Physics 501-21
Assignment 3

1.) To show the unusual power of ”post-selected” quantum mechanics,
Aharonov developed the ”Mean King” puzzle. A Physicist is shipwrecked on an
island which is ruled by a King. He loves cats and thus hates physicists. But to
be fair, he gives the physicists a problem. He has on his island a laboratory in
which has all of the greatest and latest equipment. He gives this problem.

He hands the physicists a spin 1/2 particle which is in an isolated chamber
such that he can assure the physicists that the free Hmiltonian is 0. Now he
says that the physicists can use the lab and that spin 1/2 particle. After the
physicist has done whatever he wants, the King takes that spin 1/2 particle and
makes a measurement of either the spin in the x direction, the spin in the y
direction, or the spin in the z direction, but does not tell the physicist which
he measured. He then hands the physicist back the particle and the physicists
can again do whatever he wants. The physicists is then called into the throne
room, and told which spin the king measured, and the physicist is asked what
the value was that was measured. This is repeated many times. If the physicist
ever gets the wrong answer, she is killed. How can she survive?

Note that if there were just two, say spin the x or y directions, it would
be easy. Before hand hand she would prepare the state in the x direction.
Afterwards she would measure it in the y direction. If the king measured it
in the x direction, the initial state would tell her what his answer would have
been. If the king measured it in the y direction, the final measurement would
tell her what the answer was. But with three, this clearly would not work. (If
she carried out the above, and the king measured it in the z direction, there
would only be a 50% chance of getting the answer) and thus she would have a
good chance of dying. (1/6 probability on each repetition).

The answer is in the paper

Aharonov, VAidman, Albert Phys Rev Letters 58, 1385 (1987)

Explicitly verify the various claims in the paper. Eg, prove that the states
in eqn2 are correct and that the outcomes in the table above eqn 2 are right.

While if there were only two choices one could solve this by doing a pre
measurement on the particle of say o, and a post measurement of o, (If the
King had picked o, the pre measurement would tell what it is, while if the King
picked o, the post measurement would tell what it was.) This however does
not work for o, as well. That would give only a 50-50 chance of both possible
values. However, the only possible way would be to entangle the particle with
another two level particle, and do post measurements on the two particles.

The paper gives the procedure.

a) Prepare the two spins in some Bell state. The one they advocate is the
state
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Now measure some operator A which has the eigenstates
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The four unit vectors [1), 1), [1), ), %(|T>e |4y e/ A4 |1), [1) e~i™/4), and
%(H)e |1y e /4111y, [1) €™/4) are all orthogonal to each other. (the third an
fourth are perphaps the non-obvious ones, but the inner produce is proportional
to ei™/2 4 ¢7¥"/2 = j 4 (—i) = 0. The first and second pairs are each sum and
differences of mutually orthogonal vectors and are thus orthogonal to each other.

Now one simply needs to check on the expectation of the various o; between
the |¥) and the various ¢, states.

Note: {u] [v), p) = (1] o) [v),]

First we look at the expectation value of the various projection operators
onto the various eigenstates of the measurement
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where P, ; is the projection operator onto the o, = 1 eigenstate. (Here 0, =1
means This is the eigenvalue of o, with eigenvalue of +1)

|i) Pp1 |U) = % for i=1 or 2, and is 0 for 3 or 4. since only the first two ¢
states have a |1) [1) term in them.

Similarly |¢;) P.1 [¢) =0 for 1 and 2 and 1 for 3 or 4. Thus if the scientist
measured i of 1 or 2 afterwards, they knew that o, was value 1, and was value
-1 for 3 or 4.

Thus for each |¢;) state, the probability of some eigenvalue of o, is either 1
or 0. which of the states |¢;) one measured, the value of o, is definite.



Similarly for o,,.

w)=<¢Lﬂéﬂﬁeﬁ>+LU6H>+LDEH>+Y®6H» (13)
:<¢Lﬂ%ﬂﬂeﬁ>+LweH>+T®eH» (14)

(p1.2] Pra

1 1
= ——=(1+V2(cos(r/4) = —=(1+1 15
551 Valeos(/a) = o5 (kD) (15)
and similarly for 3,4. For o, = —1, we have 2 and 4 having inner product of

1/4 while 1 and 3 have 0. Thus 1 and 3 will have probability 1 of have having
value of o, be 1 while 2 and 4 will have probability of 1 of having o, be -1.
Finally, doing the same for o, be 1, we have
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Again for 1,2 we have
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while for 3 and 4 they are (1 — (£1).

When the King tells the Physicist which of the ¢ he measured, the physicist
can tell him, knowing what the outcome was for the |¢;) he got, what the value
was for the that choice of the o.
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2) Assume that we have a Hamiltonian
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a)What are the 4 eigenvalues +iw;, 4 w2 of the Hamiltonian equations for
this Hamiltonian in terms of the constants my,mo, k1, ko, €.

