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A bstract

The socalled quantum Zeno e ect is essentially a consequence of the
progction postulate for ideal m easurem ents. To test the e ect Ttano et
al. have perform ed an experin ent on an ensam bl of atom s where rapidly
repeated kevelm easurem ents were realized by m eans of short laser pulses.
U sing dynam ical considerations we give an explanation why the pro fction
postulate can be applied in good approxin ation to such m easurem ents.
C orrections to idealm easurem ents are determ ined explicitly. This is used
to discuss in how far the experin ent of tano et al. can be considered
as a test of the quantum Zeno e ect. W e also analyze a new possbl
experin ent on a singke atom where stochastic light and dark periods can
be interpreted asm anifestation of the quantum Zeno e ect. W e show that
the m easurem ent point of view gives a quick and intuitive understanding
of experim ents of the above type, although a ner analysis has to take the
corrections into acocount.

1. Introduction

Foran idealm easuram ent ofan cbservable A on a system in state j i standard
quantum m echanics predicts aspossible outcom esthe eigenvaluesa; ofA . Each a;
is found w ith probability kP;j ik?, where P; is the proctor onto the eigenspace
belonging to a;. The profction postulate then states that right after a m ea-
surem ent for which a; is found the system is in the state P;j i. T he profction
postulate as currently used has been form ulated by Luders fll]. For observables
w ith degenerate eigenvalues his form ulation di ers from that of von Neum ann
f1. Luders stressed its provisional character: \T he profction postulate willbe
em ployed only until a better understanding of the actual m easuram ent process
has been ound" []. A s pointed out to us by Sudbury f], n the rst edition

of his fam ous book D irac E] de nes ocbservations causing m inin al disturoance.

lem ail: beige@ theorie physik unigoettingen de
2e-m ail: hegerfR theorie physik unigoettingen de
3e-m ail: sondem a@ theorie physik unigoettingen de


http://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/9610003v1

T hese corresoond to Luder'sprescription.. Curously though, In Jatereditionsthis
passage hasbeen om itted.

O ne oconsequence of the progction postulate is, under som e m ild technical
conditions, the so-called quantum Zeno e ect [f]. It predicts a slow down of the
tin e developm ent due to rapidly repeated m easuram ents. If the tin e between
two m easuram ents, t, goes to zero the systam is frozen on a subspace.

An experim ent to test the quantum Zeno e ect was perfom ed by Itano et
al f]1. They stored several thousand two—evel ions In a trap. Initially all jons
were prepared in the ground state. Then a pulse ofa weak eld in resonance was
applied which pum ped an ion in the ground state jli to the excited state Pi.
Such apulse iscalled a pulse. During this pulse n population m easuram ents
of the ion levels were perform ed. Starting In lkevel 1 and increasing the num ber
n ofm easurem ents, ie. decreasing the tine tbetween two m easuram ents, lss
atom swere found in level2 at the end ofthe pulse. Forn = 1 to 64 the resuls
were In good agreem ent w ith the predictions of the quantum Zeno e ect.

O pinions have been divided in the literature about the relkvance of this ex—
perin ent or the quantum Zeno e ect (cf.eg.Refs. B, B, [0, L3, 2, 3, £4, L3)) -
Som e have called it a dram atic veri cation ofthe e ect. O therm aintained that it
had nothing to do w ith the e ect since the m easuram ents were realized by short
laserpulses which should be included in the dynam ics. T herefore the experin ent
can be understood either by B loch equations [11, L3, L4, L], which describe the
Interaction of an ensam bl of atom s w ith the laser, or by incorporating the laser
pulses as an extemal eld In the Ham iltonian ]. T hus one can describe the
e ect of the Jaser pulses In a purely dynam ical way w ithout any m easurem ent
Interpretation.

N am ikiand collaborators have Investigated the quantum Zeno e ect and pos—
sible experim ental veri cations for other system s, In particular soIn system s, and
have discussed the connection w ith m easurem ent theory f[]. T he quantum Zeno
e ect and the experim ent of Ref. [[]] have given rise to a large number of publi-
cations [I7].

