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A bstract

The quantum Zeno e�ect(Q ZE)predictsa slow-down ofthe tim e de-

velopm ent ofa system under rapidly repeated idealm easurem ents,and

experim entally thiswastested foran ensem ble ofatom susing shortlaser

pulsesfornon-selective state m easurem ents.Here weconsidersuch pulses

forselectivem easurem entson a singlesystem .Each probepulsewillcause

a burstof
uorescenceorno 
uorescence.Iftheprobepulseswerestrictly

idealm easurem ents,theQ ZE would predictperiodsof
uorescencebursts

alternating with periodsofno 
uorescence(lightand dark periods)which

would becom elongerand longerwith increasing frequency ofthem easure-

m ents.Thenon-idealcharacterofthem easurem entsistaken into account

by incorporating the laser pulses in the interaction,and this is used to

determ ine the corrections to the idealcase. In the lim it,when the tim e

�tbetween thelaserpulsesgoesto zero,no freezing occursbutinstead we

show convergenceto thefam iliarm acroscopiclightand dark periodsofthe

continuously driven Dehm elt system . An experim entofthis type should

befeasible fora single atom orion in a trap.

PACS num bers03.65.Bz;42.50.-p;32.90.+ a

1. Introduction

Thee�ectofan instantaneousm easurem enton aquantum m echanicalsystem

isusually described by theprojection postulateofvon Neum ann and L�uders3 ac-

cordingtowhich,dependingon theoutcom eofam easurem ent,thewave-function

ofthe system isprojected onto the respective eigenspacesofthe observable un-

derconsideration. Thisisalso called reduction orcollapse ofthe wave-function

1e-m ail:beige@ theorie.physik.uni-goettingen.de
2e-m ail:hegerf@ theorie.physik.uni-goettingen.de
3 Theprojection postulateascurrently used hasbeen form ulated by L�uders[1].Forobserv-

ableswith degenerateeigenvalueshisform ulation di�ersfrom thatofvon Neum ann [2].Ithas

been pointed outto usby A.Sudbury (private com m unication)thatin the �rstedition ofhis

book Dirac [3]de�nesobservationswhich causem inim aldisturbanceand which correspond to

L�uder’sprescription;in latereditions,however,thispassagehasbeen om itted.
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underan idealm easurem ent;a m oregeneralapproach to m easurem entsistaken

in [4]. Using this concept and som e fairly generaltechnicalassum ptions M isra

and Sudarshan [5]haveinvestigated how a system isa�ected by rapidly repeated

idealm easurem entsattim es�tapart.They found a slow-down ofthesystem ’s

tim edevelopm entand,in thelim it�t! 0,a freezing ofthestate.Thisiscalled

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 tim e,

notlinearly.

Totestthise�ect,Itanoetal.[6]perform edanexperim entwith anensem bleof

5000ionsin atrap (seeFig.1fortherelevantlevelstructure,aV con�guration).

Thetim edevelopm entwasgiven by aso-called � pulseoflength T�,tuned tothe

1-2transition frequency.A � pulse,herean rfpulse,transform stheinitialstate

j1iinto j2iattheend ofthepulse,ifno m easurem entsareperform ed.Following

a proposalofCook [7]the population ofthe lowerlevelwasm easured { non-

selectively and without actually recording the results { in rapid succession

through the 
uorescence induced by very short pulses ofa strong probe laser

which couplelevel1with an auxiliary third level.Thepopulation attim eT� was

then m easured by a �nalpulse and recorded. The experim entalresultswere in

good agreem entwith thepredictionsoftheQZE.

TheQZE and thisexperim enthavenotonly aroused considerableinterestin

theliterature[8,9],butthevery relevance oftheaboveexperim entalresultsfor

theQZE hasgiven risetocontroversies.Inparticulartheprojection postulateand

itsapplicability in thisexperim enthavebeen castinto doubt,and itwaspointed

out that the experim ent could be understood without recourse to the QZE by

sim ply including theprobelaserin thedynam ics,e.g.in theBloch equationsor

in theHam iltonian [9].SincetheBloch equationsdescribethedensity m atrix of

thecom pleteensem ble,including theprobepulseasan interaction in them gives,

however,no directinsighton how such a pulseactson a singlesystem .

