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Abstract

W e construct a m odelfor the detection ofone atom m aser in the context ofcavity Q uantum

Electrodynam ics (Q ED) used to study coherence properties ofsuperpositionsofelectrom agnetic

m odes.Analyticexpressionsfortheatom icionization areobtained,consideringtheim perfectionsof

them easurem entprocessdueto theprobabilisticnatureoftheinteractionsbetween theionization

�eld and the atom s. Lim ited e�ciency and false counting rates are considered in a dynam ical

context,and consequentresultson theinform ation aboutthestateofthecavity m odesareobtained.
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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

The quantum interaction between two levelRydberg atom s and one m icrowave m ode

insidea high quality factor(Q )cavity hasbeen crucialforourunderstanding ofdissipation

and decoherence in quantum m echanics[1,2]. Usually in cavity quantum electrodynam ics

(QED)experim ents,Rydberg atom scrossan experim entalarray constituted oftwoRam sey

zones and a high Q cavity. Thereafter their � nalstate isdetected in two stages. Firstly,

they cross an electrom agnetic � eld which is built to ionize the highest state ofthe atom .

Thesecond detection zoneisdesigned to detecttheloweratom iclevel.

M ostofthework availablein literatureaboutthedetection processisbased on statistical

assum ptions. The pum ped atom sare statistically independent,so thattheirarrivaltim es

are subjectto a Poissonian orotherstatistics[3{5].The basic idea isthatatom sarrive at

random and they are recorded atequally random tim es,so the only reproducible data are

statistical.In thiscontextoneislead to studying thestatisticofdetectorclicks.Thereare

num ericalstudies[6,7]and also analyticalresultsby Rem pe and W alther[8]and also by

Pauland Richter[9].

In thepresentcontribution wepropose(to ourknowledgeforthe� rsttim e)a dynam ical

m odelfor the detection process. W e assum e that the atom undergoes the in
 uence ofa

classicalelectrical� eld when ittraversesthedetection zones.Thenete� ectofthis� eld isto

coupleone(in thecaseofintrinsically ine� cientdetectors)ortwo (in thecaseofdetectors

thatregisterfalsecountings)discreteatom iclevelstothecontinuum .Iftheatom isionized,

a transition to thecontinuum hasocurred and a classicalsignal{ a \click" { isgenerated in

thecorrespondentdetector.However,iftheatom rem ainsin oneofthetwo discrete levels,

no click isregistered by thedetector.

Sincetheatom worksasaprobetothe� eld stored in ahigh-Q cavity,theclick orno-click

registered by thedetectorsrepresentsagain ofinform ation aboutthestateofthecom pound

system form ed by theatom and by thehigh-Q cavity � eld.Hence,theprocessofdetection

can be divided in two parts. First,the state ofthe com pound system atom {high-Q cavity

� eld undergoesan unitary evolution during thepassageoftheatom through each detection

zone. Next,the resultantstate isprojected into a propersubspace de� ned asfollows: ifa

click isregistered,thissubspaceisform ed by thesetofthestatesthatform thecontinuum ;

otherwise,thissubspace correspondsto thestatesassociated to thetwo discrete levels.
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Thispaperisorganized in thefollowingway.In Sec.II,wetreatam odelforintrinsically

ine� cient detectors. The analyticalform ofour results are exactly the sam e as those in

reference [10],whose derivation isbased on statisticaland physically plausible argum ents.

In Sec. III,we study the possibility ofthe detectorsperform false countings. In thiscase,

wefound thattheprobability ofa click dependson the\non-diagonal"term softhestateof

the system atom {high-Q cavity � eld.W e calculate the� delity ofthe� eld statesin high-Q

cavity after the m easurem ent process considering the two kinds ofim perfections,lim ited

e� ciency and falsedetections.Sec.IV containsa sum m ary oftheresultsand conclusions.

II. M O D EL FO R IN EFFIC IEN T D ET EC T O R

Theionization processofan atom dueto itsinteraction with an electrom agnetic � eld is

considered in a quantum context.Thereforea � niteprobability ofnon-excitation willexist.

Thatiswhatwecallan intrinsic(i.e.,quantum m echanical)ine� ciency.

