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In severalsituations, m ost notably when describing m etastable states, a system can evolve accord—
Ing to an e ective non hem iian Ham iltonian. To each eigenvalue of a non hem itian H am iltonian
is associated an eigenstate j i which evolves forward In tim e and an eigenstate h jwhich evolves
backward in tim e. Q uantum m easurem ents on such system s are analyzed in detailw ith particular
em phasis on adiabaticm easurem ents in which them easuring device is coupled weakly to the system .
It is shown that in this case the outcom e of the m easurem ent of an observable A is the weak value
h A Jji=h j iassociated to the two-state vectorh jj i corresponding to one of the eigenvalies of
the non hem itian Ham iltonian. T he possbility of perform ing such m easurem ents In a laboratory

is discussed.

Any Interaction between tw o system s can be regarded,
n a very w ide sense, as a \m easurem ent" since the state
ofone ofthe system s, them easuring device, isa ected by
the state of the other one, the m easured system . In gen—
eral, however, this interaction is not very \clkan", that
is, the inform ation about the properties of the m easured
system cannot be read easily from the nal state of the
m easuring device. Only som e very particular classes of
Interactions are clean enough and are called \m easure-
m ents" in the usual, m ore restricted, sense.

T he best known type of quantum m easurem ent is the
von Neum ann idealm easurem ent wherein the system is
coupled In pulsively to them easuring device. The H am il
tonian describing such a m easuram ent is

H=Ho+g®PA+Hyp; @)

where H  is the free Ham iltonian ofthe system ,Hy p is
the free Ham ilttonian of the m easuring device, P is the
mom entum conjugate to the position variable Q of the
pointer of the m easuring device, A is the observable to
begl easured. T he coupling param eter g (t) is nom alized
to gt)dt= 1 and istaken to be non vanishing during a
very am all interval t. T hus, the interaction term dom i~
natesthe rest ofthe H am ittonian during t,and thetime
evolution e ¥ leads to a correlated state: eigenstates
ofA w ih eigenvalues a, are correlated to m easuring de—
vice states in which the pointer is shifted by these values
a, (here and below we use unis such thath = 1). Thus
in an idealm easurem entsthe nalstate ofthem easuring
device is very sim ple related to the state ofthem easured
system . T he properties of idealm easurem ents are:

a) The outcom e of the m easurem ent can only be one
of the eigenvalues a; .

b) A particular outcom e a; appears at random , w ith
probability depending only on the initial state ofthem ea—
sured system and is independent of the details of the
m easurem ent.

c) Them easurem ent leads to the (true ore ective, de—

pending on one’s preferred interpretation) collapse ofthe
wave-fiinction of the m easured system on the eigenstate
;1. Subsequent idealm easurem ents of the sam e observ—
ablk A nvariably yield the sam e eigenvalue a;.

T he opposite lin it of extrem ely weak and long inter—
action is also clean enough to be called a m easurem ent
ﬂ,ﬁ]. In such an adiabatic (or protective) m easurem ent,
the coupling is very small: g) = 1=T for most of the
Interaction tine T and g (t) goes to zero gradually before
and after the period T . In order that the m easurem ent
be as clean as possble, we also in pose that: the initial
state ofthe m easuring device is such that the m om entum
P isbounded; that them om entum P isa constant ofm o—
tion ofthe whole H am iltonian eg. ﬂ) but we shallonly
considerthe sin plercasewhereH y p vanishes); and that
the free H am ilttonian H ¢ has non-degenerate eigenvalues
E;.Forg(t) sm ooth enough we then ocbtain an adiabatic
process n which the system cannot m ake a transition
from one energy eigenstate to another, and, in the lin i
T ! 1 ,the interaction Ham iltonian changes the energy
elgenstate by an In niesim alam ount. Ifthe niial state
of the system is an eigenstate ¥ ;i of H( then for any
given value ofP , the energy ofthe eigenstate shiftsby an
In nitesin alam ount given by the rst orderperturbation
theory: E = hEij'I int:Eiiz l'EiﬁjEijP=T:The Corre—
sponding tin e evolution e F M iR Fil ghifts the ponter
by the expectation value ofA in the state F;i. Them ain
properties of adiabatic m easurem ents are:

