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Em ergence ofW eak Values

by Lev Vaidm an
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Tel-Aviv University,Tel-Aviv 69978,Israel

A bstract. Variousquantum m easurem entproceduresare
analyzed and itisshown thatundercertain conditionsthey
yield consistently weak values which m ight be very di�er-
entfrom theeigenvalues,theallowed outcom esaccording to
thestandard quantum form alism .Theweak valueoutcom es
resultfrom peculiarquantum interferenceofthepointervari-
ableofthem easuring device.

1 Introduction

In thestandard form alism ofquantum theory theoutcom eofa (good)
m easurem entm ustbe an eigenvalue ofthe operatorcorresponding to
them easuredvariable.InthispaperIwilldiscussam odi�edm easuring
procedureswhich willyield instead ofan eigenvalue a weak value,re-
centlyintroduced byAharonov,Albertand Vaidm an (1988).Theweak
valueofan observableA isde�ned fora two-state vectorh	 2jj	 1ias

A w �
h	 2jAj	 1i

h	 2j	 1i
: (1)

The expectation value ofA fora system in a statej	iisa particular
caseofa weak valuewhen j	 1i= j	 2i= j	i.
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The standard idealm easurem ents requires in�nitely strong coupling.
Theweak valuesem ergeonly ifthem easuringcouplingisbounded and
in m ost(butnotin all)cases the coupling m ustbe weak and thisis
thereason forthenam e\weak value".

Theim portantsurprising featureoftheweak valueisthatitm ightbe
faraway from therangeoftheeigenvalues,forexam ple,theweak value
ofkinetic energy m ightbe negative,see Aharonov etal. (1993).The
weak value is,in general,a com plex num ber. The (alm ost)standard
m easurem entprocedurewith a weakened coupling yieldstherealpart
ofthe weak value. The im aginary partcan be m easured too butwe
willnotdiscussithere.

The expectation value,h	jAj	iem ergesin a weak m easurem entofa
quantum system pre-selected in a state j	iaswellasin a protective
m easurem ent(Aharonov and Vaidm an 1993,Aharonov,Anandan and
Vaidm an 1993)when the state j	iisprotected. The weak value (1)
em ergesin a weak m easurem entperform ed on a quantum system pre-
selected in the state j	 1i and post-selected in the state j	 2i as well
asin a protectivem easurem entwhen thetwo-statevectorh	 2jj	 1iis
protected.Protectivem easurem entsconsistofprotection couplingand
m easuring coupling. The protection coupling usually protectsseveral
quantum statesorseveralquantum two-statevectors.Ifthesystem is
protected by such a coupling butnotselected in one ofthe protected
states(two-statevectors)then theoutcom eofthem easurem entisthe
weak value corresponding to one ofthe protected states (two-state
vectors)chosen atrandom .Ishalldiscussallthesecasesbelow.

2 M easurem ent Procedure

Accordingtostandardde�nition,aquantum m easurem entofaphysical
variableA isdescribed by theHam iltonian:

H = g(t)PA ; (2)
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whereP isa canonicalm om entum conjugateto thepointervariableQ
ofthe m easuring device. The function g(t)isnonzero only fora very
shorttim eintervalcorresponding to them easurem ent,and isnorm al-
ized so that

R

g(t)dt= 1. During the tim e ofthisim pulsive m easure-
m ent,the Ham iltonian (2) dom inates the evolution ofthe m easured
system and the m easuring device. Since [A;H ]= 0,the variable A
doesnotchangeduring them easuring interaction.Theinitialstateof
thepointervariableisusually m odeled by aGaussian centered atzero:

�in(Q)= e
� Q 2=2� 2

: (3)

Here and below we om itthe norm alization factor. The pointer is in
the\zero" position beforethem easurem ent,i.e.itsinitialprobability
distribution is

prob(Q)= e
� Q 2=� 2

: (4)

Iftheinitialstateofthesystem isan eigenstatej	 1i= jaii,then after
the interaction (2),the state ofthe system and the m easuring device
is:

jaiie
� (Q � ai)

2=2� 2

: (5)

The probability distribution ofthe pointer variable,e� (Q � ai)
2=� 2

re-
m ained unchanged in itsshape,butitisshifted by the eigenvalue ai.
In an idealm easurem ent, the initialprobability distribution ofthe
pointeriswelllocalized around zero,and thusthe�naldistribution is
welllocalized around theeigenvalue.Thus,thereading ofthepointer
variablein theend ofthem easurem entalm ostalwaysyieldsa valueof
theshift(theeigenvalueofthevariable).

