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We show that particle trajectories in the Wilson cloud chamber are straight and stable, using per-
turbation theory and generalized coherent states. The model consists of an incoming particle, many
molecules, and the immediate environment of each molecule acting as a detector. Each such detec-
tor has many harmonic oscillators whose states are totally described by generalized coherent states,
because of which particle trajectories are almost stable. That is, if a molecule is ionized through its
interaction with the particle, the ionized excited state does not return to the lower states. Many
molecules can be ionized when the line joining them is practically parallel to the direction of motion
of the particle. However, when the molecules do not lie on a straight line, all of them cannot be ion-
ized. The particle trajectory that is made up of the ionized molecules, therefore, is straight.

I. INTRODUCTION

In a quantum-measurement process, we know the state
of an object system through its interaction with a detec-
tor. The detector may be described by quantum theory,
so we can treat the total system quantum mechanically,
with one of the characteristic features of quantum theory
being that one must use noncommutative observables in a
Hilbert space to treat quantum fluctuations, unstable ex-
cited states, and quantum jumps between states and other
phenomena. However, the detector must register each
state of the object system by its pointer. Thus the state of
the detector has to be almost stable, i.e., it must behave
like a macroscopic (or classical) object. In classical
theories, we meet with commutative physical quantities
having definite values, whose dynamics are described
with the help of a phase space, the Poisson bracket or a
symplectic form, and a classical Hamiltonian. There are
a large number of differences between these approaches.

Many authors have made efforts to find a link between
the microscopic and macroscopic theories. A wide class
of quantum theories contain some measure of the number
of dynamical variables N (or 1/#); these quantum
theories have a sensible large-N limit, in which the dy-
namics become much simpler.! Coherence groups and
generalized coherent (GC) states play important roles in
this approach. In the large-N limit, the expectation value
of any product of reasonable operators (called classical
operators) satisfies the factorization relation, that is, the
expectation value approaches the product of the expecta-
tions of each operator. As a result, quantum fluctuations
of these operators become irrelevant in this limit. This is
due to the fact that any GC state is almost an eigenstate
of any classical operator, and as a result standard devia-
tions of these operators are almost negligible when N is
very large. Also, the phase space, Poisson bracket, and
classical Hamiltonian from the quantum Hamiltonian
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emerge in a natural way in this limit. Moreover, quan-
tum evolutions reduce to classical ones.

We have applied this approach previously to a
quantum-measurement process, and presented several
models in GC-state formalism.>3 The detectors in our
formalism are described by GC states, and have many
desirable functions as a measuring apparatus. These
models indicate that the GC-state approach to quantum
measurement can become a powerful method for a unified
description of various measuring processes, in particular
for a macroscopic description of detectors.

The essential features of particle trajectories in the
Wilson cloud chamber have been explained by several au-
thors using the perturbation theory* ¢ These treatments
are justified from the Copenhagen point of view. Howev-
er, the stability of the particle trajectories in the chamber
cannot be treated without modifications to the theory.

We have considered previously’ a model consisting of
an incoming particle, one molecule, and the environment
of the molecule acting as a detector, all treated as quan-
tum systems. The detector was treated as N harmonic os-
cillators described by GC states, and exhibits sensible be-
havior in the large-N limit. We showed that the detector
behaves like a macroscopic object when N >>1, and as a
result a particle trajectory in the cloud chamber is stable.
The macroscopic properties result from the properties of
GC states and classical operators. However, some calcu-
lations in the model are difficult because the coherence
group used there is small, that is it does not contain all
bilinear operators.

The model treated in this article consists of an incom-
ing particle, many molecules, and the immediate environ-
ment of each molecule. When the particle interacts with
many molecules simultaneously, the measuring process
will be quite different, and analysis of trajectories is per-
formed more precisely. Molecules can be ionized only if
they lie on a straight line parallel to the momentum of
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the incoming particle. And there is essentially only one
trajectory in the cloud chamber if one particle enters it.
In a similar way to the previous model, stability of the
particle trajectory is a result of the properties of the GC
states and classical operators. Furthermore, the coher-
ence group is extended to SU(1,1), so that the treatment
of this model becomes quite simple, because many calcu-
lations can be made group theoretically. The SU(1,1)
coherent states and their applications to physical prob-
lems have been studied by many authors.” As a model of
a detector, we use a harmonic-oscillator model based on
the extended coherence group, which is a modified ver-
sion of the previous one. The interaction between the
particle and each molecule is assumed to be weak, and
thus the interaction may be treated as a perturbation.

