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The dynamics of aparticle interacting with random classical field in atwo-well potential is studied by the func-
tional integration method. The probability of particle localization in either of the wellsis studied in detail. Cer-
tain field-averaged correlation functions for quantum-mechanical probabilities and the distribution function for
the probabilities of final states (which can be considered as random variablesin the presence of arandom field)
are calculated. The calculated correlators are used to discuss the dependence of thefinal state on theinitial state.
One of the main results of thiswork isthat, although the off-diagonal elements of density matrix disappear with
time, a particle in the system is localized incompletely (wave-packet reduction does not occur), and the distri-
bution function for the probability of finding particle in one of the wellsis a constant at infinite time.

PACS numbers: 03.65.Ta; 42.50.Lc

The standard interpretation of quantum mechanics
includes the concept of the wave-packet reduction
(WPR) in the act of measurement [1]. The question of
the WPR mechanism either remains beyond the theory
or is postulated. In [2], it was suggested that the reser-
voir be regarded as a WPR source. In this work, we
used atwo-level system as an exampleto study in detail
the influence of the reservoir degrees of freedom
(which were modeled by a random classical field) on
the localization process.

The decoherence concept, which was developed
over the past 20 years, leaves the WPR problem open
[3]. The researchers are typically interested in the evo-
[ution of the density matrix of a quantum system inter-
acting with the surrounding medium. With such an
approach, much information on the dynamics of the
system islost after averaging over the medium degrees
of freedom, rendering the WPR problem unresolved. In
[2], it was suggested that the WPR be considered in
terms of quantities other than the density matrix.

Inthiswork, we used the simple two-level system as
an example to demonstrate the method for and the
results of calculating the quantities of this sort.

Let us consider a particle interacting with a random
classical field in a double-well potential. The problem
of interest is as follows: the particle is held in the left
well until t = 0, whereupon it isleft go. In what follows,
we are interested in the quantities averaged over the
medium degrees of freedom. Since, after averaging, the
probability of finding particle in the left well does not
carry full information about the dynamics [2], we will
be interested not only in the medium-averaged proba-
bility P, _ | (t)0of finding particle in the left well (the

first and second indices denote the initia and fina
states, respectively), but also in the correlators of the
form

P (P . (DL )

where the parentheses stand for the averaging over the
degrees of freedom of the reservoir. The necessity for
calculating the correlators of thistype follows from the
fact that the probabilities given by the density matrix
are the result of both quantum-mechanical averaging
and averaging over the medium degrees of freedom.
For instance, P, | (t = c0)can become equal to 1/2 by
various ways. A situation is possible, for which,
depending on the reservoir state, either P, _ | (t = o) =
lor P _ . (t=0)=0 whileP(P,__ (1) = L2is
obtained only after averaging. In this case, the WPR
occurs in the model considered, and zero value of corr-
elator (1) is an unambiguous evidence of this fact. In
themore general case, thereisacertain probability den-
sity P, _ | (t) of the reservoir states for which the parti-
cle occurs in the right well with the probability
P _ (0. If dl correlators of the form [P, _ | (t)"Dare
known, one can determine the quantity P(P, _ ((t)).

Let us formulate the model in more detail. Assume
that the wells are symmetric, so that the ground level is
degenerate in the absence of tunneling. Under certain
conditions [4], the Hilbert space of particle states can
be thought of as being two- dimensional.

The statesfor which the particle coordinate takesthe
definite values +qy/2 are chosen as the basis set. In the
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presence of tunneling, the Hamiltonian of a particle not
interacting with the field has the form

1
Hoz—é

hAOo,.

Here, 0, is the Pauli matrix, and the basis is chosen so
that the eigenvalue +1(-1) of the matrix o, corresponds
tothe particlelocalized intheright(left) well. Theinter-
action of the field with particleis taken into account by
adding to the Hamiltonian the term g¢ (t) linear in field.
In this model, the random field is determined by the
external medium. We assume that the probability distri-
bution for the field ¢(t) is Gaussian and the field corre-
lator has the white- noise form

(L) d(t)0 = 3 (t, —t,) BT )

In this case, the averaging is carried out over the
degrees of freedom of the surrounding medium, which
induces the uncontrolled field deviations from zero.
The Hamiltonian of the particleis

qo¢(t)

H(t) = —éhAc + 202 @)

This model is equivalent to the spin 1/2 in a magnetic
field, whose x component is fixed, while the component
along the z axisis random.

