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Dynamical Semigroup Description of Coherent and
Incoherent Particle—Matter Interaction

L. Lanz! and B. Vacchini?

Received March 8, 1‘996

The meaning of statistical experiments with single microsystems in quantum
mechanics is discussed and a general model in the framework of nonrelativistic
quantum field theory is proposed to describe both coherent and incoherent
interaction of a single microsystem with matter. Compactly developing the
calculations with superoperators, it is shown that the introduction of a time scale
linked to irreversibility of the reduced dynamics directly leads to a dynamical
semigroup expressed in terms of quantities typical of scattering theory. Its
generator consists of two terms, the first linked to a coherent wavelike behavior,
the second related to an interaction having a measuring character, possibly
connected to events the microsystem produces propagating inside matter. In case
these events breed a measurement, an explicit realization of some concepts of
modern quantum mechanics (“effects” and “operations™) arises. The relevance
of this description to a recent debate questioning the validity of ordinary quantum
mechanics to account for such experimental situations as, e.g., neutron
interferometry is briefly discussed.

1. INTRODUCTION

Consider a source emitting practically only one particle at a time, feeding
an interferometer; one of the most impressive features of quantum mechanics
is the fact that the record in a detector of the output of the interferometer during
a suitable time interval shows an interference pattern. If the experimental setup
allows detectable events to be produced during the time the particle takes to
pass through the interferometer, thus showing which way the particle went,
a two-component pattern is found, respectively affected and not affected by
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interference. Seemingly the interfering part can be strongly attenuated if the
probability of detecting events is enhanced, though still retaining its visibility.
A number of experiments of relevance to the question have been carried out
(Rauch, 1990; Rauch et al., 1990; Mittelstaedt et al., 1987; Chapman et al.,
1995). It has sometimes been claimed, and also appears in textbooks, that
the very possibility of such a detection forces the interference pattern to
disappear; such a somewhat strange expectation is rooted in an exaggerated
faith in the so-called state reduction postulate of quantum mechanics. This
postulate is a strongly idealized description of what happens to a quantum
system due to the interaction with a device measuring a given observable of
the system; using this postulate, a short-hand explanation of measurement is
usually given, based on the idea that a quantum system must be represented
by a “state vector” Y(). A much more comfortable situation is met if, instead
of a state vector, a statistical operator p(f) is taken as the basic mathematical
representation of a quantum system (Lanz, 1994). This attitude is sometimes
considered suitable for applications, e.g., quantum optics, but not fine enough
for more fundamental problems; it is often implicitly assumed that a statistical
operator applies only to the description of a statistical mixture of a large
number of microsystems, while in modern experiments often only one or
very few relevant microsystems are present together in the experimental
device. In these single-particle experiments it is often argued (Namiki and
Pascazio, 1991; Thomson, 1993) that the system is to be described by a
state vector.

In our opinion, instead, one-particle quantum mechanics, no matter if
one uses Yi(¢) or p(?), refers in principle to a statistical experiment in which
repeatedly a single particle is produced, prepared, and observed under fixed
macroscopic conditions; this does not oppose the fact that a beam of particles
whose interactions are negligible and whose correlations are irrelevant may
be treated in many experimental situations as effectively equivalent to the
former preparation. It is just the modalities of the statistical experiment,
which remain unchanged during the different runs of the experiment, that
are represented by the statistical operator (or by the state vector, when this
higher idealization works); this is indeed the striking difference with classical
mechanics, where to each run of the statistical experiment there corresponds
a trajectory in phase space. In this context a completely different point of
view seems to underlie the so-called many-Hilbert-space quantum mechanics
that was recently proposed (Namiki and Pascazio, 1993). In this framework
a wave function is associated to each single run of a statistical experiment
and, for example, in a Young’s interference experiment random phase shifts
between the two branch waves may arise in the repeated experimental runs,
due to interaction with matter along one of the two branches, leading to
attenuation of the interference pattern (Namiki and Pascazio, 1991).
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As is well known, state vectors ¢ € €, via the one-dimensional projec-
tions Py, on %, correspond to the subset of extreme points of the convex set
X of statistical operators in ¥; i.c., they cannot be interpreted as mixtures
of other possible preparations and any p e X can be represented as p = 3;
p;Py;. For this reason state vectors § &€ ¥ are also called “pure states.” Let
us recall a relevant mathematical result (Davies, 1976); any invertible affine
mapping /M on X onto K has the form

Mp = MpM'*

where M is a unitary (or antiunitary) operator on J; then, if time evolution
is represented by such a mapping (Comi et al., 1975), the basic role of pure
states for the dynamics becomes obvious and consequently also the relevance
of the Schrédinger equation, of the Hamilton operator, and finally the corre-
spondence with classical mechanics and classical field theory. To summarize
with the aid of formulas, we have ‘

P = Mugpyy = UL, to)p U1, 1) = 2 PiPyjw
J

d
ll"t = U(t, tO)‘bt[)? lﬁ _3::5 = Ht t

In fact the main part of the physics of microsystems can be developed
almost neglecting the concept of statistical operator [a noteworthy exception,
however, is the definition of the quantum collision cross section (Taylor,
1972; Ludwig, 1976)].

