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Abstract

The time evolution of a system consisting of two-level atoms and a laser field is
compared with the evolution of a mean field theory. The evolution on the quasilocal
level is extended to the fluctuation algebra, where with the modifications necessary for
time-dependent states it can be described as a quasifree automorphism. The spectral
properties of these automorphisms are related to the stability properties of the
underlying quasilocal state.
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1. Introduction

The laser model describing the interaction of a laser radiation with
matter consisting of two-level atoms is both of physical interest as of
mathematical subtlety. It was investigated starting with [1-3] and
finally treated with all mathematical rigor in [4] showing interesting
features like phase transition. We are here interested in its simplest
version, i.e. we take into account only one laser mode and ignore all
interactions except the interplay of the laser field with the atoms.
Already here a nontrivial time evolution results. For finitely many
atoms the time evolution is given by a Hamiltonian and therefore
corresponds to an automorphism of the underlying von Neumann
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algebra. In the thermodynamic limit, when the number of atoms tends
to infinity, there exist several limits. We can consider the expectation
value of a single spin and that of a finite product of spins. Then the
relevant algebra is the quasilocal C* algebra influenced by the Weyl
algebra of the laser field. For this Weyl algebra we take for the
thermodynamic limit a sequence of states on the laser field with
photon number increasing proportional to the number of atoms but at
the same time with increasing correlations between the photons so
that the entropy of the laser field remains finite. For this sequence
of states the evolution of the expectation values of characteristic
quantities in the course of time was evaluated in [5], also similar
results though in a wider context can be found in [6], [7]. We obtain a
time evolution on the quasilocal level. The fact that we are dealing
with an automorphism group is lost in the limit due to the scaling of
the Hamiltonian.

In [4] however the bosonic creation and annihilation operators of
the laser field are replaced by bounded operators in an appropriate
scaling. The advantage is that some limits can be controlled more
easily. We will call this model mean field model. As an additional
advantage we will note that the time evolution remains an automor-
phism on the quasilocal algebra though this automorphism is time-
dependent and does not preserve the group structure. In this note we
want to restore this automorphism property to some extent also for
the laser model. In order to find an automorphism for the whole
system we have to include the algebra of fluctuations of the atoms,
therefore studying the time evolution on a mesoscopic scale. The al-
gebra of fluctuations was introduced in [8]. Its time evolution was
discussed for time-invariant states and interactions with finite range,
where it is closely related to the time evolution on the quasilocal
level. But already in [9] it was observed that the time evolution
shows new features if it results from a mean field theory, even if the
state remains invariant in time. This fact was applied in experiment
[10] to construct mesoscopic entanglement. This experiment was
analyzed in the framework of the fluctuation algebra in [11]. There-
fore it is evident that the fluctuation algebra can change though the
change cannot be observed locally. Here we will show that provided
the state is invariant in time, i.e. our setting corresponds to the
setting of [10] the evolution of the laser field can be understood as
the time evolution of the fluctuation algebras of two systems inter-
acting by a mean field Hamiltonian, identifying the fluctuations of
one system with the laser field. If the state is not invariant then the
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mean field time evolution describes a time evolution different from
the one with a laser mode, mainly because it does not allow that the
number of photons changes. But on the quasilocal level the two time
evolutions have such a strong similarity that it is natural to extend
the time evolution of matter and laser also to the fluctuation algebra
of the matter. The fact that on the quasilocal level it is possible to
describe the evolution by an automorphism makes it possible to
define a natural map between the fluctuation algebras corresponding
to different times. But this map does not describe the time evolution
of the fluctuation algebra. It has to be combined with the action of
the Hamiltonian on the fluctuations. We obtain in this way a quasi-
free time evolution on the Weyl algebra of fluctuations, that is not
trivially related to the time automorphism on the quasilocal algebra.
For the special case that the underlying quasilocal state is invariant
or periodic in time, the evolution on the fluctuation level satisfies the
group property and therefore can be expressed by an effective
Hamiltonian that is quadratic. For invariant states this Hamiltonian
is bounded from below if the invariant state is stable, so that the
fluctuations though not invariant remain bounded. For an unstable
state the fluctuations increase exponentially. If we consider periodic
states then they are always stable and again the corresponding
Hamiltonian is bounded from below but now admits a zero fre-
quency, that corresponds to a linear increase of the correlations be-
tween the laser field and the fluctuations in the course of time and
consequently in an increase of the entropy of the state of the laser
algebra. We observe therefore that though the time evolutions on the
quasilocal level and on the level of the fluctuations are different they
show the same stability behavior.

