
ar
X

iv
:q

ua
nt

-p
h/

96
03

00
2v

1 
 3

 M
ar

 1
99

6

SY M PLEC T IC T O M O G R A PH Y A S C LA SSIC A L

A PPR O A C H T O Q U A N T U M SY ST EM S

S.M ancini,V.I.M an’ko1 and P.Tom besi

Dipartim ento diM atem atica eFisica,Universit�a diCam erino,I-62032 Cam erino

and

Istituto NazionalediFisica della M ateria

A bstract

By using a generalization oftheopticaltom ography technique we describe

thedynam icsofa quantum system in term sofequationsfora purely classical

probability distribution which containscom pleteinform ation aboutthesystem .

1 Introduction

DuetotheHeisem berg [1]and Schr�odinger-Robertson [2],[3]uncertainty relation for

the position and m om entum in quantum system s,does not exist joint distribution

function in thephasespace.Nevertheless,a perm anentwish to understand quantum

m echanics in term s ofclassicalprobabilities leads to introduce the so called quasi-

probability distributions, such as W igner function [4], Husim iQ-function [5]and

Glauber-Sudarshan P-function [6],[7].Lateron asetofs-ordered quasi-distributions

[8]uni�ed these quasi-probabilities into one-param etric fam ily. Even in the early

daysofquantum m echanicsM adelung [9]observed thatthe m odulusand thephase
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ofwavefunction obey thehydrodinam icalclassicalequations,and along thislinethe

stochasticquantization schem ehasbeen suggested by Nelson [10]tolink theclassical

stochasticm echanicsform alism with thequantum m echanicalbasicentities,such as

wave function and propagator. In som e sense,also the hidden variables [11]was

proposed to relate the quantum processesto the classicalones. Nevertheless,up to

datetherenotexsista form alism which consistently connectsthe"two worlds".

The discussed quasi-probabilitiesillum inated the sim ilaritiesand the di�erences

between classicalandquantum considerations,andtheyarewidelyused asinstrum ent

forcalculationsin quantum theory [12],[13].However,they cannotplay the role of

classicaldistributions,sinceforexam ple,theW ignerfunction and theP-function m ay

havenegativevalues.AlthoughttheQ-function isalwayspositiveand norm alized,it

doesnotdescribe m easurabledistributionsofconcretephysicalvariables.

Using theform alism ofRef.[8],Vogeland Risken [14]found an integralrelation

between the W ignerfunction and the m arginaldistribution forthe m easurable ho-

m odyneoutputvariablewhich representsa rotated quadrature.Thisresultgivesthe

possibility ofm easuring the quantum state,and itisreferred asopticalhom odyne

tom ography [15].

In Ref. [16]a sym plectic tom ography procedure was suggested to obtain the

W ignerfunction by m easuring the m arginaldistribution fora shifted and squeezed

quadrature,which dependson extra param eters. In Ref. [17]the form alism ofRef.

[14]was form ulated in invariant form ,relating the hom odyne output distribution

directly to the density operator. In Ref. [18]the sym plectic tom ography form alism

was also form ulated in this invariant form and it was extended to the m ultim ode

case. Thus, due to the introduction ofquantum tom ography procedure the real

positive m arginaldistribution for m easurable observables, such as rotated shifted

and squeezed quadratures,turned outto determ inecom pletely thequantum states.
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The aim ofthe presentwork isto form ulate the standard quantum dynam icsin

term softhe classicalm arginaldistribution ofthe m easurable shifted and squeezed

quadraturecom ponents,used in thesym plectictom ography schem e.Thusweobtain

an alternativeform ulation ofthequantum system evolution in term sofevolution of

realand positive distribution function form easurable physicalobservables. W e will

show the connection ofsuch "classical" probability evolution with the evolution of

theabovediscussed quasi-prbability distributions.

Exam plesrelativeto statesofharm onicoscillatorand freem otion willbeconsid-

ered in thefram eofthegiven form ulation ofquantum m echanics.

