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A bstract

W e prove that,contrary to the standard quantum theory ofcon-

tinuous observation,in the form alism ofEvent Enhanced Q uantum

Theory thestochasticprocessgeneratingsam plehistoriesofpairs(ob-
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1 Introduction

E�ective tim e evolution ofa quantum system isusually described by a dy-

nam ical sem igroup: a sem igroup of com pletely positive, unit preserving,

transform ationsactingon thealgebraofobservablesofthesystem .A general

form ofgeneratorofa norm {continuoussem igroup waspublished in 1976in-

dependently by Gorini,Kossakowskiand Sudarshan [1](form atrix algebras)

on one hand,and by Lindblad [2](form ore general,norm -continuouscase)

on theother.Itisusually referred to astheLindblad form ;itreads:

_A = i[H ;A]+
X

�

V
�
� AV� �

1

2
f�;Ag (1)

whereH = H � istheHam iltonian,f;g standsforanticom m utator,and

�=
X

�

V
�
� V�: (2)

In a contrast to a pure unitary evolution that describes closed system s

and which is tim e-reversible,the second,dissipative part ofthe generator

m akestheevolution ofan open system irreversible.Thisirreversibility isnot

evident from the very form ofthe equation,it is connected with the posi-

tivity property ofthe evolution. Form ally we can often solve the evolution

equation backward in tim e,butpositivity ofthe reversed evolution willbe

lost.

W ecan also look atthedualtim eevolution ofstatesratherthan ofobserv-

ables.Forstates,described by density m atrices,weget:

_� = �i[H ;A]+
X

�

V��V
�
� �

1

2
f�;�g; (3)

wheretheduality isde�ned by Tr( _A�)= Tr(A _�).

Here again only propagation forward in tim e ispossible,when we try to

propagate backward,then we willhave to dealwith negative probabilities.

Thisirreversibility isreected in thefactthatpurestatesevolve into m ixed

states. How do m ixed statesarise? In quantum theory,sim ilarly asin the

classicaltheory,they arisewhen wegofrom individualdescription to ensem -

ble description,from m axim alavailable inform ation to partialinform ation.
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Orsim ply,they arise by m ixing ofpure states. Pure statesare represented

by onedim ensionalprojection operatorsP.Ifd�(P)isa probabilistic m ea-

sure on pure states,then the density m atrix � de�ned by � =
R
Pd�(P)

is a m ixed state,unless d�(P) is a Dirac m easure. Contrary to the clas-

sicaltheory,however, in quantum theory decom position ofa m ixed state

into pure onesisnon{unique.So,forinstance,the identity operatorcan be

decom posed into any com plete orthonorm albasis: I =
P

iji>< ij,thusin

indenum erably m any ways.Thism ysteriousand annoyingnon-uniquenessof

decom position into purestatesin quantum theory can besim ply taken asan

unavoidablepriceforourprogressfrom classicaltoquantum ,asafactoflife.

And so itwas. Yetitstarted to cause problem s in quantum m easurem ent

theory.

The �rst attem pt to give a precise m athem aticalform ulation ofquan-

tum m easurem ent theory m ust be ascribed to John von Neum ann. In his

m onograph [3]he introduced two kind ofevolutions: a continuous,unitary

evolution U ofan ‘unobserved’system ,and discontinuous‘projections’that

accom pany ‘observations’or‘m easurem ents’.Hisprojection postulate,later

reform ulated by L�udersform ixed states,isexpressed asfollows:

‘ifwe m easure a property E ofthe quantum system ,and ifwe do not

m ake any �ltering which depends on the result,then as the result ofthis

m easurem entthesystem which waspreviously described by adensity m atrix

� switchesto thenew statedescribed by thedensity m atrix E �E =TrE �E .’

A wholegeneration ofphysicistswasbrainwashed by thisapparently pre-

ciseform ulation.Few dared toask:whoare‘we’in thephrase‘ifwem easure’

[4],whatis‘m easurem ent’[5,6],atwhich particularinstantoftim e the re-

duction takesplace? How long doesittake [7],ifever[8],to reduce? Can

itbeobserved? Can itbeveri�ed experim entally [9,10,11]? Nobody could

satisfactorily answerthese questions. And so itwastaken forgranted that

quantum theory can notreally beunderstood in physicalterm s,thatitisa

peculiarm ixtureofobjectiveand subjective.Thatitisabout‘observations’,

and so itm akes little orno sense without‘observers’,and without ‘m ind’.

Therewerem any thatstarted tobelievethatitisthesign ofnew ageand the

sign ofprogress. Few opponentsdid notbelieve com pletenessofa physical
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theory thatcould noteven de�ne whatconstitutes‘observation’[5,6]{ but

they could notchangetheoverallfeeling ofsatisfaction with successesofthe

quantum theory.

Thissituationstarted tochangerapidlywhen technologicalprogressm ake

itpossibletom akeprolonged experim entswith individualquantum system s.

Thestandard ‘interpretation’did notsu�ce.Experim enterswereseeingwith

theirown eyesnotthe‘averages’butindividualsam plehistories.In particu-

lar,experim entsin Quantum Opticsallowed onetoalm ost‘see’thequantum

jum ps. In 1988 J.R.Cook [12]discussed photon counting statisticsin uo-

rescence experim entsand revived the question ‘whatare quantum jum ps?’.

Anotherreason to pay m oreattention to thenotion ofquantum jum pscam e

from theseveralgroupsofphysicistsworking on e�ectivenum ericalsolutions

ofquantum optics m aster equations. The works ofCarm ichael[13],Dal-

ibard,Castin and M �lm er[14,15],Dum ,Zollerand Ritsch [16],Gardiner,

Parkinsand Zoller[17],developed the m ethod ofQuantum Trajectories,or

Quantum M onte Carlo (QM C)algorithm forsim ulating solutionsofm aster

equations. Itwassoon realized (cf. e.g. [18,19,20,21,22])thatthe sam e

m asterequationscan besim ulated eitherby Quantum M onteCarlo m ethod

based on quantum jum ps,orby acontinuousquantum statedi�usion.W ise-

m an and M ilburn [23]discussed the question ofhow di�erentexperim ental

detection schem es relate to continuous di�usions orto discontinuous jum p

sim ulations.The two approacheswere recently putinto com parison also by

Garraway and Knight[24].There areatpresenttwo schoolsofsim ulations.