The ain ofthispaper is twofold. F irst, we want to discuss the slightly di er-
ent roles the quantum Zeno e ect plays for an ensam bl as opposed to a single
system . Second, draw ing on recent results of ours [1§, [[9, PJ] we w ill describe a
state m easurem ent on the two-level atom s by short laser pulses in a way which,
although also dynam ical, show s why the laser pulses are so well described by the
notion ofm easurem ent. W e w illexplain how and why the m easuram ent point of
view gives such a quick and intuiive understanding of experin ents of the above
type, especially of experin ents w ith singlke system s. H owever, the description by
dealm easurem ents is only approxin ate. C orrections to idealm easurem ents are



necessary and can be determ ined explicitly.
2. Role of the proection postulate for single system s and ensem bles

In principle the profction postulate deals w ith idealm easurem ents on Indi-
vidual system s (selective m easurem ents). E g. for a single system In state j i
one can m easure j i, ie.the cbservable j ith jattines 2 t; :::;n t= t.

T hen the probability to nd the system at each m easurem ent in j iuntiltequals

P () kU ()3 th F::3dih P(DF ih P (07 ik 2 @)
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Here the H am iltonian istaken tobe constant in tim e and suitable dom ain assum p—
tionshave been m ade. In the lin it when thetine tbetween two m easuram ents
goes to zero one has

Im P@) = 1: 3)
t! 0

In this (idealized) lin it the systam freezes in its initial state. For a system de-
scribed by a nite dim ensional H ibert space the dom ain assum ptions are always
f1l lled. T he generalcase can be treated w ith less stringent technicalassum ptions

d].

In an ensam ble of system s one m ay Initially prepare all system s In the sam e
state j i. Then the density matrix (t) affer n m easurem ents (hon-sekctive
m easuram ents) isam xture (Yncoherent superposition’) of various subensam bles
resulting from selective m easurem ents on individual system s. Now P (t), as de—
temm ned In Eq. {), is equalto the relative size of the subensemble found In j i
at each measurement. Eq. @) shows that for decreasing t this subensamble
Increases and thus the density m atrix ram ains closer to the initial state for longer
tin es, ie. there is an overall slow -down of the tin edevelopm ent of the density
m atrix and eventually a freezing.

A s an exam plk we consider ideal state m easurem ents on a two-level system
P1,B7]. Both levels are assum ed to be stable. T he transition between level 1 and
2 Isdriven by a weak eld in resonance. T his leads to so-called R abioscillations
In which the atom ic state oscillates continuously between jli and Ri. In an
approprate Interaction picture the tin e developm ent operator reads

U = oos?zt isjnft (LiR3+ Rinly ; @)
where the so-called Rabi frequency , is proportional to the am plitude of the

driving eld. Now one can perform rapidly repeated idealm easurem ents of jlihl ]
or RihZjat tines t apart. Then the probability to nd another m easurem ent



result than before is given by

P (i! Pi)=P (Pi! jli)=sjn2?2 t; )

which isproportionalto t? if , t 1.Forj i= djlior Ri, Eq. (1] becom es

P(t) = oosZ“?2 t ©6)

This leads to a stochastic path for a singlke atom as shown In Fig.1l. Each ideal
m easuram ent progcts the atom onto state jli or Ri, respectively. Then the
Increase or decrease of the population of level 2 goes initially quadratic in tim e.
Ascan be ssen In Fig. 1, m ore frequent m easurem ents lead to a slow -down of the
tin e-developm ent of the atom ic state.

Let us in agine that them easurem ent apparatus am its a light signaleach tim e
the atom is found in jli. Then one would observe stochastically altemating light
and dark periods. In Fig. 2 the linesm ark tin es when the atom is found to be
In state Jli, wih the accom panying light signal. W hen the tin e between two
m easuram ents becom es an aller, the periods where the atom is found w ithout
Interruptions to be In jli becom es longer. This corresponds to a light period.
T he sam e holds for dark periods, w ith no light signals. The atom seem s to stay
In one state for som e length of tine. A s discussed further below this suggests
a possible experin ental dam onstration of the quantum Zeno e ect for a single
atom .