2 D ensity operatorand distribution forshifted and

squeezed quadrature

In Ref. [16]it was shown that,for the generic linear com bination ofquadratures,

which isa m easurableobservable(�h = 1)

X̂ = �q̂+ �p̂+ �; (1)

where q̂and p̂aretheposition and m om entum respectively,them arginaldistribution

w(X ;�;�;�)(norm alized with respecttotheX variable),dependingupon threeextra

realparam eters �;�;�,is related to the state ofthe quantum system ,expressed in

term sofitsW ignerfunction W (q;p),asfollows

w(X ;�;�;�)=

Z

e
�ik(X ��q��p��)

W (q;p)
dkdqdp

(2�)2
: (2)

Thisform ula can beinverted and theW ignerfunction ofthestatecan beexpressed

in term softhem arginaldistribution [16]

W (q;p)= (2�)
2
s
2
e
isX

wF (X ;sq;sp;s); (3)
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where wF (X ;a;b;s)istheFouriercom ponentofthem arginaldistribution (2)taken

with respectto theparam eters�;�;�,i.e.

wF (X ;a;b;s)=
1

(2�)3

Z

w(X ;�;�;�)e
�i(�a+ �b+ �s)

d�d�d�: (4)

Hence, it was shown that the quantum state could be described by the positive

classicalm arginaldistribution forthe squeezed,rotated and shifted quadrature. In

the case ofonly rotated quadrature,� = cos�,� = sin� and � = 0,the usual

opticaltom ography form ula of Ref. [14], gives the sam e possibility through the

Radontransform instead oftheFouriertransform .Thisis,infact,apartialcaseofthe

sym plectictransform ation ofquadraturesincetherotation group isasubgroup ofthe

sym plecticgroup ISp(2;R)whoseparam etersareused todescribethetransform ation

(1).

In Ref. [18] an invariant form connecting directly the m arginal distribution

w(X ;�;�;�)and thedensity operatorwasfound

�̂ =

Z

d�d�d� w(X ;�;�;�)̂K �;�;�; (5)

wherethekerneloperatorhastheform

K̂ �;�;� =
1

2�
s
2
e
is(X ��)

e
�is 2��=2

e
�is�p̂

e
�is�q̂

: (6)

Theform ulae(3)and (5)ofsym plectictom ographyshow thatthereexistan invertible

m ap between thequantum statesdescribed by thesetofnonnegativeand norm alized

herm itian density operators �̂ and thesetofpositive,norm alized m arginaldistribu-

tions("classical" ones)forthem easurableshifted and squeezed quadratures.So,the

inform ation contained in them arginaldistribution isthesam ewhich iscontained in

thedensity operator;and dueto this,onecould representthequantum dynam icsin

term sofevolution ofthem arginalprobability.
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3 Q uantum evolution as classicalprocess

W enow derivetheevolution equation forthem arginaldistribution function w using

theinvariantform oftheconnectionbetween them arginaldistributionandthedensity

operatorgiven by theform ula (5).Then from theequation ofm otion forthedensity

operator

@t�̂ = �i[̂H ;�̂] (7)

weobtain theevolution equation forthem arginaldistribution in theform

Z

d�d�d�
n

_w(X ;�;�;�;t)̂K �;�;� + w(X ;�;�;�;t)̂I�;�;�

o

= 0 (8)

in which theknown Ham iltonian determ inesthekernelÎ�;�;� through thecom m utator

Î�;�;� = i[Ĥ ;K̂ �;�;�]: (9)

Theobtained integral-operatorequation forsim plecasescan bereduced tothepartial

di�erentialequation.Todothiswerepresentthekerneloperator Î�;�;� in norm alorder

form (i.e.allthe m om entum operatorson theleftside and theposition oneson the

rightside)containing theoperator K̂ �;�;� asfollow

:Î�;�;� := R (̂p):K̂ �;�;� :P (̂q) (10)

where R (̂p) and P (̂q) are,�nite or in�nite operator polynom ials (depending also

on the param eters� and �)determ ined by the Ham iltonian. Then calculating the

m atrix elem entsoftheoperatorequation (8)between thestateshpjand jqiand using

thecom pletnessproperty oftheFourierexponentswearriveatthefollowing partial

di�erentialequation forthem arginaldistribution function

@tw + �(~p;~q)w = 0 (11)
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where the polynom ial�(~p;~q)isthe productofthe polynom ialsR (p)and P(q)rep-

resented in theform

�(p;q)= R (p)P(q)=
X

n

X

m

p
n
q
m
cn;m (�;�) (12)

in which thec-num bervariablesp and q should bereplaced by theoperators

~p=

 
1

@=@�

@

@�
+ i

�

2

@

@�

!

; ~q=

 
1

@=@�

@

@�
+ i

�

2

@

@�

!

; (13)

where derivative in thedenom inatorisunderstood asintegraloperator.One should

pointoutthatthe operators ~p and ~q in Eq. (11)acton the productofcoe�cients

cn;m (�;�)and the m arginaldistribution corresponding to the order shown by Eqs.

(11) and (12). Let us consider the im portant exam ple ofthe particle m otion in a

potentialwith theHam iltonian

Ĥ =
p̂2

2
+ V (̂q); (14)

then the described procedure ofcalculating the norm alorder kernel(10)gives the

following form ofthe quantum dynam ics in term sofa Fokker-Planck-like equation

forthem arginaldistribution

_w � �
@

@�
w � i

"

V

 
1

@=@�

@

@�
+ i

�

2

@

@�

!