Gisin etal.[25]tried to reconcile the two arguing that‘the quantum jum ps

can be clearly seen’also in the quantum state di�usion plots. On the other

hand already in 1986 Diosi[26]proposed a pure state,piecewise determ in-

istic process thatreproduces a given m asterequation. In spite ofthe title

ofhis paper that suggests uniqueness ofhis schem e,his process although

m athem atically canonicalfora given m asterequation -itisnotunique.

Thisproblem ofnon-uniquenessisespecially im portantin theoriesofgravity-

inducedspontaneouslocalization(see[27],also[28,29]andreferencestherein)

and in therecentattem ptstom ergem ind-brain sciencewith quantum theory

[30,31,32],wherequantum collapsplaysan im portantrole.
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In thenextsection weshallseehow thesituation changescom pletely with

the new approach to quantum m easurem ent developed by Ph. Blanchard

and one ofus(see [33]and referencesthere)2. In Sec. 2 we willsketch the

m ain idea ofthe new approach. W e willalso indicate in�nitesim alproof

ofuniquenessofthe stochastic processthatreproducesm asterequation for

the totalsystem ,i.e. quantum system +classicalapparatus. In Sec. 3 we

give concrete exam plesofnon-unicity when only a pure quantum system is

involved -asitistypicalin quantum optics.In Sec.4.wewillgivearigorous,

globalproofofunicity oftheprocess,when classicalapparatusiscoupled in

an appropriateway tothequantum system .Conclusionswillbegiven in Sec.

5.Therewealsocom m entupon them ostnaturalquestion:weallknow that

every apparatusconsistsofatom s-then how can itbeclassical?

2 T he form alism

Letussketch them athem aticalfram ework ofthe\event-enhanced quantum

theory".Detailscan be found in [33].To describe events,one needsa clas-

sicalsystem C,then possible eventsare identi�ed with changesofa (pure)

stateofC.Onecan think ofeventsas‘clicks’ofa particlecounter,changes

ofthepointerposition,changingreadingson an apparatusLCD display.The

conceptofan eventisofcoursean idealization -likeallconceptsin aphysical

theory.Letusconsiderthesim plestsituation corresponding to a �nitesetof

possibleevents.ThespaceofpurestatesofC,denoted by Sc,hasm states,

labeled by � = 1;:::;m .StatisticalstatesofC areprobability m easureson

Sc { in ourcasejustsequencesp� � 0;
P

� p� = 1.

Thealgebra ofobservablesofC isthealgebra A c ofcom plex functionson Sc

{ in ourcasejustsequencesf�;� = 1;:::;m ofcom plex num bers.

W euseHilbertspacelanguageeven forthedescription oftheclassicalsystem .

Thusweintroducean m -dim ensionalHilbertspaceH c with a�xed basis,and

werealizeA c asthealgebra ofdiagonalm atricesF = diag(f1;:::;fm ).

2 Com plete,actualbibliography ofthe Q uantum Future Project is always available

underURL:http://www.ift.uni.wroc.pl/�~ajad/qf-pub.htm
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Statisticalstates ofC are then diagonaldensity m atrices diag(p1;:::;pm ),

and purestatesofC arevectorsofthe�xed basisofH c.

Eventsareordered pairsofpure states� ! �,� 6= �.Each eventcan thus

berepresented by an m � m m atrix with 1atthe(�;�)entry,zerootherwise.

Therearem 2 � m possibleevents.

W enow com eto thequantum system .

LetQ be the quantum system whose bounded observablesare from the al-

gebra A q ofbounded operatorson a HilbertspaceH q.In thispaperwewill

assum eH q tobe�nitedim ensional.PurestatesofQ areunitvectorsin H q;

proportionalvectorsdescribe the sam e quantum state. Statisticalstatesof

Q aregiven by non{negativedensity m atrices �̂,with Tr(̂�)= 1.

Letusnow considerthe totalsystem T = Q � C.Forthe algebra A t of

observablesofT we take the tensorproductofalgebrasofobservablesofQ

and C: A t = A q 
 A c. Itactson the tensorproductH q 
 H c = � m
�= 1H �,

where H � � H q:ThusA t can be thoughtofasalgebra ofdiagonalm � m

m atricesA = (a��),whoseentriesarequantum operators:a�� 2 A q,a�� = 0

for� 6= �.

Statistical states of Q � C are given by m � m diagonal m atrices � =

diag(�1;:::;�m ) whose entries are positive operators on H q,with the nor-

m alization Tr(�)=
P

� Tr(��)= 1.Duality between observablesand states

isprovided by theexpectation value< A > �=
P

� Tr(A ���).

W e willnow generalize slightly ourfram ework. Indeed,there isno need

forthe quantum HilbertspacesH �,corresponding to di�erentstatesofthe

classicalsystem ,to coincide. W e willallow them to be di�erentin the rest

ofthispaper.W edenoten� = dim (H �):

W econsidernow dynam ics.Itisnorm alin quantum theory thatclassical

param eters enters quantum Ham iltonian. Thus we assum e that quantum

dynam ics,when no inform ation istransferred from Q to C,isdescribed by

Ham iltonians H � :H � �! H �,that m ay depend on the actualstate of

C (as indicated by the index �). W e willuse m atrix notation and write

H = diag(H �). Now take the classicalsystem . Itisdiscrete here. Thusit

can nothavecontinuoustim edynam icsofitsown.
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Asin [33]thecouplingofQ toC isspeci�ed by am atrixV = (g��),where

g�� are linear operators: g�� :H � �! H �. W e putg�� = 0. This condi-

tion expressesthesim ple fact:wedo notneed dissipation withoutreceiving

inform ation (i.e without an event). To transfer inform ation from Q to C

weneed a non{Ham iltonian term which providesa com pletely positive(CP)

coupling. Asin [33]we considercouplingsforwhich the evolution equation

forobservablesand forstatesisgiven by theLindblad form :