From Eq. {§) the mean length and the standard deviation of the light and
dark periods can be cbtained. One nds,wih t, = n t,

_ pa
Ty = ntP &, 1) P ()] (7

n=1

and the sam e expression ©r Ty, . Thus, wih Eq. @), one easily cbtains

_ _ t
= S, ©
T he standard deviation is found as
T, = Tp,= t ws3 o t 9)
. P sn?l ,t

Foran all tone hasa very broad distrbution (see Fig. 3). In this case of deal
m easuram ents there is a symm etry between light and dark periods.

W hen m easuring repeatedly on an enssmble (\gas") ofatom s and assum ing a
light signal for each individualatom found in jli would have a statistical overlap
of individual light and dark periods, and the individual periods would be no



Ionger discemible. O newould jist have a decrease of the overall lum inosity, from
which one could deduce the above m entioned slow -down in the tin e developm ent
of the density m atrix.

3. Analysis of a m easurem ent proposal

Cook BIJ]made a proposal how to measure whether the atom is in state
Ji or Ri. His idea was to use an auxiliary, rapidly decaying third level and
a short strong laser pulse. O ccurrence and absence of uorescence was taken
as Indication that the atom was found iIn state jli and i, respectively. That

uorescence yields the state jli is quite easy to understand. Let us rst assum e
that, as shown in Fig. 4, the 1{2 transition is not driven (ho pulse) when the
strong laser pulse is applied. Then one can argue as ollow s. If the laser pulse
produces uorescence then after the last photon em ited during the laser pulse
the atom is In the ground state. Untilthe end ofthe Jaser pulse the atom isagain
driven Into a superposition of kevel 1 and 3. Then the B3i com ponent decays
In a short transient tine .. Hence shortly after the end of the laser pulse the
atom is in state jli. If the atom is nitially in state i no photons are em itted,
because a transition to level 3 is not possble. Thus for the total system (atom
plus radiation eld) the tin e developm ent until after the end of the laser pulse
should transform

jli jracuum i nto jli photonsi
Pijacuum i Into R1ijacuum i

w here the state photonsi contains practically no vacuum part. By linearity one
then has for an arbitrary initial state the transform ation

(13li+ oRi) jjacuumi 7! 1Jjlijphotonsi+ ,Rijacuumi:

C om plications arise ifthe 1{2 transition isdriven. In how far C ooks proposal
P11 corresponds to an ideal m easurem ent and state reduction can be analyzed
in detail by means of the quantum jmp approach 3, 4, B3, E4], which is
essentially equivalent to quantum trafctories P71 and to the M onte€ arlo wave
fiinction approach R4].

W ith the quantum jum p approach one can show that an atom evolvesw ith a
so—called conditional tin e developm ent operator U.,ng as long as no photons are
detected. Thus an atom , at tin e ty in the initial state

ji= (Jli+ LRi; 10)

is at tim e £t in the state

1
30M1i= Upna Gte)J 1 exp o



ifno photons are found between ty and t. T he conditionalH am iltonian H g can
be explicitly calculated. In the case ofa system asn Fig.5 one has, in the sam e
interaction picture as in Eq. @),
"X #

i (Jlihij+ jiihl)  A;Bik3] 12)

N
)

Hcong =
=2

T he conditionalH am iltonian is non-H em iian and the nom of j 0 (t)1 decreases
in tin e. The probability to nd no photon between t, and t is given by

Pol; )= kj °@1ik* = kUcona (tito)J 1K* :

T he probability density forthe em ission ofthe st photon In the interval ft;t+ dt]
isequaltowq (t; )dtwih

d
Wit )= gtPo G ):

It isalso shown in the quantum jum p approach that a system is in state jliafter
the em ission of a photon if its level structure isas in Figs. 4 and 5.