� V

 
1

@=@�

@

@�
� i

�

2

@

@�

! #

w = 0 (15)

which in generalcaseisan integro-di�erentialequation.Forthefreem otion,V = 0,

thisevolution equation becom esthe�rstorderpartialdi�erentialequation

_w � �
@

@�
w = 0: (16)

For the harm onic oscillator,V (̂q) = q̂2=2,the quantum dynam ic equation has the

form

_w � �
@

@�
w + �

@

@�
w = 0: (17)
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Thusgiven a Ham iltonian ofthe form (14)we can study the quantum evolution of

thesystem writing down aFokker-Planck-likeequation forthem arginaldistribution.

Solving thisonefora given initialpositive and norm alized m arginaldistribution we

can obtain thequantum density operator �̂(t)according to Eq.(5).Conceptually it

m eansthatwe can discuss the system quantum evolution considering classicalreal

positiveand norm alized distributionsforthem easurablevariableX which isshifted

and squeezed quadrature.Thedistribution function which dependson extra param -

eters obeys a classicalequation which preserves the norm alization condition ofthe

distribution. In thissense we alwayscan reduce the quantum behaviourofthe sys-

tem totheclassicalbehaviourofthem arginaldistribution oftheshifted and squeezed

quadrature. Ofcourse,thisstatem entrespectsthe uncertainty relation because the

m easurable m arginaldistribution isthe distribution forone observable. Thatisthe

essentialdi�erence(dispiteofsom esim ilarity)oftheintroduced m arginaldistribution

from thediscussed quasi-distributions,including therealpositive Q-function,which

depend on the two variablesofthe phase space and are norm alized with respectto

thesevariables.W ewould pointoutthatwedo notderivequantum m echanicsfrom

classicalstochastic m echanics,i.e. we do notquantize any classicalstochastic pro-

cess,ourresultistopresentthequantum dynam icsequationsasclassicalones,and in

doing thisweneed notonly classicalHam iltonian butalso itsquantum counterpart.

4 Exam ples

Below we considersim ple exam plesofthem arginaldistribution evolution forstates

offree m otion and harm onic oscillator. First ofallwe take into account the free

m otion forwhich theEq.(16)hasa gaussian solution oftheform

w(X ;�;�;�;t)=
1

q

2��X (t)
exp

(

�
(X � �)2

2�X (t)

)

(18)
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wherethedispersion oftheobservableX dependson tim eand param etersasfollow

�X (t)=
1

2
[�

2
+ �

2
(1+ t

2
)+ 2��t]: (19)

Theinitialcondition correspondsto them arginaldistribution oftheground stateof

an arti�cialharm onicoscillatorcalculated from therespective W ignerfunction [16].

If we consider the �rst excited state ofthe harm onic oscillator, we know the

W ignerfunction [19]

W 1(q;p)= �2(1� 2q
2
� 2p

2
)exp[�q

2
� p

2
]: (20)

Itresultstim e independentdue to the stationarity ofthe state,butforsm allq and

p itbecom esnegativewhilethesolution ofEq.(17)

w1(X ;�;�;�;t)=
2
p
�
[�

2
+ �

2
]
� 3

2(X � �)
2
exp

(

�
(X � �)2

�2 + �2

)

(21)

isitselftim eindependent,buteverywhere positive.

Indeed,a tim eevolution ispresentexplicitly in thecoherentstate,whoseW igner

function isgiven by

W c(q;p)= 2expf�q
2
� q

2

0
� p

2
� p

2

0
+ 2(qq0 + pp0)cost� (pq0 � qp0)sintg (22)

whereq0 and p0 aretheinitialvaluesofposition and m om entum .Forthesam estate

them arginaldistribution showsa m orecom plicateevolution

wc (X ;�;�;�;t)=
1
p
�
[�

2
+ �

2
]
� 1

2 (23)

� exp

(

�q0 � p0 �
(X � �)2

�2
+ 2

(X � �)

�
(p0cost� q0sint)

)

� exp

(
1

�2 + �2

�
�

�
(X � �)+ q0(�sint+ � cost)+ p0(� sint� �cost)

�2
)

:

Itisalsointerestingtoconsiderthecom parisonbetween W ignerfunctionandm arginal

probability fornon-classicalstatesoftheharm onicoscillator,such asfem alecatstate

de�ned as[20]

j�� i= N � (j�i� j� �i); � = 2
�1=2

(q0 + ip0) (24)
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with

N � =

(
exp[(q2

0
+ p2

0
)=2]