TheHam iltonian which describestheinteraction between two levelatom sand ionization

� eld on the � rst detection zone,and takes into account only the intrinsic ine� ciency of

the process is given by (the ham iltonian forthe second detection zone can been obtained

replacing theindex e by g):

H 1e = �ejeihej+ �gjgihgj+

Z

dk�kjkihkj+ ve

Z

dk(jeihkj+ jkihej): (1)

The � rstand second term sin the Ham iltonian stand forthe two discrete atom ic levelsjei

and jgi,excited and ground state respectively,with energies �e and �g. The third term

represents its continuum spectrum . The last term accounts for the coupling between the

highestdiscrete leveland the continuum . The strength ofthisinteraction isgiven by the

param eter ve,assum ed state independent for sim plicity. This term is responsible for the

ionization ofthe atom . Since we are dealing with a quantum m echanicalprocess,which is

intrinsically probabilistic,we willalso have to considerthe possibility ofnon-ionization of

theatom .

Following Cohen [11],theevolution ofthediscrete statejeiaccording to (1)isgiven by:

j (t)i= e�iH 1et=~jei=

Z

d�h 
e
�jeie

�i� e
�t=~j �i; (2)

wherefj e
�ig and f�

e
�g correspond to thesetofeigenvectorsand eigenvaluesofH 1e respec-
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tively.Thecoe� cientsh e
�jeiand h 

e
�jkim ay bewritten as

h 
e
�jei=

1
�

1+
R
dk

0

�
v

�e��� k
0

�2
�1=2 ; (3a)

h 
e
�jki=

v=(�e� � �k)
�

1+
R
dk

0

�
v

�e��� k
0

�2
�1=2 : (3b)

Accordingly,theionization probability can beobtained asfollows

pe =

Z

dkjhkj (t)ij2

=

Z

dk

�
�
�
�

Z

d�h e
�jeihkj 

e
�ie

�i� e
�t=~

�
�
�
�

2

: (4)

This probability de� nes the detector’s e� ciency. Therefore the non-detection probability

isgiven by 1� pe =
�
�
R
d�e�i�

e
�t=~jh e

�jeij
2
�
�2. Aftersom e sim pli� cations(see [11])the non-

detection probability can bewritten as

1� pe = e��jtj ; (5)

where� isthetransition ratefrom discreteto thecontinuum level,calculated from Ferm i’s

golden rule.� isgiven by

� =
2��(E )

~

; (6)

where �(E ) is the leveldensity per unity energy. In the lim it where the atom ionization

tim ecan beconsidered to bein� nite(in som eexperim entalcontext)wewillhavea perfect

detector.

Followingthesam eprocedureforH 1g we� ndpg =
R
dk

�
�
R
d�h g

�jgihkj 
g
�ie

�i�
g
�t=~

�
�2,where

fj g
�ig and f�

g
�g correspond to thesetofeigenvectorsand eigenvaluesofH 1g respectively.

A . A n exem ple: cavity Q ED

Asan exem ple ofapplicability ofthe m odel,letusstudy the interactionsbetween two

levelatom sand theirdetection through ionization � eldsin cavity QED experim ents. The

stateofthesystem atom {high-Q cavity � eld can bewritten as

�A C (0)= �eejeihej+ �egjeihgj+ �gejgihej+ �ggjgihgj: (7)
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FIG .1:In
uenceofthee�ciency ofthedetectorD e (pe)on the\norm alized" probability ofclick

in thedetectorD g (pclickD g
=pg),fordi�erentvaluesofTrC (�gg).Thee�ciency ofthedetectorD g

(pg)justlim itsthem axim um valuereached by pclickD g
and doesnotm odify itsqualitativebehavior

asfunction ofpe.

Thisstate representsthe m ostgeneralstate (in the system atom -cavity � eld)im m ediately

before the interaction between the atom and the detectors. The sym bols �ee,�eg,�ge and

�gg areoperatorsin thecavity � eld subsystem .

