arXiv:quant-ph/0611138v1 13 Nov 2006

A tom ic detection in m icrow ave cavity experim ents: a dynam ical

m odel

R.RossiJr. and M .C. Nanes
D gpartam ento de F sica, Instituto de C iéncias E xatas,
Universidade Federal de M inas Gemis, C P. 702,

30161970, Belb Horizonte, M G, Bmrazil

J. G . Peixoto de Fara
D epartam ento A cadém ico de C iéncias Basimas,
Centro Federal de Educacao Tecnobgica de M inas G eris,

30510000, Belb Horizonte, M G, Bmrazil

Abstract
W e construct a m odel for the detection of one atom m aser n the context of cavity Q uantum
E lectrodynam ics QED ) used to study coherence properties of superpositions of electrom agnetic
m odes. A nalytic expressions forthe atom ic ionization are obtained, considering the im perfectionsof
the m easuram ent process due to the probabilistic nature of the interactions between the ionization
eld and the atom s. Lin ited e ciency and false counting rates are considered in a dynam ical

context, and consequent resultson the inform ation about the state ofthe cavity m odesare obtained.
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I. NTRODUCTION

The quantum interaction between two lvel Rydberg atom s and one m icrowave m ode
Inside a high quality factor Q ) cavity hasbeen crucial for our understanding of dissipation
and deooherence in quantum m echanics [1, 2]. Usually in cavity quantum electrodynam ics
QED ) experin ents, R ydberg atom s cross an experin ental array constituted oftwo R am ssy
zones and a high Q caviy. Thereafter their nal state is detected in two stages. Firstly,
they cross an electrom agnetic eld which is built to ionize the highest state of the atom .
T he second detection zone is designed to detect the lower atom ic level.

M ost ofthe work available in literature about the detection process isbased on statistical
assum ptions. The pum ped atom s are statistically independent, so that their arrival tin es
are sub ct to a Poissonian or other statistics B{5]. T he basic idea is that atom s arrive at
random and they are recorded at equally random tin es, so the only reproducihble data are
statistical. In this context one is kad to studying the statistic of detector clicks. T here are
num erical studies [6, 7] and also analytical resuls by Rem pe and W alther B] and also by
Pauland R ichter P].

In the present contribbution we propose (to our know ledge forthe rst tine) a dynam ical
m odel for the detection process. W e assum e that the atom undergoes the In uence of a
classicalelectrical eld when i traverses the detection zones. Thenete ectofthis el isto
coupl one (In the case of ntrinsically ne cient detectors) ortwo (In the case of detectors
that register false countings) discrete atom ic levels to the continuum . Ifthe atom is ionized,
a transition to the contihuum has ocurred and a classical signal { a \click" { is generated in
the correspondent detector. H owever, if the atom rem ains in one of the two discrete levels,
no click is registered by the detector.

Since the atom worksasa probetothe eld stored n a high-Q cavity, the click orno—click
registered by the detectors represents a gain of Inform ation about the state of the com pound
system fom ed by the atom and by the high-Q cavity eld. Henoe, the process of detection
can be divided In two parts. F irst, the state of the com pound system atom {high-© cavity

eld undergoes an unitary evolution during the passage of the atom through each detection
zone. N ext, the resultant state is progcted Into a proper subspace de ned as follows: ifa
click is registered, this subspace is form ed by the set of the states that form the continuum ;
otherw ise, this subspace corresponds to the states associated to the two discrete kevels.



T hispaper is organized in the ollow ng way. In Sec. IT, we treat a m odel for intrinsically
Ine cient detectors. The analytical form of our results are exactly the sam e as those In
reference [10], whose derivation is based on statistical and physically plausible argum ents.
In Sec. ITI, we study the possibility of the detectors perform false countings. In this case,
we found that the probability ofa click depends on the \non-diagonal” temm s of the state of
the system atom {high-Q caviy eld.W e calculate the delity ofthe eld states in high-©O
cavity after the m easurem ent process considering the two kinds of im perfections, lin ied

e ciency and false detections. Sec. IV contains a summ ary of the results and conclusions.

IT. MODEL FOR INEFFICIENT DETECTOR

T he ionization process of an atom due to its interaction with an electrom agnetic eld is
considered In a quantum context. Therefore a nite probability of non-excitation w ill exist.
That iswhat we callan Intrinsic (ie., quantum m echanical) ne ciency.