—iwxy = p1/ml; —iwre = po/m2; (20)
—iwp1 = —]{711'1 — €T, —iwpg = —]{721'2 — €X (21)
or
—miw?ry = ki1 — €19 (22)
—mow?Ty = —koms — €1 (23)



which has solutions only if
(miw? — k1) (maw? — ko) = €2 (24)

This is a quadratic real equation in w? which means that w? has two solutions.
There will be equal solutions if w? = 0 is a solution (in which case ki1ks = €2),
or if e =0 and ki /my = ko/mo

W2 —(k1 + ko) £ /(((k1 + k2)? — dkoka + 4€?)

2(m1 + 777,2) (25)
7(]61 + kz) + (kl — k2)2 + 462
- 2(m1 +m?2) (26)

Te, having a non-zero interaction between the two oscillators ensures that
one cannot have degenerate eigenvalues.
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

b) Is there any condition on k;,m,, € such that w; = w2?
¢) If my = maq, k1 = ko, is there any condition on € such that the eigenvalues
are not purely imaginary?

The square root can never be imaginary. However, if it is larger than k14 k2,
then there is a solution for w? which is negative. Ie, if (k1 —k2)?+4€% > (k1 +k2)?
or €2 > kiko then w? will have a solution which is negative, and the oscillator
system will be unstable.

++++++++++++++++

d) What are the normalised (using the symplectic norm) eigenvectors if
mi1 = Mma, klik‘g ande%()?

w? = (k £ |e])/m.

There is a symmetry in the Hamiltonian in this case, where z1,p1 <> =2, ps.
The two eigenvalues of this symmetry is that the system be symmetric or
antisymmetric under interchange of x; or x3. The antisymmetric solution has
(z2,p2) = (—z1,p1) and the equation then are

—iwpy = —(k — €)x1 —iwxy =p1/m (27)

Thus
< z,p >=2i(—iz?)(/(k —e)m =1 (28)
Ty =—x9 = L (29)

(4(k — eym)1/4

3. Consider the Hamiltonian H = %(p? — 2%). What are the eigenvalues? of
the Hamiltonian equations? Show that there are no purely imaginary eigenval-
ues.




—iWr =P (30)
—lwp =z (31)

or w? = —1 Thus iw = +1.
++++++++++++++
Find a positive norm, normalised values of the initial momentum and po-

sition. What is the time dependence of this mode. Show that its norm is
independent of time explicitly.

Let us take the inital conditions 2o = 1/v/2,py = —z/\/§ (Note that there
are many other possibilities.) This has positive norm

%p%-w):l (32)
(Note there are many other possibilities. The only requirement is that xg/po
not be real.
. AN
i(xhpo —pyxo) =0 —=i| — | =— 33
(i~ o) =0 i () =20 (33)
).
With these intial conditions, the equations are
1
x = zpcosh(t) + posinh(t) = E(cosh(t) — isinh(t)) (34)
p = pocosh(t) + xosinh(t) = :/—%(cosh(t) + isinh(t)) (35)
Then
<z,x> = %((cosh(t) + isinh(t))(—i)(cosh(t) + isinh(t)) — (i)(cosh(t) — isinh(t))(cosh(t) — isinH@G)
= cosh(t)? — sinh(t)* = 1 (37)
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Find the Annihilation and creation operator this mode, and show explicitly
that they are independent of time.

- The solution of the equations for
X,Pis

X = Xocosh(t) + Pysinh(t) (38)
P = Pycosh(t) + Xosinh(t) (39)



and
A = <z,X>= %((cosh(t) + isinh(t))(Pocosh(t) + Xosinh(t)) — i(cosh(t) — isinh(t))(Xocosh(t) + Pys
= (Xo+iP)/V2
At = (Xo—iP)/V2

Which are clearly time independent.

Suppliment:

If we want to write the state ¥(x,t) = (z||0) where 0 is defined by A|0) =0
and X (t) |x) = z|z) then the equation for U(z,t) is < z, X > ¥(z,t) =0 or

[(cosh(t) + isinh(t)(—i0;))¥(x) + —i(cosh(t) — isinh(t))z¥(x,t) =0 (43)

&l

B cosh(t) — isinh(t) z*
(b 2) = exp < cosh(t) + isinh(t) 2> (44)

B 1 — isinh(2t) 22
e < cosh(2t) 2> (45)

This is the full time dependent Schroedinger solution, obtained without having
to solve the messy time depedent Schroedinger equation.
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The following is a bonus question. The max mark on the assignment is for
the first three question, but this one’s mark can increase your mark (to over
100possibly)

4. Given a field ¢(t,z) with a Lagrangian

s (6t ot ) — (P Tnes = ¢(t,xn_1>>2 B (<¢<t7xn+1> — 9t x)) (16)

2Ax Tpyl — Tp—1

where g =0, xy = L, Ax = x,, — x,,_1 is independent of n, and =,y = x,.
(periodic boundary conditions).

(This is the model for sound waves in a one dimensional lattice with unit
sound velocity).

a) Find the conjugate momenta to ¢(x,,) and the Hamiltonian for this prob-
lem.

The conjugate momentum is is the veriational derivative with respect to
Or¢(x,,) which in this case is

(¢(t7$n+1 - (b(t?xnl)) (47)

m(ry) = 2(<at¢(t’xn) — 2Ax

(Note that I seem to have forgotten the standard % before the Lagrangian so
this explains the factor of 2 in front.