This can now be used to analyze the e ect of the lJaser pulse on an atom in
m ore detail. If a laser pulse produces no uorescence, the state of the atom at
the end ofthe lJaser pulse is given by

i

_Hoondp jl

. 0 C
J (p)i= exp N

Ifwe consider rstthe casswhereno el isapplied to the 1{2 transition ( , =
0), the eigenvalues ;, 1= 1;2;3, of H oonq are easily calculated. One of them,
denoted by ,, is zero and the corresponding eigenvector is Pi. Thetwo ram aining
eigenvalues have negative in agihary part. Ifalleigenvalues are pairw ise di erent
(otherw ise one has to take lim its) one can w rite

i .
— ip Jiih 73 i; 13)

=1 h
where the j ;i’s are the eigenvectors of the conditionalH am iltonian and theh *9s
the reciprocal vectors, with h 7 ;i= i3. If p is Jarge enough the exponentials
wih i= 1 and i= 3 in Eq. {{3) have dropped o to zero and thus at the end of
the laser pulse the state of an atom w ithout any em ission hasbecom e

3 0(p)i= LPi: (14)

As shown In Refs. [[§, [9] this is valid if the duration of the laser pulse satis es
the condition n o
p Mmax 1=A5;A5= 2 : 15)



T hen the probability to nd no photon equals j »F, and the atom is in Ri at the
end of the Jaser pulse. Analogously a condition on the transient tine . can be
determm ined. T he transient tim e has to be long enough to allow the vanishing of
possible Bi com ponents,

w  1=As (1e)

Sum m arizing the discussion so far, if , = 0 the e ect of the Jaser pulse can
be interpreted as a profction of the atom onto states jli or Ri, respectively, if
conditions {[§) and {L§) are satis ed. This happens w ith the sam e probabilities
as predicted for an idealm easurem ent. The resulting state is characterized by
occurrence, or no occurrence, of a burst of light. T he tin e this takes is equal to

p Tt the sum of Jaser pulse length and the transient tim e.

Iftheweak eld isnottumed o when the hserpulse ison,asshown n Fig.5,
som e com plications arise. The weak eld can cause a an all additional transition
between levels 1 and 2 whilk the strong laser pulse is on, as well as during the
transient tin e. This leads to an all corrections, which we have explicitly deter-
m ined in Refs. [L§,[19] by m eans of the quantum jim p approach. O ne has three
param eters w hich have to be an all to m ake the follow ing Interpretation possible,

nam ely
A

land ;= —> 1: a7
3

2
A= 1; r =

_A_3

o |

Now one can say that if the condition n Eq. {[J) is satis ed and if the tine
between two laser pulses is Ionger than the transient tine in Eq. {1§) then the
laser pulse \profcts" the atom onto states jlihljand 3 Rih24, respec—
tively. Thishappensw ith nearly the sam e probabilities as predicted by pro fction
postulate for an idealm easurem ent of the states Jli or Ri.

Thiswillnow be discussed In m ore detail. W e assum e the atom to be In an
arbitrary initial state which m ay also have a Bi com ponent,

ji = ji+ Ri+ 33Pi: (18)

The state of an atom which does not em it any photon whilke the laser pulse is
on can be detem ned by using the conditional Ham iltonian and Eq. {I3). The
atom now practically evolves into the eigenstate of H g fOr the elgenvalue w ith
an allest in aghhary part. This will be denoted by j i, and i has also a Bi
com ponent. An elm entary calculation gives

.= §p<1+0(2>> (19)

and
joi = iji+ Pi xBi+ 0 (?) 20)
3% = i jli+ i g Bi+ 0 (P) s @1)



At the end of the laser pulse the state of an atom w ithout em issions has thus
evolved into

e **h?ji 3i @2)
and the probability for this is the nom squared,

Po(p; )= (L 5 2p)J2F+2,m (12 2zgRe(, 3)+0 (% (3)

j232=

T hus at the end ofa Jaser pulse the nomn alized state ofan atom w ithout uores-
cence is given by

