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The response of a nonlinear oscillator to an external electromagnetic field is studied in the quantum regime.
It is demonstrated that bistability occurs when the shift of the resonance frequency, induced by the external
field and modified by fluctuations (quantum and thermal), surpasses the natural linewidth. This theory can be
applied to the study of the nonlinear response, near resonance, of a single electron, trapped in a magnetic field,
to an external electromagnetic field. It is shown that, even at low quantum levels of the oscillator, bistability
can be observed due to the interplay between the small relativistic nonlinearity, the external electromagnetic

field, and the heat bath.

PACS number(s): 42.65.Pc

I. INTRODUCTION

The study of nonlinear dynamics of quantum systems is
attractive for its fundamental aspect as well as for its inter-
esting applications [1-11]. A particular system, which has
been widely studied is the nonlinear oscillator (NO), as it
serves as an instructive prototype for a large class of phe-
nomena, i.e., driven tunneling [4], quantum chaos [5],
bistable resonance [6—38,10], etc.

Even classically, straightforward methods of perturbation
are not applicable in solving a large class of nonlinear equa-
tions of motion [12,13]. A successful approximation proce-
dure, which overcomes some of the obstacles, is the Krylov-
Bogoliubov (KB) method of averaging [13]. According to
the KB method of averaging, bistable resonance is classi-
cally expected when the NO is driven by an external force
and the system is affected by its environment. Due to non-
linearity, the frequency of natural oscillations becomes de-
pendent upon the amplitude of the oscillations and the
frequency-response curve exhibits hysteresis when the am-
plitude of the driving force exceeds a threshold value. When
the frequency of the external force is swept through reso-
nance, a jump occurs from high to low excitation level. At a
different external frequency, a jump occurs from low to high
excitation level when the sweep through resonance is in the
opposite direction.

An individual electron in a magnetic field can display
bistability under the action of an electromagnetic (e.m.) field.
The small relativistic mass increase of the electron causes the
driven motion to be highly nonlinear. This phenomenon,
which constitutes a microscopic realization of nonlinear dy-
namics, was predicted theoretically by Kaplan [14,15], who
indicated that the motion of the electron is of a forced non-
linear oscillator. This phenomenon was verified experimen-
tally by Gabrielse ef al. [16,17] by probing the cyclotron
motion of one electron in a Penning trap. The intrinsic bista-
bility of this microscopic system has been analyzed classi-
cally. However, a quantum-mechanical description is re-
quired in order to understand the nature of the system at low
levels of excitation.

The subject of bistable resonance of quantum systems was
approached by Drummond and Walls, who modeled a non-
linear dispersive medium by a NO and analyzed its response
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to a driving field in limiting cases [7]. They used a Fokker-
Planck equation in a generalized P representation to claim
that in the limit of large quantum noise no bistability is ob-
tained, whereas the system exhibits hysteresis in the semi-
classical limit. Savage and Carmichael have considered a
single atom in a cavity and showed that absorbtive optical
bistability can exist within a quantum-mechanical theory, in
the good-cavity limit [10]. In this limit the effect of quantum
fluctuations is relatively small. Another work, by
Horsthemke and McCarty, examines the effect of noise upon
a nonlinear system [11]. They analyzed a system that exhib-
its nonequilibrium transitions and bistability when critical
values are reached. The presence of noise modifies the criti-
cal points, which become shifted by a noise-dependent term.
Although this result was derived for a very different system
—an autocatalytic photochemical reaction with incident light
upon it — we will show that similar results come out of the
discussions of this paper. In the analysis of bistable response,
our approach finds that the effect of fluctuations upon the
steady-state response is to shift the resonance frequency, as
found in Ref. [11]. In the present paper we do not deal with
the effect of fluctuations upon the stability of the two stable
states, that is, its influence upon the time scale of the stabil-
ity.