In previouspapers[10,11,12]wehavethereforeinvestigated in how farashort

laserpulse realizesa selective m easurem ent,i.e.on single system s,to which the

projection postulatecan beapplied.Bym eansofthequantum jum p approach (or

M onteCarlowavefunctionsorquantum trajectories)[13]and includingtheprobe

laserin thedynam icsweshowed analytically thatfora widerangeofparam eters

such a shortlaserpulse actsindeed asan e�ective levelm easurem ent to which

the usualprojection postulate applies with high accuracy. The corrections to

the idealreductionsand theiraccum ulation overn pulseswere calculated. Our

conclusion was that the projection postulate is an excellent pragm atic toolfor

a quick and intuitive understanding ofthe slow-down ofthe tim e evolution in

experim ents ofthis type and that it gives a good physicalinsight. But it is

only approxim ate,and a m ore detailed analysishasto take the correctionsinto

account.

The experim ent ofRef.[6]deals with the e�ect of repeated non-selective

m easurem entson an ensem ble ofsystem sand with the associated slow-down in
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thetim e evolution ofthedensity m atrix ofthetotalensem ble.Itsuggestsitself

to perform a sim ilar experim ent with a single atom (or ion) in a trap,though

notonly forthe duration ofa � pulse ofthe weak driving �eld butinstead for

an arbitrary long tim e. This m ight be regarded as an analog ofthe idealized

situation ofrapidly repeated m easurem ents on a single system . As studied in

Refs.[5,7],in theidealized situation theoutcom eofthem easurem entswillform

a stochastic sequence,in thiscase a sequence ofstatesj1iand j2i.The periods

containing only j1i’sand j2i’swillbecom e increasingly long when the tim e �t

between the idealm easurem ents decreases,and in the lim it�t! 0 one would

havea singlein�nitesequence ofj1i’sorj2i’s,i.e.freezing.W ith shortpulsesof

aprobelaser,considered asm easurem ents,onewould thereforeexpectperiodsof


uorescence bursts(lightperiods,corresponding to periodsofj1i’s)alternating

with periodsofno 
uorescence (dark periods,corresponding to periodsofj2i’s).

Decreasing the tim e �tbetween the probe pulsesshould,in thispicture,m ake

thelightand dark periodslonger.

The aim ofthispaperisto analyze how farthisintuitive picture ofthe be-

havior ofa single system is correct and to provide an understanding why the

projection postulate also worksso wellin thiscase. Aftera briefreview ofthe

idealcaseweuseourpreviousresultstocalculatein Section IIIthem ean duration

ofthe lightand dark periods,TL and TD ,and com pare them to the sim ple ex-

pression obtained by theprojection postulate.Ouranalysiswillm akeitperfectly

clearwhy the projection postulate gives such excellent resultsfora wide range

ofparam eters.Ifthetim e�tbetween theprobepulsesbecom estoo sm all,how-

ever,then theabovesim plepicturebreaksdown.In Section IV wewillexplicitly

perform thelim it�t! 0 and show thatin contrastto theidealized caseT L and

TD rem ain �nite.Indeed,weshow convergencetothesam eexpressionsasforthe

fam ouslightand dark periodsofthecontinuously driven Dehm eltsystem ,which

arealso known underthenam eof‘electron shelving’[14].In thelastsection we

discussourresults.

2. B riefreview ofidealcase

Ifoneperform srapidly repeated idealm easurem entsofan observableA with

discrete eigenvalues on a single system at tim es �t apart then the projection

postulate predicts that one will�nd the sam e value ofA in a row for som e

tim e,then another value for som e tim e,and so on. The length ofthese tim e

intervals is stochastic, and their lengths increase when �t decreases. For an

observableA with non-degeneratediscreteeigenvaluesthiscan beseen asfollows.

For sim plicity we m ake a dom ain assum ption further below. For the general

treatm entseeRef.[5].