Theinteraction between theatom and the� rstdetection zone(De)can beseparated in

two steps.Firstly,a quantum unitary evolution governed by theHam iltonian H 1e given by

Eq.(1)during thetim eintervalt1.The atom -cavity � eld state,afterthisprocess,isgiven

by

�A C (t1)= e�iH 1et1=~�A C (0)e
iH 1et1=~ : (8)

Now,in the second step,atthe tim e t1,a classicalsignalisgenerated. Ifthe detector

clicks, we willknow that the atom was ionized, so �A C (t1) m ust be projected into the

subspace fjkig. Although,ifD e does not click we know that the atom ic state m ust be

projected into subspace spanned by thediscrete levelsfjei;jgig.The m axim um value that

t1 can assum e ist
0
1 which isthe tim e taken by the atom to crossD e com pletely. So,up to

t0
1
,wewillcertainly acquireinform ation aboutthesystem .Thisrevealed inform ation plays

an essencialroleinto �A C ’sevolution.So weareawarethatbeforetheinteraction with D g,

thestate�A C (t1)m ustbeprojected into properly subspace.
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W ecan calculatetheprobability ofa click in D e

pclickD e
=

Z

dkTr(jkihkj�A C (t1))=

Z

dkTr
�
jkihkj�eee

�iH 1et1=~jeihejeiH 1et1=~
�
: (9)

Then,using Eq.(4),wem ay write

pclickD e
= peTrC (�ee); (10)

whereTrC isthepartialtraceon thecavity-� eld subspace.Thisproductcan beinterpreted

as the e� ciency ofD e (pe) tim es the probability ofclick on a perfect detector after the

interaction with thestate�A C (0)(TrC (�ee)).

Thenon-click probability is:

pnon�clickD e
= Tr[(jeihej+ jgihgj)�A C (t1)]= TrC (�ee)+ TrC (�gg)� peTrC (�ee): (11)

From thenorm alization of�A C (0),TrC (�ee)+ TrC (�gg)= 1,wecan write

pnon�clickD e
= 1� peTrC (�ee): (12)

Afterthenon-click stagethesystem isin thestate:

�non�click (t1) =
(jeihej+ jgihgj)�A C (t1)(jeihej+ jgihgj)

N
(13)

=
�ggjgihgj+ �ee(1� pe)jeihej+ (�ege

i�gt1=~
R
d�e�i� � t1=~jh �jeij

2jeihgj+ h:c:)

N
;

where N = 1 � peTrc�ee. Note that ifthe e� ciency is equalto unity (pe = 1),the re-

duced state operatoron atom ic subspace can be written as�ggjgihgj. This result wasex-

pected,as we know,for perfect detectors a non-click in D e would lead to the projection

jgihgj�A C(0)jgihgj.

W hen the atom is not ionized on D e,itcontinues the journey and passes through the

second detection zone (D g).Letussetthe interaction tim e between atom and the electro-

m agnetic� eld insideDg by t2.Thetem poralevolution thatm odelsthisinteraction isagain

unitary:

�A C (t2)=
1

N
e�iH 1g(t2�t1)~�non�click (t1)e

iH 1g(t2�t1)~ : (14)

So,theprobability ofclick in D g is

pclickD g
=

pgTrC (�gg)

1� peTrC (�ee)
; (15)
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Note thatthisprobability depends on the e� ciency ofthe � rstdetector (pe). Now letus

exam inesom elim its.Forpe = 0,thisisequivalentto thesituation wherethe� rstdetector

isabsent,so theatom interactsjustwith thesecond ionization zoneD g and theprobability

ofclick ispgTrC (�gg),asexpected.Ifpe = 1,the� rstdetectorisperfect,thereforeweknow

thatwhen an atom crossesD e withoutbeen detected,the system goesto the state jgi,as

discussed before,and the probability ofclick isthe e� ciency ofD g (pg). Ifboth detectors

are perfect(pe = pg = 1),pclickD g
= 1 because the second detectorwillnotm issany atom

prepared in jgi.

A m orecom pleteanalysisofpclickD g
fordi� erent�A C (0)isshown in Fig.1.Thebehavior

ofthecurvesassociatetoTrC (�gg)= 0:5andTrC (�gg)= 0:01re
 ectsthefactthatanon-click

on a very e� cientD e (pe � 1)raisestheprobability pclickD g
,even iftheatom ispractically

prepared in thestatejeihej(TrC (�gg)= 0:01).On theotherhand,iftheatom ispractically

prepared in thestatejgihgj(TrC (�gg)= 0:99),pe doesnota� ectpclickD g
.