The purpose of the present paper is to investigate the na-
ture of nonlinear resonance in the quantum regime. This
would provide an understanding of the bistable resonance in
low levels of excitation, where its feasibility was questioned
[7,14—17]. The model to be used is of the harmonic oscilla-
tor with a small anharmonic term due to relativistic effects.
The nonlinear oscillator is coupled to a heat bath, and we
analyze the effect of an externally applied e.m. field of fre-
quency () on this system. We formulate the problem with a
master equation that is transformed into an evolution equa-
tion in terms of the Wigner quasiprobability distribution
function. In order to analyze the interplay between the non-
linearity, the e.m. wave, and the bath, we employ two
schemes of approximation: first, by assuming that the Wigner
quasidistribution function is a Gaussian, centered around the
expectation values of the dynamical variables, and second,
by truncating the hierarchy of moments’ equations extracted
from the evolution equation for the Wigner function. We find
that the two schemes lead to the same results in the long-time
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limit. We show that the effect of the interactions is to trans-
form the relativistic nonlinearity into its semiclassical form
and to provide for a relativistic frequency shift that depends
upon fluctuations, quantum and thermal. As a result, the re-
sponse becomes highly nonlinear. When the analysis is ap-
plied to the experimental conditions, which occurred in the
single-electron cyclotron resonance, the response should ex-
hibit hysteresis when the relativistic frequency shift exceeds
the width of the resonance line.

II. MODEL FOR A NONLINEAR OSCILLATOR

Consider a one-dimensional (1D) nonlinear charged oscil-
lator, interacting with a bath, under the action of an external
e.m. field. As a concrete case, to be identified as cyclotron
oscillator (CO), imagine one electron trapped in a Penning
cage. The restoring force on the electron is provided by a
constant magnetic field in the z direction. The external e.m.
field, near resonance with the cyclotron frequency, propa-
gates along the z axis with circular polarization. The oscilla-
tor is weakly anharmonic due to a weak relativistic correc-
tion, its Hamiltonian being
2 2.2
P N mw-gq

HNO:Hosc+Hrel: 2m 2

4
[— 8,5362}, 1)
where p is the oscillator’s momentum operator, g is the co-
ordinate operator, w is the natural frequency, m is the mass,
and c is the speed of light. The oscillator is weakly coupled
to a bath having many degrees of freedom. For example, the
bath can consist of a large number of 1D harmonic oscilla-
tors i, of frequency w;. In the CO case, the bath is, e.g., the
radiation background. Then the bath Hamiltonian is given by

1
Hhatth hwl‘(a?‘ai"‘ 5), (2)

where a] and a; are the creation and annihilation operators
of the bath’s ith oscillator. We can also assume that initially
the bath is at thermal equilibrium at a temperature 7, in
which case the bath has a Bose-Einstein distribution. We also
introduce, for our harmonic oscillator, creation and annihila-
tion operators b’ and b in terms of ¢ and p, namely,

mo\? 1 12
b=q 2h *ip 2mhw|
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and the oscillator’s Hamiltonian of Eq. (1) is then

3
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where the symmetrical product of creation and annihilation
operators is the average of all possibilities of ordering the
operators.

Given the model for the bath, it is convenient to describe
the coupling hamiltonian between the NO and the bath in the
form

Hy=2 (gibTa+gFbal), (5)

where g; is the coupling between the NO and the ith oscil-
lator of the bath. By assuming this type of coupling Hamil-
tonian with the bath, we have neglected processes that do not
conserve energy and thus do not contribute to the damping of
the oscillator [20]. This approximation is referred to as the
rotating-wave approximation (RWA), which we will main-
tain throughout the paper.

A classical e.m. wave of frequency () drives the NO. The
interaction between the NO and the e.m. wave is well de-
scribed by the dipole approximation, provided the electro-
magnetic wavelength is much larger than the amplitude of
oscillation of the NO. The Hamiltonian of interaction with
the field is then

h
Ho=eE(D)g=eE()\[5—(b+b),  (6)

where E(?) is the electric field and e is the charge, and we
have used Eq. (3).

III. DYNAMICS

The interplay between the small (p <<mc) relativistic term
H_., and the EM field term, H.,; is expected to be the cause
of a dynamical nonlinearity in the system’s behavior. This
kind of behavior is known to exist in the classical regime,
and we wish to investigate how the classically nonlinear dy-
namics are modified when one considers the corresponding
quantum regime. This would provide an understanding of the
bistable resonance in low levels of excitation, where its fea-
sibility was questioned.

