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A bstract

The quantum Zeno e ect (Q ZE) predicts a slow -down of the tim e de—
velopm ent of a system under rapidly repeated ideal m easurem ents, and
experin entally this was tested for an ensem ble of atom s using short laser
pulses for non-selective state m easuram ents. H ere we consider such pulses
for selective m easurem ents on a singk system . Each probe pulse w illcause
a burst of uorescence orno uorescence. If the probe pulses were strictly
dealm easurem ents, the Q ZE would predict periods of uorescence bursts
alemating w ith periods of no uorescence (light and dark periods) which
would becom e longer and longer w ith increasing frequency ofthe m easure—
m ents. T he non-ideal character of the m easurem ents is taken Into acoount
by incorporating the laser pulses In the interaction, and this is used to
determm ine the corrections to the ideal case. In the lin it, when the tine

tbetween the laser pulses goes to zero, no freezing occurs but Instead we
show convergence to the fam iliarm acroscopic light and dark periods ofthe
continuously driven D ehm elt system . An experin ent of this type should
be feasbl for a singlke atom or ion in a trap.

PACS numbers 03.65Bz; 4250.p; 3290+ a

1. Introduction

The e ect ofan instantaneousm easuram ent on a quantum m echanical system
isusually described by the profction postulate of von N eum ann and Ludersﬂ ac—
cording to w hich, depending on the outcom e ofa m easuram ent, the wave-fiinction
of the system is procted onto the respective eigenspaces of the ocbservable un—
der consideration. This is also called reduction or collapse of the wave-function
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3 T he profction postulate as currently used hasbeen ©om ulated by Luders [l]. For observ—
ables w ith degenerate eigenvalues his form ulation di ers from that of von Neum ann [E]. It has
been pointed out to usby A . Sudbury (orivate com m unication) that in the st edition ofhis
book D irac E] de nes observations which cause m inim al disturbance and w hich correspond to
Luder’s prescription; in later editions, how ever, this passage has been om itted.
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under an idealm easurem ent; a m ore general approach to m easurem ents is taken
in []. Using this concept and som e fairly general technical assum ptions M isra
and Sudarshan []have investigated how a system isa ected by rapidly repeated
idealm easuram ents at tines t apart. They found a slow -down of the system ’s

tin e developm ent and, in the Iim it t! 0, a frrezing ofthe state. This is called

the quantum Zeno e ect QZE). The basic reason for this is the fact that for
short enough tim es transition probabilities grow only quadratically with tine,
not linearly.

Totestthise ect, Ttano et al. [l perform ed an experim ent w ith an ensemble of
5000 ionsin a trap (s=eF ig. 1 forthe relevant kvel structure, a V. ocon guration).
T he tin e developm ent was given by a socalled pulseoflength T , tuned to the
1 -2 transition frequency. A pulse, here an rfpulse, transfom s the nitial state
Ji Into Ri at the end ofthe pulse, if no m easuram ents are perfom ed. Follow ing
a proposal of C ook E] the population of the lower levelwasmeasured { non-
slkctively and w ithout actually recording the results { I rapid sucoession
through the uorescence induced by very short pulses of a strong probe laser
which couple kevel 1 w ith an auxiliary third level. The population attine T was
then m easured by a nalpulse and recorded. The experim ental results were In
good agreem ent w ith the predictions of the Q ZE .

The Q ZE and this experin ent have not only aroused considerabl Interest in
the literature [, ], but the very relevance of the above experin ental resuls for
theQ ZE hasgiven rise to controversies. In particularthe pro fction postulate and
its applicability in this experin ent have been cast into doubt, and it was pointed
out that the experin ent could be understood w ithout recourse to the Q ZE by
sin ply Including the probe laser in the dynam ics, eg. n the B loch equations or
in the Ham iltonian [@]. Sice the B loch equations describe the density m atrix of
the com pkte ensem ble, ncluding the probe pulse as an interaction in them gives,
how ever, no direct Insight on how such a pulse acts on a single system .