a) The outcom e of the m easurem ent can only be the
expectation valne A i; = hE ;A E ;i

b) A particular outcom e A i; appears at random , w ith
a probability which depends only on the initial state of
them easured system and is lndependent ofthe details of
the m easurem ent.

c) Them easurem ent leads to the collapse of the wave-
function ofthem easured system on the energy eigenstate
FE il corresponding to the observed expectation value
hA i; E]. Subsequent adiabaticm easurem entsofthe sam e
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observable A invariably yield the expectation value in the
sam e eigenstate F;i.

d) Sin ultaneousm easurem ents ofdi erent cbservables
yield the expectation value in the sam e energy eigenstate
¥l

The ain of the present letter is to consider m easure—
ments on system s which evolve according to an e ec—
tive non hemm itian H am ittonian. W hile ideal (Im pulsive)
m easurem ents on such system s lead to no surprise (since
In an in pulsive m easurem ent the unperturbed H am ito—
nian of the m easured system plays no rolk), adiabatic
m easurem ents yield as outcom es som e new type of val-
ues associated with the measured observable, nam ely
the \weak values" H]. W eak values where orighally
Introduced in the context of the two state form alism
BHBA1wherein a system is described by two states, the
usualone j 11 evolving tow ards the future from the ni-
tial tine ty, and a second state h , jevolving towards
the past from the naltime t,. If at an interm ediate
tin e a su clently weak m easurem ent is carried out on
such a pre— and post-selected system , the state of the
m easuring device affer the post—selection is shifted to

Mmp @Q)! mp @ Ay);whered, istheweak value
of the cbservable A

h ;AJ .1

A, = :
" h,j.i

)
N ote that weak values can take values which lie outside
the range of eigenvalues of A and are In general com —
plx. Their real and in agihary part a ect the position
and m om entum of the pointer respectively. W eak val-
ues are associated w ith two states which in the present
context are the left and right eigenstates of the e ective
Ham iltonian (see below) ]. Them ain properties of adi-
abatic m easuram ents carried out on a system evolving
according to an e ective non hem iian Ham iltonian are:

a) The only possble outcom es of the m easurem ent are
the weak values Avi, corresponding to one of the pairs of
statesh ;7j ;1 associated w ith the non hemm itian Ham ik
tonian.

b) A particular outcom e A;L, appears at random , w ith
a probability which depends only on the initial state of
them easured system and is independent of the details of
the m easurem ent.

c) The m easurem ent leads to an e ective collapse to
the two-state vector h ;7Jj ;1 corresponding to the ob-—
served weak value Al . Subsequent adiabatic m easure—
m ents ofthe sam e observable A invariably yield the sam e
weak value.

d) Sin ulaneousm easurem ents ofdi erent cbservables
yield the weak values corresponding to the same two—
state vector h l:U ii.

A Ythough the Ham iltonian ofa quantum system isal-
ways a hem itian operator, under suitable conditions a
subsystem m ay evolre according to an e ective non her—
m iian H am ittonian. A wellknown case isthe description

of m etastable states [J]. Ifthe system is initially in the
m etastable state (0), aftera tim et it w illbe in the state

()= e et (0)+ decay products where H o¢¢ isthe
e ective non hem iian H am ittonian. A celbrated exam —
ple where this description has proved extrem ely usefiil is
theK aon system . Another case in which a system evolves
according to an e ective non hemm itian Ham itonian is
when i is coupled to a suitably pre— and post-selected
sy stem ]. A s an exam ple, consider a spin 1=2 particlke
coupled to a pre—and post—selected system S oflarge soin
N through the Ham iltonian