Such a reversible dynamics is to be expected for an isolated system. If
interaction with an environment is not negligible during the time evolution,
the question to be raised is whether this evolution can be simply described
by a mapping /M, on X; i.e., whether p, is uniquely determined by p,, and
not by the whole history {p,; ' = f,} before #,, recorded via interaction by
this environment. In this general situation the system becomes the whole
complex of particle plus environment and no disentanglement of the particle’s
degrees of freedom is possible. On the contrary, a neat and extremely relevant
simplification occurs if such a mapping M., exists: then the one-particle
Hilbert space % and not the Fock space of the whole system is the relevant
mathematical framework. Let us assume that this simplification occurs, typi-
cally due to the fact that the aforementioned history is forgotten during the time
elapsed before p, varies appreciably, as in the case of Markovian dynamics;
nevertheless one can no longer expect ., to be invertible: then the statistical
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operator p, acquires a primary role. In differential form the evolution equation
for p, is given by

- M) = 8
dt Lipr * 11—% T

./M,no = T(exp Jt dr’ 3([')) (1.1)
1

In Section 2 we explicitly construct the generator &, of the temporal evolution
for the microsystem showing in a general way how it can be obtained starting
from the Hamiltonian describing the local interaction between microsystem
and macrosystem. An essential step is the introduction of a time scale on
which the system is to be described, linked to the irreversibility of the
interaction. To develop the calculations we rely upon a reformulation of the
theory of scattering based on superoperators, that is, mappings defined on
the algebra generated by creation and destruction operators acting in the Fock
space. Quantum statistics is readily accounted for and the mapping J(z) [see
(2.6)], strictly connected to the transition operator of the quantum theory of
scattering, plays a central role from the very beginning. The use of the
Heisenberg picture, consistent with the concentration of one’s attention on
the microsystem’s observables, allows one to take the whole complex structure
of the macrosystem into account. The generator obtained is of the Lindblad
type, though allowing for unbounded operators. The general structure of such
generators, ensuring that M, maps ¥ into J, is the following:

i 1 1
%o =3 (Hp — pH) = 3 (Ap + pA) + 3 D Lplj (1)
J

H, = Hj, A, =0, L,; being operators in ¥

The relation

A

N =

2 LjL, (13)
7

must be satisfied in order that Tr p, be conserved. If the particle can be
absorbed, (1.3) is replaced by

1
A= > LiL, (1.4)
J

If the last term in (1.2) is neglected, for a pure state p, = 1y)s,1, (1.1)
yields the Schrédinger equation:
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b
if 71';' = (H, — iAW, (L.5)

This is the basis for the wavelike description of propagation of a particle
inside matter. Setting H, — iA, = p*(2m) + V(x, 1), one can define

V)
hy

as the refractive index of the medium, where Av is to be identified with the
energy of the incoming particle: such a description is usually adopted in
intericrometric experiments to explain how a block of matter whose properties
are accounted for by the phenomenological macroscopic potential V(x, f),
when placed in one of the two branches, can induce a phase shift in the
corresponding branch wave, or, in the case of an imaginary potential, cause
absorption. Only in the very special case of A, = 0, i.e., for a real “macro-
scopic” potential V(x, #), does one have by (1.3) or (1.4) that L, = 0 and
(1.5) is exactly equivalent to (1.2). In the presence of absorption A, # 0
implies, by (1.3), L; # 0 for some j; but also in the absence of absorption
one cannot expect that L; = 0. Notice that, if one is not aware of the basic
role of (1.2) and of the importance of the last term in its rh.s., by (1.5) one
could be confirmed in the erroneous belief that the nonreality of the potential
V is exclusively linked to absorption processes. To grasp the significance of
the term (1/£)2,;L,pL}; for the dynamics of p, let us write the evolution of p
due to it in a small time interval T in the form

(1.6)