_A � = i[H �;A �]+
X

�

g
?
��A �g�� �

1

2
f��;A �g; (4)

orequivalently:

_�� = �i[H �;��]+
X

�

g����g
?
�� �

1

2
f��;��g; (5)

where

�� =
X

�

g
?
��g��: (6)

Theaboveequationsdescribestatisticalbehaviorofensem bles.Individual

sam plehistoriesaredescribed by aM arkov processwith valuesin purestates

ofthe totalsystem . In [33]this process was argued to be in�nitesim ally

unique. Forthe sake ofcom pletenesswe repeathere the argum ents. First,

weuseEq.(5)to com pute��(dt)when theinitialstate��(0)ispure:

��(0)= ��� 0
j 0 ><  0j: (7)

In theequationsbelow wewilldiscard term sthatarehigherthan linearorder

in dt.For� = �0 weobtain:

��0(dt)= j 0 ><  0j �i[H �0;j 0 ><  0j]dt�

� 1

2
f��0;j 0 ><  0jgdt;

(8)

whilefor� 6= �0

��0(dt)= g�� 0
j 0 ><  0jg

?
�� 0

dt (9)

Theterm for� = �0 can bewritten as

��0(dt)= p�0j �0 ><  �0j; (10)
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where

 �0 =
exp

�

�iH �0dt�
1

2
��0dt

�

 0

kexp
�

�iH �0dt�
1

2
��0dt

�

 0k
; (11)

and

p�0 = 1� �( 0;�0)dt: (12)

Theterm with � 6= �0 can bewritten as:

��(dt)= p� j � ><  �j; (13)

where

p� = kg�� 0
 0k

2
dt; (14)

and

 � =
g�� 0

 0

kg�� 0
 0k

(15)

This representation is unique and it de�nes the in�nitesim alversion ofa

piecewise determ inistic M arkov process.

3 N on-uniqueness in the pure quantum case

In thissection wewillshow on sim pleexam plesthenatureofnon-uniqueness

in thepurequantum case.

Forsim plicity letusconsidera two statequantum system whosealgebra

ofobservables is equalto M 2�2 . Let Tt be a dynam icalsem igroup with a

generatorL given by

L(�) = a�a
�
�

1

2
fa

�
a;�g;

wherea 2 M 2�2 .

3.1 Pure di�usion process

Firstletusshow thatthetim eevolution determ ined by L can bedescribed

by a di�usion processwith valuesin C P 1 [34].
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Leta two com ponentcom plex valued process t = ( 1
t; 

2
t)0(prim edenotes

thetransposition)begiven by thefollowing stochasticdi�erentialequation:

d 
i
t = fi( t)dB t + gi( t)dt; i= 1;2;

whereB t isa one-dim ensionalrealBrownian m otion and

gi( t) =
X

j

(< a
�
> taij �

1

2
(a�a)ij) 

j

t �
1

2
< a

�
> t< a > t 

i
t

fi( t) =
X

j

aij 
j

t � < a > t 
i
t

< a > t=
<  tjaj t >

<  tj t>
; < a

�
> t=

 tja
�j t >

<  tj t>

M oreover letuschoose an initialcondition  0 = (z1
0
;z2

0
)0such thatjz1

0
j2 +

jz2
0
j2 = 1.Becausefiand giarecontinuously di�erentiable(in therealsense)

on C 2 nf0g so thereexistsa localsolution with a random explosion tim eT

(seeforexam ple[35]).But

dj 
i
tj
2 =  

i
td
� i
t +

� i
td 

i
t + d[ i

t;
� i
t]t;

where[ i
t;
� i
t]t isthequadraticcovariation of 

i
t and

� i
t.Thus

d[ i
t;
� i
t]t = jfi( t)j

2
dt;

and so

dk tk
2 =

X

i

( i
td
� i
t +

� i
td 

i
t) + kf( t)k

2
dt = 0:

Itim pliesthatT = 1 with probability oneand so ourprocessisa di�usion

with values in a sphere S3. Let us de�ne a process Pt with values in one

dim ensionalprojectorsby

Pt= j t><  tj=
X

i;j

 
i
t
� 
j

teij;

whereeij form thestandard basisin M 2�2 .Then,using theequation

d( i
t
� 
j

t) = (�fj 
i
t + fi

� 
j

t)dB t + (�gj 
i
t + gi

� 
j

t + fi
�fj)dt
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weobtain that

dPt = [(a� < a > t)Pt + Pt(a
�
� < a

�
> t)]dB t �

1

2
fa

�
a;Ptgdt + aPta

�
dt:

SinceB t isa m artingalethen aftertaking theaverageweget

dE [Pt]= aE [Pt]a
�
dt �

1

2
fa

�
a;E [Pt]gdt

Letusde�nea density m atrix �t= E [Pt].Then

_�t = a�ta
�
�

1

2
fa

�
a;�tg;

and so theaverageofthedi�usion givesthequantum dynam icalevolution.

Finally,we show that�t =
R
P(t;x0;dy)Py,where Py = jy >< yj,x0 =

j 0 ><  0jand P(t;x;dy) is the transition probability ofthe described

di�usion. By the de�nition,P(t;x0;�) is the distribution ofthe random

variable P
x0
t such that P

x0
0 = x0. It im plies that for every bounded and

m easurablefunction f de�ned on C P 1 wehave

E [f(P x0
t )]=

Z

f(y)P(t;x0;dy):

Letusconsiderafunction given by f(y)= Tr(APy),whereA 2 M 2�2 .Then

Z

Tr(APy)P(t;x0;dy) = E [Tr(AP x0
t )]= Tr(A�t):

SoTr(A
R
P(t;x0;dy)Py))= Tr(A�t)foreveryA andthus�t =

R
P(t;x0;dy)Py

with �0 = x0.