In previous papers [L4,[11,[I3]we have therefore investigated in how fara short
laser pulse realizes a sekective m easuram ent, ie. on singl system s, to which the
proection postulate can be applied. By m eansofthe quantum jum p approach (or
M onte C arlo wave functions or quantum tra gctories) f[3]and including the probe
laser in the dynam ics we showed analytically that for a w ide range of param eters
such a short laser pulse acts indeed as an e ective level m easuram ent to which
the usual progction postulate applies w ith high accuracy. The corrections to
the ideal reductions and their accum ulation over n pulses were calculated. Our
conclusion was that the proction postulate is an excellent pragm atic tool for
a quik and intuitive understanding of the slow-down of the tin e evolution in
experin ents of this type and that it gives a good physical insight. But it is
only approxin ate, and a m ore detailed analysis has to take the corrections into
acoount.

The experin ent of Ref. [§] deals with the e ect of repeated non-selective
m easuram ents on an ensam ble of system s and w ith the associated slow-down in



the tin e evolution of the density m atrix of the totalensam ble. It suggests itself
to perform a sin ilar experin ent wih a singlke atom (or jon) in a trap, though
not only for the duration ofa pulse of the weak driving eld but instead for
an arbitrary ong tine. This m ight be regarded as an analog of the idealized
situation of rapidly repeated m easurem ents on a single system . A s studied in
Refs. [§,[]], in the idealized situation the outcom e of the m easurem ents w ill form
a stochastic sequence, In this case a sequence of states jli and Ri. T he periods
containing only jli’s and Ri’s will becom e increasingly long when the tine t
between the idealm easurem ents decreases, and in the Iimit t! O one would
have a single In nie sequence of jli's or Ri’s, ie. freezing. W ith short pulses of
a probe laser, considered asm easurem ents, one would therefore expect periods of

uorescence bursts (light periods, corresponding to periods of jli's) altemating
w ith periods ofno uorescence (dark periods, corresponding to periods of Ri’s).
D ecreasing the tine t between the probe pulses should, in this picture, m ake
the light and dark periods longer.

The ain of this paper is to analyze how far this ntuitive picture of the be-
havior of a single system is correct and to provide an understanding why the
progction postulate also works so well In this case. A fter a brief review of the
dealcase we use ourprevious results to caloulate in Section ITT them ean duration
of the light and dark periods, T;, and Tp , and com pare them to the sin ple ex—
pression obtained by the profction postulate. O uranalysisw illm ake it perfectly
clear why the proction postulate gives such excellent results for a wide range
of param eters. Ifthe tine tbetween the probe pulses becom es too an all, how -
ever, then the above sin plk picture breaks down. In Section IV we w ill explicitly
perform the lm it t! 0 and show that in contrast to the idealized case T ;, and
Tp remain nie. Indeed, we show convergence to the sam e expressions as for the
fam ous light and dark periods of the continuously driven D ehm elt system , which
are also known under the nam e of ¥lectron shelving’ E]. In the last section we
discuss our resuls.

2. Brief review of ideal case

If one perfom s rapidly repeated idealm easurem ents of an cbservable A w ith
discrete eigenvalies on a singlke system at tines t apart then the proiction
postulate predicts that one will nd the same value of A In a row for some
tin e, then another value for some tine, and so on. The length of these tine
Intervals is stochastic, and their lengths increase when t decreases. For an
cbservabl A w ith non-degenerate discrete eigenvalues this can be seen as follow s.
For sin plicity we m ake a dom ain assum ption further below . For the general
treatm ent see Ref. [{].

Let pi be a state vector and P, pihajthe corresponding progctor. At
tinesty;t;uywih t ty, %, iddealm easurem entsof P, areperfom ed, whose
resultsare 1 or 0, w ith the system afterwards in i or the subspace orthogonalto



i, respectively. T his isequivalent to asking w hether the result ofa m easurem ent
is pi or perpendicular to pi, and we denote the outcom e a and ? instead of 1
and 0.Wede neP, = 1 P,.LetU () be the tin edevelopm ent operator for
the system . If, for niialstate pi, one has found a In n successive m easurem ents,
the resulting state is, up to nom alization, given by

Jalit)i PBU (it 1)Pa:PLU (L) 15 1)

which of course is proportional to gi, and the probability P, (G ;t; ] 1) for this
is
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w
o Git)d if e @it )it - @)

=2

Poitrd 1

Ifone has found ? In n successive m easuram ents the state is
J. Git)i=P,U &t 1)P- 2URy ;)] 15 (3)

which In general is no longer proportionalto a xed vector, and the probability
for this is given by