nx,v,) = /1

Ap = I Teap) S Lpll, L= 2 (1.7)
The statistical operator 2L,pL}; is a mixture of subcollections L pL}; related
to outcome channels labeled by the index j; it bears some resemblance to
the statistical operator 2,; P;pP; which represents, by the previously mentioned
reduction postulate, the system after the measurement of an observable A =
2 a;P;; (1/h) Tr(24,p) expresses the strength of the coupling to the incoherent
regime. More generally a mapping whose infinitesimal generator is of the
form (1.2) admits measuring decompositions that have been characterized in
the context of “continuous measurement theory” initiated by Davies for the
counting processes and developed later in full generality [for a recent review
see Lanz and Melsheimer (1993) and Lanz (1994)]. These decompositions
are related to the operators L,; responsible for the irreversible dynamics, and
clarify what is meant by the measuring character of a mapping describing
the temporal evolution of a system. We will see in Section 3 that (1.2) couples
very simply the typical wave dynamics, which is responsible for interference
phenomena, with a “noncoherent” regime. Obviously in many instances the
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main interest is to put the wavelike behavior in major evidence; this amounts
to making L, negligible, so that (1.5) is indeed suitable to describe the
dynamics. On the contrary, more recent investigations, e.g., neutron interfer-
ometry in the presence of stray absorption in one path of the interferometer
(Rauch, 1990; Rauch et al., 1990), aim at investigating the competition
between wavelike coherent behavior and which-way detection: then (1.1)
and (1.2) must be considered. In Section 3 the physical interpretation of the
dynarnics thus obtained for the microsystem is discussed, showing the inter-
play between a “purely optical” regime [such as in (1.5) and (1.6)] and an
“events-producing” one, strictly connected to the presence of the incoherent
contribution in the r.h.s. of (1.2).

2. CONSTRUCTION OF THE GENERATOR

We assume for simplicity that the whole system is confined, e.g., in a
box; eventually we can get rid of this confinement by letting the size of the
box go to infinity. The microsystem is described in a Hilbert space #V;
energy eigenvalues are E;, energy eigenstates uy, spanning the space #(. In
this paper we use the formalism of nonrelativistic quantum field theory, which
will play an essential role in obtaining a general procedure leading from the
second-quantized Hamiltonian H of the whole system, acting in the global
Fock space ¥, to the generator of the semigroup &£ acting in J(HD) (the
set of trace-class operators in D).

We shall set

H= Ho + Hm +V
H, = ; Eiala;,  lay, afl= = B

where a; is the destruction operator for the microsystem, either a Fermi or
a Bose particle, in the state us; H,, is the Hamilton operator for the macrosys-
tem ([H,, a] = 0), also containing the potential determining the internal
structure of the macrosystem; V represents the interaction between the two
systems. We shall assume in this paper that no absorption process of the
microsystem occurs: then N = 3, afa, is a constant, [N, H] = [N, V] = 0.
The present treatment is nonrelativistic due to the role played by particle
number conservation.
We assume the following expression for the statistical operator:

p= % alpma;ply Q.1
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where p™ is a statistical operator in the subspace #2 of ¥ in which N = 0,
representing the macrosystem, and therefore

agp™ = 0, praj =0, . Vf

while p is a statistical operator in the subspace ¥} of ¥y in which N = 1.
As far as the microsystem is concerned, the dynamics of the macrosystem
is not appreciably perturbed by the presence of the microsystem itself, so
we can assume that

dp™(1) _
dt

The coefficients p{} build a positive, trace-one matrix, which can be consid-
ered as the representative of a statistical operator p in ™. In fact, since
we are interested in the subdynamics of the microsystem and thus in observ-
ables of the form

i m
_E [Hrm Y (t)]

A =Y aiAla, (22

k
where AfY is the matrix element of the corresponding operator acting in ¥V,
we will make use of the following reduction formula from g to Y for
the expectation value of an observable A of the form (2.2) in the state (2.1):

Trae(Ap) = Y, AfRpf) = Trye(ADpD)
hk

Considering in particular the operator A = afa,, we have
Trye(Ap) = Py

To specify the generator of the semigroup we will consider the evolution of
the statistical operator on a time scale T much longer than the correlation
time for the macrosystem, thus approximating dp(} (£)/dt by

Al
2020 _ L o0e + ) ~ oy

= 2 [Trglafage Ppe®™ — o] (23)

Exploiting the cyclicity of the trace, we will work in Heisenberg picture,
shifting the action of the temporal evolution operator on the simple expression
a}a,, thus considerably simplifying the calculation without introducing
restrictive assumptions on the structure of p™ or of the interaction. To proceed
further, we introduce the superoperators

_ iy 1 : — iy,
%—ﬁ[H, ]y %0 ﬁ[HO+Hm7 ]9 OV ﬁ[‘/’ ]
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acting on the algebra generated by creation and destruction operators. Note
that the operators

(ah )y (@)™ -+ (@Y (@)™ (@)™ -+ (@)™
are “eigenstates” of the superoperator 3, with eigenvalues (i/Z)(2/=, n;E,,

— 35, m;E,), in particular,

Hoay, = ‘% Eua,, Hoal, = +‘;; E,a},

To calculate (2.3), we evaluate e*"(afa,) with the help of the following
integral representation:

e (ajay) = (e al) (e ay)

t+iote
- [ R e - e

—iw+te 2mi
+im+e d

. J 2 (2, — %)) 24
—iote i

Using twice the identity
C-H)"'=C-H)+ V-]
=[+@E—-%"Viz—- %) (2.5)
we obtain
G-HT'=C-H) '+ @~ H)'T@ - K (26)
TJQ=V+Vz—- "'V

to be substituted in (2.4). Taking into account the fact that [H, N] = O, one
can see that the restriction to ¥} of the operator J(z)a, has the simple
general form