In the next section the modified model is presented,
and we also show how the group SU(1,1) can be derived.
Using the new detector constructed in Sec. II, it is shown
in Sec. III that particle trajectories in the cloud chamber
must be straight and almost stable.

II. HARMONIC-OSCILLATOR MODEL
BASED ON SU(1,1)

A. The coherence group and generalized coherent states

The modified model, which is used in Sec. III as a
detector for particle trajectories, consists of one molecule
and N harmonic oscillators, all oscillators have unit mass
and frequency w. Suppose that the total Hamiltonian of
the model is given by

H=Hy,+H,+Hy, (2.1)
with
N ~ R N
H,=13 (P}+o’X})=N(C+o’4), (2.2a)
i=1
N aa A A A
Hy,=1gH, 3 (X,P,+PX,)=NgHyB , (2.2b)

where H,, is the Hamiltonian of the molecule, X, and P,

are the position and momentum operators with respect to
the ith oscillator ( [f, ,P 1=i#8,;;), and

A 2N§X" B=-+ i(XP,»+Hc),

. (2.3)
C=—-3p?

ZNEPI

The interaction H,,, contains the Hamiltonian H,, of
the molecule, which plays an important role in our
quantum-measurement process. Owing to this fact, the
detectors in the next section can register the states of the
molecules (see Sec. III). The total Hamiltonian H is in-
variant under the group O(N) consisting of all orthogonal
transformations in (X,,...,Xy) or (P, ...,Py).
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Hence we can restrict our attention to the O(N) invariant
sector of the present model. Then the Hilbert space #
consists of O(N) mvarlant states.

The operators A, B, and C constitute a Lie algebra:

151284 (5o 2fia
[A)B]—— N A ) [B,C] N C ’
% (2.4)
AN __l_/\
[C,A4]= NB
Setting
DN(pl) lﬁB , DN(PZ) lﬁa)(c [0 A) 5
N (2.5)
= C+ow?d
Dy(p3) iha)(c w°A4),
we find
[DN(pl)’DN(pZ)]:—ZDN(p3) » (2.6a)
[Dy(py), Dy(ps)]1=2Dx(p,) , (2.6b)
[DN(p3),DN(p1)]ZZDN(pz) . (2.60)

They constitute the Lie algebra su(1,1) with generators

01 0 —i —i 0
Pi= 11 0ol P2™ i o’ P~ o i 2.7)
satisfying the commutation relations
lpop2]=—2p3, [pP2p3]=2p1, [pupi]1=2p,.  (2.8)

Equations (2.6) and (2.8) imply that D, is a representa-
tion of su(l,1) in the space #,. Using the annihilation
and creation operators defined by

1

a,= ‘/1 (X;+iP,), af= T X =P, 29
fiw 1)
the representation for p; becomes
p)=~S(alal~aa,) (2.10a)
- 22 )4 4,4 -1va
j
_ i ot
( 2)—32(0101- +aja;), (2.10b)
j
Dylpy)=i3(aja;+1), (2.100)
J
and so the Hamiltonian of the detector is given by
H,=—ifoDy(py)=fo3X(aja;+1) . (2.11)
J

The algebra su(l,1) generates the coherence group
SuU(1,1):

1 0
0 —1

1 O

“=lo —1

su(1,1)= {u | ut ’ , 2.12)
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all elements u of SU(1,1) being parametrized as follows:

B +, 0%
« o e’ a‘e
u=ul@B=e® =" " |, (2.13)
ae e
with
(1—la|2)eftE =1, y=a*ef* B, (2.14)

where p,=(p,tip,)/2, o;=ip;, and a, B, and y are
complex numbers. Note that |a| <1. The independent
parameters are, for example, a and the imaginary part of
. Including A , ﬁ, and C in su(1,1) conveniently allows
one to express the action of the coherence group in Fock
space, which makes our calculations much simpler.