0 1
0 i, 0
“(p) dadh,i= 8 i, 1 R EK+0(): @4)
0 R 0

To obtain the density m atrix which describes an atom which does em it a
burst of Iight during the Jaser pulse one has to average over all possibble ways how
photons can be em itted. Thishasbeen done for 3 A% in Ref. [[§]and Porthe
general case in Ref. [I9]. R ight at the end ofa laserpulse an atom w ith em issions
is shown to be in the (hom alized) state

1

A§+ % ipAg Az 3
> _ B v 2 2 2 2y €
(p) = @ 1pA3 p 2 pAj R A5+ 3) A
B3 3 R(A§+ i) %
@+2 5+ 5, 22 "+ 0(H 25)

which has non-negligble 3i com ponents and which is also independent from the
initialstate j i oftheatom . (Strictly speaking, Eq. £Y) hodsonly ifthe kading
contrbbution 1 j,F of1 By (p; ), the probability to detect photons, does
not vanish or becom es itselfO ( ). In these exceptional cases ~ does depend on
the initial state j i.)

A fter the end ofthe lJaser pulse the Bi com ponents decay during the transient
tin e. Sin ultaneously the 1{2 transition isweakly pum ped. Fortin es long enough
for the third level contrbutions to have vanished it hasbeen shown in Ref. [[d]
thata tine after the end ofthe laser pulse an atom w ithout any em ission is in
the state

P(p+ )=U() 2 UY(); (26)

where U () is the \free" tin e developm ent operator ofEq. ), which describes
the an alldriving of the 2-level atom by the weak eld and where g isn the 1{2
subspace and given by

o O I +0 (% Pin27 @7)



Analogously an atom w ih em issions is, a tine after the end of the Jaser pulss,
in the hom alized) state

(et )=U() 2 UY() @8)
w ith
!
> _ AZ+2 2 ipAd 24 3
. 2 i 2 2
F LAS+ S A 3 p 2 pAj
EE+2 3+ , 2A%) 1+ 0(P) Jlihld : 29)

Eags. £§) and £§) suggest the nterpretation that, under the stated conditions,
the laserpulse e ectively \profcts" the atom at tine  onto the states g or 7,
respectively, which then undergo a \fiee" tin e developm ent. T he probabilities to

nd theatom in § or ; arenearly the sam e as for an dealm easurem ent of the
states Jli or Ri. However, In particular in this case the lJaser pulse is not quite
an idealm easurem ent, and corrections have been given In the above form ulas.

4. Ensem bles: D iscussion of the experim ent of Ttano et al.

Now the experim ent of Ttano et al ﬂ] to test the quantum Zeno e ect on
an ensam ble of atom s can be analyzed in m ore detail. As shown In Fig. 6 and
discussed in the Introduction they had an ensambl of atom s in a trap (@ gas
w ith negligble cooperative e ects) and applied a weak eld for the duration
T = = , (@ pulse). Durng this pulse n strong laser pulses of duration
were applied. Initially all atom s were prepared In the ground state. T herefore
w ithout the strong laser pulses all atom s would be in the state i at the end of
the pulse.

Every singke atom isn uenced by the strong laserpulses. T herefore, thee ect
ofevery laserpulse on the ensem ble can be regarded as sim ultaneous and approx—
In ately idealm easurem ents on each singke atom (W ith corrections, as discussed
In Section 3).

Ttano et al. detem ined experin entally the population of kevel 2 at the end of
the pulse forn laser pulses during this tin e []l. T heir results are shown in the
last comn of Tablk 1. If one Interprets the e ect of a Jaser pulse as an ideal
and instantaneocus m easuram ent one obtains the rst colim n. Better results are
cbtained by assum ng an ideal state reduction and taking the nite duration of
the laser pulse for is realization Into acoount (second colim n).

The results of the Jast section have been used elsewhere [, [[9] to analti-
cally calculate the population of kevel 2, ie. with the proper corrections up to
order 2 to the proijction postulate taken into account. W ith the param eters
of the experin ent we obtain the third column of Tablk 1. As seen In column 4,
a num erical solution of the corresponding B loch equation leads to com parablk
resuls, although it does not give the sam e direct physical nsight.