Ho= S : (3)

The large spin is preselected at ty to be in the state
$x=N iand postselected tobeat t;, In the statehSy=N 1.
The coupling constant  is chosen in such a way that
the interaction w ith our spin-1/2 particle cannot change
signi cantly the two-state vector of the system S. In-
deed, the system wih the soin S can be considered as
N soin 1/2 particles all pre-selected In 'y i state and
post—selected in J',1 state. Since the strength ofthe cou-—
pling to each spin 1/2 particle is 1, during the tin e
of the m easuram ent their states cannot change signi —
cantly. However N must be large so that the e ective
Ham ilttonian is signi cant.) Thus, the forward evolving
state $,=N i and the backward evolving state hS,=N j
do not change signi cantly during them easuring process.
Hence, e ectively, the spin-1/2 particle is coupled to the
weak value of S

hSy =N j(sx;sy;sz)jsx =Ni

SW= - =
Sy=NPB,=N1

N ;N ;iN); @)

and the e ective non hem itian Ham itonian is given by

Here = N (x+ y+iz): )
T he non hem iticity ofH <r¢ is due to the com plexity of
Sw - A detailed discussion ofthis exam ple is given below .

Note that the e ective non hemm itian Ham iltonians
only arise due to a partial post-selection. In the soin
exam ple i only applies if the lJarge soin is found in the
state Sy = N J. In the case of m etastable states it only
applies to the m etastable states so long as they have not
decayed.

W enow analyze the generalproperties ofa non hem i-
tian Ham iltonian H cr¢ which has non degenerate eigen—
values ! ;. In generalthe eigenvaluesare com plex. D enote
the eigenkets and the eigenbras ofH ¢f by j jiand h ;7

HereJsd= 137 :4; h iHere= tih i3 6)
Contrary to the case where H ¢¢ is hemm itian, the j ;i
are not orthogonal to each other, nor are the h ;j and
furthem ore j ;i6 j ;i. Howeverthe j ;i and h jjeach
form a com plete set, and they obey the m utual orthogo-—
nality condition



h i3 4i=h ;31 455 7)

which follows from subtractihg the two identities

h iHereJsi= !'sh 354, h ;Herejsi= 'ih 3j 51 Por
i j.Eq. ﬂ) enablesus to rew rite H or ¢ as
X . . .
j iih J
Herr = i ®)
. h 33l

w hich generalizes the diagonalization ofhem iian opera-
tors. T he eigenketsofH ¢ arethe naturalbasis in which
to decom pose a forw ard evo]yjngPstate j i. Indeed, using

the decom position ofunity I= | %lej one obtains
% hggi X
Ji= T Ji1= iJ il ©)
; Pidad .

©n the other hand a backward evolving state should
Pe decom posed Into the eigenbras of Here as h j =

; ih i). The fomal solution of the Schrodinger’s
equation w ith the e ective Ham iltonian H ce¢ is:
. X 2y
ji=e Terrtyi= e ity ad 10)

i

Note that the norm N of j (t)i is not equalto 1 but
is tim e dependent. Fom ally, there are two causes for
not conserving the nom in tin e evolution due to the
e ective Ham iltonian. The st is that the eigenvalies
!'s may be complex. The second is that the eigenkets
are not necessarily orthogonal. T his non conservation of
probability by non hem itian Ham iltonians has a natu-
ral nterpretation when one recalls that we are describbing
partially post-selected system s. In the case ofm etastable
states N (t) is the probability for the states not to have
decayed. In the spin exam ple N (t) describbes corrections
to the probability of nding the state hSy, = N .