P, tit;j 1) = kj- Git)ik :

To show that, ©r xedt=n P ,(Gt) ! 1 JajifPr t! Oweassume
for sin plicity that i is in the dom ain of H . An expansion then gives [[3]

e it )Rif = 1 fhHHpl ki pEFL’+ o(t?)
= o thai’himi Ri’En’ 1+ o(t?)) @)

where o( t?) denotes term s which go to 0 faster than t?. The expression
el H Bl is to be Interpreted as j Rijf. Eq. @) just states the wellknown
fact that under the above assum ptions the transition probability from Ri to an
orthogonal state goes as t? foranall t [[6]. From Egs. (] and (] one now
obtains for the probability

P.lto;j 1) = e ® Dt RITRIMIRIINT 4 L o 2))0 1 ynqy ;)5 iF6)

W ithn = t= tthe rstand second factorin Eq. JJgotol or t! 0, and the
last to taj if.

U nderthe sam e conditions one can also show thatP, (t;j 1) ! 1 kPj ik?
for t! 0.IfP , werraone-or niedin ensionalprofctorthiswould follow as
before, but In the general case another argum ent isneeded. W th U U (t0)
one has from Eq. )

kj o, it)ik® k@  pieIU T - (Git)ik
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Using j - (Lito)ih » (i) 1 ‘pihajone cbtains

P, Git;] 1) P (Gr1sts;] 1) 1 e pif
= t’hefHpi i pfE’+ o(£)0)
by Eq. @). Now one can estinate, with t=n t+ to;ti= 1 t+ to;
lxl
P, (Gt;j 1) kB J ik P CGrsrd D P Gite;d DI
=1

+ P, (Git;] 1) kB j ik : ®)

The sum isboundedby (n 1) t* const+ (0 1) Jtand or t! 0this
vanishes, as does the last tetm on the rhs. ForH = H (t) tin edependent, the
sam e argum ent goes through w ith m lnorm odi cations.

For i in thedom ain of H and initial state j i, this sin ple argum ent show s
that for rapidly repeated idealm easurem ent of P, = pihajthe resuls freeze, for

t! 0,to piwih probability $aj ij? and to P, j i with the com plem entary

probability. In particular, if § 1= pi,one staysin gifor t! O.

M ean kngth ofperiods. Fora single system one has as results of the m easure-
m ent altemating random sequences ofa’sand ? ’s ( not a) of the form

w?aana? ? R an: %)

The length ofan a sequence isde ned as t  number ofa’s. Sin ilarly for ? .
W e assum e that Ri is not an eigenvector ofH , since otherw ise allm easuram ents
would give the sam e resul, either alla orallnot a (? ). The initial state for an
a sequence is piand foran ? sequence it is

3,1 PB,U(t0)pik k (10)

except at the beginning when it is j i.
Starting w ith an a the probability to have exactly n a’s n a row, n 1, but
notm ore, isby Eqg. @) wih tp = 0)

Pam = kP,U (0) . 1;0; DK
= P.(1:0;,01) P &:0;31) 11)
and analogously
Pem=P>(150;)-.1) P (%;0;]-1) : 12)

The mean duration T, and T, of these sequences for a single system is then, in
cbvious notation,
R
Tap = n tp a;? (th 1) P.p (tn)]

1

X

= T ap &) 13)



From Eq. Q) one obtains the exact result

%
T, = t e ( 0)Rij™

n=0

— t . (14)

1 JeP (50)RiF -
W ith Eq. {4) one obtains
( ) )
T, = = h +o(t?H=1t? 15)
B t mH2pi mH a2 )

T he second term in the brackets becom es negligble foranall t,and T , diverges
or t! 0.Ifpiisithedomain ofH ?then onecan replaceo( t®)byO (t2*1)
where the latter denotes tem s of order at Jeast t**1.

To cbtain an explicit expression for T, we assum e for sinplicity that the
H ibert space is nitedim ensional (or that H isbounded). Then one has

1
P?U ( t;O)P ? = P? D]- ltH=h 5 t2H 2=h2+ 0 ( t3)]Po
= P,e’ T HF: 3 t?P.H?P, (P?HP?>2]=h2P?
L+ 0 (t)): 16
Then, by Eq. E)
P, t;0;3-.1) = h ?jP?en t 2P, H?P, (P?HP?)2]=h2P?j ,i
1+0(t)): a

From thisand from Eq. {{3) one now obtains

h2
P.H2P, (PHP,)?