T he H am iltonian which describes the Interaction between two levelatom s and ionization

eld on the 1rst detection zone, and takes Into account only the Intrinsic ine ciency of
the process is given by (the ham iltonian for the second detection zone can been obtained

replacing the index e by g):
Z Z
Hi.= ®ihej+ jyigi+ dk (kibkj+ v dk(ibkj+ kihe) : @)

The rst and second tem s in the Ham iltonian stand for the two discrete atom ic levels £1
and i, excited and ground state respectively, with energies . and 4. The third tem
represents its continuum spoectrum . The last term accounts for the coupling between the
highest discrete level and the continuum . The strength of this interaction is given by the
param eter v, assum ed state independent for sin plicity. This tem is responsibl for the
Jonization of the atom . Since we are dealing w ith a quantum m echanical process, which is
Intrinsically probabilistic, we w il also have to consider the possibility of non-ionization of
the atom .

Follow ing Cohen [L1], the evolution of the discrete state £1 according to (1) is given by:
Z
ji=e™ T pi= dh°Rie’ T3 i; @)

where £j ®ig and f ®*g correspond to the set of eigenvectors and eigenvalues of H ;. respec—



tively. The coe cientsh ®®iand h ©kimay be written as

L 1
h “gi= = el 3a)
1+ dk’ =<2
kO
v={(° )
h ®ki= — (3b)
R 2 7
1+ dk’ =2
kO
A ccordingly, the lonization probability can be cbtamned as follow s
Z
pe = dkikj ©if
Z Z 5
= dk dh Seikj el ™ . @)

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

isgvenby 1 p.= d e! ¥ h °pif 2. A fter som e sinpli cations (see [11]) the non—

detection probability can be w ritten as

1 po=e ; )

where isthe transition rate from discrete to the continuum level, calculated from Fem i's

golden rule. isgiven by

= ; (6)
where ([E) is the kevel density per unity energy. In the lim it where the atom ionization
tin e can be considered to be In nite (In som e experin ental context) we w ill have a perfect
detector.

R R . g 2
Follow ing the sam eprocedure orH ;g we ndg= dk d h 9gikk] 9ie* % ,where

fj 9ig and £ 9g correspond to the set of elgenvectors and eigenvalues of H 4 respectively.

A. An exemple: cavity QED

A s an exem ple of applicability of the m odel, ket us study the interactions between two
Jevel atom s and their detection through ionization elds in caviy QED experim ents. The

state of the system atom {high-Q cavity eld can be written as

ac 0)= eibejt Rigjt gPihejt o Pihgd: (7)
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FIG .1: In uence of the e ciency of the detectorD . (pe) on the \nom alized" probability of click
in the detectorD g (Pciickp , =Pg), for dierent values of Tre ( gg) . The e ciency ofthe detectorD 4
(og) Just lim itsthem axinum valie reached by peickp , and does notm odify its qualitative behavior

as function ofpe.

T his state represents the m ost general state (In the system atom caviy eld) Inm ediately
before the interaction between the atom and the detectors. The symbols oy, ogr ge @and
g9 are operators in the cavity eld subsystem .

T he interaction between the atom and the st detection zone (O.) can be ssparated in
tw o steps. Firstly, a quantum unitary evolution govermned by the H am iltonian H ;. given by
Eqg. (1) during the tin e Intervalt; . The atom cavity eld state, after this process, is given
by

ac (&) = g M et AC (O)ejH ety 8)

Now, in the second step, at the tine &y, a classical signal is generated. If the detector
clicks, we will know that the atom was ionized, s0 ac ) must be profcted into the
subspace fkig. A though, if D . does not click we know that the atom ic state must be
proected Into subspace spanned by the discrete levels £ #i; gig. The m axinum value that
t, can assum e is t which is the tim e taken by the atom to crossD . com pktely. So, up to
t2, we will certainly acquire inform ation about the system . T his revealed infomm ation plays
an essencial role nto ¢ s evolution. So we are aware that before the interaction with D 4,

the state ¢ () must be profected into properly subspace.