Iftheinitialstateofthesystem isasuperposition j	 1i= �� ijaii,then
after the interaction (2) the state ofthe system and the m easuring
deviceis:

�� ijaiie
� (Q � ai)

2=2� 2

: (6)
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The probability distribution ofthe pointer variable corresponding to
thestate(6)is

prob(Q)= �j� ij
2
e
� (Q � ai)

2=� 2

: (7)

In caseofidealm easurem entthisisaweighted sum oftheinitialproba-
bility distribution localized around variouseigenvalues.Therefore,the
reading ofthe pointervariable in the end ofthe m easurem entalm ost
alwaysyieldsthevaluecloseto oneoftheeigenvalues.

In thecaseoftheidealm easurem entthem easuringinteraction leadsto
a very largeuncertain changeofthesystem dueto a largeuncertainty
ofthe variable P. Indeed,in the standard m easurem ent we require
that the pointer shows zero before the m easurem ent,i.e.,� is very
sm allforthe initialstate ofthe m easuring device (3). This requires
large uncertainty in P,and therefore the Ham iltonian (2) causes a
largeuncertain change.

The weak m easurem ent isalso described by the interaction Ham ilto-
nian (2)butitkeptsm allby taking theinitialstateofthe m easuring
device such thathPi= 0 and the uncertainty in P issm all. W e con-
sider� � a i foralleigenvaluesai. Then,we can perform the Taylor
expansion ofthesum (7)around Q = 0up tothe�rstorderand rewrite
theprobability distribution ofthepointerin thefollowing way:

prob(Q)= �j� ij
2
e
� (Q � ai)

2=� 2

=

�j� ij
2(1� (Q � ai)

2
=� 2)= e

� (Q � �j�ij
2ai)

2=� 2

: (8)

Butthisisexactly theinitialdistribution shifted by thevalue�j� ij
2ai.

Thisisthe the expectation value which isalso the weak value in this
pre-selection case:A w = �j� ij

2ai = h	jAj	i.Thisweak valuecan be
found from statisticalanalysisofthereadingsofthem easuringdevices
ofsuch m easurem entsperform ed on an ensem bleofidenticalquantum
system s. Butitisdi�erentconceptually from the standard de�nition
ofexpectation valuewhich isam athem aticalconceptde�ned from the
statisticalanalysis ofthe idealm easurem ents ofthe variable A allof
which yield oneoftheeigenvaluesai.
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3 Protective M easurem ents

In general,theweak (expectation)valuecannotbem easured on a sin-
glesystem .However,itcan bedoneifthequantum stateisprotected
(Aharonov and Vaidm an 1993). The appropriate m easurem entinter-
action isagain described theHam iltonian (2),butinstead ofim pulsive
interaction the adiabaticlim itofslow and weak interaction isconsid-
ered: g(t)= 1=T form ostofthe interaction tim e T and g(t)goesto
zero gradually beforeand aftertheperiod T.

In thiscasetheinteraction Ham iltonian (2)doesnotdom inatethetim e
evolution during the m easurem ent,m oreover,itcan be considered as
a perturbation.ThefreeHam iltonian H 0 dom inatestheevolution.In
ordertoprotectaquantum statethisHam iltonian m usthavethestate
to be a nondegenerate energy eigenstate. Forg(t)sm ooth enough we
then obtain an adiabatic process in which the system cannot m ake
a transition from one energy eigenstate to another,and,in the lim it
T ! 1 ,the interaction Ham iltonian changes the energy eigenstate
by an in�nitesim alam ount. Ifthe initialstate ofthe system is an
eigenstate jE iiofH 0 then forany given value ofP,theenergy ofthe
eigenstate shifts by an in�nitesim alam ount given by the �rst order
perturbation theory:

�E = hEijH intjE ii= hE ijAjE iiP=T: (9)

The corresponding tim e evolution e� iP hE ijA jE ii shifts the pointer by
the expectation value ofA in the state jE ii. Thus,the probability
distribution ofthe pointer variable rem ains unchanged in its shape,
and isshifted by theexpectation valuehAii= hE ijAjE ii.