The GC states are generated by applying elements of
the group SU(1,1) to a “base state” |in); that is, for any
element u(a,B)ESU(1,1), we find a GC state

la,B) =Dy (ula,B))|in) =e "¥2D,(e“~)|in)

=exp —i%r-b’z la) (2.15)

where f=p,+if, (B;ER). It follows from Egs. (2.13)
and (2.15) that |in)=0,0). Different coherent states are
not orthogonal; their overlaps are given by

(a,Bla’,B)=(0,0|Dy(u " Na,B)u(a’B'))|0,0)

=[ef tF(1—a*a)] N2, (2.16a)
l—a*a’ —N/2
(ala')= (2.16b)
Vii—la®>)(1—=|a'])

When N >>1 and a¥a’, these two different states are ap-
proximately orthogonal, because

(@,BIDy(p o, B =2 (@, BlDye a8

t=0

= —aa?<o,o|D,v(e""”‘e”’""»‘e’""+ 10,0

__a__ __N__ '’
T ot 2/3

exp

[

where a”’, B, and 7" are defined by

u N, Bleula,Br=e” Pme” TP 2.21)
Taking into account the (1,1) element of
u :‘(a,B)etp‘u(a’,B’), which is given by
e? *P[(1—a*a’')cosht +(a’'—a*)sinht ], we arrive at
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{a,Bla’,B ) *=[{ala’)|?

fa——a’|2 N2
= |1+ VR T))
(1—|al®)1—=]a’'|?)

This is a very important property of GC states, because it
is used later for deriving the mixed-state statistical opera-
tor and for explaining stability of particle trajectories.
The reduced coherent states |a) are very useful in the ac-
tual calculations.

B. Classical operators

Any operator in b'¢ ; and ﬁ,- need not have a sensible lim-
it as N— oo. In order to have control over this limit, we
have to introduce a restricted set of operators K, consist-
ing of operators 4 whose coherent state matrix elements
(ulAlu')y/{ulu’)y have finite limits as N — oo, that
is,

<a’BI A la,7B,>N
<a,B‘a1)B' >N

lim

N>

for all a,B,a',B' €C,

(2.18)

where |a,B) y E#y and |al,|a’| <1. Such operators are
referred to as classical operators. The expectation value
of any pair of operators A,B €K satisfies the factoriza-
tion relation

A}imw((u|AB|u)N—(ulAlu)N(u|B‘u)N)=O. (2.19)
Therefore the variance of any such operator vanishes as
N — 0, and then the quantum fluctuations for the opera-
tors become irrelevant. All N-independent polynomials
in 4, B, and C given by Eq. (2.3) are classical operators.
These facts will be shown below by explicit calculation.

Let us consider the matrix elements of the operators
Dy (p;); they are obtained as follows:

t=0

(2.20)

(a,BlDy(pyla’,B )y = *12![63* (1 —ata’)] N2

XeB* B (g*—a') . (2.22)
Similarly, N
(a,B|Dy(p)la’,B' Yy = Lz—[eﬁ* tB(1—a*a’)] V2!
xXeB B (a* +a') , (2.23a)
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(a,BlDN(p3)|a’,B'>N=%[e6*+ﬂ'( l1—a*a’)] V271

xeB TP (1+a*a’) . (2.23b)

The matrix elements for the operators f?, 3, and C are
thus obtained:

(a,BlAla’,B )y _ # l+a* +a'+a a'

(2.24a)
(a,Bla’,B )y 40 l—a
(a,B|B|a’,B") ] *—a
Bl \clx /3 N _ i a*—a (2.24b)
(a,Bla",B )y 2 l—a*a
(a, éa’; ,) —a*—a *a’
BICla',B' )y _fiwo 1—a*—a'ta*a (2.24¢)

1—a*a’

<a,B|(1l,B’)N N 4

The right-hand sides of Eq. (2.24) are all independent of
N, indicating that A, B, and C are classical operators. In
the case of a=a’ and B=/f3', Eq. (2.24) reduces to the ex-
pectation value

# 1+a*+a+]al?

(a.BlAla,By=7~ T @
(a,BlBla,B)y="1 2 (2.25b)
21— \ \
ek 2
(a,3|6|a,B>N=ﬁ@—1—a—L§|‘al— (2.25¢)
4 1— ||

It follows from Eqgs. (2.11) and (2.25) that the expectation
value of the Hamiltonian H , of the oscillators is written
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limNHm(a,BlHA la,B) y/N#) is thus (0/2)(1+|al?)/
(1—|a|?), which determines the classical dynamics.