The state of the whole system, the NO interacting with the
bath and subject to a classical driving field, may be described
by the density operator p(t), which obeys the evolution
equation

d 1
EP(Z)ZE[HK)NP([):L (7)

where
Hmt=Hosc+Hrel+Hbath+Hint+Hext (8)

is given by Eqgs. (2) and (4)—(6). Since we are interested in
the evolution of the NO only, one may derive the master
equation for the reduced density operator o(z), which we
obtain by tracing p(¢) over the bath variables, using standard
methods [20,21].

A. Wigner distribution

We are concerned with the nonlinear response of the os-
cillator to the applied e.m. field, which we are able to study
by means of the master equation. In order to get insight
concerning the resemblences and differences between the
classical and quantum descriptions we formulate the prob-
lem in terms of the Wigner quasiprobability distribution
function Py(q,p,t) defined as [21,22]
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where o(¢) is the reduced density operator defined above
and (p—p'|o(¢)|p+p’') is a matrix element of o(¢) in
terms of the momentum eigenstates of the unperturbed NO,
such that Py(q,p,t) behaves like a probability density in g
and p, namely,

fldpr(q,p,t)=(q|0(t)lq),

|” agPuta.p.0=tplolp).

Pw(q,p,t) is a phase-space quasidistribution, i.e., a real
function that satisfies

Jd
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Rather than using Wigner’s original formulation of quasi-
distribution in terms of ¢ and p, we will consider an equiva-
lent form that is more convenient in evaluating expectation
values of products of creation and annihilation operators b
and b'. Introducing the parameter «, defined as

me\ 12 . 1 12
“=4 2k +ip 2mhw

in terms of the ¢ numbers g and p, one can obtain by stan-
dard techniques [20,21] the evolution equation for the
Wigner quasidistribution function

N 9
Pyla,a*,t) +iul|a|*| a o —a* SaF

PW(a,a*,t)
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Here E'(t)=—eE(t)(1/8mAiw)"?, fi=(exphw/kT—1)"1, y
represents the damping constant, 4= w(3Aw/8mc?) plays
the role of a relativistic frequency scale, and the natural fre-
quency w is supplemented by the small shift due to the cou-
pling to the heat bath dw, which we will not, from now on,
write explicitly.

We are concerned with the response of the system (NO) to
the e.m. field near resonance, i.e., w~ {2, in the RWA. More
specifically, we concentrate on the rate of energy change,
which can be derived using the evolution equation for the
quasidistribution function and the relation

({bs(bT)’}sym)=fd2a a*(a*) Py(a,a*,t). (11)

Denoting by B={b*b}sym, the rate of energy change takes
the form

% (BY=—y(B)+ y(ﬁ+ %) +iE'()((bTY—(D)).
(12)

This equation is a statement of conservation of energy: the
energy absorbed from the e.m. field is translated into the rate

of change of energy from its equilibrium value 77+3. Simi-
larly, the equation for expectation value of the annihilation
operator reads

% (b)=— ( io+ %) (b)+ip({b b2} gy +iE' (1).
(13)

Equations (12) and (13) determine the dynamical behavior of
the system. Notice that in Eq. (13) the nonlinear term on the
right-hand side, i.e., the small relativistic correction, is de-
picted by the ({b*bz}sym) expression. One should remark
that near resonance, i.e., when w~{), a straightforward per-
turbation treatment is not applicable in calculating this ex-
pectation value. In order to examine the interplay between
H.,, H. and the heat bath, we have to resort to nonpertur-
bative methods.