2. The Quasilocal Model

We concentrate on the simplest example treated in [4] and [5], namely
a system of N atoms with two energy levels interacting with a one
mode laser. To be more precise, we are interested in the effect of a
field of many photons with strong correlations on a quasilocal spin
system. We describe the time evolution by a Hamiltonian

—eZa’—i—)\\/,Z 0’—1—10’ b* + (0! la’)b]+kb*b
(1)
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where &/ are Pauli matrices scaled as [oy,0,] = io, and b,b™ are
bosonic annihilation and creation operators satisfying [b,5*] = 1. In
the following we will also study a Hamiltonian of a mean field model
describing the coupling of two spin systems, the 7% also being Pauli
matrices,

N N
S
:eg ag—l—ﬁ kg (olrs + olr}). (2)
= k=

=1 1

We can consider this Hamiltonian again to describe the interaction of
atoms with a laser in so far as the laser consists of photons to whom
we can assign as individual property their polarization that we can
relate to the Pauli matrices 7. We assume that we start with M pho-
tons and that this number is not changed in the course of time. In our
Hamiltonian we have restricted ourselves for simplicity to N = M,
but the calculations would be similar if M increases proportional to
N. What we miss in the second model is the possibility that photons
are created or annihilated, what we gain is the mathematical facility
that 7 is a bounded operator and that the scaling in the Hamiltonian is
the natural scaling in a mean field theory. We will see in the following
that the two models describe a very similar behavior.

We assume that the system is initially in a state that factorizes in
the lattice points of the atom system

w(@) =5 w(ILdeh) =14(Es),  der. (3)
In the mean field model the same holds for the 7 field
w(7) = a, w(IL;eh ) = T1;(¢Ya). (4)

Finally we assume that there are initially no correlations with the
laser field

w(d*T") = 5d. (5)

If the laser field is described with creation and annihilation operators
then again

WN

(O—:keiabJrEb*) — EWN(eiab+Eb* )’ (6)

where wy is a Gaussian state on the laser system. For N — oo the
mean photon number will increase so that we need the existence of
. wn(b , . wy(b™b
lim w(b) = ae", lim wn(b7h) =a’. (7)
N—oo \/]—\7 N—oo N
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For such a sequence of states the time evolution of the state
determined by H), respectively by H,Z\, converges in the limit N — oo
in the following sense:

Theorem 1. Assume that for the laser model the state satisfies (3),
(6), (7) and that the time evolution is governed by (1) with A\ = 1/ V2.
Then

lH t= —iHLt

A}im w(eN'ge ") =§(t),
i —iH!
lim w( & tgk jle HN[) = Sk (t) T Sil(t)7

N—oo

A}l_rgo\/—_w V(€PN (bF + b)e V) = V2a,(1),

fim —— oy (VG (b* + b)e V) = V25(1)ay (1),

N /N

Jim (€77 — ib)e ) = V2a,0),

. 1 1Ht * ib let

Jim (G i — ib)e ) = VB(a 1), (8)

where the vectors s(t) and d(t) have to be determined by the differ-
ential equation

d
ESZ = —S8)ay + Sxay,
d
Esx = €5y — .y, Eax = —s, — kay,
d
55 = T + s.ay, 5% =5 + ka,. 9)

Proof. The differential equation (9) has as constant of the motion
52+ si + 57 = const, a + a§ — 5, = const. (10)

According to the expected time evolution the state factorizes in the
lattice points. We can describe the state by the same density matrix at
every lattice point, p*(f) = (1 + 5(¢)a*) /2. Since [5(¢)| = s, we can
write p*(t) = p* o ¥ where of is an automorphism at the lattice point
k rotating the state. Therefore for the quasilocal state w, = wo aj.
Here o are automorphisms of the lattlce algebras corresponding to
the atoms considered as quasilocal C* algebras. This automorphism is
strictly local and we consider it to be implemented for the local
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algebra over a subset [0, N] by Uy (). Notice however, that the Uy(?)
do not satisfy the group property, Uy(t; + 1,) # Un(t1)Un(12). If we
define the 3 x 3 matrix V(z) by s( ) = V(£)5(0) we have Hy(0)Uy (1) =
Un(1)Hy(t) where Hy(0) =S¥ 67d and Hy(r) = ) (V()5)a.
If we now estimate

w(Ae N Uy (1) B) =w(AB) + J dr'i(QIAB'e™ (Hy — H(0)) Un(1')|2)

t
=w(AB) + JO di'i(QAB ™ Uy (¢ ) (HL (1)

—H()I),
H\(!) — Hy(7) :Z&(\%—a). (11)