Let us proceed to estxmate the matrix elements of any
polynomial in A, B, and C. To this end we need some
manipulation to reduce some quantities described in
terms of N to those with N =1. For example, we find

N
Dy(p)= 3 D¥(p,), (2.27a)

k=1

N
|a’B>N: HD«’lk;(e P_eB03e7’P+)|O,O)

k=1

A?
=11 le,B(k)), , (2.27b)

k=1

where D{*(p;) contains only a, or a,:r, for example,
D'¥(p;)=i(aja,+1). We thus find easily

N
(a,Bla’,B)y= I {a.B(K)|a’,B'(Kk)),
k=1
=(a,Bla,B))V=(e P21V (2.28)
where
(a,B(k)la’,B'(k))=(a,Bla’,B ),

is independent of k and e#'=ef A (1—a*a’). The ma-
trix elements of Dy (p;) also reduce to those of D% (p;):

(a, B|DN Pz a,p >A

N
= 3 (a,Bk)DM(p))la’,B (k) (a,Ble',B )y

k=1

in the form =N{a,Bla’,B ) y{a,BID(p))c’,B )P ?, (2.29)
2
<a,Bi%HA a’B>N:%cg ii:aiz . (2.26)  Where we have used
* (a,Bla’,B) y— = (a,Bla’,B') ye K/ 2.30)
The corresponding classical Hamiltonian s (defined by  Similarly we obtain
1
’ ’ N (k ) ’ ’
<a,/3iDN(p,l) ‘DN(P,'")|a ,B >N= 2 ((1 BID1 , D] pin)!a :B >N
Kyveoes k, =
=N"(a,Bla’8 )y | TL(aBID:p, a5 e "2 +0 |~ ] ] : 2.31)
k=1
From Eqgs. (2.29) and (2.31) we arrive at
li <a’BI(I/N)DN(p"1> o (1/N)DN(p,n)\a’,B')N - { { la', B ) e/ VB"
s (@Bl ~ LI e PR el e
n (a,BI(l/N)DA»(p,-k)|a’,B’>N
= (2.32)
L PO
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Equations (2.5) and (2.32) show that any N-independent
polynomial in A, B, and C is a classical operator; Eq.
(2.32) is nothing more than the factorization relation.
Then the variance of such polynomials becomes very
small when N >>1, and the quantum fluctuation for these
operators vanishes.

In the large-N limit, a phase space and the Poisson
bracket can be defined; the quantum equation of motion
for a classical operator reduces to a “classical” equation
expressed by the Poisson bracket.

III. PARTICLE TRAJECTORIES
IN THE CLOUD CHAMBER

A. Perturbation theory

The model discussed in this section consists of an in-
coming particle (with Hamiltonian Hg and momentum p)
and some molecule-detector systems as described earlier.
Each detector is constructed of many harmonic oscilla-
tors. The molecule-detector systems are contained in a
cloud chamber. The incoming particle enters the cloud
chamber, and makes a stable trajectory. In our model the
stability of the particle trajectory is a result of macro-
scopic properties of GC states of the detectors. Suppose
that the particle interacts only with the molecules, and
that the interaction V between the particle and the mole-
cules may be treated as a perturbation.

When the particle interacts with / molecules simultane-
ously, and each molecule also interacts with its immedi-
ate environment (i.e., a detector), the total Hamiltonian
of the model becomes

H=H,+V, (3.12)
Hy=H¢+Hy +H, +H,y, (3.1b)
with
i ! !
V=3V, Hy=3Hy;, H,=3H,,
i=1 i=1 i=1
(3.2)

I I
Hy, =X Hyq = 3 NgHy;B; ,

i=1 i=1

where V; is the interaction between the incoming particle
and the ith molecule, H 4, is the Hamiltonian of the ith
detector which is given by Eq. (2.2a), etc. Although the
incoming particle interacts with / molecules simultane-
ously, we assume that the particle meets with them con-
secutively. Using the definition in Eq. (3.2), the calcula-
tions below are almost parallel to our previous paper.’

The state of the total system at time ¢ becomes
W(t)=Ul(t,ty)¥(t,), where W(ty) is the initial state at
time ¢,. Setting U(t,1))="Uy(¢,t,)U,(1,t,) (where U, is
the free evolution operator), we find

iﬁi Uy(t,tg)

3 =H,Uy(t,ty) ,

(3.3a)

iﬁ—a—UI(t,tO)

a[ :HI(I)U](I,to) ’

(3.3b)

where
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H,(t)=U$(t,t0)VU0(t,t0) .
Hence the perturbation series for U is obtained:
—qp Lo .
Uy (t1)=1+— f, dt H,(t))
=14+ U8, t0)+ U (ttg)+ - - (3.4)

If the interaction V between the particle and the mole-
cules is neglected, the particle and molecule-detector sys-
tems can move independently, and so Uyltt,)
=U§(t,t,)U¥*(1,1,), Us and U} " being the time evolu-
tion operators with respect to the particle and the
molecule-detector systems respectively. The state at time
t is thus written

V() =UY(1,t,)Ug(t,15)U,(1,1,)¥(2,)
=UM4(1,t,)P(2) . 3.5
The state W(¢) satisfies
iﬁaiil?(z)=(ﬂs+ V)W(z), (3.6)

where V=U¥4"(1,10) VU4 (1,1,).