B. Gaussian wave packet

As a first attempt, we make an assumption concerning the
form of the Wigner function. We look for a solution of the
evolution equation Eq. (10) in the form of a Gaussian wave
packet. Given that this choice would be exact in the nonrel-
ativistic limit, i.e., u—0, we expect that for a weak relativ-
istic correction, a Gaussian wave packet would be a good
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approximate solution of the evolution equation for the qua-
sidistribution. Heller has studied extensively over the years
the semiclassical dynamics of chaotic and integrable systems
by means of wave-packet dynamics [18,19]. According to
Ref. [18], the assumption of a Gaussian form for
Pyw(a,a*,t) suggests that the distribution is well localized
in the phase space defined by @ and a*. Denoting as «, and
a¥ the center of the Wigner function in phase space, the
evolution of Py(a,a*,t) turns to be affected only by the
local behavior of the potential in the neighborhood of the
Wigner function’s center (the “potential” term that needs to
be approximated in our case refers to the small relativistic
Hamiltonian H ;). Therefore, in the Taylor expansion of the
potential about the wave packet’s center, only terms up to
quadratic are assumed to be significant. This approximation
yields what is commonly referred to as the semiclassical ap-
proximation, namely, the factorization of the relativistic
term, ({675} () —(bT)(b)?. That means that the local ap-
proximation of the potential does not account for the guan-
tum effects that may arise due to the interaction with the heat
bath or with the e.m. field. )

We shall follow a different procedure, where the Gaussian
wave packet is determined by including a self-consistent
contribution due to the nonlinear relativistic term. We as-
sume a Wigner function of the form

Py(a,a*,t)=exp[K(t)]
where

K()=— o (a—ay)(a*~

70) af)+1nv(t). (14)

Here the parameters «, and a represent the center of the
Wigner function and according to Eq. (11) satisfy the rela-
tions

(by=ea,, (bY)Y=a¥, (15)
i.e., the Wigner function is centered around the expectation
values of the dynamical variables. The evolution of the cen-
ter, e.g., the evolution of «;, is given by Eq. (13), with o
its complex conjugate.

The parameters £(¢) and v(¢) of Eq. (14) are to be deter-
mined by substituting Py(a,a*,t) into the evolution equa-
tion Eq. (10) and comparing coefficients of like powers of
(a—a,)(a*—af). This yields the equations

d Y ﬁ
7; §=5[1-2&0]+ ¥,

1 d 1 d
v @i "7 g ar 4 6)
with the solutions
g(t)=§(0)eﬁyt+(ﬁ+ —;—)[1 —e™ 7],
_ 1
YO TED (17)
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Our next major assumption deals with the nonlinear rela-
tivistic term of Eq. (13), ({b6b%},,,). We evaluate this ex-
pectation by means of the Gaussian wave packet of Eq. (14).
This yields

<{bTb2}Sym>=2a,§(z‘)+at|a,|2, (18)

where £(1) is given by Eq. (17). This result, when inserted
back into Eq. (13), yields a simpler form of a nonlinear equa-
tion, namely,

d

F7ia iw+% —i,u,(|a,|2+2§(t))}a,+iE’(t).

(19)

Equations (12), (17), and (19) determine the evolution in
time of the parameters of the Gaussian Wigner function and
they include the nonlinear dynamic relativistic term and a
relativistic quantum frequency shift. Obviously, this consti-
tutes the nonlinear response problem at hand, including the
effect of the heat bath and of the e.m. field.

Before turning to an alternative method of approximation
that will reinforce the obtained results, let us examine the
effect of the heat bath on the NO. Apart from the usual effect
of introducing a dissipative term into the evolution of the
oscillator, the effect of the heat bath on the nonlinear part of
the oscillator manifests itself through the destruction of cor-
relations, i.e., the factorization of the expectation
({676} ), and the appearance of a relativistic quantum
frequency shift 2« é(¢). When t— o0, i.e., when the transient
motion decays, it is interesting to analyze the classical and
quantum limits of this shift. The classical limit is obtained
for Aw<kT and N—, where we have identified |a,|? at
steady state as the excitation level and denoted it by N.
Then, the relativistic frequency shift is modified by thermal
fluctuations, that is, {,—kT/Aiw. At the limit T—0, i.e., in
the quantum regime, &-—1/2. This time the zero-point
quantum fluctuations are responsible for the relativistic fre-
quency shift.