3.2 Piecew ise determ inistic solution

Ontheotherhanditispossibletoassociatewiththesam equantum dynam ics

a piecewise determ inistic process,asin the m ethod ofquantum trajectories

[13].Now thesituation ism orecom plicated,because,in general,wecan not

replace the Brownian m otion by the Poisson process. W e have to solve a

stochasticdi�erentialequation foran unknown process(~N t; t).

d 
i
t = fi( t� )d ~N t + gi( t)dt;
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where fi and gi are prescribed functions,together with the following con-

strain: ~N t isa sem im artingalesuch that

a)[~N ; ~N ]t = ~N t, ~N 0 = 0,E [~N t]< 1 forallt� 0,

b)fora given nonnegativefunction � :C 2 ! R theprocess

M t := ~N t �
R
t

0
�( s)ds isa m artingale.

It is clear that M t willbe a purely discontinuous m artingale. A con-

tinuous,increasing and with pathsof�nite variation on com pacts process:
Rt
0
�( t)dsiscalled thecom pensatorof ~N t.Inourcaseduetoassum ption a)it

isalso theconditionalquadraticvariation of ~N t [35].Thefunctional�( t)is

called thestochasticintensityand playstheroleoftheintensityofjum ps.Let

usrecallthatforthe(hom ogeneous)Poisson processN t�
Rt
0
�ds = N t� �tis

a m artingale.From theassum ption a)aboveweobtain that ~N t isquadratic

pure jum p,its continuous part is equalzero and 4 ~N s = (4 ~N s)
2,where

4 ~N s = ~N s � ~N s� so itisa pointprocess.Letusem phasizethatin general

itisnotan inhom ogeneousPoisson processsince itscom pensatorwould be

a determ inisticfunction equaltoE [~N t][36].So itwillbethecaseonly when

thestochasticintensity isa determ inistic function depending on t.

M oreover[~N ;t]t = 0 as ~N t isof�nitevariation on com pacts.Itim pliesthe

following sym bolicrules

(d ~N )2 = d ~N ; d ~N dt = dtd ~N = 0:

From assum ption b)we getdM t = d ~N t� �( t)dt.LetF t bea �-algebra of

alleventsup to tim et.Because M t isa m artingale,so E [dM tjF t]= 0 what

im plies:

E [d ~N tjF t]= �( t)dt

see[38].

Tillnow the operatora 2 M 2�2 wasarbitrary. A particularsim ple case

isifwetake

a
� = a =

 
0 1

1 0

!
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.Then L(�t) = a�ta � �t and so theintensity

�( t) = < a
�
a > t=

<  tja
�aj t >

<  tj t >
= 1

whatim pliesthat ~N t = N t.Becausethereisno determ inisticevolution (we

do nothave the Ham iltonian partand the jum p rate isconstant)so in this

case we can putg1 = g2 = 0 and f1( t) =  2
t �  1

t,f2( t) =  1
t �  2

t

astheprobability ofa particularjum p dependson thedi�erencebetween  1
t

and  2
t.Thuswearriveat

d 
i
t = fi( t� )dN t:

Using theidentity d[ i; j]t = fi
�fjdN t we getthatdk k

2 = 0 and dPt =

(aPta� Pt)dN t.Takingtheaverageweobtain _�t = a�ta� �t,sinceN t� �tis

am artingale.Theabovestochasticdi�erentialequation adm itsthefollowing

solution

 
1

t = z
1

0

1+ (�1)N t

2
+ z

2

0

1� (�1)N t

2

 
2

t = z
1

0

1� (�1)N t

2
+ z

2

0

1+ (�1)N t

2

Itim pliesthat

Pt = x0
1+ (�1)N t

2
+ y0

1� (�1)N t

2
;

wherex0 = j 0 ><  0jand y0 = j�0 >< �0j; �0 = (a+ a�) 0 = (z2
0
;z1

0
)0.

Ifwetake

a =

 
0 1

0 0

!

;

asitisusualin quantum opticsproblem s,then wehave

�( t) =
j 2

tj
2

k tk
2
:

Soweneed apointprocesswhoseratefunction israndom and thesituation is

slightlym orecom plicated.W ehavetousethem oregeneralm ethoddescribed

atthebeginning ofthisparagraph.
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Letusstartwith calculating functionsgi,which are responsible forthe

determ inistic ow.They areobtained by taking thederivativeof

 s =
exp(� 1

2
sa�a) t

kexp(� 1

2
sa�a) tk

k tk

with respectto s and in theinstants = 0.So weget

g( t) =
1

2
(�a�a + < a

�
a > t) t:

It can be checked that the only functions fi which lead to the Lindblad

equation areofthefollowing type:

f1( t) = � 
1

t +
q

<  tj t> e
ih( t); f2( t) = � 

2

t;

where h :C 2 ! R isan arbitrary Lipschitz function.Letuspointoutthat

ifweputeih =  2
t=j 

2
tjthen wecan writef in a com pactform

f( t) = (
a

p
< a�a > t

� 1) t

see[38],butitneedsa carefulinterpretation becausezero can appearin the

denom inator.Again by sim plecalculationswegetthatdk tk
2 = 0 and

dPt =

 
j 2

tj
2 � 1

t
� 2
t

� � 1
t 

2
t �j 2

tj
2

!

�

d ~N t

+
1

2<  tj t>

 
2j 1

tj
2j 2

tj
2  1

t
� 2
t(j 

2
tj
2 � j 1

tj
2)

� 1
t 

2
t(j 

2
tj
2 � j 1

tj
2) �2j 1

tj
2j 2

tj
2

!

dt:

Butd ~N t = dM t + �( t)dtso afteraveraging wegetthequantum evolution

equation for�t = E [Pt].

4 G lobalexistence and uniqueness

After analyzing a typicalexam ple ofnon uniqueness in the pure quantum

case,here we willreturn to the generalschem e as described in Section 2.

Let Tt be a norm -continuous dynam icalsem igroup on states ofthe total
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algebra A T corresponding to eq.(5).W eextend Tt by linearity to thewhole

predualspace A T�,which isequalto A T,because the totalalgebra is�nite

dim ensional. LetE denote a space ofallone-dim ensionalprojectorsin A T.