Let jai be a state vector and IPa � jaihajthe corresponding projector. At

tim est1;t2;:::;with �t� ti+ 1� ti,idealm easurem entsofIPa areperform ed,whose

resultsare1or0,with thesystem afterwardsin jaiorthesubspaceorthogonalto
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jai,respectively.Thisisequivalenttoaskingwhethertheresultofam easurem ent

isjaiorperpendicularto jai,and we denote the outcom e a and ? instead of1

and 0.W ede�neIP? = 11� IPa.LetU(t;t
0)bethetim e-developm entoperatorfor

thesystem .If,forinitialstatejai,onehasfound a in n successivem easurem ents,

theresulting stateis,up to norm alization,given by

j a(tn;t0)i� IPaU(tn;tn�1 )IPa::::IPaU(t1;t0)j i; (1)

which ofcourse isproportionalto jai,and the probability Pa(tn;t0;j i)forthis

is

Pa(tn;t0;j i) = kj a(tn;t0)ik
2

= jhajU(t1;t0)j ij
2

nY

i= 2

jhajU(ti;ti�1 )jaij
2
: (2)

Ifonehasfound ? in n successive m easurem entsthestateis

j ? (tn;t0)i= IP? U(tn;tn�1 )IP? � � � IP? U(t1;t0)j i; (3)

which in generalisno longerproportionalto a �xed vector,and the probability

forthisisgiven by

P? (tn;t0;j i) = kj ? (tn;t0)ik
2
:

To show that,for�xed t= n�t;P a(t;t0)! 1� jhaj ij2 for�t! 0 weassum e

forsim plicity thatjaiisin thedom ain ofH .An expansion then gives[15]

jhajU(ti;ti�1 )jaij
2 = 1� �t2[hajH H jai� hajH jai

2]=�h2 + o(�t2)

= e��t
2[hajH 2jai�hajH jai2]=�h2(1+ o(�t2)) (4)

where o(�t2) denotes term s which go to 0 faster than �t2. The expression

hajH H jai is to be interpreted as jjH jaijj2. Eq.(4) just states the well-known

factthatunderthe above assum ptionsthe transition probability from jaito an

orthogonalstate goesas�t2 forsm all�t[16]. From Eqs.(2)and (4)one now

obtainsfortheprobability

Pa(t;t0;j i) = e�(n�1)�t
2[hajH 2jai�hajH jai2]=�h2(1+ o(�t2))n�1 jhajU(t1;t0)j ij

2
:(5)

W ith n = t=�tthe�rstand second factorin Eq.(5)go to 1 for�t! 0,and the

lastto jhaj ij2.

Underthesam econditionsonecan alsoshow thatP? (t;t0;j i)! 1� kIP?j ik
2

for�t! 0.IfIP ? wereaone-or�nite-dim ensionalprojectorthiswould follow as

before,butin thegeneralcaseanotherargum entisneeded.W ith U�t � U(�t;0)

onehasfrom Eq.(3)

P? (ti;t0;j i)� P? (ti+ 1;t0;j i) = kj ? (ti;t0)ik
2
� k(11� jaihaj)U�tj ? (ti;t0)ik

2

= hajU�tj ? (ti;t0)ih ? (ti;t0)jU
�
�tjai (6)
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Using j ? (ti;t0)ih ? (ti;t0)j� 11� jaihajoneobtains

P? (ti;t0;j i)� P? (ti+ 1;t0;j i) � 1� jhajU�tjaij
2

= �t2[hajH H jai� hajH jai
2]=�h

2
+ o(�t2)(7)

by Eq.(4).Now onecan estim ate,with t= n�t+ t0;ti= i�t+ t0;

�
�
�P? (t;t0;j i)� kIP? j ik

2
�
�
� �

n�1X

i= 1

jP? (ti+ 1;t0;j i)� P? (ti;t0;j i)j

+
�
�
�P? (t1;t0;j i)� kIP? j ik

2
�
�
� : (8)

Thesum isbounded by (n� 1)�t2� const+ (n� 1)� o(�t2),and for�t! 0 this

vanishes,asdoesthe lastterm on the r.h.s. ForH = H (t)tim e-dependent,the

sam eargum entgoesthrough with m inorm odi�cations.

Forjaiin thedom ain ofH and initialstatej i,thissim ple argum entshows

thatforrapidly repeated idealm easurem entofIPa = jaihajtheresultsfreeze,for

�t! 0,to jaiwith probability jhaj ij2 and to IP? j iwith the com plem entary

probability.In particular,ifj i= jai,onestaysin jaifor�t! 0.

M ean length ofperiods.Forasinglesystem onehasasresultsofthem easure-

m entalternating random sequencesofa’sand ?’s(� nota)oftheform

:::?aa:::a??::?a::: (9)

The length ofan a sequence isde�ned as�t� num berofa’s. Sim ilarly for?.