The perturbation theory is applied to the wave equa-
tion (3.6) for W(¢) rather than that for W(z), as then the
calculation will be much simplified. Set the perturbation
series

where
U K1) =UZ(1,t0)UR(1,0)W(2,) ,
and U}¥=

(3.7

1. The perturbation theory then gives us

., 0
Iﬁ—a_t—HS

¥ R(H=py .-, (3.8)

where ¥' "V=0. The perturbation expansion of the orig-
inal wave function becomes

V(=3 ¥'*(r)

with

VR(y=UM(1,1,)¥ ¥(1) .

Suppose that the initial state W(¢,) has the lowest ener-
gy; then the molecules and detectors are all in their
ground states. Thus their state is [0)]0,0), where [0)
and |0,0) are, respectively, the ground states of the mole-
cules and detectors. The initial state becomes

W(t,)=¢(t,)|0)10,0) , (3.9)

where @(t,)=expi(px—p?t,/2m)/# is the initial state of
the particle (x and m are, respectively, the position and

the mass). The state ¥ ‘°)(¢) at time ¢ can be written
¥ O(1)=¢(£)]0)0,0) , (3.10)

then, using Eq. (3.5), the total state at time ¢ becomes
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Y O()=g(1)|0)exp -——;—HA(I——IO) |0,0) , (3.11)

where E,=0. Since every eigenstate |n)=|n,) - |n;)
of the molecules (where |n; ) is a state of the ith molecule)
and GC states |a,B) are, respectively, complete in each
Hilbert space, the function P Kty (k=1,2,...) for kth
perturbation can be expanded as

Y R(= 3 vkex,0)ln)a,B)=Svi(x,t)n)la),

n,a,f3
(3.12)
where

Ve =0, qp(x,t)exp(—iNB,/2) ,
By
(B=B,+iB,, B;ER) ,

., 0

a

where E,=3/_ E,; and
!
H[C!A = zNgEniBt .
=1

E, and 3\, are with respect to the ith molecule. When N
is large, Eq. (3.13) thus reduces to

iﬁ%_Hs vi(x,t)=(n|V|0){ala,,B, ) p(t),
(3.14)
where
la,,B, ) =exp —;;(E,,+HA+H;M)(t—rO)
X exp —éHA(t—to) 0,0). (.15

If the right-hand side of Eq. (3.12) is zero, then we have
v} =0 because of the initial condition. Consequently,

J

NB,,Z |n Yexp

\y(l)(t)zz(l)v(l) (x,t)exp 1-7

na"

n

It should be noted that |a) in Eq. (3.12) is independent of
time, while |a, ) in Eq. (3.17) contains a variable ¢. If we
fix the number n and time ¢ in Eq. (3.12), then only v,(,];)n is
nonzero, and we arrive at Eq. (3.17). Hence all states |n )

of the molecules couple with the same GC state
exp[ — (i /#)H 4(t —t,)]]0,0) < |0,0), and as a result the

vi(x,t)ala’)={(n|V]0){alexp é(E,, +H,+H} )t —tg)

i
——ﬁ—HA(t—tO)
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and |a,B) and |a) are GC states given by Eq. (2.15). Al-
though a and B are continuous complex numbers, they
have been treated as discrete. Note that
la,B)=la;,B,) - - - la,B,), where |a;,B;) is a GC state
with respect to the ith detector, and the functions
v'®(x,10)=0 because U}*(t,,1,)=0.