(T @adxt = ; TH2)ay (2.7)

where T%(z) is an operator in the subspace #2. This restriction is the only
part of interest to us, since we are considering a single microsystem. One
can also express T%(z) in terms of J(z) as

(T (@adallsd = Ti(2) (2.8

and, taking the adjoint, also
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[au(T (@aDlsp = TH(z*) 2.9

Formulas (2.5) and (2.6) are clearly reminiscent of the usual identities satisfied
by the resolvent operator in the theory of scattering. The mathematical frame-
work is, however, quite different, since we are now dealing with superopera-
tors. The quantity to be related to the usual 7-matrix is the operator T%(z) of
(2.8), acting in the subspace ¥, that is, a second-quantized operator for the
macrosystem. Its expectation value, which appears in the final equation (2.19)
via the operator Q, may be linked to a refraction index, often used as a
phenomenological description of the interactive of a single particle with
matter (Vigué, 1995), as already mentioned in the first section. Since the
index of refraction is an operator, it would also be possible to calculate
fluctuations from the equilibrium value. On the same footing, neglecting the
incoherent contribution to the dynamics, that is, the last term of the Lindblad
equation (2.19), the usual description of neutron optics, still based on phenom-
enological potentials, may be recovered (Sears, 1989). In a future paper we
intend to elucidate these possible connections to phenomenological expres-
sions and concrete applications in detail.

Denoting by I1A\) = 10) & |\) the basis of eigenstates of H,, spanning
%2, H,I\) = E\I\), we obtain the following explicit representation of ((z
— #)"'a,)%} as a mapping of J} into P:

(@ — %) 'a)wt

_ a; + . } )\’x)\’ i T}(Z) | )\)()\ | ar
z + (IR)E, Ay (z + (IMEN(z — GIR)Ey — E\ — Ep)

Since ((z* — #) 'ay)’ = (z — ) 'a] and by (2.1) one has easily
Trae[ (21 — #)7'al)(z2 — H) " 'ap(®)]

_ Pl ()
(z1 — (IRYE )z, + (IR)E))

(NI VXN 1 p™() 1A
71 — (iIME)(z) + (IR)E\ — E\ — Ep)

1)
+ ;x o T GhE O
14

(NI THE) NN p™ () IN) W) 1
Ay @ + UREN: — WRNEx — Ex — E)) 7" 2 — (IRE,

+ E (N1 T}(zz)l)\)
v (22 + (IRE)(za — (IR EN\ — E\ — Ef))

f8
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(NI THZE) I
2y — (IfMEp)(z, + (IA)E\ — Ey — Ep)

X (Ap™DIN) ( pin  (2.10)
Since these expressions will be considered for values of the complex variables
Z, 21, 22 of the form iy + €, we can replace in (2.10) E, — E, — ifim, E, —>
E, + ifim, E;— E; + 2ifim, E, = E, — 2ifin, € > m > 0, without introducing
singularities and obtaining expressions that depend smoothly on the parameter
7 and yield (2.10) in the limit  — 0. Let us consider the expression

+icte dZ

th(T, T]) = I —2—— e(z‘(l/ﬁ)Ek+n)-r
iore 2

xS TS INHN 1 p™(@) 1)
i~ (2 = (E, — m)(z + (R)Ey — E\ — Eg) — 27)

In the integration over z we will distinguish two different kinds of contribu-
tions: the first due to the denominators and strongly dependent on the indexes
g, h; the second due to the singularities of T}*(z*) that are poles on the
imaginary axis:

Q;h(Ta '7]) = QIgh(Ts T\) + Q;gh(T, 'ﬂ)
We obtain
QIgh('n T\)

E e(i/ﬁ)(Eh—Ek)'r+2m
S GRYEy + E,—E\—E)—n
e'(i/ﬁ')(E)"+Ek—E)‘—Eg)1+3n'r

+
g‘, —(ih)YEy + E, — E, —E)) +n

(O T;h(—;i; E, + n>| N o a(t)

X (Al T;h(é (Ex — B — Ep) + 2n>l N o)

—(ANEN +Ep—Ex—Eg)T+my7

=Y URNE- B+ 1—e
WY (/RXEy + E, —E\, —E) —m

X (A T?(“% E, + "\)' A)pfta(®)

+ E o~ WRNEN +Eg—Ex—Egyt+3mt
AN

(N TIH(+GIRYEy — Ey ~ Ep) + 2m) — TI(—GIM)E, + m)IN')
(=@IRYEy — E\ — Ep) + 2m) — (+U/R)E, + m)

pita(®)
(2.11)
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If we choose a time scale, dependent on the properties of the statistical
operator, such that '

|Ey +Eh—EA—EgI%<<1 2.12)

we can simply retain in the first factor the contribution linear in 7, which
amounts to