1
T, = —th?j j.i+ 0 (Y :

18)

W e note that if A1 is an eigenvector ofH then the denom inators in Egs. {I4) and
{g) vanish.

Exam pk. W e consider a singlk system with two stablk kevels 1 and 2. The
system isdriven in resonance by a classical electrom agnetic wave, e g.In the radio—
frequency (rf) range. In the interaction picture and w ith the usual rotating-w ave
approxin ation the H am iltonian is given by

h
H = — ofjij Rinlj (19)



where ,, the socalled R abi frequency, is proportional to the am plitude of the
driving eld [[7, [[§]. T he tin e-developm ent cperator is easily calculated as

1 1
U () = OOSE 2 B) iSjl’lé 2t B)fji2j+ Rihly : (20)

From thisone nds the transition probabilities

29 0)Lif = WP ©0)PiF = s Lt e1)

2
For an all t this is quadratic in t. If one now determ ines by repeated idealm ea—
surem ents, at tines t apart, whether one nds the system in state jli or Ri
one obtains a random sequence of the form

2021 :d2:0:21 ke (22)

sim ilar to @) . Them ean duration T; and T, ofthe subsequences of 1’sand 2’s is
given by Eq. {I4) wih i replaced by jli and i, respectively, and one obtains

wih Eq. €0)
4
T1=T2= t = +O(t) . (23)

21 2
sm”; , t 5t

Note that T;{ = T, holds quite generally for a two—level systam , as easily seen
from Eq. {4).

3. R ealistic case: Light and dark periods

W e now oonsider a single threelevel V system as in Fig. 1 and assum e the
1 2 transition tobedriven in resonance by classicalelectrom agnetic (rf) radiation
w ith Rabi frequency , and Ham iltonian as n Eq. {I9).

W e suppose that repeated m easuram ents of level 1 are perfomm ed. Follow Ing
Refs. [],[] we assum e that each m easurem ent consists of a short laser (probe)
pulse driving the 1-3 transition. W hen resonance uorescence occurs then after
the last photon eam ission at the end of a probe pulse the system is in jli, and
when no resonance uorescence occurs then the system was taken by Refs. [7, Al
tobe In Pi.

E xperim entally one w ill then expect the follow ing striking phenom enon. O ne
w ill see periods of uorescence bursts altemating w ith dark periods, as In Fig. 2.
The mean duration of these Iight and dark periods should be given by T;;, of
Eq. £3), at keast approxin ately,

4 4

s T =
r +D
St st

T, = 24)

T hese periods should becom e Ionger and longerw ith decreasing tine tbetween
the probe pulses.



In how farthe above probe pulses do ndeed lead to m easurem ents of levels 1
and 2 and to state reduction has recently been discussed by us in Refs. [I0, [L1], 2]
by m eans ofthe quantum Jjim p approach [[3]. A s regards reduction, i was shown
that at the end ofa probe pulse and a short transitory tin e the state ofthe system
is given either by a density m atrix extrem ely close, but not identical to jlihljif
the system has em itted photons, or by a density m atrix very close to Rih2jif
no photons were aem itted. A fler the last photon em ission during a probe pulse
the system is Indeed in its ground state, but then i may acquire a small Pi
com ponent until the end of the probe pulse; its Bi com ponent w ill decay during
a short transitory tin e after the pulse. W hen no photons are em itted the nite
duration of the probe pulse is responsble for a anall jli com ponent. Hence
there w illbe an all deviations from idealm easurem ents, which will lead to an all
corrections to the above results.

For a probe pulse to constitute an e ectivem easurem ent itsduration  ; has
to satisfy ]

., maxfA; ;A= ig: 25)

In addition to this one needs
2A 3

1; x — 1; a2 — 1: 26)
3 3

Ifthetine tbetween two probe pulses satis es
t A and (,t)°? @7)

one can directly em ploy the results of Ref. [[]]]. The rst of these conditions
ensures that the B3i com ponent has vanished before the next pulse, the second
that there are only two possibl atom ic states at the end of a pulse. In case of
no em ission the pulse e ectively propcts the system onto
!