Here A, B are operators of Ajp y|(0) and we have used that the state is
cyclic and separating (we assume |5] < 1) so that B can be replaced by
an operator B’ from the commutant that can be commuted through.
Further H(1) = > d/c(t ) implements the rotation of ¢/ at the time ¢
and is therefore determined by (8) and (9) whereas H v (1) is the total
Hamiltonian with rotated &. Finally it remains to proof strong con-
vergence limy_ o (Hy (1) — H(2))|2) = 0. Here the t-dependence is
fixed on the basis of the differential equation and is therefore under
control. We use the fact that

1SN
o I oy e
stngrolcNZa Q) = 5]Q)

together with the clustering propertles (6). It follows that
limy— o0 75 (€' Uy(7')) = 1 where v, is the conditional expectation
over the b-field with respect to the given state w and the limit can be
taken in the strong topology of the quasilocal o-field. To obtain the
correct time behavior for the b-field we estimate

T A /) itkb* b —itH!
wN<etHr,te itkb b( ;V_ax(t)>eltkb be ttHN>

t
11, 05% . 5 syl
— J dl‘/wN((elH”l e —it'kb b(O'y _ Sy)e”kb be_’tHN). (12)
0

Here we profit from the fact that in the commutation relation between
H)\, and b we remain only with o for which we already control the

time evolution. Compare also the related result in a larger context in
[6] and [7].
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Theorem 2. Assume that in the mean field model the state satisfies
(3), (4), (5) and that the time evolution is determined by (2) with
A= 1. Then

A oyl gl
lim w(e™'o} ol 7, 7,67 ) =5, (1) -5, - a;, (1), (13)

N—oo Jk j[ jm ’

where sj(t) and aj(t) are solutions of the differential equations

d

ESZ = —S8yay + Sxay, Eaz = Syay — SxQy,

d d

Esx = €Sy — S;ay, Eax = —a,Sy,

d d

e + s.ay, 5% = a:Sx. (14)

Proof. Here we have as constant of the motion
_ 2,2, 2 2,2, 2 _
§; +a; = const, sy + s, + s =const, a;+ay+ a; = const.

(15)

As before the state restricted to the o-field, now together with the
7-field can be written w; = wo o/. Again we consider this auto-
morphism to be implemented on the local level by Uy(¢). In (11) we
can now take A, B to be local operators belonging both to the ¢- and
the 7-field. Otherwise the argument remains unchanged. We are
permitted to arrange an appropriate c-number in Uy(f) and estimate

lim ( — H(0))|9)

. I .
e 1\;14];1'010 N(O‘;Tx + 0‘;7_)7) — Z(O‘)jcax + O—yay)

— Z(Tfsx + ffsy) — (8yay + syay)N|w) =0 (16)

so that again we control the time evolution on the quasilocal level.

Let us characterize once more the time evolution in the thermo-
dynamic limit resulting from (2): We obtain a rotation on every lattice
point, but the time evolution is not unitarily implementable since
weak limit points are state-dependent. The individual af, o do not
satisfy the group property reflecting the interaction between atoms
and photons. Notice that due to the fact that the time evolution of
the quasilocal state is the result of automorphisms on the C* algebra
the mean entropy of the quasilocal state w, remains unchanged in the
course of time.
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If we turn to the time evolution corresponding to Hy, then again we
have similar constants of the motion (10). This guarantees that the
time evolution with respect to the atoms reduces to a time-dependent
automorphism. However due to the scaling it is difficult to interpret
the time evolution of the laser field as an automorphism. In addition
we did not determine how w;(h*b) behaves in the course of time,
which on one hand is necessary to describe the time evolution on the
algebraic level and of course also tells us how the number of photons
changes in time. In fact we will see that the time evolution can be
interpreted as automorphism only if we add the fluctuation algebra of
the atoms which we have to discuss next.

3. The Fluctuation Algebra and Its Time Evolution

Following [8] we can consider the limit

ook ook Took ok
S w()  YHE ) o
e VN e VN = w(ee™). (17)

lim w
N—oo

In [8] it was shown that this defines new operators W,,(do) = ¢S that
form a Weyl algebra, where the commutation relations are deter-
mined by the state, namely

eiﬁ§ eiES _ efw([ai,lﬁ]) eil?i ei(ﬁ (18)
This Weyl algebra is called fluctuation algebra and is state-dependent.
In addition the construction not only defines the operators but at the
same time gives a state w (we use the same letter) on this fluctuation
algebra that in fact is a Gaussian state. For the 7 algebra we can consider

the same procedure and obtain another Weyl algebra (e). If however
we start with the laser algebra (b, ™) and assume together with