Making use of the influence functional [5], one can
write the probability 0P, _ | (t)as a double functional
path integral

([P ()O= IIDQ1(T 1)Dqy(12)Alqy(T1)])
x AL{g,(12)] F[ay(T1), ax(12)],

where the integral is taken over al paths for which
0:(0) = x(0) = qu(t) = ax(t) = —qo/2, and A[q(T)] is the
amplitude for the path q(t) in the absence of random
field; F[g,(11), g,(t2)] istheinfluence functional that is
equal, for the random Gaussian potential with correla-
tor (2), to [5]

(4)

F[0:(11), 5(12)]

expL [0 (D) - qz(r>)d%>
ohl 0 )
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At any instant of time, the pair of paths[q;, g,] isin
one of the four states [—, -], [, +], [+, -], and [+, +]
states, which will be denoted as A, B, C, and D. Intro-

duce the notation &(t) = qgl (qu(t) — au(1)). Then the
influence functional isrecast as

Flou(11), gu(12)] = expEr Jz(t)zdu%, ®)
| [

M= gold 28, @

Following the formalism described in [4], we
expand 0P, _  (t)Tin powers of iA/2. This multiplier
(except for a sign) appears at every jump between the
wells. We will describe each state [[g;, Op]at every
instant of time as a four-dimensional vector E;, where
i ={1, 2, 3, 4} corresponds to the {A, B, C, D} states.
The matrix of possible jumps has the form (the sign
corresponds to the sign of transition amplitude)

©)

Let us introduce the matrix allowing for the path
weights due to the influence functional,

10 00
oe’t 00

uw = |V€ .l 9
00¢€e''o
00 01

Then [P, _ (t)(can be written as

[P (0= E;
w t ‘2 (10)
dt, fdt,_,... [dt,Ut—t,)S.. SU(tl)}XEl
| fgee

where S = iA2A; 1, ..., t, are the hopping times; and
the vector E; = {1, 0, 0, O} "corresponds to the state A.
Applying the Laplace transform to [P, _ | (t)[]

00

NEE J'EPL (™Mt
0

and changing the integration variables in Eg. (10), one
obtains

[P (WO = Ej x [z [UMs] "}U(A) B

= E; x[U™(\) -S| xEy,



where U(A) isthe Laplace transform of U(t):

A0

-1
0 0 @(+N)*o
0 0 0 A7

Therefore, the calculation of [P, _ | (t)Tamounts to the
evaluation of the matrix element of the inverse of a
4 x 4 matrix following by taking the inverse Laplace
transform. Theresult is

1 2\*+2AT +A°
(P MU = =
L D= 5y M +TA+A2
Tofind (P,  (t = «)[Jit suffices to know only the res-
idueof P, _  (A\)C&t A =0, whichisequal totheinverse
Laplace transform at t = c. The quantity [P, _ ,(t)(kan
be exactly calculated to give

exp U1 + (7= a0 + 7 -an?)
' A an

exp E—%t(l’ + M)g(—r + - an?)
+ 4m .

Onecanseethat P, _ | (t=o0) 1/2for thenonzeroT;
a I = 24, the damping oscillations give way to relax-
ation.

NI

(13)

In the limit ' > A, two relaxation times appear in
the system. One of them, 1, = 'Y, is considerably
shorter than the other, T, = /A2,

The off-diagonal elements @ (t)* Wx(t)Oof density
matrix can be calculated in asimilar way. The result

_ O O
|Aexp[1—%t(r + T2 —4n")]
O 0

2% —4n?

_ O O

|Aexp%%t(—r + . Jriandg

0

2% —an?

P (1) D RO =
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also hastwo characteristic times, with [ (c0)* Wg(c0)
0. Inthelimit I > A, the maximum magnitude A/2l" is
reached in atime on the order of 1,.1

To calculate the quantity [P, ()P, _ ((t)LJonecan
also use the formalism developed above. In this case,
the path integral is taken over four trajectories, and the
system state is described at every instant by a 16-
dimensional vector. After introducing for each pair of

trajectoriestheir own variables &,(t) = qgl (qu() —ax(t)

and &,(t) = qgl (as(t) — qu(1)), the four-point influence
functional can be written, similar to Eq. (6), as

F[04(t1), 6x(12), G5(T3), 4s(T4)]

t

, 15
= exp%rj(al(maz(r)) du. (15)
0 4 0

Introducing, by analogy with Egs. (8) and (12), the 16-
dimensional matrices S2(t) and U2(t) (we do not give
here their explicit form), one arrives at the formula
analogousto Eq. (11):

[P (OP, . ()0 = E] x[U2'(A)~S2] " x E4(16)
where the vector E; correspondsto the state [—, —, —, -]
of the paths [0, G, O3, Qu)-

Calculation gives
[Py ()0 = i"‘%
3N 2(A%+TA +A?)
A+ (T +AN) (4T +))
B(4A% (3T +A) + A(T +A) (4T +1))

17
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For the infinite time, one has [P, _ | (t = «)?[= /3. In
thelimit I > A, this correlator also has two character-
istic times, which are determined by thereal partsof the

poles of EPE _ (OO, To the first nonvanishing terms,
the relaxation timesin Eq. (17) are equal to 14, T4, T,/4,
T,, and T,/3.