P roection Postulate Q uantum Bloch O bsarved

n t=T =n t=T =n , Jump  equations f11

1 1.00000 0.99978 0.99978 0.99978 0.995
2 0.50000 0.49957 0.49960 0.49960 0.500
4 037500 035985 0.36062 0.36056 0335
8 023460 020857 020998 020993 0.1%4
16 013343 0.10029 0.10215 010212 0.103
32 0.07156 0.03642 0.03841 0.03840 0.013
64 0.00371 0.00613 0.00789 0.00789 0.006

Tablk 1: P redicted and observed population of level 2 at the end ofthe pulse
forn laser pulses of length . t isthe tin e between two m easurem ents.

5. A possible experin ent on a single atom

Tt should be possiblk to perform the follow ing experin ent on a single atom
In a trap. The weak eld which drives the 1{2 transition, is kept continuously
on and willnot be tumed o aftertine T . In addition, strong laser pulses of
ength [ are applied repeatedly at tim es t apart, as discussed in Section 3 and
depicted n Fig. 7.

A m easurem ent point of view gives a quick and intuitive understanding what
to expect, nam ely a stochastic sequence of uorescence bursts form ing light peri-
odsaltemating w ith dark periods. T heir duration should increase w ith decreasing
distance between the laser pulses.

O n the otherhand, a dynam icalpoint of view can directly em ploy the results
of Section 3. W ih those results one can detem ine the probability to nd no
an issions during a laser pulse, if there had been a burst of uorescence or no
photons, respectively, during the preceding laser pulse. Eq. () is now replaced
by

P (@missions! noemissions) = P (; ! S) P
P (no enissions ! no em issions) = P(g' S) a;
provided that t isnot to short,
t 1A ; and (,1t° : (30)

The rst of these conditions ensures that the i com ponents of ° and ~ have

enough tin e to decay com pletely so that it is possible to m ake use of the states
g and ;. If the second condition is violated then the state at the beginning

ofthe rstpulse in a light period is very close to ?, and therefore the state ~

after the rstpulse hasto be calculated w ith initial state of the form + 0 ().
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For such a state, however, one has 1 Bp= 0 () so that Eq. @) fails. Thus,
if the second condition in Eq. {8() does not hold the rst pulse in a light period
has to be treated di erently from the rest.

The detailed calculation is given elsswhere RJ]. Under the above conditions
the resuk is

; . ; 24 s, 1 i+ 23 1
= sin”— S = cC———5 =
P ° Aj+23 2%"Aj+23 2°%°
1 E 2
Z.s +0 (%) (31)
27 A%+ 2 3
1
g = cof — t p2s+§2p(1+c)+o(2) (32)

wih s sn , tandc <cos , t.

T he probability for a period of exactly n consecutive laserpulseswith uores-
cence am ong allsuch light periods is (I  pJ ‘p. Them ean duration T of light
periods is therefore

_ P
To= (p+ Bn@ pP°'p
n=1
which gives
_ pt t
p
Sin ilarly one nds for the dark periods
_ + t
Tp = 2—— (34)
1 aq

These results are now a little bit di erent from the case of idealm easurem ents
asdiscussed In Section 2. Slhce 1l g is closs, but not equal, to p there isnow a
an all asym m etry between light and dark periods.
In soite of the problem s arising for t! 0 this lin it can be perform ed. The
resuk is (details can again be ound in RJ))
2 2 (p 2 2
Im Tp=—>—; In T,= —3(A32+32 3)
o 5A 3 o 2A3

up to term sofrelative order = , ,. In contrasttoEq. @) or dealm easurem ents
T, and T, remain nite, as physically expected. For t= 0 both driving elds
are continuously on. In this case the existence of light and dark periods is well
known under the nam e \electron shelving" @], for which the sam e results for
T and T, have been obtained [B11.