B. Properties of the functions v ‘%’

Let us investigate the conditions that ensure that a
nonzero solution v''(x,7) exists following the treatment
of Refs. 4—6. Substituting Egs. (3.10) and (3.12) into Eq.
(3.8), we obtain

exp —éHA(t—tO) 10,0) (1) ,
(3.13)
[
the condition for nonzero v\!) is as follows:
la)~la,) , (3.16a)

!
<anIO>: 25,,‘0 st 6n1_10<nilVf|0>8n'+|0 st 8'1[0760 N

i=1
(3.16b)

where
!a",Bn )=exp(—iNB,,2/2)\an>
(ﬁn =Bn1+iﬁn2’ BmER) N

Since according to Egs. (3.14) and (3.16), v\!) is zero un-

nan
less at least (I —1) n;’s are zero, to the first-order approxi-
mation only one of the molecules can be excited. Substi-
tuting Eq. (3.16a) into Eq. (3.12) we find

\1‘/“’(:)=2(“v,‘,§,'n(x,t)|n>ia,,>, (3.17)

where 3! is a sum such that at least (/ —1) n;’s are zero.
Equation (3.17) leads us to

|0,0) . (3.18)

f

detector does not register each state of the molecules. To
the first approximation two molecules cannot be ionized
simultaneously, so that the incoming particle cannot
make a visible trajectory, because such trajectory is made
up of more than one ionized molecule.

Henceforth we consider for simplicity the case where
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the particle interacts with two molecules simultaneously,

i.e., I =2. Then there are three types of v'!: vﬁ(l),)o),
UEL)“ o U?(l))n*)’ where n*+0, and we have omitted the
1 2

subscript a. For v{y), Eq. (3.14) reduces to

ind g

1
o1 Uto‘)o)(x,t)

=((0[¥,10) +(0|V,]|0))¢(t)exp

.N
_"2*13(0,0)2 ] .

(3.19)

U;i)(x,t)zz(l)v(l)

., 3
lﬁE_HS

m

The condition for v'*'%0 is thus |a)=|a, ) and 3{}'v}!)

mam

striction on the number 7 in v)% because / =2. The function v
n

(x,1)=v{p)o,(x,0){nT|V,]0)exp

+2;v§ir:r,o)(x,t)((n’{lV1|mf ) +(0[¥,10)8, 5, + Jexp
my

By Eq. (3.21) v'?)

(n¥,0)

the second molecule if the second one lies in the first beam. The function vii

., 0 (2) —..a
zfi—a—t——HS v(nl*,n;)(x,t)-—v(n

from which the function vti)* n*)
172

is nonzero only when
the two molecules lie nearly on straight lines having
direction p. It should be noted that the term with the
subscript (n},n5 ) represents two ionized molecules. The
functions v(g)y, and v{>’ « have similar shapes to those of
T2
p (.
In the second approximation, we have

¥ 2()=3v'2 (x,t)n)la,) , (3.23a)
V(=302 (x,00e" " P n)
Xexp | — éH,,u —10) 110,0) . (3.23b)
Similarly, in the kth- order perturbation (k = 3),
(3.24a)

\Tl(k)(t)=zvfl’;L(x,t)Jn Ya,) ,

me, (%,0)(n|VIm)(ala, exp

s (5 0(n3 [V, [0)exp
3
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The nonzero region of the term {0|V;|0)¢(t), which is
the fictitious oscillator producing the wave, is located in
the small volume near the ith molecule. The volume is
determined by the function (0| ¥;|0). The function v{}),
is different from zero only in two beams originating in the
small volumes near the two molecules and having the

direction p. Similarly, v'' and v‘!) . are beams origi-
V> V* 0 ©,n¥)

nating, respectively, near the first and second molecules
and having the direction p.

We now proceed to the second-order perturbation.
The equation for v'?' is obtained in a similar way to the
first approximation:

(3.20)

N
17(6n12—l3n2) ] .

(x,¢){n|VIm )exp(iNpB,,,/2)70. Note that there is no re-

(2)

(n*,0) satisfies

N
1= Bio,02 =B, % o) J

(3.21)

.N
1= Bt 02 Bi* o)

is a beam originating near the first molecule, and containing a contribution whose source is near

e« satisfies
11y )

N
l_zﬁ(ﬁ(nr.O)Z_B(nr,n;)ZJ ’ (3.22)
[
(k) 1y — (k) .N
V(=23 v,q, (X,1)exp l?an [n)
Xexp | = H,(t—15) |0,0) . (3.24b)

The functions v\X) have the same properties as those of
n

(2)

Ungq,- Consequently, we arrive at
‘P(t)zzuna”(x,t Jexp i%ﬁnz [n)
X exp —éH,,(r—zO) 10,0) , (3.25)
where v,, =3 7-Usk > Vo, =@(1)8,0,and v{}s « =0.
n n n 101

In all higher-order perturbations also, two molecules
can be ionized only if the line joining them is practically
parallel to the direction of motion of the incoming parti-
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cle. This effect only appears in the second and higher ap-
proximations. Equation (3.24) shows that all states |n )
of the molecules couple with the same GC state (i.e., the
initial state |0,0)), and as a result the detectors cannot
detect each state of the molecules.