W e can calculate the probability ofa click in D
Z Z
Pen. =  AkTr (kilkjac ()=  dkTr kitkjee™ =97 gibegf "™ (9

Then, using Eq. @), wem ay write

pcljckDe = peTIC ( ee) 7 (10)

where Tx. isthe partialtrace on the caviy— eld subspace. T his product can be interpreted
as the e ciency of D, (o.) tin es the probability of click on a perfect detector after the
Interaction wih the state ac 0) T ( &))-

T he non-click probability is:

Pron clickp « = Tr[(]EﬂEj'i' jglhgj AC (tl)]: Trc ( ee)+ TIEZ ( gg) peTrC ( ee) : (ll)

From the nom alization of ac 0), T (ee) + Tz ( g9) = 1, we can write

Pron clickp . = 1 pTr (e): 12)

A fter the non—click stage the system is in the state:

eite)+ [l 5 eite)+ [l
e ) = (pihej+ gihg) Ai\l(l) (pitej+ pihg) 13)

LR
g FIgIt @ po)Piejt (€% d e’ "Th Rifpigi+t hoy)
N 14

where N = 1 p. Tk . Note that if the e ciency is equal to unity (. = 1), the r=
duced state operator on atom ic subspace can be written as 44 @ihgJj. This result was ex—
pected, as we know , for perfect detectors a non—click in D . would lead to the profction
PihgJ ac 0)Fihgd

W hen the atom is not ionized on D ., it continues the pumey and passes through the
second detection zone O 4). Let us set the interaction tim e between atom and the electro—
m agnetic eld inside Dy by t, . T he tem poral evolution that m odels this interaction is again
uniary:

H 19 & t1)~ iH 1g (2 t1)~ . (14)

ac &)= —e non click ()€

N
So, the probability ofclick In D 4 is

PTre (o) |
1 pTr ()

Polickp 5 = 15)

6



N ote that this probability depends on the e ciency ofthe 1rst detector (). Now lt us
exam Ine som e lin its. Forp, = 0, this is equivalent to the situation where the st detector
is absent, so the atom interacts just w ith the second Jonization zone D 4 and the probability
ofclick ispyTr: ( 4¢), asexpected. Ifp. = 1, the st detector is perfect, therefore we know
that when an atom crosses D . w ithout been detected, the system goes to the state @i, as
discussed before, and the probability of click isthe e ciency ofD 4 (py). Ifboth detectors
are perfect . = Py = 1), Paikn, = 1 because the second detector w ill not m iss any atom
prepared in i

A m ore com plete analysis of peykp , ordi erent ¢ (0) isshown in Fig. 1. The behavior
ofthe curvesassociate to Tr ( 4q) = 05andTx: ( 4g) = 001 re ectsthe fact that a non—click
onavery e centD. (. 1) raises the probability Paixp ,, €ven if the atom is practically
prepared in the state ®ihe]j (Tx ( gg) = 0:01). On the other hand, ifthe atom is practically
prepared In the state gihg] (T ( o¢) = 0:99), pc doesnot a  ect Ruxp, -

T he probability ofnon—<lick In D 4 is

1 pTr pyTre
1 Paiko, = el peeTTC - o 16)
e ee

W hen the atom crosses both detectors w ithout being detected, it reduces the eld state
inside the cavity to
0 Tr [(pikej+ gihg) ac & t) (eiked+ pihg)]

- : 17
© T Tripieit B ac & 6) Geiteit g9 &7

Here, T stands for the trace In the atom ic varables. N ow , using the de nition (4) wem ay

wrie:
1 e ee+ 1
0 _ @ pe) T Py)ogs 18)
1 PTr (ee) PgTZ (g9)

The form of this result is In com plte agreem ent w ith the one In [10], where the authors

usad statistics argum ents to derive the expression (18).

ITT. M ODEL FOR FALSE DETECTION S

In addition to the previous Intrinsically lne cient detectorwe extend them odelto lnclude

false detections. The ham iltonian forthe st detection zone D, isgiven by (the ham iltonian



for the second detection zone can been obtained replacing the Index e by g):
Z
Hze = cpihejt pihgi+  dk ,kihk] 19)
Z Z
+ we dk(kihkj+ kike) + wy dk (ibkj+ kihg) ;

wherew . and w4 are realcoupling constants. T he second interaction temm  (the Jast one In the
equation above) represents the coupling between i and the continuum , so it is responsble
for w rong detections. On the other hand, the previous one is responsiblk for the correct
ones.