Because A T = � �= m
�= 1 M (n� � n�)we obtain thatE = _[�C P� and so E isa

disjointsum ofcom pactdi�erentiable m anifolds(com plex projective spaces

in H �).W e would like to associate with Tt a hom ogeneousM arkov { Feller

processwith valuesin E such thatforevery x 2 E

Tt(Px)=

Z

E

P(t;x;dy)Py; (16)

whereP(t;x;dy)isthetransition probability function fortheprocess�t and

y ! Py is a m ap which assigns to every point y 2 E a one-dim ensional

projectorPy.Thisleadsusto thefollowing de�nition.

LetM (E )denote a Banach space ofallcom plex,�nite,Borelm easureson

E .W esay thata positive and contractive sem igroup Ut : M (E )! M (E )

with a Fellertransition function P(t;x;�)isassociated with Tt i� Eq.16 is

satis�ed.

Let us describe this notion m ore precisely. Let � be a m ap between two

Banach spacesM (E )and A T� given by

�(�)=

Z

E

�(dx)Px

Itisclearthat� islinear,surjective,preservespositiveconesand k�k= 1.

Proposition 1. Ut is associated with Tt i� ker� is Ut { invariant and

Ût= Tt,where Ût isthequotientgroup ofUt by ker�.

Proof.LetUt beassociated with Tt.Itim pliesthat

Z

E

P(t;x;dy)Py = Tt(Px)

thusforany �0 2 ker� wehave

Z

E

(Ut�0)(dx)Px =

Z

E

Z

E

P(t;y;dx)�0(dy)Px =

Z

E

Tt(Py)�0(dy)= Tt[

Z

E

�0(dy)Py]= 0

13



and so Ut�0 2 ker�.M oreover8� 2 M (E )

Ût�(�)= �(Ut�)=

Z

E

(Ut�)(dy)Py =

Z

E

Z

E

P(t;x;dy)�(dx)Py = Tt[

Z

E

�(dx)Px]= Tt�(�):

Now letusassum e that Ût = Tt i.e.8� 2 M (E )we have Ût�(�)= Tt�(�):

Letustake� = �x.Then

Ût�(�x)= �(Ut�x)=

Z

E

(Ut�x)(dy)Py =

Z

E

Z

E

P(t;z;dy)�x(dz)Py =

Z

E

P(t;x;dy)Py

and Tt�(�)= Tt(Px)so Tt(Px)=
R

E P(t;x;dy)Py:2

Itm eansthatto �nd Ut isto extend thesem igroup Tt from M (E )=ker�

toM (E )in an invariantway.Itshould beem phasized that,in general,such

an ‘extension’m ay notexist or,ifitexists,need notbe unique. W e show

thatin ourcase,underm ild assum ptions,the existence and the uniqueness

can beproved.

Letuswritetheevolution equation forstatesin theLindblad form

_� = �i[H ;�]+
X

k

V
�
k �Vk �

1

2
f�;

X

k

VkV
�
k g;

where H = diag(H 1;:::;H m );H � = H �
� 2 M (n� � n�)and Vk satisfy the

following assum ptions:

a)(Vk)�� = 0 forevery k and �

b)ifforsom ek;l;�;� (Vk)�� 6= 0 and (Vl)�� 6= 0 then k = l3

LetA bea densely de�ned linearoperatoron C(E )with D (A)= C 1(E )

given by

(Af)(x)=
X

�6= � 0

c�(x)f(x�)� c(x)f(x)+ v(x)f;

3 In generalwe can allow for a weaker version: (Vk)�� 6= 0 and (Vl)�� 6= 0 ) 9c 2

C : (Vk)�� = c(Vl)�� ;but this sim ply reduces to b) above by substitution (~Vk)�� :=
p
1+ jcj2(Vk)�� and (~Vl)�� = 0 fork 6= l:

14



where x 2 C P�0; c�(x) = Tr (PxW �0�W
�
�0�

); W �0� =
P

k(Vk)�0� 2

L(H �;H �0); W �
�0�

=
P

k(Vk)
�
�0�

2 L(H �0;H �); c(x)=
P

�6= � 0
c�(x); Px� =

W �
� 0�

PxW � 0�

Tr(PxW �0� W
�
� 0�

)
2 C P� and x ! v(x)isa vector�eld on E such that

v(x)= �i[H �0;Px]�
1

2
fPx;

X

�6= � 0

W �0�W
�
�0�

g+ PxTr(Px
X

�6= � 0

W �0�W
�
�0�

)

Itm ay beeasily checked thatv(x)2 TxC P� = TxE .Because

gt(Px)=
exp[t(�iH �0 �

1

2

P

�6= � 0
W �0�W

�
�0�

)]Px exp[t(iH �0 �
1

2

P

�6= � 0
W �0�W

�
�0�

)]

Tr(Px exp[�t
P

�6= � 0
W �0�W

�
�0�

])

isan integralcurve forv,so wehavethatv isa com pletevector�eld.

T heorem 2. A isa generatorofa strongly continuouspositive sem igroup

ofcontractionsSt on C(E ).

Proof. A = A 1 + A 2,where (A 1f)(x) =
P

�6= � 0
c�(x)�x� f � c(x)�xf and

A 2 = v:It is clear that A 1 is a bounded and dissipative operator. It is

also a dissipation i.e. A 1(f
2)� 2fA 1(f)forf = �f. Because A 2 generates

a ow on E given by f(x) ! f(gt(x));where gt(x) is the integralcurve

ofv starting at the point x,it follows that A = A 1 + A 2 is the generator

ofa strongly continuous sem igroup ofcontractions (see for exam ple [46]).

Positivity follows from the Trotterproduct form ula,since both A 1 and A 2

generatespositivesem igroups.2

LetP(t;x;�)denotethetransition function ofS t.

Proposition 3.P(t;x;�)isa Fellertransition function.