C. Moments’ equations

We now would like to try an alternative way to analyze
the interplay between H,,, H.y, and the heat bath, in order
to emphasize the results of the preceding subsection. We start
with the equations for (B) and (b), Egs. (12) and (13). Con-
sider first the expectation ({b'b%},) of Eq. (13). If we
write, e.g., the annihilation operator b in terms of its expec-
tation (b) as b=(b)+ &, where & plays the role of the fluc-
tuation part of the operator, we observe that

(b0} gy =(bTY(B)> + (b)) + 2(b){{ 6" 6} sym)
+{{8"6%} gym)- (20)

We then notice that the contribution of the term
u{{bb?} ) of Eq. (13) is very small. We therefore make a
further approximation, which consists in keeping terms only
up to first order in the relativistic correction, i.e., first order
in w, in the equation for (b), in Eq. (13). Accordingly, we
evaluate the terms (6%), ({67 8}ym) and ({87 6%}ym) of rela-
tion (20) in zeroth order in x and then insert the resulting
approximate form for ({6} ;) back into Eq. (13). The
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evolution of the expectations (%) and ({8 6},m) are readily
obtained using the definitions (&%)=(b?)—(b)* and
({8 Sym) =({b "B} sym) —(bT)(b), and ({6'8°} ;) is de-
fined by Eq. (20). The equations for (b), ({67b}gm), (b*),
and ({b*bz}sym) needed to evaluate the fluctuation expecta-
tions in zeroth order in wu are obtained using Egs. (10) and
(11) with u—0 (the results are given in the Appendix). We
end up with the set of approximate equations

d LY .
7 = —(lw-l— ZZ_) a,+iula)al?+af(5%)

+2a,({8"8}yym) + ({87 8} yym) 1 HIE' (1), (21)
d B ) 1
E <{5 5}sym>— - 7<{5 6}sym>+7 n+ 5 P (22)
1(52>=—2(' +Z)<52> (23)
dt t 2 ’

3
% <{5T 52}sym>: - ( iw+ 77) <{6Jr 52}sym>’ (24)

where we used the expression (b)= «, of Eq. (15).

Let us first analyze Egs. (22)—(24). These equations de-
termine the evolution in time of the mean of the fluctuations
to zeroth order in w. In the long-time limit — o, the energy
variance reduces to its equilibrium value (n+1/2), while
(%) and ({6' 62}Sym> decay to zero. Gathering these results
and inserting them back into Eq. (21), the equation for «, in
the long-time limit assumes the same form as we have ob-
tained in the previous approximation scheme, namely, with
the Gaussian Wigner function. We have therefore shown that
in the limit z—o0, the two approximation schemes yield the
same results.

We note that throughout the paper, the nonlinearity is as-
sumed to be small and all the results are valid within this
regime. However, the assumptions made concerning the non-
linearity do not imply the same restrictions upon fluctuations,
quantum or thermal. In fact, after having formulated the
problem in terms of the Wigner quasiprobabilty function, we
have not made any assumptions concerning fluctuations. The
results, therefore, should be valid in the limit of large fluc-
tuations. :

IV. NONLINEAR RESPONSE

Having displayed the interplay between all the constitu-
ents of the interacting system, H ., H.,, and the heat bath,
we now turn to the study of the nonlinear response to an
external em. field E(1)= g"”cos(ﬂt), near resonance
(0~), in the RWA. We proceed with our analysis with
either set of dynamical equations, Eqgs. (12), (17), and (19) or
Egs. (12) and (21)-(24), with the fluctuations evaluated
at steady state. Note that we are only interested in the
steady- state response to the e.m. field. The fast time
dependence of a, can be extracted by the transformation
a,= a,exp[—i(Qd—¢)], where &, and ¢ are slowly varying
functions of time, on the natural fast time scale 1/(). In the

same approximation, notice that the energy §=(B) is itself
slowly varying in time.