For sim plicity we are golng to de ne the com plex coe cient
Z

£,= d e’ T h °hilbj °i; 20)

where £ ®ig and £ g are the st of elgenvectors and eigenvalues of H ,. regpectively. a and
b are indexes that m ay represent continuum and discrete eigenvectors. T he explicit form of
the coe cients Inside the Integral and relative discussions are in the appendix. T he notation
is as follow s: the upper index indicates which detection zone the atom is passing through.
The two lower Indexes, a and b, represent its niial ncom ing state and is nalstate after
traversing the detector, respectively. O ne can notice that 5 dkj:j;kf is the probability of
an atom prepared in #i to be onized inside D ., this can be understood as the e ciency of
De.. 5 dkjjg;qu is the probability ofan atom prepared n {i to be ionized inside D ., ie., the
probability of a w rong detection.

W e can see, from (19), that the uniary evolution of this system allow s for an indirect
coupling between the two discrete levels. So we can take into acoount jjj;gf which is the
probability of a transition between the two discrete kevels. ¥, F (£,F) is the probability
ofan atom prepared in ®i (i) to interact w ith the electrom agnetic eld inside D, and do
not change kevel. W e can also notice that 5 dk 3, F (R dk 3, F) is the probability that an

atom prepared in i (Pi) to be ionized Inside D 4.

A . An example: cavity QED

Aswe did for the Intrinsically ine cient detectors, the interaction between atom s and
false counting detectors can be ssparated n two processes:  rstly, an unitary evolution of

the initial state operator, generated by H ;. #H 25) where H ;. #H »4) have the form shown In

8



Eg. (19), and then a profction In a subspace, which represents the classical infomm ation,
click or non-click, on the detector.
Starting from the initial state given by Eq. (7), and using thede nitionsin Eqg. 20), the

probability of click n D . can be w ritten as
Z Z Z

Pawo, = K, FTr ()+  dkIf, FTr (g) + akef, o, T (o) + et @ (1)

T his expression show s us that paixp . IS sensitive to interference term s ( o) and ( ). Ifwe
calculate the value of poyap . or the nitial state 2c 0) = e Rihejt 4Pihg] the answer
would be di erent from 21). However, ifwe do the sam e, but replacing the false counting
detectors by ne cient or perfect detectors, the calculated probability would be the sam e
for the two di erent initial states. That is due to the fact that this case is nsensitive to
Interference tem s.

In order to com pare them odi cations on the cavity eld due to atom ic interaction w ith
Ine cient detectors and false counting detectors, we calculate the delity of the di erent
state operators. F idelity between the states , and y m easures the overlap between them

and is given by q
_ 1=2 1=2 :
F ( A7 B ) - Tr A B a : (22)

Firstly, let us calcule the delity betiween state operators ; Which describe the system
after the atom ic ionization inside the st detection zone of lne cient detectors), and §
(W hich describe the system after the atom ic jonization inside the st detection zone of false
counting detectors). For sim plicity, assum e that the system atom {high-Q caviy el is

found in the follow ing entangled state jist before the atom reaches the detection zones:
ac 0) = > (7 0ihe; 03+ #;0ihg; 13+ ;1ihe; 03+ g;lihg;1l) @3)

A ffer an unitary evolution and the proiction on the continuum subspace, ; and ; can

A

be w ritten as

7 = pird3; @da)
R

. _ dk ¥, F Pin0j+ g,.kajlﬂllﬁ G a L0 J+ o, Pihl ]

. dk £, F+ £, 7

; (24b)

and the deliy R
dk ¥, F
F(5;5)=R _ ]ﬁ'k, : 25)
dk ;ug;kf+ p;_kj&

9



N otice that if the wrong detection probability goes to zero (R dkj;‘;kf ! 0), the deliy
goestoone, F (35 5)! 1,0 3 and [ became identical.