W eassum ethatjaiisnotan eigenvectorofH ,sinceotherwiseallm easurem ents

would givethesam eresult,eitheralla orallnota (?).Theinitialstateforan

a sequence isjaiand foran ? sequence itis

j�? i� IP? U(�t;0)jai=k� k (10)

exceptatthebeginning when itisj i.

Starting with an a theprobability to have exactly n a’sin a row,n � 1,but

notm ore,isby Eq.(1)(with t0 = 0)

pa;n = kIP? U(�t;0) a(tn�1 ;0;jai)k
2

= Pa(tn�1 ;0;jai)� Pa(tn;0;jai) (11)

and analogously

p? ;n = P? (tn�1 ;0;j�? i)� P? (tn;0;j�? i): (12)

The m ean duration Ta and T? ofthese sequencesfora single system isthen,in

obviousnotation,

Ta;? =

1X

n= 1

n�t[P a;? (tn�1 )� Pa;? (tn)]

=

1X

n= 0

�tP a;? (tn): (13)
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From Eq.(2)oneobtainstheexactresult

Ta = �t

1X

n= 0

jhajU(�t;0)jaij2n

=
�t

1� jhajU(�t;0)jaij2
: (14)

W ith Eq.(4)oneobtains

Ta =
1

�t

(

�h
2

hajH 2jai� hajH jai2
+ o(�t2)=�t2

)

: (15)

Thesecond term in thebracketsbecom esnegligibleforsm all�t,and T a diverges

for�t! 0.Ifjaiisin thedom ain ofH 2 then onecan replaceo(�tn)byO (�tn+ 1)

wherethelatterdenotesterm soforderatleast�tn+ 1.

To obtain an explicit expression for T? we assum e for sim plicity that the

Hilbertspaceis�nite-dim ensional(orthatH isbounded).Then onehas

IP? U(�t;0)IP ? = IP? [11� i�tH =�h �
1

2
�t2

H
2
=�h

2
+ O (�t3)]IP?

= IP? e
�i�tIP ? H IP? =�h�

1

2
�t 2[IP? H

2IP? �(IP ? H IP? )
2]=�h2

IP?

� (1+ O (�t3)): (16)

Then,by Eq.(3)

P? (tn;0;j ? i) = h ? jIP? e
�n�t 2[IP? H

2IP? �(IP ? H IP? )
2]=�h2

IP? j ? i

� (1+ O (�t3)): (17)

From thisand from Eq.(13)onenow obtains

T? =
1

�t
h�? j

�h
2

IP? H
2IP? � (IP? H IP? )

2
j�? i+ O (�t):

(18)

W enotethatifjaiisan eigenvectorofH then thedenom inatorsin Eqs.(14)and

(18)vanish.

Exam ple. W e consider a single system with two stable levels 1 and 2. The

system isdriven inresonancebyaclassicalelectrom agneticwave,e.g.intheradio-

frequency (rf)range.In theinteraction pictureand with theusualrotating-wave

approxim ation theHam iltonian isgiven by

H =
�h

2

2fj1ih2j+ j2ih1jg (19)
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where 
2,the so-called Rabifrequency,isproportionalto the am plitude ofthe

driving �eld [17,18].Thetim e-developm entoperatoriseasily calculated as

U(t;t0) = cos
1

2

2(t� t0)� isin

1

2

2(t� t0)fj1ih2j+ j2ih1jg : (20)

From thisone�ndsthetransition probabilities

jh2jU(t;0)j1ij2 = jh1jU(t;0)j2ij2 = sin2
1

2

2t: (21)

Forsm alltthisisquadratic in t.Ifone now determ inesby repeated idealm ea-

surem ents,at tim es �tapart,whether one �nds the system in state j1i or j2i

oneobtainsa random sequence oftheform

:::21:::12:::21::: (22)

sim ilarto (9).Them ean duration T1 and T2 ofthesubsequencesof1’sand 2’sis

given by Eq.(14)with jaireplaced by j1iand j2i,respectively,and oneobtains

with Eq.(20)

T1 = T2 =
�t

sin2 1

2

2�t

=
4


2
2�t

+ O (�t): (23)

Note that T1 = T2 holds quite generally for a two-levelsystem ,as easily seen

from Eq.(14).

3. R ealistic case: Light and dark periods

W e now consider a single three-levelV system asin Fig.1 and assum e the

1� 2transitiontobedriven inresonancebyclassicalelectrom agnetic(rf)radiation

with Rabifrequency 
2 and Ham iltonian asin Eq.(19).