Proof. By theorem 2.8 of[39],and by conservativeness ofP(t;x;�),it is

enough to show that for every x 2 E and for any f 2 C 1(E ) such that

f(x)= 0;f(y)� 0 8y 2 E wehave(Af)(x)� 0:Becausef hasa m axim um

at x so (A 2f)(x) = 0:M oreover,as x 2 C P�0 forsom e �0 and c�(x) � 0

8� 6= �0 wehave
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(A 1f)(x)=
X

�6= � 0

c�(x)f(x�)� 0

2

Now provethatthatourprocessreproducesTt.

T heorem 4. Let(Ut�)(�):=
R

E P(t;x;�)�(dx)for� 2 M (E ):Then U t is

associated with Tt.

Proof.At�rstweshow that8x 2 E

L(Px)= [A(P)](x); (17)

whereL isthegeneratorofTt,A isthegeneratorofSt and P :x ! Px:

Let x 2 C P�0. In H = � m
�= 1H � let us choose any orthonorm albasis

fe�;i� g
�= 1;:::;m

i� = 1;:::;n�
;forwhich e�;i� 2 H �.Obviously,forany Px 2 A T�

< e�;i� jL(�)je�;i� > = 0for� 6= � and thesam eistruefor[A(P)](x).So itis

enough toevaluatethe(�;i�;j�)-th m atrix elem entsofboth sidesofEq.(17):

< e�;i�j[A(P)](x)je�;j� >=
X

�6= � 0

Tr(PxW �0�W
�
�0�

)�
< e�;i�jW

�
�0�

PxW �0�je�;j� >

Tr(PxW �0�W
�
�0�

)
�

�
X

�6= � 0

Tr(PxW �0�W
�
�0�

)< e�;i�jPxje�;j� > +

< e�;i�j(�i[H �0;Px]�
1

2
fPx;

X

�6= � 0

W �0�W
�
�0�

g+Px Tr(Px
X

�6= � 0

W �0�W
�
�0�

))je�;j� >=

= < e�;i�jW
�
�0�

PxW �0�je�;j� > +��0� < e�;i�j(�i[H �0;Px]�

1

2
fPx;

X

�6= � 0

W �0�W
�
�0�

g)je�;j� > (18)

On theotherhand the�-th com ponentofL(Px)

(L(Px))� =
X

k

(Vk)
�
�0�

Px(Vk)�0�+��0��(i[H �0;Px]+
1

2
fPx;

X

k;�

(Vk)��(Vk)
�
��g)=

= W
�
�0�

PxW �0� + ��0�(�i[H �0;Px]�
1

2
fPx;

X

�6= � 0

W �0�W
�
�0�

g) (19)
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W herethelastequality holdsowing to assum ptionsa)and b)above.Taking

the (�;i�;j�)-th m atrix elem ent of(19)we see thatitcoincides with (18),

thus,dueto arbitrarinessof(�;i�;j�),wehaveproved Eq.(17).

LetF denote the �nite dim ensionalspace offunctionsgenerated by x ! <

 jPxj� >. It is clear that F = ff : f(x) = Tr(APx);A 2 A Tg. So

dim F = dim A T.W e show thatF isthenullspaceforker�.Letf(x) =
P

i;j <  ijPxj j > and let�0 2 ker�.Then

�0(f) =

Z

�0(dx)f(x) =
X

i;j

<  ij

Z

�0(dx)Pxj j > = 0

M oreover because (A <  ijPj j >)(x) = <  ijL(Px)j j > we have that

A :F ! F and so St :F ! F. It im plies that Ut :ker� ! ker� since

Ut�(f) = �(Stf).Let Ût bethequotientsem igroup.Then

lim
t! 0

1

t
[̂Ut(Px) � Px] = lim

t! 0

1

t
[�(Ut�x) � Px] =

lim
t! 0

(

Z Z

P(t;z;dy)�x(dz)Py � Px) = (AP)(x);

so Ût and Tt have the sam e generatorand thuscoincide. By Prop. 1 Ut is

associated with Tt.2

W e can pass to the uniqueness problem . Let us consider a class of

M arkov processesassociated with a generalnonsym m etric Dirichletform E

on L2(E ;dm )(here dm jC P� isa positive U(H �)-invariantm easure on Borel

setson C P�)given by theclosureof:

E(u;v)=

Z

E

T(du;dv)dm +

Z

E

u(X :v)dm +

Z

E

(Y:u)vdm +

Z

E

uvcdm +

+

Z

E �E n�

(u(x)� u(y))(v(x)� v(y))J(dx;dy) (20)

foru;v 2 C 1 (E ).In (20)wehave:

� X ;Y { sm ooth vector�eldson E

� c2 C1 (E )
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� T { sm ooth (2,0)-tensor�eld,positively de�ned:T(du;du)� 0 forany

u 2 C 1 (E )

� �= f(x;x)2 E � E g { thediagonal

� J(dx;dy){positivesym m etricRadon m easureon E � E n�satisfying:

{
R

E �E n� (u(x)� u(y))2J(dx;dy)< 1 forany u 2 C 1 (E )

{ theRadon derivative
J(dx;dy)

dm (x)
existsand isa Borelm easure

� forany u � 0 hold:
R

E (cu + X :u)dm ;
R

E (cu + Y:u)dm � 0

Itisworth toem phasizethatsuch Dirichletform scontain jum ps,determ inis-

ticowsand di�usion processesaswell.A straightforward calculation leads

to thefollowing result:

T heorem 5. The generator B ofthe Dirichlet form E de�ned by (20) is

given,in som ecoordinatesystem ,by theform ula

(B u)(x)= (fu)(x)+
X

i

V
i(x)(@iu)(x)+

X

ij

T
ij(x)(@i@ju)(x)�

Z

E

�(x;dy)u(y)

(21)

where f 2 C 1 (E ); V { sm ooth vector �eld on E ; T { sm ooth,positive

(2,0)-tensor�eld and � { fam ily ofBorelsigned m easures,u 2 C 1 (E )(the

dom ain ofB com esfrom closing (B ;C 1 (E ))). The detailed form off;V

and � isgiven by:

f =
1

M
X :M + @iX

i
� c

V =
1

M
T
ij(@jM )@i+ (@jT

ij)@i+ X � Y

�(x;dy)= 2[�x(dy)

R

E nfxgJ(dx;
#

dz)

dm (x)
�
J(dx;dy)

dm (x)
]

and

�(x;fxg)= 2[

R

E nfxgJ(dx;
#

dz)

dm (x)
];

wherewehaveused thefollowing notation
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� M isa coordinateofthevolum e form :dm (x)= M (x)dx1 ^ :::̂ dx2k

forx 2 C P k

� �x(�){ a m easureconcentrated in fxg

� an arrow indicatesthevariabletheintegralisevaluated over

R em ark 1.ThegeneratorB m ay bewritten in a fully invariantway:

(B u)(x)= �cu � Y:u +
1

dm
L[T(du)+ uX ]dm

whereLZ ! m eanstheLiederivativeoftheform !,associated to thevector

�eld Z.