The response to the e.m. field can now be expressed in
terms of the differential equations for the slow variables

d _ Y oz -
7 =5 .+ &' sing, (25)
d _ — - 21
— ¢=A+pula;+2&)+ & cosgp —, (26)
dt &,
EBz—yB—f— vé,+2&" @ sing. 27

Here A= ({)— w) is the detuning, which satisfies A<<w, and
Z'=—eZ(1/8mhw)"? and we have also used the equilib-
rium value for the energy variance £,=(n+ 1/2). Equations
(25)—(27) represent the equations governing the response of
the NO, interacting with a heat bath, to the applied e.m. field.
The effect of the small relativistic correction consists of two
terms in Eq. (26): the nonlinear term w|a&,|?, which would
arise from a semiclassical factorization of the term
u({bTh?} ), and the fluctuation-dependent frequency shift
2upé;.

In the present paper we are interested in the energy ab-
sorbed by the nonlinear oscillator in the presence of the e.m.
field. More specifically, our concern is with the average
power Q=2&,%" sing (in energy units), delivered to the sys-
tem in the steady state Q,;, which can be experimentally
measured near resonance. In the steady state, with
Q0,=y(B—¢£,), we obtain from Egs. (25)-(27)

y/2
(V12)+[A+péE+y 101

0,=(\22")? (28)

Equation (28) is a cubic equation for Q,. In the nonrelativ-
istic limit w—0, Eq. (28) yields for Q, a Lorentzian line
shape near resonance. When the relativistic term becomes
significant, the interplay between the nonlinear relativistic
term and the field intensity dramatically modifies the
absorbtion line shape. Introducing scaled variables
q=0,2ulv?), d=2Aly, and e=&"%*8uly?) (the
variables are now dimensionless), we rewrite Eq. (28) in the
form

ql(g+d+f)*+1]=¢, (29)

where f is the dimensionless, fluctuation dependent, relativ-
istic frequency shift f=4&u/y. Equation (29) is known
in the theory of nonlinear oscillators to yield hysteretic
behavior, when threshold conditions d+f<— \/5 and
€e>8/(3 \/g) are met [12,13]. When the e.m. field is above
threshold, Eq. (29) yields two stable solutions for g and one
unstable one and the response line shape is bistable. This
nonlinear absorbtion results when the relativistic shift of the
resonance frequency modified by fluctuations exceeds the
natural linewidth of the oscillator. Figure 1 shows calculated
curves for the rate of absorbed power at steady state O, as a
function of the quantum mechanically modified resonant de-
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FIG. 1. Resonance curves for the scaled, dimensionless power
q=0Q,(2u/v*) as a function of (a) the dimensionless detuning
modified by fluctuations d + f, where d=2A/y and f=4§& u/y, for
various intensities of the applied em. field: (1) e=1, (2)
€=8/(3+/3), and (3) €=3; (b) the scaled, dimensionless intensity
of the e.m. field e= ?:"'2(8/1,/ v*) for different detunings: (1)
d+f=-3,(2)d+f=—+/3, and (3) d+ f= — 1. The values for the
parameters u and & are taken from Refs. [14,15]. Accordingly,
wm/y=320 and £~11/18.

tuning A+2ué, and the scaled e.m. field intensity Z2(in
dimensionless units), with wu/y=~320 and &,~11/18.

The results we have obtained indicate that bistability
should be obtained also in the quantum regime. The
quantum-mechanical treatment of the interactions between
the NO, the heat bath, and the external e.m. field does not
seem to modify the essential character of the response. Our
analysis does not lead to the conclusion obtained in Ref. 7,
which states that in the limit of large quantum noise bistabil-
ity should be destroyed. In fact, according to Eq. (29), the
effect of quantum noise is to shift the line shape. In order to
further illustrate these effects, we return to the experiment
that we have mentioned before, that is, the response of a
slightly relativistic cyclotronic electron to an applied e.m.
field, which was classically analyzed [14,15] and experimen-
tally verified [16,17]. The experiment perfomed by Gabrielse
et al. was the following: A single electron was trapped in a
Penning cage and cooled to liquid-helium temperature 4.2 K.
The cyclotron motion in an axial magnetic field B=60 kG
(the corresponding cyclotron frequency is w= 164 GHz) was
observed. The corresponding time constant was y~ '~0.3
sec. Under these conditions, the dimensionless relativistic