The Hamiltonian is

H=> n(zn)0d(xn) — L (48)

_ Zﬂ'(xn)(%ﬂ'(xn) +U(¢(taxn+12;j(t7xn—1) _ (17.[.(1.”)2 _ (((b(taxn-‘rl) - ¢(tvxn—1)> ) (49)

4
1 ($n)2 - <(¢(t7 anrl) + ¢(t’ xnfl) ) ’ + W(l'n)v ((b(ta Tnt+1 — ¢(t7 xnfl) (50)

xn+1 — Tp—1

- iw 2Ax

Tn4+1 — Tp—1

++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

b)Find the equations of motion for this field. If a mode for the field has the
solution ¢(t,x) e~ !wt=k?) what are the possible values of k and the relation
between w, k for a solution to the equations of motion.

_ 1 (¢(ta Tn+1 — d)(tv xnfl)
Oep(an) = 5m(xn) + 0 AL (51)
rr(a) = 4 LG 20 S Hon ) (e

Note that "n” in the Hamiltonian is a ”dummy variable” since it is summed
over. Thus you need to find all of the values of that dummy variable which have
the value n.

If we choose ¢ (t,x,) x e~ iwt=kzn) 1 would also have to have the same
dependence, and the equations of motion become

) 1 eikAz _ efikAz )
—iwgpeWhem) = (ipik + v ( AL Je~H(wimken) (53)
ikAx —ikAx ikAx —ikAx
. — 2 . 1 — .
—jwme HWt—kn) — —qbke +Ae:c2 e wt—han _ ivﬂ'k—e 2Ai e wtmken (54)
or
1 in(kA
iy = (Lpin + voi ) (55)
) cos(kAx)—1 1 sin(kAz)
—iwmp = (P2 4 e 56
iwrmy = (¢ Az + WS (56)
The system is also periodic in n, so that zxy + 1 = x; which means that
ek(NHD Az — ikAz o NEAz = 27 where 1 is some integer. Thus
r
k=2 57
"NiAz (57)
Putting this into the above, we get
sin(2my) ., cos(2mg) — 1
_ = 58
(w 2Ax ) Ax? (58)
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¢) What is the inner product for two of these solution-modes with different
k and w.

{ * -k i((w—w ) t—(k—k')xn
< O dh >= 5 3 (dimh — pitgh)e! NI ) 0 (59)

since
ei27r(r7'r')(N+1)/N _ ei27r(r7r')(1/N)

N

2rr—r'n/N __ _
Z € = (1 — ei2n(r—r’) =0 (60)
n=1

Thus all solutions with different k, ¥ have zero norm. The two solutions with
the same k but diffferent w (one the negati of th other) are complex conjugates
of each other, and the norm of complex conjugates with the solution are also
zZero.

+++++++++++++++++++++ -+ttt

d) What is the norm of a mode for a given value of w, k. What is the relation
between the sign of the norm and that of w if v < piim, if v < 1/2Az and for
v >1/2Azx?

The exponential part is
Y 1=N (61)

Thus the norm is

1
N2 im, = midn (62)

sin(2wkr)

But —i(w — v 17y, so the norm is (w — v ") N |y |?. The

equation of motion give

sin(igk:r))qsk _

sin (27 ) \/ cos(2mr/overN — 1 sin(2m 5%
—v———") = £4/2 =49V 2N
(w-v Az ) Ax? Ax (63)
or, taking the positive root which would have positive norm
in(2m =2 in(2r I
o — 23m( T3 N U2$m( s (64)

Az Az

which is negative if v > 1 for r near N.

Thus, if v > 1 we find that the the sign of w can be the opposite to the
sign of w — vsm(i:ﬁ) )). Ie, the sign of w can be opposite the sign of the norm.
Positive norm can be negative frequency, and vice versa. It is the norm that

the determines the annihilation and creation operators since

< A{gre” TR} (D)} >, < {(gre” @)} (D(xn)} >} =< {pre” WY {grem R} > (65)
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Figure 1: This is a plot of the norm, the frequency, and the velocity dependent
term for the above as a function of r, with N=1000. The black curve is the
norm, equal to A(z)(w+vsin(2r %) for |¢5|* = 1 with v=1.5 . The green curve
is Azw while the red is the v dependent term. Note that for r less than about
400, w is negative, while the norm is positive. le, the annihilation operator is
associated with negative frequencies rather than positive in this regime.

which must be equal to +1 for Annihilation operators.
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Note that this would be even more interesting if we were to make the dis-
persion relation look like that for a BEC

2Ax
- ((¢u,xn+1)—»¢ﬁ7xn1)>2 (67)

Tp4+1 — Tp—1

2
52 <(¢(t’ Tpy2) — 2¢A(7;72mn) — ¢(t, xn—Z)) (68)

2
L = sz (@qﬁ(t,xn) — v((b(t’ Tntl — ¢(t7xn1)> (66)

which is the discrete Gross Piatevskii approximation to a flowing Bose Einsten
Condensate where k << NAz is the healing length of the BEC. But this is not



the question I ask.
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