R em ark 2.TheproofoftheTheorem 5 isstraightforward { oneshould use

theStokestheorem forcom pactoriented m anifold fortheform

� = vi[T(du)+ uX ]dm

and becauseE iswithoutboundary (@E = ;)wehave
R

E d� = 0.Evaluating

d� weobtain theform ofB .

Using Theorem 5 and the property that Tr [L(Px)] = 0 8x 2 E we

concludethatB (1)� 0,1-denotestheconstantfunction taking value1,and

so B can bewritten in thefollowing form :

(B u)(x) =
X

ij

T
ij(x)(@i@ju)(x) +

X

i

V
i(x)(@iu)(x)+

Z

E

�0(x;dy)u(y) � �0(x;E )u(x); (22)

where (Tij(x)) form a positive m atrix and �0(x;dy) is a positive m easure

such that �0(x;fxg) = 0 for every x 2 E . Its dom ain D (B ) consists of

C 2-functions.

Lem m a 6. (Vk)�� = 0 ) 8� 2 f1;:::;m g 8x;y 2 C P� such thatPx?Py

theequality Tr[PyL(Px)]= 0 issatis�ed.
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Proof.letx;y 2 C P� and Px?Py.Then

Tr[PyL(Px)]= �iTr(Py[H �;Px]) +
X

k

Tr[Py(V
�
k PxVk)�� ]�

1

2

X

k

Tr[PyfPx;(VkV
�
k )�� g]=

X

k

Tr[Py(V
�
k PxVk)�� ]

But

(V �
k PxVk)�� = (Vk)

�
�� Px(Vk)�� = 0

so theassertion follows.2

W earenow in position toshow thatthedi�usion partisnecessarily zero.

T heorem 7.Tij(x)� 0 forevery i,j.

Proof.Because

B [Tr(PyP)](x) = Tr[PyL(Px)]

so,by theabovelem m a,forevery � and every x;y 2 C P� such thatPy?Px

wehavethatB [Tr(PyP)](x) = 0.Letusdenotethefunction z! Tr(PyPz)

by fy(z).Then

(B fy)(x) =

Z

C P�

�0(x;dz)fy(z) +
X

ij

T
ij(x)(@i@jfy)(x) +

X

i

V
i(x)(@ify)(x)

Itisclearthatfy isa sm ooth function and possessesa m inim um atpointx.

So
P

iV
i(x)(@ify)(x) = 0 and wearriveat

Z

C P�

�0(x;dz)fy(z) +
X

ij

T
ij(x)(@i@jfy)(x) = 0

But (@i@jfy(x)) and (Tij(x)) are positive m atrices so, by Schur’s lem m a,

(Tij(x)@i@jfy(x))isalso a positivem atrix.Itfollowsthat

X

ij

T
ij(x)@i@jfy(x) = 0

Now letusintroduceachartatpointx,letsay,x = [(1,0,...,0)],(U0;�0)such

that

U0 = f[(z0;z1;:::;zn�1 )]: zi2 C ;
X

i

jzij
2 = 1;z0 6= 0g
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�0[(z0;z1;:::;zn�1 )]= (
z1

z0
;:::;

zn�1

z0
) = (x1;y1;:::;xn�1 ;yn�1 );

wherexi = Rezi
z0
,yi = Im zi

z0
.Then �0(x) = ~02 R 2(n�1).Letuschoosey

= [(0,1,0,...,0)].ItisclearthatPy?Px and so

n�1X

i;j= 1

[Tij
x;x(x)

@2(fy � �
�1
0 )

@xi@xj
(~0) + 2Tij

x;y(x)
@2(fy � �

�1
0 )

@xi@yj
(~0)+

T
ij
y;y(x)

@2(fy � �
�1
0 )

@yi@yj
(~0)] = 0

Butforevery j� 2 wehave

@2(fy � �
�1
0 )

@x2j
(~0) =

lim
h! 1

1

h
[
@(fy � �

�1
0 )

@xj
(0;:::;xj = h;0;:::;0) �

@(fy � �
�1
0 )

@xj
(~0)]= 0

In thesam eway weprovethatforevery j� 2

@2(fy � �
�1
0 )

@y2j
(~0) = 0

By positivity ofthem atrix D 2(fy � �
�1
0 )(~0)weobtain that

T
11

x;x(x)
@2(fy � �

�1
0 )

@x21
(~0)+ 2T11

x;y(x)
@2(fy � �

�1
0 )

@x1@y1
(~0)+ T11

y;y(x)
@2(fy � �

�1
0 )

@y21
(~0)= 0

Let� bean em bedding � :C P 1 ! C P� given by

�[(z0;z1)]= [(z0;z1;0;:::;0)]

Itisclearthatx = �(~n0)and y = �(~n)forsom eunique ~n0;~n 2 C P 1 = S2.