Theprobability ofnon-click in D g is

1� pclickD g
=
1� peTrC �ee � pgTrC �gg

1� peTrC �ee
(16)

W hen the atom crosses both detectors without being detected,it reduces the � eld state

insidethecavity to

�
0
C =

TrA [(jeihej+ jgihgj)�A C (t2 � t1)(jeihej+ jgihgj)]

Tr[(jeihej+ jgihgj)�A C (t2 � t1)(jeihej+ jgihgj)]
: (17)

Here,TrA standsforthetracein theatom icvariables.Now,using thede� nition (4)wem ay

write:

�
0
C =

(1� pe)�ee + (1� pg)�gg

1� peTrC (�ee)� pgTrC (�gg)
: (18)

The form ofthis result is in com plete agreem ent with the one in [10],where the authors

used statisticsargum entsto derivetheexpression (18).

III. M O D EL FO R FA LSE D ET EC T IO N S

In addition tothepreviousintrinsicallyine� cientdetectorweextend them odeltoinclude

falsedetections.Theham iltonian forthe� rstdetection zoneDe isgiven by(theham iltonian
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forthesecond detection zonecan been obtained replacing theindex e by g):

H 2e = �ejeihej+ �gjgihgj+

Z

dk�kjkihkj (19)

+ we

Z

dk(jeihkj+ jkihej)+ wg

Z

dk(jgihkj+ jkihgj);

wherewe and wg arerealcouplingconstants.Thesecond interaction term (thelastonein the

equation above)representsthecoupling between jgiand thecontinuum ,so itisresponsible

for wrong detections. On the other hand,the previous one is responsible for the correct

ones.

Forsim plicity wearegoing to de� nethecom plex coe� cient

q
e
a;b =

Z

d�e�i�
e
�t=~h�

e
�jaihbj�

e
�i; (20)

wherefj�e�ig and f�
e
�g arethesetofeigenvectorsand eigenvaluesofH 2e respectively.a and

bareindexesthatm ay representcontinuum and discreteeigenvectors.Theexplicitform of

thecoe� cientsinsidetheintegraland relativediscussionsarein theappendix.Thenotation

isasfollows: the upperindex indicateswhich detection zone the atom ispassing through.

The two lowerindexes,a and b,representitsinitialincom ing state and its� nalstate after

traversing the detector,respectively. One can notice that
R
dkjqee;kj

2 is the probability of

an atom prepared in jeito beionized insideD e,thiscan beunderstood asthee� ciency of

D e.
R
dkjqeg;kj

2 istheprobability ofan atom prepared in jgito beionized insideD e,i.e.,the

probability ofa wrong detection.

W e can see,from (19),thatthe unitary evolution ofthissystem allows foran indirect

coupling between the two discrete levels. So we can take into account jqee;gj
2 which isthe

probability ofa transition between the two discrete levels. jqee;ej
2 (jqeg;gj

2)isthe probability

ofan atom prepared in jei(jgi)to interactwith theelectrom agnetic� eld insideDe and do

notchange level.W ecan also noticethat
R
dkjq

g

e;k
j2 (

R
dkjq

g

g;k
j2)istheprobability thatan

atom prepared in jei(jgi)to beionized insideD g.

A . A n exam ple: cavity Q ED

As we did for the intrinsically ine� cient detectors,the interaction between atom s and

false counting detectorscan be separated in two processes: � rstly,an unitary evolution of

theinitialstateoperator,generated by H 2e (H 2g)whereH 2e (H 2g)have theform shown in
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Eq. (19),and then a projection in a subspace,which represents the classicalinform ation,

click ornon-click,on thedetector.

Startingfrom theinitialstategiven by Eq.(7),and using thede� nitionsin Eq.(20),the

probability ofclick in D e can bewritten as

pclickD e
=

Z

dkjqee;kj
2TrC (�ee)+

Z

dkjq
e
g;kj

2TrC (�gg)+

�Z

dkqe�e;kq
e
g;kTrC (�eg)+ h:c:

�

:(21)

Thisexpression showsusthatpclickD e
issensitiveto interferenceterm s(�eg)and (�ge).Ifwe

calculate the value ofpclickD e
forthe initialstate �A C (0)= �eejeihej+ �ggjgihgj,the answer

would be di� erentfrom (21).However,ifwe do the sam e,butreplacing the false counting

detectors by ine� cient orperfect detectors,the calculated probability would be the sam e

forthe two di� erent initialstates. That is due to the fact thatthis case is insensitive to

interference term s.