6. Conclusions

T he predictions of the quantum Zeno e ect for a singlk system and an en—
sem bl under rapidly repeated m easuram ents have been studied for the exam ple

11



of state m easuram ents on a two—Jevel atom . To test the quantum Zeno e ect an
experin ent on an ensam ble of atom s was perform ed by tano et al. n which an
atom ic levelm easuram ent was realized by m eans of a short laser pulse.

An explanation for the approxin ately allowed applicability of the proection
postulate to this case has been given by us using the quantum jim p approadc.
W e have determm ined corrections to the ideal case explicitly. W e have used these
results to discuss the experin ent of Ttano et al. []]and a new possible experin ent
with a snglk atom in som e detail. The proction postulate has been found to
be an excellent pragm atic tool for quick and fairly accurate answers and for a
sin ple Intuitive understanding. H ow ever, corrections to it arise.

In the Introduction we have m entioned a controversy regarding the quantum
Zeno e ect In generaland the rolk of the experin ent ofRef. []] in particular. W e
think that our analysis sheds som e light on this. It is, In our opinion, perfectly
Jegitin ate to take a buristic’ view that for exam ple the laser pulses (\m easur-
Ing pulses") have nothing to do w ith m easurem ents but jist lead to additional
tem s In the Ham iltonian. Then any change in the tem poral developm ent is not
surprising and m ay In principl be caloulated with these additional interaction
tem s. However, the actual tem poralbehavior is in general not easily seen and
w il often need num erical evaluations which m ay give little physical insight. The
other, m ore fruifi1], point of view is that these laser pulses approxim ately realize
m easuram ents w ith state reductions. Then one Inm ediately has sin ple predic—
tions for the approxin ate behavior of the system and understands the slow -down
of the tim e evolution w ithout com plicated calculation. F ner details require of
course a ner analysis. An actual freezing of the state does not seem possble
since all realistic m easurem ents take a nite tine. In the present case this is
explicitly seen In the nite duration of the Jaser pulse and the required m Inin al
tin e between them .

In a broader sense our analysis also sheds som e light on the use of the proc—
tion postulate In general, not only n connection w ith the Zeno e ect. It seam s
that quite often the proection postulate is a useful tool which can give quick
and fairly accurate answers. The accuracy depends on how far the particular
realistic m easurem ent di ers from an idealm easurem ent as considered in ortho—
dox quantum m echanics, and correctionsm ay have to be taken Into account. An
dealization of realistic m easurem ents and the profction postulate m ay often be
very useful. O ver-idealizations, however, are dangerous since they can lad to
Interpretational di culties and to Yaradoxes’ like the freezing of states in the
Iin it of btontinuous idealm easurem ents’. In this lin i the idealization becom es
an overidealization and breaks down.
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Figure 1: Possble paths of the population P, (t) of level 2 ofa single atom . Ideal
m easuram ents at tim es t apart progct the atom on state jli or i respectively.
The tine isgiven in multiples ofthe length ofa puleT with T = = ,.
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Figure 2: Stochastic altemating light and dark periods. The lnesm ark tin es
when the atom is found in state jli, w ith acoom panying light signal. T = = ,
is the duration ofa pulse.
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Figure 3: M ean lngth T, and standard deviation (dotted line) of light (dark)

periods as a function of the inverse of the tin e between two m easurem ents t.
T = = , istheduration ofa pulse.
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Figure4:V system with (neta)stabl level2 and E insteln coe cient A 3 for level
3. 3 is the Rabi frequency of the short strong laser pulse of duration . The
1{2 transition is not driven here.

3 auxiliary, rapidly
%Cc decaying level
Ec
Ec
%@c
CA
3 %C 3
short strong =) CC
laserpulse & c
Ec 2
Ec B
&c . (= weak ed, -

Figure 5: V system as in Fig. 4 wih an additionalweak eld Rabi frequency

2).
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Figure 6: Strong laser pulses and pulse as applied in the experim ent of tano
et al. Initially all atom s are prepared In the ground state. T is the duration of

a pulse.

laserpulses

weak eld

Figure 7: Proposed experim ent on a singlke atom . The weak eld driving the
1{2 transition is kept on continuously. At tines t apart strong laser pulses are

applied.
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