W esuppose thatrepeated m easurem entsoflevel1 areperform ed.Following

Refs.[7,6]we assum e thateach m easurem ent consists ofa shortlaser(probe)

pulse driving the 1-3 transition. W hen resonance 
uorescence occursthen after

the last photon em ission at the end ofa probe pulse the system is in j1i,and

when no resonance
uorescenceoccursthen thesystem wastaken by Refs.[7,6]

to bein j2i.

Experim entally onewillthen expectthefollowing striking phenom enon.One

willseeperiodsof
uorescenceburstsalternating with dark periods,asin Fig.2.

The m ean duration ofthese light and dark periods should be given by T1;2 of

Eq.(23),atleastapproxim ately,

TL
�=

4


2
2�t

;TD
�=

4


2
2�t

: (24)

Theseperiodsshould becom elongerand longerwith decreasing tim e�tbetween

theprobepulses.
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In how fartheaboveprobepulsesdo indeed lead to m easurem entsoflevels1

and 2and tostatereduction hasrecently been discussed byusin Refs.[10,11,12]

bym eansofthequantum jum p approach [13].Asregardsreduction,itwasshown

thatattheend ofaprobepulseand ashorttransitorytim ethestateofthesystem

isgiven eitherby a density m atrix extrem ely close,butnotidenticalto j1ih1jif

the system has em itted photons,or by a density m atrix very close to j2ih2jif

no photonswere em itted. Afterthe lastphoton em ission during a probe pulse

the system is indeed in its ground state,but then it m ay acquire a sm allj2i

com ponentuntiltheend oftheprobepulse;itsj3icom ponentwilldecay during

a shorttransitory tim e afterthe pulse. W hen no photonsare em itted the �nite

duration ofthe probe pulse is responsible for a sm allj1i com ponent. Hence

therewillbesm alldeviationsfrom idealm easurem ents,which willlead to sm all

correctionsto theaboveresults.

Foraprobepulsetoconstitutean e�ectivem easurem entitsduration �� p has

to satisfy [10]

�� p � m axfA �1
3 ;A 3=


2
3g : (25)

In addition to thisoneneeds

�p �

2A 3


2
3

� 1 ;�R �

2


3

� 1 ;�A �

2

A 3

� 1 : (26)

Ifthetim e�tbetween two probepulsessatis�es

�t� A
�1
3 and (
2�t)

2
� � (27)

one can directly em ploy the results ofRef.[11]. The �rst ofthese conditions

ensures thatthe j3icom ponenthasvanished before the next pulse,the second

thatthere are only two possible atom ic statesatthe end ofa pulse. In case of

no em ission thepulsee�ectively projectsthesystem onto

~�0P =

 

0 � i�p
i�p 1

!

+ O (�2) (28)

in thej1i� j2isubspace,and in caseofphoton em ission onto

~�>P =
1

A 2
3 + 2
2

3 + �p
2�� pA
2
3

 

A 2
3 + 2
2

3 i�pA
2
3 �

i

2
�A 


2
3

� i�pA
2
3 +

i

2
�A


2
3 �p
2�� pA

2
3

!

+ O (�2):

(29)

For arbitrary initialdensity m atrix � the probability for no photon em ission

during a probepulseis

P0(�� p;�) = �22 � �p
2�� p�22 + 2�p Im �12 � 2�R Re�23 + O (�2): (30)

Now letp be the (conditional)probability to have no 
uorescence during a

pulseunderthecondition thattherehad been 
uorescence during thepreceding

8



pulse. By q 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 q aretransition probabilities,

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

These are the sam e probabilitiesasforthe transitionsfrom ~�>P aftera pulse to

~�0P afterthenextpulseand from ~�0P to ~�0P,respectively.W ith

c� cos
2�t;s� sin
 2�t (32)

onehas[11]

p =
1

2
(1� c)+ �p

(

2s
A 2
3 + 
2

3

A 2
3 + 2
2

3

+
1

2

2�� pc

3A 2
3 + 2
2

3

A 2
3 + 2
2

3

�
1

2

2�� p

)

�
1

2
�As


2
3

A 2
3 + 2
2

3

+ O (�2); (33)

q =
1

2
(1+ c)� �pf2s+

1

2

2�� p(1+ c)g+ O (�2): (34)

Itshould benoted thatforsm all�t

p =
1

4
(
2�t)

2 + O (�) (35)

q = 1� p+ O (�) (36)

and thatq6= 1� p to �rstorderin �.
The probability fora period ofexactly n consecutive probe pulseswith 
uo-

rescence am ong allsuch lightperiodsis(1� p)n�1 p. The m ean duration TL of

lightperiodsisthen

TL =

1X

n= 1

(�� p + �t)n(1� p)n�1 p (37)

which gives

TL =
�� p + �t

p
: (38)

Sim ilarly one�ndsforthedark periods

TD =
�� p + �t

1� q
: (39)

Since1� q isclose,butnotequal,to p onehasTL � TD butno longerequality.