T g (MT;"(—;;— E, + n)l)\')()\'lpm(t)l)\)

The second term is a superposition of a huge set of exponentials exp[—
(i/h)E\ +E, — E\, — E/)7] with amplitudes

(MTM+GIB)EN — Ex — Ep) + 2m) — TIH—GIR)E, + m)IN')
—(ilh)E\ + E, — E\, — E)) +

that are slowing varying over a range o of the variable (1/)(E,- + E;, — E,
— E,), as long as m is large with respect to the spacing between the values
of this variable; then the second term of (2.11) is negligible for 1 >> 1/,
where 1/0- may be identified with the correlation time for the macrosystem;
we are thus working on a time scale long enough to ignore fluctuations from
the nonperturbed state for the macrosystem. Since by (2.6) J(z) has poles
on the imaginary axis at the points (i/A)}&, — &), & being the eigenvalues
of H, and therefore by (2.9) T{“(z*) also has such poles, as we did before
we shall assume that the superposition of this huge set of contributions makes
Q}zx(7, m) negligible if T >> 1/c; then we have the simple asymptotic result

Qr,m) =7 TracF[ag(i’T(% E, + n)d,)p'"(t)],

;lr_ <<T<<T, M>>38 (2.13)

where 8 is the spacing between the poles of T(z) and 7, represents the typical
variation time inside the reduced description; T; must be large enough, i.e.,
the reduced dynamics must be slow enough, to justify (2.12). Correspondingly,
the statistical operator of the microsystem must be such that

E, - E
=0 if 2 =1

7 o (2.14)
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and the statistical operator p™(f) must be close enough to an equilibrium
statistical operator:
Eh - E)\' -

. 1
P (O =0 if T— = -T— (2.15)
1

Let us now concentrate on the expression

+io+e le +iwt+e de
kagh(T’ 'rl) = j 51; J _2;; e(zl+z2)-r

—~ico+e —inte
xS ("1 THz2) IN)
G (IME)z, — (Ih)Ex — Ex — Ep)

N 1TME IN)
21 — (IRE)z + (iIR)Ey — Ex — Ep)

By a similar procedure, neglecting the singularities of 7(z) and taking into
account the slow variability of T(iy + m), one has

Ligen(t, M)

X (N p™(2) IN') (

ﬁ2
)\,)\E")\" (Eh + E)‘" - Eg - E)\' + iﬁ'ﬂ)(Ek + E)\" - Ef - E)\ - ih’n)

x {e(i/ﬁ)(E;.—Ek)+2n-r<)\"|T}c(_% E, + 11)”\)

X p'{’)\:(t)()\'szh(—é E, + n)w)

+ ¢ WIEEgTHant(\"| T}(é (Ey —E\,— Ep + 21])|)\)p’{')\:(t)

X ()\’IT;"(% (Ex ~— Ex — Ep) + 21])”\")

— eWWERTEe—Er Byt Im)\ " T (% (Ex —E\—Ep + 2“)' AP ()
X (N T;h<—% E, + q)lm

- e<'ﬁ><Es+Ex'-Ek—EN')*”ﬂ"()\"|T}‘(—% E. + n)lx)pm(t)

X ()\’IT;”(% (Ex — Ey — Ep) + 2n>|x">}
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Arguing as before, we can extract from this expression the dominant part:

3 2 (NI TH=GIR)E; + n) I Npi (N I THH(—GIRE, + m)IN")
AN (Eh + E)\n - Eg - E)\' + lﬁT])(Ek + E)\" - Ef - E)\ - lﬁ’ﬂ)
X [e(Vﬁ)(Eh—Ek)T+2nT — ANER+EN = Ef—Epyr+3ms

— RN Eg+Ex—Ex=Exyrt3nr . i) Eg~Epr+dnr) (2.16)

The evaluations (2.13) and (2.16) hold for a finite value of the parameter m;
in the limit 1 — O singularities arise in these expressions that would be
compensated by singularities coming from the neglected contributions: the
splitting of Q},(v, m) and Ly, (T, m) into a relevant and a negligible part
therefore becomes meaningless. For a finite confined system this treatment
unavoidably relies on an approximation. The situation can be improved by
considering the limit of no confinement: then the set of eigenvalues {E,}
and {E, } becomes a continuum; expressions of the form (\174(z) I\") become
analytic functions for Re z > 0, having a cut on the imaginary axis, and
the existence of the limit 8 — O can be reasonably assumed. The analytic
continuation across the cut can be considered and one can assume that the
singularities of this continuation are located in the left half-plane far enough
from the imaginary axis to give contributions that rapidly decay for 1 >>
1/a, thus providing the precise reason that makes the previously considered
terms indeed negligible. In this way a further simplification of (2.16) becomes
clear: if the sum over E,- (or E,) is eventually replaced by an integral and
the integration path shifted inside the complex E,- plane, the contribution of
the term exp[(i/i)(E, + E\» — Ef — E,)T+3n7] can be calculated by shifting
the integration path for E,~ in the upper half-plane; then only the contribution
of the singularity 1/(E, + E\- — E; — E, — ifin) lying in the upper half-
plane must be considered, so that replacing Ey- by Ey» = (E\, + E; — E, +
ifim), the term becomes exp[(i/ANE, — EYt + 2n7]. Similarly, exp[(i/A)(E,
+ E) — E; — E\))t + 37r), replacing Ey» = (E,- + E, — E,, — ifin), becomes
exp[(i/h)(E, — E)t + 2m71]. We thus obtain for the square bracket in (2.16)