Ifthe initialstate ofthe system is a superposition ofseveralnonde-
generateenergy eigenstatesj	 1i= �� ijE ii,then aparticularoutcom e
hAii� hEijAjE iiappearsatrandom ,with theprobability j�ij2.(Sub-
sequent adiabatic m easurem ents ofthe sam e observable A invariably
yield theexpectation valuein thesam eeigenstatejE ii.)
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4 Pre-and Post-Selected System s

Aharonov,Bergm ann and Lebowitz (1964)considered m easurem ents
perform ed on a quantum system between two other m easurem ents,
results ofwhich were given. They proposed describing the quantum
system between two m easurem entsby using two states:theusualone,
evolvingtowardsthefuturefrom thetim eofthe�rstm easurem ent,and
asecond stateevolving backwardsin tim e,from thetim eofthesecond
m easurem ent. Ifa system has been prepared at tim e t1 in a state
j	 1iand isfound attim e t2 in a state j	 2i,then attim e t,t1 < t<

t2,the system is described by h	 2je
i
R
t

t2

H dt
and e

� i
R
t

t1

H dt
j	 1i:For

sim plicity,weshallconsiderthefreeHam iltonian to bezero;then,the
system attim etisdescribed by thetwo statesh	 2jand j	 1i.In order
toobtain such asystem ,wepreparean ensem bleofsystem sin thestate
j	 1i,perform a m easurem ent ofthe desired variable using separate
m easuring devices foreach system in the ensem ble,and perform the
post-selection m easurem ent. Ifthe outcom e ofthe post-selection was
not the desired result,we discard the system and the corresponding
m easuring device. W e look only atm easuring devices corresponding
to thesystem spost-selected in thestateh	 2j.

Let us show briey how weak values em erge from a m easuring pro-
cedure perform ed on a pre- and post-selected system with a su�-
ciently weak coupling. W e consider a sequence ofm easurem ents: a
pre-selection ofj	 1i,a (weak)m easurem entinteraction oftheform of
Eq.(2),and a post-selection m easurem ent�nding thestatej	 2i.The
stateofthem easuring device(which wasinitially in a Gaussian state)
afterthissequence isgiven (up to norm alization)by

�(Q)= h	 2je
� iP Aj	 1ie

� Q 2=2� 2

: (10)

In theP-representation wecan rewriteitas

~�(P)= h	 2j	 1ie
� iA w P e

� � 2P 2=2 +

h	 2j	 1i

1
X

n= 2

(iP)n

n!
[(A n)w � (Aw)

n]e� �
2P 2=2

: (11)
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If�issu�cientlylarge,wecanneglectthesecond term of(11)whenwe
Fouriertransform back to theQ-representation.Large� corresponds
to weak m easurem ent in the sense that the interaction Ham iltonian
(2)issm all.Thus,in thelim itofweak m easurem ent,the�nalstateof
them easuring device(in theQ-representation)is

�(Q)= e
� (Q � A w )

2=2� 2

: (12)

Thisstate represents a m easuring device pointing to the weak value,
A w. Since � has to be large, the weak coupling between a single
system and the m easuring device willnot,in m ost cases,lead to a
distinguishable shiftofthe pointervariable,butcollecting the results
ofm easurem entson an ensem bleofpre-and post-selected system swill
yield theweak valuesofa m easured variableto any desired precision.
Although wehaveshowed theem ergenceofweak valuesin weak m ea-
surem ents for a speci�c von Neum ann m odelofm easurem ents, the
resultiscom pletely general: any coupling ofa pre-and post-selected
system to a variable A,provided the coupling issu�ciently weak,re-
sultsin e�ective coupling to A w.