4sinh[(q20 + p20)=2]

) 1

2

(25)

and forwhich theW ignerfunction assum esthefollowing form

W � (q;p)= 2N
2

� e
�q 2�p 2

f e
�q 2

0
�p 2

0 cosh[2(qq0 + pp0)cost+ 2(qp0 � pq0)sint]

� cos[2(qp0 � pq0)cost� 2(qq0 + pp0)sint]g: (26)

Thecorresponding m arginaldistribution is

w� (X ;�;�;�;t) = N
2

� [wA(X ;�;�;�;t)� wB (X ;�;�;�;t)

� w
�
B (X ;�;�;�;t)� wA(�X ;�;�;��;t)] (27)

with

wA (X ;�;�;�;t)=
1
p
�
[�

2
+ �

2
]
� 1

2 (28)

� exp

(

�q0 � p0 �
(X � �)2

�2
+ 2

(X � �)

�
(p0cost� q0sint)

)

� exp

(
1

�2 + �2

�
�

�
(X � �)+ q0(�sint+ � cost)+ p0(� sint� �cost)

�2
)

and

wB (X ;�;�;�;t)=
1
p
�
[�

2
+ �

2
]
� 1

2 (29)

� exp

(

�q0 � p0 �
(X � �)2

�2
� 2i

(X � �)

�
(q0cost+ p0sint)

)

� exp

(
�1

�2 + �2

�

�i
�

�
(X � �)+ q0(�cost� � sint)+ p0(�sint+ � cost)

�2
)

:

Thepresented exam plesshow thatfortheevolution ofthestateofaquantum system ,

one could always associate the evolution ofthe probability density forthe random

classicalvariable X which obeys "classical" Fokker-Planck-like equation,and this

probability density contains the sam e inform ation (about quantum system ) which

iscontained in any quasi-distribution function. Butthe probability density hasthe
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advantage to behave com pletly asthe usualclassicalone. The physicalm eaning of

the "classical" random variable X istransparent,itisconsidered asthe position in

an ensam bleofshifted,rotated and scaled restfram esin theclassicalphasespaceof

the system understudy. W e could rem ark thatfornon norm alized quantum states,

like the states with �xed m om entum (De Broglie wave) orwith �xed position,the

introduced m ap in Eq.(5)m ay bepreserved.In thiscontexttheplanewavestatesof

freem otion havethem arginaldistribution corresponding totheclassicalwhitenoise.

5 C onclusions

W e have shown thatitispossible to bring the quantum dynam icsback to classical

description in term sofa probability distribution containing (over)com pleteinform a-

tion. The tim e evolution ofa m easurable probability forthe discussed observables

could beusefulboth fortheprediction oftheexperim entaloutcom esata given tim e

and,asm entioned above,to achieve the quantum state ofthe system atany tim e.

Furtherm orethesym plectictransform ation ofEq.(1)could berepresented asacom -

position ofshift,rotation and squeezing. So,the m easurem entofa shifted variable

m eans the m easure ofthe coordinate in a fram e in which the zero isshifted. This

could be im plem ented forexam ple by m easuring the oscillatorcoordinate using an

in�nite ensam ble offram eswhich areshifted with respectto the initialone (related

m ethod wasdiscussed also in Ref.[21]).Furtherm oreifoneconsidersthevariable q̂

asthephoton quadrature,which correspondsto theam plitude oftheelectricvector

vibrations,a rotation m eansa hom odyne m easurem ent,while the squeezing m eans

m easurem ent after am pli�cation orattenuation. So,we would em phasize that our

procedure allows to transform the problem ofquantum m easurem ents (atleast for

som e observables) into a problem ofclassicalm easurem ents with an ensam ble of

shifted,rotated and scaled reference fram esin the(classical)phasespace.
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W ealsowanttorem ark thatin som esituationsthem easurem entsofinstataneous

valuesofthem arginaldistribution fordi�erentvaluesoftheparam etersisreplaced by

m easuring thedistribution fortheseparam eterswhich evolvein tim e.Such m easure-

m entsm ay beconsistentwith thesystem evolution iftheparam eterstim evariation

ism uch fasterthan the naturalevolution ofthe system itself.In thiscase the state

ofthesystem doesnotchange during them easurem entprocessand oneobtainsthe

instantvalueofthem arginaldistribution and oftheW ignerfunction.

Finally webelivethatour"classical"approach could beapowerfultooltoinvesti-

gatecom plex quantum system asforexam plechaoticsystem sin which thequantum

chaoscould beconsidered in a fram eofequationsfora realand positivedistribution

function.
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