf 1 (tl E) Si i (tZ)AD : (46)
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T he superoperator S ¢ L (t %) preservesthe trace ofthe detector’s density m atrix, therefore, the jum p probability

equals to
2 2y n
. 1 ' ©)
WE ! f )= SV F du deTr S;, @ b)
h 0 0 o ’
+50 0 8 SO &b s @7
De ning a new characteristic function sin ilarly as in Eq. {20)
i (5 s =TrePe 50 w15 @vg 48)
the jum p probability [£7) can be expressed as
1 Z t Z t1
W @ ! f£fa9= Fj/i £ .7 an d (i , Ci0iti)+ ¢, O;0itit)): 49)
0 0

The detector initially (@t t= 0) is in the them al equilbrium with the temperature T, % = ~r Eqg. @)). The
initial characteristic fanction is 1, , ( ; ;0;0) = exp ( n (T )). Using the resuls of the Sec.[Ml Egs. [[4) and
23 { 32 ), we obtain the characteristic filnction of the density m atrix at tine t,

5 Ba (0) N
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e 1
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Taking the function ;; , ( ; ;&;%) from Eq. [E0) as the initial characteristic fiinction and proceding further as

in Sec.[], we have the value of the characteristic fiinction, de ned by Eq. {8) w ith the parameters = = 0
i . 0;0;858) = exp iy @ 8)
+ Z!EM 4 B+ ; et eff) (1 t2) 1
e i e i
. | .
Z!ﬁﬂ ol 5+ ; e 1+ esf) (1 t2) 1
e + 1 e i
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(e +1)7
Here
1 ,
Yie 1:!j_‘E+E(E1(1; ) E1(f; 1)): (52)
A . A pproxim ations
W hen the dissipation is fast, ie., the dissipation tin e ism uch lessthan the period ofthe oscillator, we have e
T hen

16 ,0;0;08) = exp( iy @ ) |
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e
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T he probability of the jimp from the level §i i to the level f ;i during the m easurem ent according to Eq. [£9) is
Z
. 2t t SR S u
WE ! fj)= i FRe du 1 — &'fan
h 0 t ,
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e e
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W e introduce the fuinction

i .
©c.n = Vi Jep “E1E 1) EGE (54)
and the Fourier transform ation of (0) ¢ | ;1
121
G (Mg ;i = > dt ¢ ;i exp( ilD): (55)
1
Then we can rewrite Eq. [E3) in the form
Z
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1
w here
Z
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T he equation [(8) is of the form , obtained by K ofin an and K urizki [H], assum ing the ideal instantaneous pro fctions.
The function P (! )i is the m easurem ent-m odi ed shape of the spectral line Refs. [5,1€,138]). Here we have shown
that Eq. [B8) can be derived from m ore realistic m odel as well. The assum ption that dissipation is fast, e Is
crucial. W ithout this assum ption the jim p probability cannot have the orm ofEq. [B8), sihce then £ 5 0;0;45%)
depends not only on the di erence t; % butalsoon t,.

W hen isbig then to the integralin Eq. [B3) contrbute only am all values of u and we can expand the exponent
exp(  U) Into Taylor series keegping the rst three temm sonly. W e obtain the jum p rate
Z

2,2 2

2 1
RGE ! f ;) Ff}/-l,.f fRe duexp il'f s u S@+enm) *liu

0
or

o T
2% 6 . F

1 |
RES P 7505 Zar ) 8

T he obtained decay rate jnversFa,]y proportional to the m easurem ent strength . The m easurem ent strength appears
In the equationsmuliplied by 1+ 2n (T), therefore, the e ect of the m easurem ent Increases as the tem perature of
the detector grow s.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

W e analyze the quantum Zeno e ect using the irreversble m odel of the m easurem ent. T he detector is m odeled
as a ham onic oscillator, initially being at the them al equilbrium . T he interaction of the detector w ith the system
ismodeled sim ilarly as in Ref. [@]. The Lindblad-type m aster equation for the detectors density m atrix is solved
analytically. An equation for the probability ofthe jim p between m easured system ’s states during the m easurem ent,
sin ilar to that of Refs. [§,14,134], is obtained [B4). From the used m odel it ollow s that the increase of the detector’s
tem perature leads to the enhancem ent of the quantum Zeno or quantum antiZeno e ects.
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