5 Protection ofa T wo-State Vector

At�rstsight,itseem sthatprotection ofa two-state vectorisim pos-
sible.Indeed,ifwe add a potentialthatm akesonestatea nondegen-
erate eigenstate,then the otherstate,ifitis di�erent,cannot be an
eigenstate too. (The statesofthe two-state vectorcannotbe orthog-
onal.) But,nevertheless,protection ofthetwo-statevectorispossible
(Aharonov and Vaidm an,1995).

Theprocedureforprotection ofa two-statevectorofa given system is
accom plished by couplingthesystem toanotherpre-and post-selected
system . The protection procedure takes advantage ofthe fact that
weak valuesm ightacquirecom plex values.Thus,thee�ective Ham il-
tonianoftheprotectionm ightnotbeherm itian.Non-herm itianHam il-
toniansactin di�erentwayson quantum statesevolving forward and
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backwardsintim e.Thisallowssim ultaneousprotectionoftwodi�erent
states(evolving in oppositetim edirections).

Letusconsideran exam pleofatwo-statevectorofaspin-1/2particle,
h"yjj"xi. The protection procedure uses an externalpre- and post-
selected system S ofa largespin N thatiscoupled to ourspin via the
interaction:

H prot= � �S � �: (13)

The externalsystem is pre-selected in the state jSx=N i and post-
selected in the state hSy=N j,thatis,itisdescribed by the two-state
vector hSy=N jjSx=N i. The coupling constant � is chosen in such
a way that the interaction with our spin-1/2 particle cannot change
signi�cantly the two-state vectorofthe protective system S,and the
spin-1/2 particle \feels" the e�ective Ham iltonian in which S is re-
placed by itsweak value,

Sw =
hSy = N j(Sx;Sy;Sz)jSx = N i

hSy = N jSx = N i
= (N ;N ;iN ): (14)

Thus,thee�ectiveprotectiveHam iltonian is:

H eff = � �N (�x + �y + i�z): (15)

The state j"xi is an eigenstates ofthis (non-herm itian) Ham iltonian
(with eigenvalue � �N ). For backward evolving states the e�ective
Ham iltonian is the herm itian conjugate of(15) and it has di�erent
(nondegenerate)eigenstatewith thiseigenvalue;theeigenstateish"yj.

In orderto prove thatthe Ham iltonian (13)indeed providesthe pro-
tection,wehaveto show thatthetwo-statevectorh"yjj"xiwillrem ain
essentially unchanged duringthem easurem ent.Seedetailsoftheproof
in Aharonov and Vaidm an,(1995,1996)and Aharonov etal.(1996).

At least form ally we can generalize this m ethod to m ake a protec-
tivem easurem entofan arbitrary two-statevectorh	 2jj	 1iofan arbi-
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trary system .However,thisschem e usually leadsto unphysicalinter-
action and isgood only asa gedanken experim entin thefram ework of
non-relativistic quantum theory where we assum e thatany herm itian
Ham iltonian ispossible.

6 W eak Values and Protective M easurem ents

The protective Ham iltonian (13) has m ore interesting features than
justprotectingthetwostatevectorh"yjj"xi.Thereisanothertwo-state
vector which is protected: the two state h#xjj#yi with corresponding
eigenvalue�N .

In general,a nondegeneratenon-herm itian Ham iltonian yieldsprotec-
tion fora setofpairsconsisting from \bras"and \kets".TheHam ilto-
nian can bewritten in thefollowing form

H = �i!i
j�iih	 ij

h	 ij�ii
; (16)

whereh	 ijarethe\eigen-bras" ofH ,and j�iiarethe\eigen-kets" of
H .Theh	 ijform a com pletebut,in general,non-orthogonalset,and
so do thej�ii.They obey m utualorthogonality condition:

h	 ij�ii= �ijh	 ij�ii: (17)

Iftheinitialstateisa superposition oftheeigenstatesj	i= � i�ij	 ii

then itstim eevolution isgiven by

j	(t)i= N (t)� i�ie
� i!iTj	 ii (18)

An adiabaticm easurem entcoupling ofavariableA perform ed on such
system leadstothestateofthesystem and them easuringdevicegiven
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by

�i�ie
� i!iTj	 ii�(Q �

h�ijAj	 ii

h�ij	 ii
): (19)

Thestateofthem easuringdeviceisthenam pli�edtoam acroscopically
distinguishable situation and,according to standard interpretation,a
collapsetakesplaceto thereading ofoneoftheweak valuesofA with
therelativeprobabilitiesgiven by j�ie� i!iTj2.