Let us illustrate this general form alisn by consider—
Ing the Kaon system . T he two eigenkets of the e ective
Ham ittonian are tradiionally denoted K i and Ksi.
Sin ilarly, one can de ne the eigenbras of the e ective
K aon Ham iltonian K jand 1K {3 The particular fea-
turesofnon hem iian H am ittoniansare controlled by the
CP violation parameter ’ 10 3. T henon orthogonality
ofthe eigenkets islK s K 1= O ( ) and the non equality
ofthe right and kft eigenstatesistFK ) K ,i= 1 0 (?).
In view ofthe sm allnessof the adiabaticm easurem ents
which we propose below m ay be di cult to in plem ent
In the Kaon system . However, other m etastable sys—
tem s m ay digplay m uch stronger non orthogonality and
bem ore am enable to experin ent.

In the spin exam ple, the e ective H am iltonian eq. @)
hastwo eigenvaluies+ N and N w ith eigenkets (bras)
"1 0"y J) and j#,i (¥, ) respectively. Thus, H crr can
be rew ritten as

j "x jh"y ]
h"y j’x i

N J#yihde J
i, Fpi

Here= N 11)

In this exam ple the eigenkets and eigenbras associated
w ith the sam e eigenvalue are very di erent. T hus, weak
valies associated w ith these two states can have surpris—
ing values. For exam ple, hit, Jj zj#yi=h#%j#yi= i, which
ispure In aginary and hi#f, j( x + )= 2j#,i=h#. F,i=
E, w hich lies outside the range ofeigenvalues of n.

W e are now ready to discuss adiabatic m easurem ents
perform ed on a system evolving according to H ¢¢¢ . The
Ham ilttonian describing such a m easurem ent is given by
. @) with H o replaced by H ¢¢¢r . The coupling param —
eter g (t) equals 1=T form ost of the interaction tine T
and goes to zero gradually before and after the period T .
In order that them easurem ent be as clean aspossblewe
also in pose that: H ¢ has non degenerate eigenvalues;
that the Iniial state ofthe m easuring device is such that
the m om entum P is bounded; and that the m om entum
P is a constant ofm otion of the whole H am iltonian eqg.
). For g(t) an ooth enough, and n the Im & T ! 1 ,
we obtain once m ore an adiabatic process such that if
the system is Initially in an eigenket j ;i, i will still be
In the sam e eigenket after the m easurem ent. Further-
m ore, In this 1im it, the interaction H am iltonian changes
the eigenket during the interaction by an In nitesin al
am ount.

Ifwe take the Initial state ofthe system to be an eigen—
ket j ;i, then for any given value of P , the eigenvalue of
the eigenstate shifts by an in nitesim al am ount which
can be obtained using rst order perturbation theory as
follow s. T he perturbed eigenstates are solutions of

P

P . .
Heff + A jginj jl

T j 1j-+

P
(it h) Jadt geiadst o 12)
Taking the scalarproductwih h ;jto rstorderin P=T
one obtains

_Phipjsi P

—— = —al: a3)
T h ij i1

1= T w
T hus the state of the m easuring device after the m ea-
surement is shifted, wp @) ! wmp @ A}), and if
the Initialwave function of y p issu ciently peaked in
Q , the reading of the m easuring device yields the weak
value ofA .

Tt is instructive to consider the case when the initial
state is not an eigenket ofH ¢¢ . T he Initial state should
then be decom posed Into a superposition of eigenkets
Jji= i 1J i1 and is tim e evolution, up to nom al-
ization, w illbe given by

Jiwp @) e M T3idup @ AD:  (14)
The state of the measuring device is amplied to a
m acroscopically distinguishable situation. Then, e ec—
tively, a collapse takes place to the reading of one of



the weak values Avi, w ith the relative probabilities given
by J ;Fe?™ 9T | W e call the collapse e ective because
i only occurs under the condition that a partial post—
selection is realized. A subsequent adiabatic m easure—
m ent of another cbservabl B will yield the weak value
corresponding to the same two-state h ;7Jj 1i. A kema-—
tively, one can carry out the m easurem ents of A and B