Let 0 bea chartat ~n0 given by

 0 : C P
1
� f~ng! C ;  0(~m ) = p� �0 � �(~m );

where p = C n ! C isthe projection onto the �rstcoordinate.So we m ay

writethat

a
11(~n0)

@2(f~n �  
�1
0 )

@q21
(~0) + 2a12(~n0)

@2(f~n �  
�1
0 )

@q1@q2
(~0)+
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+a22(~n0)
@2(f~n �  

�1
0 )

@q22
(~0) = 0;

wherea11(~n0) = T11
x;x(x),a

12(~n0) = T11
x;y(x),a

22(~n0) = T11
y;y(x)and q1(~m ) =

x1(�(~m )),q2(~m ) = y1(�(~m )). Let us change the chart  0 onto spherical

coordinates(�;’),0 � � � �,0 � ’ � 2� in such a way that�(~n0) = �=2,

’(~n0) = 0 i.e. ~n0 = (1;0;0)and �(~n) = �=2,’(~n) = � i.e.~n = (�1;0;0).

Because

f~n(~m ) = Tr(P~nP~m ) =
1

2
(1+ < ~n;~m >) =

1

2
(1 � sin� cos’)

so
@2f~n

@�@’
(~n0) = 0;

@2f~n

@�2
(~n0) =

@2f~n

@’2
(~n0) =

1

2

which im plies that ~a11(~n0) = ~a12(~n0) = ~a22(~n0) = 0,where ~aij are the

coe�cientsin thechart(�;’).Butitisequivalentto

T
11

x;x(x) = T
11

x;y(x) = T
11

y;y(x) = 0

Changing y = [(0;1;0;:::;0)]into y = [(0;0;1;0;:::;0)]weobtain that

T
22

x;x(x) = T
22

x;y(x) = T
22

y;y(x) = 0

and so on.Thus,by thepositivity,Tij(x) = 0 forevery j;k.Becausex was

arbitrary theassertion follows.2

From the above theorem we conclude thatthe generatorB hasto be of

thefollowing form

B u(x) = V (x)u +

Z

E

�0(x;dy)u(y) � �0(x;E )u(x)

with dom ain D (B ) = C 1(E )asB isa closed operator.To proceed further

we�rstneed a lem m a.

Lem m a 8.LetX bea tangentvectorto C P� atpointPx.Then Px + X �

0, X = 0.

Proof. Because X 2 TxC P� so PxX + X Px = X . It im plies that
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PxX Px = 0 and P ?
x X P

?
x = 0,where P ?

x = I� Px. Itm eansthatin a

basisPxH � P ?
x H X isoftheform

0

@
0 X �

X 0

1

A .So Px + X isa positive

m atrix ifand only ifX = 0.2

T heorem 9.B = A.

Proof.BecauseA and B aregeneratorsofsem igroupswhich areassociated

with Tt so forevery x 2 E wehavethat[(B � A)P](x) = 0.Letx 2 C P�0.

Then

V (x)P +

mX

�= 1

Z

C P�

�0;�(x;dy)Py � �0(x;E )Px �

X

�6= � 0

c�(x)Px� + c(x)Px � v(x)P = 0;

where �0;�(x;dy) denotes the restriction of�0(x;dy) onto C P�. It is an

operatorvalued equation so ithasto besatis�ed forevery � separately.So

forany � 6= �0 weget

Z

C P�

�0;�(x;dy)Py = c�(x)Px�

which im pliesthat�0;�(x;dy) = c�(x)�(x�)(dy).For�0 wehave

Z

C P� 0

�0;�0(x;dy)Py � �0(x;E )Px + c(x)Px + V (x) � v(x) = 0

Letusintroducea(x) = c(x) � �0(x;E )and w(x) = V (x) � v(x).Then

taking the trace ofthe above equation we obtain a(x)� 0. Letusassum e

thata(x)< 0.Itim pliesthat

1

ja(x)j

Z

C P� 0

�0;�0(x;dy)Py = Px �
1

ja(x)j
w(x)

Thelefthand sideoftheaboveequation givesapositiveoperatorand w(x)2

TxC P�0 so,by Lem m a 8,w(x) = 0. Thus we arrive atthe contradiction

because�0;�0(x;fxg) = 0.So a(x) = 0 and weobtain that

Z

C P�0

�0;�0(x;dy)Py + w(x) = 0
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Evaluating thetracewegetthat�0;�0(x;C P�0) = 0.Becauseitisapositive

m easureso itvanisheson every BorelsubsetofC P�0.So w(x) = 0 too and

henceA = B .2

Thuswehavetheuniqueness.In theproofaboveweused repeatedly the

fact thatour Hilbert spaces were �nite dim ensional. In an in�nite dim en-

sionalcasetheproblem ism uch harderand wehaveno rigorousresult.Our

intuition isshaped hereonly by thein�nitesim alargum entofSection 3.

5 C onclusions

W e have seen that the specialclass ofcouplings between a classicaland a

quantum system leads to a unique piecewise determ inistic process on pure

statesofthe totalsystem thatafteraveraging recovers the originalm aster

Liouvilleequation forstatisticalstates.Irreversibility ofthem asterequation

describing tim e evolution ofensem bles is reected by going from potential

to actualin the course ofquantum jum psthataccom pany classicalevents.

Thatisall�ne buta naturalquestion arises: whatisclassical? There are

severaloptionspossiblewhen answering thisquestion.Firstofallthetheory

m ay be considered as phenom enological-then we choose as classicalthis

partofthe m easurem ent apparatus(orobserver)whose quantum nature is

sim ply irrelevantforthegiven problem .Second,wem ay think ofsuperselec-

tion quantities[40,41]astruly classicalvariables. Som e ofthem m ay play

an im portantrolein thedynam icsofthem easurem entprocess-thisrem ains

fora while justa hypothesis. Itisto be noticed thatJibu et. al(cf. [42],

especially the lastsection ‘Quantum M easurem ent by Quantum Brain’puts

forward a sim ilarhypothesisin relation to the possible role ofm icrotubules

in thequantum dynam icsofconsciousness.

Finally,acarefulreadercertainly noticed thatin theform alism ofEEQT one

neverreally needsC tobeaclassicalsystem .Itcan beaquantum system as

well.W hatisim portantitisthatthetheLiouvilleevolution preserversthe

diagonalofC.Thustheend productofthedecoherenceprogram [43,44,45],

can bedirectly fed intotheEEQT eventengine.Theuniquenessresultabove
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-willbeim m ediately relevantalso forthiscase.
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