In orderto com parethem odi� cationson thecavity � eld dueto atom icinteraction with

ine� cient detectors and false counting detectors,we calculate the � delity ofthe di� erent

stateoperators.Fidelity between thestates�A and �B m easurestheoverlap between them

and isgiven by

F(�A;�B )=

�

Tr

q

�
1=2

A
�B �

1=2

A

� 2

: (22)

Firstly,letuscalcule the� delity between stateoperators�eA (which describe thesystem

afterthe atom ic ionization inside the � rst detection zone ofine� cient detectors),and �eB

(which describethesystem aftertheatom icionization insidethe� rstdetection zoneoffalse

counting detectors). For sim plicity,assum e that the system atom {high-Q cavity � eld is

found in thefollowing entangled statejustbeforetheatom reachesthedetection zones:

�A C (0)=
1

2
(je;0ihe;0j+ je;0ihg;1j+ jg;1ihe;0j+ jg;1ihg;1j): (23)

Afteran unitary evolution and theprojection on thecontinuum subspace,�eA and �eB can

bewritten as

�
e
A =j0ih0j; (24a)

�
e
B =

R
dk

�
jqee;kj

2j0ih0j+ jqeg;kj
2j1ih1j+ qe�g;kq

e
e;kj1ih0j+ qe�e;kq

e
g;kj0ih1j

�

R
dk

�
jqe
e;k
j2 + jqe

g;k
j2
� ; (24b)

and the� delity

F(�eA;�
e
B )=

R
dkjqee;kj

2

R
dk

�
jqe
e;k
j2 + jqe

g;k
j2
�: (25)
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Notice that ifthe wrong detection probability goes to zero (
R
dkjqeg;kj

2 ! 0),the � delity

goesto one,F(�eA;�
e
B )! 1,so �eA and �eB becam eidentical.

Now,wearegoing to calculethe� delity between stateoperators�
g

A
,which describesthe

system afterthe atom ic ionization inside the second detection zone ofine� cientdetectors,

and �
g

B
,which describesthe system the atom ic ionization inside the second detection zone

offalse counting detectors. The calculation follows as this: interaction ofatom with the

� rst detection zone De,m odeled by unitary evolution ofthe state given by Eq. (23)and

projection on the discrete subspace. Then,the interaction with the second detection zone

D g,m odeled again by unitary evolution ofthe resultantstate and projection,butnow on

thecontinuum subspace.Afterthis,wecan writethe� delity as

F(�
g

A
;�

g

B
)=

1

A

Z

dk
�
jq
e�
g;gj

2
jq
g�

g;k
j
2 + q

e�
g;gq

e
g;eq

g�

g;k
q
g

e;k
+ q

e
g;gq

e�
g;eq

g

g;k
q
g�

e;k
+ jq

e
g;ej

2
jq
g

e;k
j
2
�
; (26)

where

A =

Z

dk
�
jq
e
g;ej

2
jq
g

g;k
j
2 + q

e�
g;eq

e
e;eq

g�

g;k
q
g

e;k
+ q

e
g;eq

e�
e;eq

g

g;k
q
g�

e;k
+ jq

e
e;ej

2
jq
g

e;k
j
2
�

+

Z

dk
�
jq
e
g;gj

2
jq
g

g;k
j
2 + q

e�
g;gq

e
g;eq

g�

g;k
q
g

e;k
+ q

e
g;gq

e�
g;eq

g

g;k
q
g�

e;k
+ jq

e
g;ej

2
jq
g

e;k
j
2
�
: (27)

Asweareconsideringthatanytransition from adiscretestatetothecontinuum generates

a classicalsignal,wem ustnotadm itthepossibility ofindirectcoupling between jeiand jgi

m ediated by thecontinuum .Therefore,wem ustassum ethatjqeg;ej
2 = 0 and wem ay write:

F(�
g

A
;�

g

B
)=

R
dkjqeg;gj

2jq
g

g;k
j2

R
dk

�
jqeg;gj

2jq
g

g;k
j2 + jqee;ej

2jq
g

e;k
j2
�: (28)

Ifthe wrong detectionsprobability in D g goesto zero (
R
dkjq

g

e;k
j2 ! 0)the � delity goesto

one[F(�
g

A
;�

g

B
)! 1].