i

f

[e(i/h)(Eg—Ef)-r+411-r - e(r?ﬁ)(Eh—Ek)-r+21rr] ~ 2,.“1. + (Eg _ Ef + Ek — Eh)T

Keeping m finite and appealing to (2.14), we are led to keep only the first
contribution. As mentioned previously, the limit  — 0 cannot be taken at
any arbitrary step of the calculation, which in its intermediate steps essentially
relies upon the finiteness of m [see (2.13)]; anyway it is to be expected that
this limit can be considered after taking the continuous limit on the set
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{E,}. By this systematic asymptotic evaluation of (2.10) we come to the
following result:

ot + ) = Trye[e®(aladp()]
= o) — 1 (B — EplRO)
+ 7T 2 pfc}_;)(t) TrggF[ag(:’T(é E, + n)al;)p'n(t)]
4

+13y Tr%p[(g<—£ E. + n)ak)a}p”'(t)]p}ri’(ﬂ
8

(NI TH—IR)E, + m)IN) o
Ee ¥ B — B — B — i) 1O

+2mAtt Y, i)
)\,?ig,)\"

NI T (= GIR)E,, + m)IN")
(Ey, + Ex — Eg — Ey + i)

and recalling (2.3), we have
dpli(®)
dt
= —2 (B~ Eofi) + %g p(OQL,
1 1
+ h’; Q) + f—i% PRy 2.17)

which shows the structure of the generator £, where

Qkf =#h TI'%FI:(Q-(*% E, + n)ak>a}pm(t)]

Q}h =h Tr%l,[ag(g% E, + n)a};)p'n(t)]

Ly = 20 3 (NI TH=(HR)E, + 1) NI (N I TIH=GIRE, + 1) IN")
ifgh = <M & (Ey + Ex» — E;— E\ — ikm)(E, + Ex» — E, — Ey + ifim)
By the splitting

kagh = .52)\ "Tg(Lxg)kf(Lxg)ﬂ‘g



Dynamical Semigroup Description 81

where

(L)\g)[qr = \/21]h3<)\| [(g(_% Ek + n)ak)a}](Ek + E)\ - Ef (218)
= H, — i)' 1£(1))

£(r) being a complete system of eigenvectors of p™(f) [p™(t) =
St Tew | EOXED 1], and introducing in #™" the operators Q, Ly,

<k| Q If) = Qkf, <k| L)\g |f> = (L)\E)kf

we get the desired expression:

M — __i_ (1) _1. ] (1) l (1), 1
o = 5 H eVl + 2 {@Q+ QY, pP0) + ﬁgmmp (O
(2.19)
where

H=H,+2@- QN

There is still one most important check to be done, that is, we have to verify
that conservation of the trace of the statistical operator has not been affected
by the way we have extracted the completely positive evolution (2.19) from
the Hamiltonian. Recalling (1.3), we have to check that the identity

Tr%(l)[p(l)(t)(Q + QT)] = ’—Trge(l)[p(l)(t) 2 ’Tl'gL{gL)@] (220)
EN

holds within the approximations so far introduced. Then we can replace the
second term in the Lh.s. of (2.19) by (1/2A){3, mL{:Lse, pV(#)}. Equation
(2.20) can be rewritten as

% pM@Q + QT = —g oLk (Lrd)r 2.21)

gkf

The part of the L.h.s. of (2.21) not containing the statistical operator is equal to

tof[(o{-L 8wl + (2 ) o} 2
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The rh.s. demands a more complex calculation:

1
_g EER ™ g(L;r\"g)kg(Lx"g)gf

g

=2 ) {()\"I(E‘T(—-% E, + n)ag)ajl)\)

AN
g

X RO lak<9‘ (,ii E, + n)ag)l x”)}

1
X [—(i/ﬁ)Eg —n ~ (R)Ey ~ E;— Ey)

1
M GIR)E;, —  + (iIR)(Ey — Ey — EN)]

]
X
—2m + (IR)E, + Ey — E, — Ey)

[having in mind to demonstrate (2.21), we now relay on (2.14)]