0 .
L = o410 (? (28)
ip 1
In the jli  Pi subspace, and In case of photon em ission onto

3 +0(?%

2 2 : 2

1 A+ 2 % 1A% A
2 2 2 c a24 & 2 2

As+ 2 5+ , 2 pAj pASH S A 3 p 2 pAj3

@9)
For arbitrary initial density m atrix  the probability for no photon em ission
during a probe pulse is

Po( pi ) = 22 p 2 pxn+t2,M 1, 2zRe »+0(%): (30)

Now lt p be the (conditional) probability to have no uorescence during a
pulse under the condition that there had been uorescence during the preceding



pulse. By g we denote the probability to have no uorescence during a pulse
under the condition that there had been no uorescence during the preceding
pulse. In short, p and g are transition probabilities,

p:yes! no ; g:no! no: (31)

These are the sam e probabilities as for the transitions from ~ after a pulse to
~ after the next pulse and from ~) to ~, respectively. W ith

c s ,t;s sh ,t (32)
onehas@]
1(1 " (2 Aj §+1 3ai+2 3 1 !
P 2 P "az422 2% Ppa2422 2 P
1 : 2
- 0 33
5B 22+ 2 2 () (33)
1 1 X
q = §(l+ c) pf25+§ 2 pd+ g+ 0O (°): (34)

Tt should be noted that foranall t

1 2
(29 °+0() 35)

P = q
1

a = p+t O () (36)

andthatg6 1 pto rstorderin

T he probability for a period of exactly n consecutive probe pulses with uo—
rescence am ong all such light periods is (I  pf 'p. The mean duration T; of
light periods is then

R
T.= ( o+ tn@ p°'p (37)
n=1
which gives
pt t
Ty = (38)
Sin ilarly one nds for the dark periods
ot t
Tp = —— (39)
1 g

Sinhcel g iscloss, but not equal, to p one has T, D but no onger equaliy.
For the param eters of Ref. [§] the di erence is very sm all.

Inserting the approxin ate values of p and g from Egs. [33) and (34) one
cbtains

T, B = (40)



Iftheduration , oftheprobe pulse ismuch snaller than thetine tbetween
the pulses this agrees extram ely wellw ith the result for idealm easuram ents ob—
tained by the projction postulate n Egs. 23) and @4) above.

It is not possblk to take the Imi t ! 0 in Eq. (40)] since for the above
derivation to be valid thasto satisfy t A 5'. This lin it willbe studied 1
the next section, and we w ill show that Ty and T, do not grow inde nitely.

4. The lim it of vanishing distance betw een probe pulses: t! 0

To perform the Imi t ! O some extra steps are needed. For small t
the population of level 3 does not vanish com plktely before the beginning of the
next probe pulse. Therefore, in case of uorescence, one has no longer a good
reduction to jlihljand the pulse cannot be regarded asa ecting a m easurem ent
of levels 1 and 2. In this case the treatm ent of the last section has to be m ade
m ore precise by inoorporating the possibbly only partial decay of evel 3.

R ight at the end ofa probe pulse { w ithout transient decay tin e { the system
is, as shown in Ref. [[1], either ;n

(@)
%_‘.
o

S Bi, 1 R K +0(2) (41)
0 & O

In case of no photon am ission, or n

> 1 B A§+ ; j-szg jA23 3 , ,
A A2+ 2 24+ A2 ¢ 1A% A 2 p rRAS+ 3A+0(7)
3 sTopms 2w Ay 3 @3+ 3 5

42)

In case of uorescence, except possbly orthe rstpulse ofa light period. Ifthe
second condition in Eq. @7) isnot satis ed by tthen the state at the beginning
ofthe rst pulse in a light period is very close to ¢, and therefore the state ~
after the rst pulse has to be calculated with initial state ofthe om %+ O ().
For such a state, however, one has 1 B=0(),by Eq. ), and then O ( ?)
is replaced by O () ;n Eq. {43) or small t. Thus, if the second condition in
Eg. £7) does not hod the st pulse in a light perdiod has, In principk, to be
treated di erently from the rest.