IV . C O N C LU SIO N S

W ehavepresented a dynam icalm odelforthedetection processofatom iclevelson � eld

ionization detectors. On the context ofcavity QED,the m odelallows usto calculate the

reduced stateoperator,forthe� eld insidethecavity,aftertheclassicalsignalgenerated by

thedetectors.

The detailed analysisofthe detection processalso letusintroduce naturally the e� ects

ofrealistic featuresofthe detectores(e.g.e� ciency and false counting rates)on the study
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ofm icrowave cavity experim ents. Forintrinsically ine� cient detectors,we found thatthe

probability ofa click in the second detection zone issensitive to the e� ciency ofthe � rst

one. Besides,our results are in com plete agreem ent with those obtained in Ref. [10]by

di� erentm ethods.

Ifoneallowsthedetectorstoregisterfalsecountings,theprobability ofaclick issensitive

to the \non-diagonal" or coherence term s ofthe state ofthe system atom {high-Q cavity

� eld. In fact,false countings are a consequence ofthe coupling between the two discrete

atom ic levelsto the continuum in each detection zone.Asa resultofthiscoupling,a click

registered in any detector does not provide an unequivocalinform ation about the atom ic

state. The detectors acts as a \beam splitter",m ixing the two \paths" e and g,and,to

som edegree,these\paths" becom eundistinguishable.

A P P EN D IX :EVA LU AT IO N O F T H E C O EFFIC IEN T S


aj�e�

�

In ordertocalculatethecoe� cientsinsidetheintegralin (20),letuswritetheeigenvalue

equation forH 2e:

H 2ej�
e
�i=

�
H e(0)+ H 2e(I)+ H 2e(II)

�
j�

e
�i= �

e
�j�

e
�i; (A.1)

wherej�e�iand �
e
� areeigenvectorsand eigenvaluesoftheHam iltonian H 2e,H e(0) = �ejeihej+

�gjgihgj+
R
dk�kjkihkj,H 2e(I) = we

R
dk(jeihkj+ jkihej)and H 2e(II) = wg

R
dk(jgihkj+ jkihgj).

Letusprojectequation (A.1)onto jki:

hkjH 2ej�
e
�i = hkjH e(0)j�

e
�i+ hkjH 2e(I)j�

e
�i+ hkjH 2e(II)j�

e
�i

= �khkj�
e
�i+ wehej�

e
�i+ wghgj�

e
�i= �

e
�hkj�

e
�i: (A.2)

W ecan do thesam ewith thediscretestatesjgiand jei:

hgjH 2ej�
e
�i=hgjH e(0)j�

e
�i+ hgjH 2e(I)j�

e
�i+ hgjH 2e(II)j�

e
�i

=�ghgj�
e
�i+ wg

Z

dkhkj�e�i= �
e
�hgj�

e
�i; (A.3a)

hejH 2ej�
e
�i=hejH e(0)j�

e
�i+ hejH 2e(I)j�

e
�i+ hejH 2e(II)j�

e
�i

=�ehej�
e
�i+ we

Z

dkhkj�e�i= �
e
�hej�

e
�i: (A.3b)

From theeigenvector’snorm alization,wecan also getthefollowing expression

jhgj�
e
�ij

2 + jhej�
e
�ij

2 +

Z

dkjhkj�e�ij
2 = 1: (A.4)
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De� ning the fundam entalenergy levelas�g = 0,and using Eq. (A.3a)and (A.3b)we

can write

hej�
e
�i=

�e�we

wg(�
e
� � �e)

hgj�
e
�i: (A.5)

From Eq.(A.2),wehave

hkj�
e
�i=

1

�e� � �k

�

wg +
�e�w

2
e

wg(�
e
� � �e)

�

hgj�
e
�i; (A.6)

and from thenorm alization condition,weobtain

hgj�
e
�i=

8
><

>:

1

1+

h
�e�w e

w g(�
e
��� e)

i2
+

h

wg +
�e�w

2
e

w g(�
e
��� e)

i2R
dk

�
1

�e��� k

�2

9
>=

>;

1=2

: (A.7)

Therefore,Eq.(A.5),(A.6)and (A.7)giveustheexplicitform ofthethreecoe� cientes.
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