sim ultaneously. This can always be done by increasing
the duration T of the m easurem ent so that the Interac—
tion P1A + P,B )=T ram ainsa an allperturbation. T hus,
given a su ciently long tine T, one can obtain reliable

m easurem ents of any set of cbservables by m aking m ea—
suring devices interact adiabatically w th a single quan—
tum system . However i should be noted that in any
realistic in plem entation we w ill need ensem bles of sys—
tem s and m easuring devices since both in the case of
m etastabl states and in the soin exam ple the proba-
bility of a successful partial post—selection Which gives
rise to the e ective non hem iian Ham iltonian) is very
an all. Indeed, the adiabatic m easurem ent will only be
successfiil if the m etastable states do not decay during
the m easuram ent, or if the spin S is found In the state
$y = N i. Nevertheless, there is a non—zero probability
that the st run wih a sihgle system and a single set of
m easuring devices w ill yield the desired outcom es.

O ur general discussion was carried out for a system
evolving according to an aritrary e ective non hem i-
tian Ham ittonian. The spin exam ple presented above is
am enable to exact treatm ent and one can investigate in
this case In what lin it the e ective non hemm itian Ham ik
tonian describes adequately the evolution ofthe soin 1=2
particle. W e recall that the e ective H am iltonian eq(ﬂ)
has two eigenkets J'yi and #,1i. That J';i should be an
eigenket is easily be seen by noting that the initial state
PBx = N if',i is an elgenstate of the free Ham iltonian
Ho = S That i is an eigenket is a nontrivial
prediction which can be checked by calculating the prob—
ability for the sm all spin, initially in the state #,1, to be
in the state J'y1 at an interm ediate tim e. One nds that
this probability is proportionalto 1=N ?, thereby con mm —
Ing that it is indeed an eigenket in the 1m it of large N .

If the initial state of the small spin is #,i, and an
adiabatic m easurem ent of = " is carried out the
eigenket J#,1 should be una ected by the m easurem ent,
and the pointer ofthe m easuring device should be shifted

by ( )u = %}.#inﬂ In order to verify this we con—

sidered the particular case when T =z w hereupon the
analysis sin pli es considerably since only the statesw ith
Jy = Sy + x =N + 1=2; N 1=2; N 3=2 com e up
in the calculation. T hus, we took the H am iltonian to be
H= 8 ¥ i durihgthe intervalty < t< tp = t+T,
with the initial state $x = N ij,i and the nal state
of the large spin post—selected to be hS, = N j. Taking
the m easuring device to be in the m om entum eigenstate

P, one nds that after the post-selection, at t = t,,
the state of the small spin plus measuring device is
3,1 =2+ error term s. The errortem sare either ofthe
orm #,ie =2 correponding to a pointer shifted in the
w rong direction, orofthe form £ ¢ )J', i corresponding to
the spin not having rem ained in the state #,i. The nom

ofthe error tem s is proportionalto 1=N and in the lin it
of large N they can be neglected. One then nds that
after and during the m easurem ent the soin is still in the
eigenket J#,1i and that the pointer of the m easuring de—
vice is shifted by theweak value ( ), = “g i = L.
Thuswe con m that in the lim i of large N , the evolu—
tion is given by the e ective non hem itian H am ittonian.

In this letterwe have analyzed adiabaticm easurem ents
on system s which evolre according to an e ective non
hemm itian Ham iltonian. The e ective H am iltonian only
arises when a partial post-selection is realized. For an
adiabatic m easurem ent to yield a signi cantly unusual
result, the non hem iticity of the Ham iltonian m ust be
large, and in such cases the probability of a successfiil
partial post-selection is very sm all. There is however a
reasonable hope of perform ing such a m easurem ent In a
real laboratory. It is conceivable to build an experim ent
In which the m easuring device is a particular degree of
freedom of the m easured particle itself, and in this case
the post—selection process is particularly sim ple @].
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