-3 <x"|[(—,%; Eg—m - %)

AN

8
X (9(—% E, + n)ag)]‘hf)p'i‘x(t)
X ()Jk|(9<% E, + n)a;)lx")

+ Y (N’I(ET(—% E, + n)c:,;)lhﬂp’x”x(t)

MO
8

X ()\'kl[(é E,—m— %0)— (?T(é E, + n)a})]l)\")

but using the identity
M- H)'Te+m) = +2mC—n— ) Nz+m—- %))
we get, to zeroth order in 7,

. -1 ,
(—é— E, —m— ?Co) (9’(—% E, + n)ag) = a,
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and similarly

. -1 .
(+é E,—m— %o) (g<+é E, + n)a;) =a}
thus obtaining

1
7 g (L ie(Lndgr

g

_ Tr%,,{[(g( 5+ fald + o715+ n)a;)]pmm}

that is, the same expression as in (2.22).

3. PHYSICAL DISCUSSION AND CONCLUDING REMARKS

To elucidate how an equation of the form (2.19) or equivalently (2.17)
may be well suited to describe an interplay between a “purely optical” (that
is wavelike) dynamics and an interaction with a measurement character, let
us introduce the reversible mappings sy = Up, - Uk, where

.1
Uy = T(exp[—% f dr (Ho(t) + iQ(t))]) G

corresponding to a coherent contractive evolution of the microsystem during
the time interval [¢', ¢'], and the completely positive mappings

L = Lxg(’)"-{g(t)’ﬂg(:) 3.2)

whose measurement character may be inferred from the discussion following
(1.7). The structure of the operators L,; [see (2.18)] further shows that these
mappings may be linked with a transition inside the macrosystem specified
by the pair of indexes &, \, as aresult of scattering with the microsystem. Under
very particular conditions, strongly enhancing the measurement character of
the interaction (as would be the case for a detector), these transitions could
be macroscopically detectable, thus leading to a localization of the particle.
To indicate such interactions we will therefore use the word “event.”
The solution of (2.19) can be written as

t
P = ‘Sﬂtt()pto + 2 J dn &qttl §£M§l(t1)-ﬂ,l,0pto

MEL Sy

! n
+ 2 J dt2 f dtl *ﬂttzg)\zgz(tZ)&Qtztlsg)qé1(tl)'5dt|topt0 + o (3'3)
/i

A€ Jy,
0 0
262
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which can be interpreted as a sum over subcollections corresponding to the
realization of no event, one event, two events, and so on. To see this, let us
perform a measurement on the microsystem at time ¢, associated with an
eigenstate u, of some observable A. Then by (3.2) and (3.3) the probability
Pa(2) of the result a for this observable at time ¢ has the following structure:

t
pa(t) = <ua'dttopt0luu) + 2 J dtl (ual'ﬂmg)\lgl(tl)&gtltopto'ua)

ML Uy

t 53
+ Y f dtzj dt,
f{

A€y 0 0
A6

X (ua"ﬂnzg)\zf;z(b)satznsg)\1§1(t1)*9gutoptoIuu) + o (34)

Let us assume for simplicity that the initial preparation p,, is a pure state
Pro = [P ) (W, |5 then by (3.1), the first term in the Lh.s. of (3.4) has the form

(ug! -ﬂnopzd ux) = ! Y())! 2

P(f) = T(exp[—éj dr (Hy)() + iQ(t))])l].v,0 3.5)
1

and it gives the probability of measuring A = « at time ¢ when no event is
produced in between the preparation of the state {,, at time #, and the
measurement of A at time ¢; the trace of the first subcollection

P = Traewd,py = WO

gives the probability that no event happens in the time interval [¢, f]; then
apart from the fact that p? < 1 (p{ is a nonincreasing function), the usual
statistical interpretation of the wave function is recovered. The integrand of
the second term (u, | o, E) ¢, (114,004, | U can be interpreted as the proba-
bility of detecting A = a at time ¢, when the transition £, happens in the
time interval [¢', ¢ + dt'}], while no transition A& happens in the time intervals
[to, t'], [’ + dt’, t]; in other words, the expression

t
j dtl <ua|&gltlgg)qgl(tl)éﬁtltopto' ua)
I/

0

gives the probability of A = a at time ¢ when one and only one event linked
to the transition \;£; happens in the time interval [z, ], while

t
ptl = T[‘%(U(J dtl lﬂnl)\)\lg[(tl)'ﬂllmpm)
[

0

is just the probability for this sole event in the time interval [, f]. While
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the first term in the Lh.s. of (3.3) is a pure state, provided p,, is, the second
one, due to different transition times, is a mixture. The other terms of (3.3)
provide the almost obvious generalization describing repeated production of
events AE.