frequency was u/y=~320 and the strength of the parameter
that reflects quantum fluctuations was &,~11/18. A rf field
was then applied and the nonlinear cyclotron resonance was
measured indirectly, relying on the relativistic shift of the
axial frequency. Note that the electron is trapped by the mag-
netic field in the radial plane, where its motion is partially
cyclotronic, and is confined in the axial direction by electro-
static field and therefore also oscillates harmonically along
the axis. In the experiment, changes in axial frequencies of
Aw,/27=1 Hz out of w,/27=62 MHz could be resolved.
The ratio Aw,/w, was related to the cyclotronic excitation
and consequently determined the level of cyclotronic excita-
tion that could be observed. This put the limitation on the
observable cycltronic state N=30, noting that we have iden-
tified N as the steady-state excitation level. Obviously, clas-
sical analysis was adequate in that stage.

We can estimate the effect of the term f on the line shape
for this level of excitation. For this purpose one can look at
the value of the detuning for which the power absorbed is
maximal, noting that N is related to the absorbed power at
steady state by Q.= yN. When the effect of fluctuations is
taken into account we find that the maximal power absorb-
tion occurs for the dimensionless detuning value
dmax ¢y~ — 9900, whereas without it d(jyax 4y~ —9510. Ob-
viously in the classical regime the effect of fluctuations is
negligible, e.g., about 4% for N~ 30. However, in the quan-
tum level of excitations the shift of the detuning as a result of
fluctuations becomes significant: for example, for N~3
(which corresponds to the dimensionless e.m. wave intensity
€~950, which is well above the threshold for bistability) d
assumes the value ~—950 when f is not considered,
whereas when f is included d becomes ~ —1340. This
amounts to a shift ~40% larger. Therefore, an experiment
performed at low excitation levels should reveal pronounced
fluctuation effects, although without masking the principal
features of the line shape, namely, the bistable effect.

Given the typical experimental data and the threshold
conditions for bistability, we can summarize our estimations
concerning the possibility of observing hysterectic response
at low levels of excitation. The level of cyclotronic excitation
N at threshold satisfies N<<1. Accordingly, the excitation to
N=1 should already bring the system to the highly nonlinear
regime. At this low level of excitation, the effect of quantum
fluctuations is significant, i.e., the frequency-response curve
is shifted, namely, the maximal response occurs for a higher
value of the dimensionless detuning, d. Nevertheless, our
estimations do not show that at any stage bistability is de-
stroyed by quantum fluctuations. We therefore believe that
bistability should be observed also for low-lying cyclotron
excitations, provided this can be experimentally detected.

V. CONCLUSIONS

We have presented a quantum-mechanical study of the
bistable resonance of a slightly relativistic oscillator. We
showed that as a result of the interaction between the non-
linear oscillator, the external e.m. field, and the heat bath, the
response to the e.m. field can become hysterectic. The effect
of the interactions is to transform the relativistic nonlinearity
in the system’s evolution into its semiclassical form and to
introduce a relativistic frequency shift that includes the effect



3322 DAFNA BORTMAN AND AMIRAM RON 52

of fluctuations, quantum and thermal. We indicated that the
bistable resonance of a trapped, single cyclotronic electron
should be observed for low-lying excitations.

APPENDIX

In this appendix we derive the equations for (b),
({b b} ym), (b?), and ({bTb?} ) to zeroth order in u, us-
ing the equation for the quasidistribution function Eq. (10)
and the relation (11), with u—0:

d LY -
Fria 1w+—2— a,+iE'(1), (A1)

d 1

E<B>=—7<B)+7(Fr+- §>+iE’(t)(a,*—a,), (A2)
4 b2y=—2 iw+ L) (b2)+ 2iE" (A3
dl< >_ lw 2 < > ! (l)’ )

% {b D% gy = — ( iw+ 32—7) <{b*b2}sym>+27( nt %) (b)

+iE' (1) (2({bTb}ym) —(b?)). (A4)
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