C. Statistical operator

If the interaction V can never be neglected, then the in-
itial state of the detectors remains unchanged. Thus we
assume that the interaction V is a short-range one so that
at a later time 7, the interaction is negligibly small. In
this situation, Eq. (3.25) gives us the total state at time 7

V(1) = Vpan(X,7o)exp i%[B,,z |n)
X exp —éHA(TO—tO) 0,0),  (3.26)

where we have suppressed the 7, dependence of the sub-
script of v,, . Since V=0 (7> 7y), the time-evolution

operator becomes
Ulr,1)=Ug(1,7) U 4 (1,7,) ,

from which we find

‘P(T):va”ﬁ”(x,r)ln Yexp i%ﬁnz ‘
n
X exp —é(E,,+HA+HA”,A) (1—7p)
Xexp | =2 H,(r=10) [10,0), (327

where v,, (x,‘r)=Ug(r,ro)v,,a"(x,'ro). In this case each
energy state of the molecules correlates with each GC
state labeled by n.

Let us obtain a GC state |£,,m, ) corresponding to a
state |n ) of the molecules. Using Egs. (2.11) and (3.2),
we find
10,0)

exp ——;—HA(TO—IO)

Nowl
2

=exp | —i (To—10) |10,0).

Equations (2.2b) and (2.5) give the GC state

exp | = (H +Hjy , N(r—70) |10,0)
=Dy (e ))0,0)
:lgn’nn) ’ (3.28)
where 0,=gE, (t—71;) and 6;=—wl(r—7y). Setting

6°=61—63%, according to 6°>0 (g2E}>w’l?), 6*°<0
(8°E} <w*1?), =0 (g?EX=w’I?) we have three types of
the corresponding GC states. When 6>>0 (6=V6?),
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Eq. (3.28) becomes

i

exp —ﬁ(HA+H,{'M NT—170) |10,0)
1 lo’ 1
:DN(egnp—enn legnp+)|0,0>
=l nl) (3.29)
with
1 V] 1 0
e =cosh9—i—63—sinh8 , },en"=7lsinh6 . (3.30)

In Egs. (3.29) and (3.30), we have used Eq. (2.13) and
exp(6,p,+03p3)

coshf—i(6;/60)sinh6
(6,/6)sinh6

(6,/6)sinh6
cosh@+i(6,/0)sinh8 | °

(3.31)
When 6?<0 (¢=V —6?%), Eq. (3.28) reduces to |£2,92 ),

n»’
where

2
n
e ”:

.93 . 2 773,_91 .
cosd)—z?smd) , Eqe -—?smqﬁ. (3.32)

Similarly in the last case 8°=0, the corresponding GC
state is |2, 73 ), where

3 3
n . 7
e"=1—i0,, Ee "=6,.

(3.33)
The total state at time 7 now becomes
Y(r)=Sw,(x,7)n )&, n,) , (3.34)
n
where
W, (X, 7)=0,, (X,T)exp i%an

Xexp[ —iE,(1—174) /%]
Xexp[ —iNwl(tg—1ty)/2],

and £, and 7, are given by Egs. (3.30), (3.32), or (3.33).
The correspondence between the states of the molecules
and the detectors are thus as follows:

In)—I1&,,m,) - (3.35)

The statistical operator p corresponding to the state
W(r) is written in the form

P:Po+ 2 w,,(X,T)w,:(X,T”n)<m|®|§n,'ﬂn><§m»77m| ’

n¥ m

(3.36)

where p, is the mixed-state statistical operator given by

po=3lw, 2 ln X nl®|&,,m, ) {&,,m,| . (3.37)

Consider the expectation value of any observable O with
respect to the molecules and any classical operator A4
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with respect to the detectors:
Tr[p(0O® 4)]=Tr[p,(0O® 4)]
+ 3 wwn (m|0In (g, | 41€,,7,).

n#m
(3.38)

When N is sufficiently large, using Eqgs. (2.17), (2.18), and
(2.24), we find

(s M | A1E,5m, )

zconStXHgm,nm |§n’nn >|2

|6, =&,
(1=1&, 1H(1—1&,1%)

—N/2

=constX |1+ (3.39)

Hence for operators such as O® A( A €K), the difference
between the expectation values for p and p, is very small
when N >>1. In this sense, the operator p is approxi-
mately the mixed-state statistical operator, so that the
probability interpretation may be introduced into our
model.