In sum m ary,the m ain propertiesofsuch adiabatic m easurem entsare
(Aharonov etal.1996):

a)Theonly possibleoutcom esofthem easurem entaretheweak values
A i
w corresponding to oneofthepairsofstatesh ijj�iiassociated with

thenon herm itian Ham iltonian.

b) A particular outcom e A i
w appears at random ,with a probability

which dependsonly on theinitialstateofthem easured system and is
independentofthedetailsofthem easurem ent.

c)Them easurem entleadstoan e�ectivecollapsetothetwo-statevec-
torh ijj�iicorresponding to theobserved weak valueA i

w.Subsequent
adiabaticm easurem entsofthesam eobservableA invariably yield the
sam eweak value.

d)Sim ultaneousm easurem entsofdi�erentobservablesyield theweak
valuescorresponding to thesam etwo-statevectorh ijj�ii.

An e�ectivenon-herm itian Ham iltonian can beobtained in a reallab-
oratory in a naturalway when we considera decaying system and we
post-select the cases in which it has not decayed during the period
oftim e T which is larger than its characteristic decay tim e. Kaon
decay is such an exam ple. jK 0

Li and jK 0
Si are the eigen-kets ofthe

e�ective Ham iltonian and they have corresponding eigen-bras hK 00
L j

and hK 00

Sjevolving backward in tim e. Due to the CP � violation

the states jK 0
Li and jK 0

Si are not orthogonal. However,the m ixing
is sm all: jhK 0

SjK
0
Lij� 1,and therefore the corresponding backward

evolving states are alm ost identicalto the forward evolving states:
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jhK 00

SjK
0
Sij= jhK 00

LjK
0
Lij=

1p
1� jhK 0

S
jK 0

L
ij2
.Thus,itisdi�culttoexpect

a large e�ectin thissystem and fora realistic experim entalproposal
oneshould look,probably,foranothersystem .

7 C onclusions

W ehaveshown thatweak valuesem ergein procedureswhich arevery
close to the standard quantum m easurem ents. The procedures are:
(i) weak m easurem ent perform ed on ensem ble ofpre-selected quan-
tum system s,(ii) adiabatic m easurem ent on a single system with a
non-degenerate energy spectrum ,(iii)weak m easurem enton pre-and
post-selected ensem ble,(iv)adiabaticm easurem enton a singlesystem
described by a non-herm itian Ham iltonian. In cases (i-ii) the weak
values are just expectation values but in cases (iii-iv) the weak val-
ues m ight lie outside the range ofeigenvalues. These results can be
explained as a peculiar interference e�ect ofthe pointer variable of
them easuring device(forcom putersim ulation oftheseinterferenceef-
fectsseeVaidm an,1995and Unruh,1995)butthey arem ostnaturally
explained in thefram ework ofthetwo-statevectorform alism .

In fact,the m easurem ents discussed above are notjustgedanken ex-
perim ents. Experim entsoftype (i)are frequently perform ed in labo-
ratories:in m any casestheindividualm easurem entcan notreach the
required precision and them easured quantity isfound from am easure-
m enton an ensem bleofidentically prepared system s(butnotallsuch
casescorrespond to weak m easurem ents). Som e typesofelastic scat-
tering experim entsm ightfallundercategory (ii). There were several
experim ents ofthe type (iii). The bestexam ple,probably,isphoton
polarization m easurem ent (Ritchie,1991). Ido notknow aboutany
perform ed experim entoftype(iv).Them ostprom isingisasubclassof
such experim entswhich consistofadiabatic m easurem entsperform ed
on a decaying system which hasnotdecayed yet.W edo notknow for
whatdecaying system the weak valuescan em erge in adiabatic m ea-
surem entsin today’slaboratory.W eleaveitasachallengeto�nd such
realisticproposals.
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