T he transition probabilities from Eq. 1) are now denoted by p and ¢ and
are given by

e Pt 40 () 43)

(44)

Q
Il
Q
+
(@)
[\
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wih p and gas ;n Egs. B3) and 34) and t arbitrary. However, for the rst
pulse In a light period p isreplaced by p+ O (). One seesthat, for t A 3l,p
goes over into p. Eq. (87) is replaced by

®
T, = ( o+ DE+0()+ ( o+ Hn@ p+O(NA pf *pAbd)
n=2
which gives
p + t
T, = —2—— (46)
<4

up to tem s of relative order . For Tp one cbtains now

T, = —— ¢ 47
D 1 o @47)

Now one perform sthe limit t! 0 and obtains

A2
m p = 2 p—5———+ 0 (7
e o P "+ 2 2
Img =1 L, 5, ,+0(? (48)

t o
Inserting this into the expressions or Ty, and Tp gives, with ;= ,A3= %,

2 2
A+ 2 5

Im T, = ———
wo " 2n3 3
2
Im T, = > ; 49
wo P 2R 5 ! (49)

up to tem s of relative order = , .

First of all, the lin s are nite, as physically expected. Furthem ore, in
the Imi t ! 0 both drving elds are continuously on and in this case the
existence of m acroscopic light and dark periods is well known under the nam e
¥lectron shelving’ [[4]. The m ean duration of these periods has been calculated
9] and the resul is the same as n Eq. @9). T hus the continuously driven case
isrecovered In the limit t! O.

5. Conclusion

W hen applied to an ensamble of system s the Q ZE predicts a slow-down in
the tin edevelopm ent of the density m atrix  (t) under repeated idealm easure-
ments. An experin ent to test this was perform ed by Tano et al. [§] n which
repeated state m easuram ents were carried out on a system w ith two stable levels
Jiand Ri. The m easuram ents were in plem ented by short laser pulses driving
the transition from the ground state Jli to an auxiliary rapidly decaying level 3Bi.

11



O caurrence or absence of uorescencem eansa system isin jlior Ri, respectively.
T he experim ental results indeed showed a slow -down of the tim edevelopm ent of

() In good agreem ent w ith the Q ZE . Subsequently it was pointed out ] that
this behavior could be understood w ithout recourse to any m easuram ent theory.
Indeed, one can sin ply consider the probe laser as part of the dynam ics and In-—
corporate i In the H am iltonian or in the B loch equations or (t), never speaking
ofm easurem ents. U sing the quantum Jim p approach [[3] (or quantum tracto—
ries) it ispossible to understand w hy the dynam ics is so well described by notion
ofm easurem ents and by the pro-ction postulate fLd, [L1].

Instead of an ensamble of atom s we have considered a singke threelevel V
system , w ith the sam e weak eld driving the jli  Ri transition and laser pulses
driving the jli  J3i transition asbefore. Taking the m easurem ent point of view,
the profction postulate gives a quick and Intuiive understanding what to ex-—
pect, nam ely a stochastic sequence of uorescence bursts (light periods) and dark
periods, as In Fig. 2. Their durations should increase w ith decreasing distance
between the laser pulses.

Taking the dynam ical point of view , B Joch equations are not so convenient,
but the quantum Jum p approach is particularly well adapted to single system s.
U sing this approach we have shown in this paper why, and for which param eter
values, the sin ple progction postulate prescription gives so highly accurate re-
suls. W e have not only calculated corrections to the pro gction-postulate resuls,
but we have also shown that ifthetine tbetween the laser pulses becom es too
short then the proction postulate can no longerbe applied. The quantum jim p
approach, however, can also handle the Im it t! 0 and yields convergence to
the wellknown light and dark periods of the continuously driven system [[4, [9].
T hese dark periods are also called electron shelving since during this tin e the
system is predom nantly in Ri. For an enssmble of m any atom s di erent light
and dark periodsw ill overlap, and asa result only a Jower Intensity of uorescence
willbe seen.

If the duration of a probe pulse becom es too short the m easuram ent picture
is also not applicable, but the quantum Jump approach still is. In this case a
num erical sim ulation is easiest.

In summ ary, we have dem onstrated the ussfiilness of the profction postu—
late for the stochastic behavior of a single system . O ur dynam ical analysis also
clearly show s that the propction postulate is an idealization, som etin es even an
over-idealization, and that in a m ore precise treatm ent corrections arise. E xper—
In entally, i should be possble to check our resuls for a singk ion oratom in a
trap.
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