Fortheparam etersofRef.[6]thedi�erence isvery sm all.

Inserting the approxim ate values ofp and q from Eqs.(35) and (36) one

obtains

TL � TD �
�� p + �t

�t

4


2
2�t

: (40)
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Iftheduration �� p oftheprobepulseism uch sm allerthan thetim e�tbetween

the pulsesthisagreesextrem ely wellwith the resultforidealm easurem entsob-

tained by theprojection postulatein Eqs.(23)and (24)above.

It is not possible to take the lim it �t! 0 in Eq.(40) since for the above

derivation to bevalid �thasto satisfy �t� A
�1
3 .Thislim itwillbestudied in

thenextsection,and wewillshow thatTL and TD do notgrow inde�nitely.

4. T he lim it ofvanishing distance betw een probe pulses: �t! 0

To perform the lim it �t ! 0 som e extra steps are needed. For sm all�t

thepopulation oflevel3 doesnotvanish com pletely beforethebeginning ofthe

next probe pulse. Therefore,in case of
uorescence,one has no longer a good

reduction to j1ih1jand thepulsecannotberegarded asa�ecting a m easurem ent

oflevels1 and 2. In thiscase the treatm entofthe lastsection hasto be m ade

m orepreciseby incorporating thepossibly only partialdecay oflevel3.

Rightattheend ofaprobepulse{withouttransientdecay tim e{thesystem

is,asshown in Ref.[11],eitherin

~�0 =

0

B
@

0 � i�p 0

i�p 1 � �R

0 � �R 0

1

C
A + O (�2) (41)

in caseofno photon em ission,orin

~�> =
1

A 2
3 + 2
2

3 + �pA
2
3
2�� p

0

B
@

A 2
3 + 
2

3 i�pA
2
3 iA 3
3

� i�pA
2
3 �pA

2
3
2�� p �R(A

2
3 + 
2

3)

� iA3
3 �R(A
2
3 + 
2

3) 
2
3

1

C
A + O (�2)

(42)

in caseof
uorescence,exceptpossibly forthe�rstpulseofa lightperiod.Ifthe

second condition in Eq.(27)isnotsatis�ed by �tthen thestateatthebeginning

ofthe �rstpulse in a lightperiod isvery close to �0,and therefore the state ~�>

afterthe�rstpulsehasto becalculated with initialstateoftheform �0 + O (�).
Forsuch a state,however,one has1� P0 = O (�),by Eq. (30),and then O (�2)
is replaced by O (�) in Eq.(42)for sm all�t. Thus,ifthe second condition in

Eq.(27)does nothold the �rst pulse in a light period has,in principle,to be

treated di�erently from therest.

The transition probabilities from Eq.(31)are now denoted by ~p and ~q and

aregiven by

~p = p� 2�Rs

3A 3

A 2
3 + 2
2

3

e�
1

2
A 3�t + O (�2) (43)

~q = q+ O (�2) (44)
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with p and q asin Eqs.(33)and (34)and �tarbitrary. However,forthe �rst

pulsein a lightperiod ~p isreplaced by ~p+ O (�).Oneseesthat,for�t� A
�1
3 ,~p

goesoverinto p.Eq.(37)isreplaced by

TL = (�� p + �t)(~p+ O (�))+
1X

n= 2

(�� p + �t)n(1� ~p+ O (�))(1� ~p)n�2 ~p(45)

which gives

TL =
�� p + �t

~p
(46)

up to term sofrelativeorder�.ForTD oneobtainsnow

TD =
�� p + �t

1� ~q
: (47)

Now oneperform sthelim it�t! 0 and obtains

lim
�t! 0

~p = �p
2�� p

A 2
3

A 2
3 + 2
2

3

+ O (�2)

lim
�t! 0

~q = 1� �p
2�� p + O (�2): (48)

Inserting thisinto theexpressionsforTL and TD gives,with �p = 
2A 3=

2
3,

lim
�t! 0

TL =
A 2
3 + 2
2

3


2
2A

3
3


2
3

lim
�t! 0

TD =

2
3


2
2A 3

; (49)

up to term sofrelativeorder�=
2�� p.