If the macrosystem is an interferometer, the role of the first term is
enhanced by the experimental situation; nevertheless, if one can monitor the
path followed by the microsystem inside the interferometer, then the other
terms also become relevant. If at the output of the interferometer an interfer-
ence pattern is observed, some disturbance by an incoherent background due
to these terms is unavoidable. Obviously such disturbance can be made
negligible if the experimental setup is such as to “automatically” select
only coherent contributions. This is the case if the disturbance originates in
scattering and the acceptance along the whole path is small enough as in
neutron interferometry; however, forward scattering cannot be eliminated,
so, even simply relying on the present general theoretical framework, one
should expect that the first term of (3.4) cannot account for the whole
experimental evidence, and this should explain some difficulties that have
been reported in the interpretation of neutron interference experiments, with-
out resorting to a reformulation of quantum mechanics, as proposed by Namiki
and Pascazio (1993). A more precise insight into the structure of the operators
Q and L can be obtained by introducing the field operator

P(x, o) = ; asuy(x, w), ap = % f d’x uf (x, o)Y(x, 0)
and writing instead of (2.7)
(T@QU)x, ©) = ; j d*' T(x, o, X', o', 2P(x’, ®')
Then (2.8) becomes
THz) = f d’x d*x' up(x, 0)T(x, X', 0, 0, Ju(X’, ")
&
and assuming translation invariance,

THz) = D, fd3x d*x’ ufFx, ®)T(x — x', @, o', Du(x’, »')

00’

f d’X T{(X, 2)

THX, 2) E j d3r uif(X + 5 , w)T(r, w, o, z)u,(X — %, w’) 3.6)

w0’ 2
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Corresponding to the representation (3.6) of T4(z), one has a similar
representation for (Lyg)s:

by = j d*X [Le(X)1y 3.7

simply obtained by substituting (3.6) into (2.18).

The set of variables Nyy(1), T = 1, with Ny(7) being the number of
transitions A& up to time T, defines a multicomponent classical stochastic
process for which probability distributions and the description of statistical
subcollections at times 7, conditioned by the values Ny (1), can be given.
This is a straightforward generalization of the typical “counting process”
considered by Srinivas and Davies (1981); e.g., the probability that in a time
interval 7|, T,] there are N events related to transitions N §;, A6, ...,
AMEMAE), belonging, respectively, to certain subsets oy € [, 0, € [, . . .,
ay € I, [\ and &(r) belong, respectively, to the spectra A of H,, and E(r)
of p™(¢), which are practically a continuum, and I’ is a ¢-algebra on A X
E(1)], when no event happens before 7, is given by

P 'rrrz(N ’ 0') = Tr(gz‘rl,‘rz(N s 0.)&q'tt()pt())

where ¥, (N, @) is an operation, i.e., a contractive positive mapping on

J(FD);
g;'rl,fz(N’ 0)

T 2}
= (NEE): f dty -+ f dty Aoy Eaen(t iy -+ Ly (0 Hys,
co Jg,

Tl

This flow of transitions accompanying the propagation of the microsystem
in the medium could prime a measurement inside some suitable measuring
device; then P, .,(N, o) would be the probability for this device to be affected
by the microsystem. In fact, writing F(o) = %, (N, o)I, with &’ the adjoint
mapping on B(HV) (the set of bounded operators on V), one has

Py 1N, &) = Trya(F(0) APy (3.8)

where F(@) is a positive operator, F(or) = 1. Equation (3.8) is the typical
probability rule of modern quantum mechanics in which the notion of an
“effect-valued measure” F(a) on some o-algebra of subsets generalizes the
customary concept of a projection-valued measure, or equivalently of a self-
adjoint operator, associated to an observable; these observables present an
idealization that is very useful for understanding the basic structure of quan-
tum mechanics, but is too strong for representing real measuring devices
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(Ludwig, 1983; Kraus, 1983; Holevo, 1982; Davies, 1976). A similar situation
is met if one considers the statistical operator

_ O-‘J".r'r],fz(lv ’ G)Sdttopl()
Po™ 7P, N, 0

which represents the repreparation at time T, of the statistical collection p,,
under the condition that the aforementioned effect happens in the time interval
[y, T.]. Taking (3.2) into account, we see that p., bears an analogy with the
highly idealized von Neumann state reduction rule

(-)
2 Tr(Pply)

for the statistical operator p{;’, when it is reprepared at time T, taking a
measurement into account, associated with the projection operator P.

Actually, by (3.3) a decomposition of p, is given into subcollections
related to all possible detection patterns of events primed by the elementary
transitions A&; mathematically this means that a decomposition of the evolu-
tion mapping T(exp [’ % dt’ £(t")) has been given on the space of the jump
processes Ny (7). In different physical contexts, e.g., optical heterodyne detec-
tion, more general decompositions of an evolution mapping can be given, as
has been shown in the aforementioned theory of continuous measurement:
then the variables involved are not only N\(7), but also the values of continu-
ously measured variables related to the system.
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