1 Note that, since the particle in our problem (or “spin” in the
equivalent problem) interacts with the classical field, it is for-
mally described by a pure density matrix. Thisis natural, because
the particle cannot act on the classical field, so that the entangled
quantum states do not appear. Nevertheless, from the practical
viewpoint, the distinction between the presence of a“real” reser-
voir and the random classical field is insignificant, because, to
prove that the particleisin a pure state, one must conduct a set of
measurements. For example, to obtain the definite result in asin-
gle measurement, one must know exact data on the magnitude of
fluctuating classical field ¢(t), whose monitoring at the exact
“spin” location is highly conjectural. Moreover, the temporal
dynamics of the probabilities P, _ | (t)Oare identical in both
cases.
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Similar calculations give for the remaining second-
order correlators

[P R(t= °°)ZD = %,
(18)

1
(P ((t=0)P _gt=00)0= 6

Thus, adthough the off-diagonal elements of density
matrix vanish withtime, [P, _ (t = ©)P_ _ g(t = c0)J#
0, so that the particle localization (wave-packet reduc-
tion) in the system does not occur.

It is straightforward to generalize the above compu-
tational procedure to the case of 0P, _ | (t)"[] although

the sizes of corresponding matrices rapidly increase.
Numerical computations show that

PLlt=w)0= 7, P (t=w)D=2 (19)

Thus, we assume (although we have not succeeded
in obtaining the general proof) in our model that the
probability density P(P, _ | («)) of the reservoir states
for which the particle occurs in the left well with the
probability P, _ | (e)in an infinite time is unity on the
interval (0, 1). Indeed, in this case

1

n _ n _ 1
L= [(PL )PP AP ) = . (20
0

which isfully consistent with our previous results. The
correlators of theform [P _  P"_ {Jareequal to

1
n m _ n m _ n'm'
PLPLL A= [PL-P)"dP = o moiasr (1)
0

Using the symmetry of matrices in Eg. (11), one can
establish the following symmetry about the permuta-
tion of theinitia and final states:

(PL_ Pl dJ= [P Pg..0 (22)

Let us now consider how the final state depends on
theinitia stateif the latter has the form

ISO= a|¥, Or b|Wed la?+|b® = 1. (23)
Using Egs. (21) and (23), one obtains
Ps-H (24)

= Halw, _ | + bWy Ll)n(ampL L+ bW N'D

= (la®+b®"/(n+1) = 1/(n+1).

Therefore, in the model considered, the distribution
function for the probabilities in the final state is inde-
pendent of the initial state after avery long time.

Nevertheless, the final state depends on the initial
statein every particular case. The sensitivity to theini-
tial state can be determined by calculating the follow-
ing correlator:

lab' —a'b|?

HPSHL—PSﬂL)ZD: 3

(25

where [S'[E a'|W [+ b'|Wg

Consider, as an example, the case for whicha=b =
1/./2 for one initial (ground) state |Sdand & = b' =
1/./2 for the other (excited) state |S'T] Then

{Ps_,—Ps_ )0 = 1/3. Note that the value 1/./3

obtained for the mean difference in the final probabili-
tiesislarger than the average probability 1/2.

We are now in position to discuss the sensitivity of
thefinal state to the variations in external field. We for-
mulate the problem in terms of a spin in an externa
magnetic field. Consider the correlator of the form
[P {H(t)} — P {H(t) + dH,(t)})?0J In the general form,
the problem is complicated by the fact that the Hamil-
tonian H(t)o does not commute with itself at different
instants of time. However, we can consider a particular
case of the field dH,(t) acting during a short time inter-
val (such that the spin rotation about the x axis can be
ignored because of the smallness of H,o, at the very
beginning of state evolution. In this case, the problem
reduces to the previous problem if the state |SO=
a'|¥. [+ b'|WgOs defined as

ISO= exp[ii—ij'dtéHz(t)oz}[aIWLm blW.]. (26)

The new state (a, b') is determined by the relative
phase incursion 20® = (2/ﬁ)f§Hz(t)dt for aand b. If

the field pulse is applied at nonzero time, we can refor-
mulate the problem starting with a certain fixed state
(ap, bp) @ timet,. In this case, one obtains after averag-

ing
[P{H®} —P{H(t) +3H,t} )0-.,

. 2
= [Pt Pe(t) 2 0P)

(27)

We notein conclusion that, in our opinion, the local-
ization in a double-well potential will occur at long
times, if a quantum reservoir is added to the classical
reservoir. Qualitatively, this process can beimagined as
follows: at every instant of time, the energy levelsinthe
wells are different due to the classical field, the differ-
ence being sufficiently large for the instantaneous
eigenstates of the Hamiltonian to be localized in either
of the wells, while the transition to the lowest (local-
ized) state occurs due to the photon emission.
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