D. Stability of particle trajectories

The incoming particle interacts with the molecule-
detector system, after which the operator p of the total
system reduces, in the above sense, to the mixed-state sta-
tistical operator. Then, with a certain probability, the to-
tal state W(r) changes, for example, into a state
w,(x,7)|n)|E,,m, ), where w, is a beam originating near
the molecules and having the direction p. When

w, =w  + .+, (n*70), the two (or in general /) molecules
1°72

are ionized; this occurs if the line joining the two mole-
cules is parallel to the direction p of the incoming parti-
cle. When the two molecules do not lie on a line parallel
to the direction p, only one of them can be ionized. It
has therefore been proved that the ionized molecules will
be practically on a straight line.

Excited states of molecules are in general unstable, so
that the molecules revert to the ground state almost in-
stantaneously. However, in GC-state formalism the situ-
ation is quite different. Equations (3.30), (3.32), and (3.33)
show that if E,5E,,, then §,7£,,, where we assume for
simplicity that the energy states of the molecules are non-
degenerate. Taking into account Eq. (2.16), one gets
(EpsNm|Ensm, ) =0if E,#E,, . Therefore we find

(mlOln)<§,,,,7],,.|A|§n’”fIn>

~constX{(m|0|nY{&,,,m,,1&,,m,) =0, (3.40)
when N >>1 and E,#E,,. Because of this fact the states
of all molecule-detector systems are almost stable. Each
quantum state of the molecules associated with the corre-
sponding GC state behaves like a macroscopic one. The
trajectory of the incoming particle, which is made up of
the ionized molecules, is thus also stable.
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IV. CONCLUSIONS

We have considered a model consisting of an incoming
particle, many molecules interacting with the particle
simultaneously, and detectors. We have used the coher-
ence group SU(1,1) to construct the states of the detec-
tors. Because of this our calculations became much
simpler. The excited states of the molecules, which are
considered to be ionized, are registered by the detectors
through their interactions.

Treating the interaction V between the particle and the
molecules as a perturbation, we have shown that all mole-
cules can be ionized only when the line joining them is
practically parallel to the motion of the particle. That is,
the functions v,, in Eq. (3.25) and w, in Eq. (3.34) are

beams originating near the molecules and have the above
properties. In particular, there is no possibility that two
molecules which lie on different parallel lines are ionized.

If the interaction V is a long-range one, the initial state
of the detectors remains unchanged, and thus they can-
not register the states of the molecules. We assumed
therefore that the interaction is a short-range one. Then
the states of the molecules and detectors correlate with
each other, as is confirmed in Eqgs. (3.34) and (3.35).

The statistical operator p constructed by the state W(7)
[see Eq. (3.34)] is pure. However, if we assume that it is
very difficult to ‘“‘detect” nonclassical operators by means
of another detector, i.e., we can treat only classical
operators, then it follows that

Tr{p(_0® A)]=Tr[py(O® A)]

when 4 €K and N >>1. In this situation we may intro-
duce the notion of “approximate” probability into our
model, which becomes more correct as N — . The total
state W changes into a state w, |n )|£,m, ) with a certain
probability, and then we can discuss particle trajectories.

Introducing the notion of equivalent states (or statisti-
cal operators) Jauch has studied the problem of quantum
measurement.® The two states p, and p, are called
equivalent with respect to the set of observables § of a
physical system if Tr(p; 4)=Tr(p,4) for all A €S. Such
p; are written as p; ~p,. The relation p, ~p, means that
the two states cannot be distinguished by any measure-
ment whatever with observables from the set §&. In our
GC-state formalism also, we can define such equivalent
states: p;~p,if

Tr(p,—p,(0O® A)] -0 (N —o0)

for all 4 €K. These equivalent states will be discussed
elsewhere.

We have also shown for the case of classical operators
that the trajectory of the particle made up of the ionized
molecules is stable. Excited states of the molecules asso-
ciated with GC states are almost stable; a single molecule
with the appropriate environment cannot revert to its
ground state.
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