First ofall,the lim its are �nite, as physically expected. Furtherm ore, in

the lim it �t ! 0 both driving �elds are continuously on and in this case the

existence ofm acroscopic light and dark periods is wellknown under the nam e

‘electron shelving’[14].Them ean duration oftheseperiodshasbeen calculated

[19]and theresultisthesam easin Eq.(49).Thusthecontinuously driven case

isrecovered in thelim it�t! 0.

5. C onclusion

W hen applied to an ensem ble ofsystem s the QZE predicts a slow-down in

the tim e-developm ent ofthe density m atrix �(t)underrepeated idealm easure-

m ents. An experim ent to test this was perform ed by Itano et al.[6]in which

repeated statem easurem entswerecarried outon a system with two stablelevels

j1iand j2i. The m easurem ents were im plem ented by shortlaserpulsesdriving

thetransition from theground statej1itoan auxiliary rapidly decaying levelj3i.

11



Occurrenceorabsenceof
uorescencem eansasystem isin j1iorj2i,respectively.

Theexperim entalresultsindeed showed a slow-down ofthetim e-developm entof

�(t)in good agreem entwith the QZE.Subsequently itwaspointed out[9]that

thisbehaviorcould beunderstood withoutrecourseto any m easurem enttheory.

Indeed,onecan sim ply considertheprobelaseraspartofthedynam icsand in-

corporateitin theHam iltonian orin theBloch equationsfor�(t),neverspeaking

ofm easurem ents.Using thequantum jum p approach [13](orquantum trajecto-

ries)itispossibleto understand why thedynam icsisso welldescribed by notion

ofm easurem entsand by theprojection postulate[10,11].

Instead ofan ensem ble ofatom s we have considered a single three-levelV

system ,with thesam eweak �eld driving thej1i� j2itransition and laserpulses

driving thej1i� j3itransition asbefore.Taking them easurem entpointofview,

the projection postulate gives a quick and intuitive understanding what to ex-

pect,nam ely astochasticsequenceof
uorescencebursts(lightperiods)and dark

periods,asin Fig.2. Their durationsshould increase with decreasing distance

between thelaserpulses.

Taking the dynam icalpointofview,Bloch equationsare notso convenient,

butthe quantum jum p approach isparticularly welladapted to single system s.

Using thisapproach we have shown in thispaperwhy,and forwhich param eter

values,the sim ple projection postulate prescription givesso highly accurate re-

sults.W ehavenotonly calculated correctionsto theprojection-postulateresult,

butwehavealso shown thatifthetim e�tbetween thelaserpulsesbecom estoo

shortthen theprojection postulatecan nolongerbeapplied.Thequantum jum p

approach,however,can also handle the lim it�t! 0 and yieldsconvergence to

thewellknown lightand dark periodsofthecontinuously driven system [14,19].

These dark periods are also called electron shelving since during this tim e the

system ispredom inantly in j2i. Foran ensem ble ofm any atom sdi�erent light

and darkperiodswilloverlap,and asaresultonlyalowerintensity of
uorescence

willbeseen.

Ifthe duration ofa probe pulse becom estoo shortthe m easurem entpicture

is also not applicable,but the quantum jum p approach stillis. In this case a

num ericalsim ulation iseasiest.

In sum m ary,we have dem onstrated the usefulness ofthe projection postu-

late forthe stochastic behaviorofa single system . Ourdynam icalanalysisalso

clearly showsthattheprojection postulateisan idealization,som etim eseven an

over-idealization,and thatin a m oreprecise treatm entcorrectionsarise.Exper-

im entally,itshould bepossibleto check ourresultsfora singleion oratom in a

trap.
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Fig. 1. V system with (m eta-)stable level2 and Einstein coe�cientA 3 for

level3. 
2 and 
3 are the Rabifrequencies ofthe rf�eld and the probe laser,

respectively.
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Fig. 2. Stochastic alternating lightand dark periods. The linesm ark tim es

when theatom isfound in statej1iand em itsa burstoflight.T� = �=
2 isthe

length ofa � pulse.
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