Now, we are golng to caloule the delity between state operators Z , which describes the
system after the atom ic ionization inside the second detection zone of ine cient detectors,
and 3, which descrbes the system the atom ic jonization inside the second detection zone
of false counting detectors. The calculation follow s as this: Interaction of atom wih the

rst detection zone D., m odeled by unitary evolution of the state given by Eqg. 3) and
progction on the discrete subspace. Then, the Interaction w ith the second detection zone
D 4, m odeled again by unitary evolution of the resultant state and proction, but now on
the continuum subspace. A fter this, we can write the delity as

Z
Fo( Z’. g): Ai dk j]‘ixjj?qu;kj2 + os;go;qug;kog;k + OSMOS;ng;kQS;k + j];ej?qu;ka ’ (@6)
where
Z
A= dk I T Gt t DLty T + T, T
Z

+ dk P’;‘gjz jﬁik j? + o;;gos;quik Ggik + os;gqi;qu;k Og;k + j?s;ejz j:ﬁ;k j2 : @)

A swe are considering that any transition from a discrete state to the continuum generates
a classical signal, we m ust not adm it the possibbility of indirect coupling between ®i and gi
m ediated by the continuum . T herefore, we m ust assum e that ]qjef = 0 and wem ay w rite:
R
R
dk Emfpg;kf+ Ps;efﬁ;kf
If the w rong detections probability in D 4 goes to zero (R Ak, F ! 0) the delity goesto

28)

one F (;;32)! 1l

Iv. CONCLUSIONS

W e have presented a dynam icalm odel for the detection process of atom ic evelson eld
Jonization detectors. On the context of cavity QED , the m odel allow s us to calculate the
reduced state operator, for the eld inside the cavity, after the classical signal generated by
the detectors.

T he detailed analysis of the detection process also ket us Introduce naturally the e ects

of realistic features of the detectores (eg. e ciency and false counting rates) on the study

10



of m icrowave cavity experin ents. For intrinsically ine cient detectors, we found that the
probability of a click in the second detection zone is sensitive to the e ciency ofthe st
one. Besides, our results are In com plkte agreem ent w ith those ocbtained in Ref. [10] by
di erent m ethods.
If one allow s the detectors to register false countings, the probability ofa click is sensitive
to the \non-diagonal" or coherence tem s of the state of the system atom {high-Q caviy
eld. In fact, false countings are a consequence of the coupling between the two discrete
atom ic Jevels to the continuum in each detection zone. A s a result of this coupling, a click
registered In any detector does not provide an unequivocal nform ation about the atom ic
state. The detectors acts as a \beam splitter", m ixing the two \paths" e and g, and, to

som e degree, these \paths" becom e undistinguishable.

APPEND X :EVALUATION OF THE COEFFICIENTS aj*©

In order to caloulate the coe cients inside the Integral In (20), ket us w rte the eigenvalue

equation forH 5. :
HoJ 1= Heoy+* Hoey + Hoeqry J 1= °J°1i; @ Jld)

where j ®iand © are eigenvectors and eigenvalues ofthe Ham iltonian H 5., H o) = < Fiheit
R R R
gPigit dk ckitkJHjeq = we dk(@ihkjt kihe) and Hoeqr) = wgy  dk (fyihkj+ kihg).
Let us proct equation @A 1) onto ki:

Mk 27 %1 = kHeJ “i+ hkH ooy "1+ Bk Hoeqr)J ©1

= yhkj i+ wehej *it+ wohgj ®i= “hkj ®i: A 2)
W e can do the sam e w ith the discrete states i and #i:

hgH 2. “i=hgH ¢ (o) ] ei"‘ZthH 2emd “i+t hoH seqnd °1

= Jhgj i+ wy dkbkj®i= °hgj °i; @A 3a)

hef 2.7 “i=heH ()] ei+ZfE}H 2emd i+ heH seqryJ °1

= Jej i+ w. dkhkj®i= “hej®i: @ 3b)
From the eigenvector’s nom alization, we can also get the follow Ing expression
Z
Fo3 *if + ej *if +  dkikjcif=1: @ 4)

11



De ning the fundam ental energy levelas g = 0, and using Eq. @A 3a) and @ 3b) we

can write
ewe
hej®i= ——hgj ®i: A 5)
we(® o)
From Eq. @A 2),we have
l ew2
hkj ®i= Wyt hgj ®1i; @A b)
k Wg(e e)

and from the nom alization condition, we obtain

8 915
2 >
1
Ces . .
hgj"i= > H . I, —*h .. LR ) 2y @A)
Tl e 4w — T gk - ;
Wq ( e) g9 wg( e) k

Therefore, Eq. A 5), @ 6) and @ .7) give us the explicit form of the three coe cientes.
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