lim (wy(b) — VNae) = 0
N—oo
that
lim (wy(b*b) — a®N) < o0,
N—oo
then we can define new creation and annihilation operators
A* = lim (b* — ae "'V/N). (19)
N—oo
Their expectation values are zero for t = 0 and
w(A*A) = lim (wy(b*b) — a®N) (20)
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exists according to our assumption. Evidently (A* A) form again a
Weyl algebra, that according to the definition we can also call fluc-
tuation algebra of the laser. Together with the fluctuation algebra of
the atoms we have in both situations, whether we have fixed the
photon number or not, two Weyl algebras, one for the atoms and one
for the laser, that are combined to a tensor product and are in a
Gaussian state.

If the state of the underlying system evolves in time then the com-
mutation relations of @ change, since their definition is state-de-
pendent. However there is always a spin direction in which the state
of the o field is oriented, w,(&) = 5(¢) and in fact in our situation
|s(z)] = s independent of ¢ (remember the constant of the motion
(s2 + sg + s2)). Therefore the Weyl algebras are isomorphic, where the
isomorphism rotates 5 into s;. The corresponding statement is true for
e whereas ¢/(“4t%") determined by (19) does not change in time.

More precisely we generalize (17) and consider the Weyl operator
in the fluctuation algebra corresponding to w

N CJ—w(Cl)

W,(C) = w-lime 221~

in its dependence on C, where C is some quasilocal operator and C/
its translate. The weak limit is taken in the state w. The Weyl algebra
W,, consists of all equivalence classes of W, (C), i.e. we identify
W,(C) with W,(D) if w(W,(C)W,(—D))=1. Defining a time
evolution we might think of using

» CJ—w(C))
. i .
elHN[e /N e_lHNt.

But here there appear several difficulties. First the Weyl operator
= CI—w(C))
elz VN

converges only in a weak sense. Time evolution that changes the un-
derlying quasilocal state destroys the convergence. Therefore we have
to subtract the correct value moving to the appropriate fluctuation
algebra. Next we have to take care that the limits N — oo in the
Hamiltonian and for the fluctuation algebra are coupled and this can
have the consequence that the time evolution of the quasilocal algebra
and of the fluctuation algebra are not trivially related. Therefore we
divide the time evolution into several steps that we hope will preserve
the algebraic relations so that in the final estimate we can use uni-
tarity to control convergence.
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Definition 1. Consider an automorphism ¢, on the underlying quasi-
local algebra. This automorphism defines first a map between the
states, w; = wo «y, and secondly an isomorphism &; between the
Weyl algebra W,, and W,, via

6, W,(C) = W, (a_,C). (21)

Remark. To show that @ is in fact an isomorphism all we need is to
control the Weyl relations

W, (C)W,(D)W,(C) "W, (D) = e +ICP]
= & (W, (C)W.(D)W,(C) ™' W,(D)").

which is evidently satisfied.

This does not allow yet to talk about time correlations inside of the
fluctuation algebra. These correlations can easily be defined if w is
invariant under o.

Definition 2. Let o, be an automorphism on the underlying quasilocal
algebra and w = w o a;. Then we can define an automorphism a&; on
the Weyl algebra W, by

& W,(C) = Wo(oC). (22)

If the state is sufficiently clustering and the automorphism sufficiently
local then it has been shown [8], [12] that

DI )
lim ¢V VN TN = 5, W, (C).

This means that for an invariant state &, o &, = id. But already in [9]
it was shown that for mean field theories this does not hold in general.
This is even of more interest because it has consequences in exper-
iments. In [10] on the basis of this evolution mesoscopic entangle-
ment was produced. In [11] this experiment was analyzed in the
framework of the fluctuation algebra.

Since the state w can change on the quasilocal level it is clear that
we have to look for a generalization of (22), i.e. the evolution of the
fluctuations. We expect that we can formulate the evolution as an iso-
morphism between the fluctuation algebras corresponding to different
times. Therefore we introduce the following map:

Definition 3.
_ iZN Gwi(G)
@ W,,(C) = w-limeV'e int™ VN g~V (23)
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Now the “weak’ limit (where the limit is taken in the sense of (17))
has to be taken in w and it has to be shown that this limit exists. Since
the correction term w,(C;) is taken in w, we start with an expression
that is well defined in W,, and is mapped by ¢, into an operator in
W,,. Again under the assumptions of [8] and [12] this map reduces
to a,W,,(C) = W,(&,C). But in [9] we had examples where the state
is invariant on the quasilocal level but the state on the fluctuation
algebra changes in time. Nevertheless the result in [8], [12] encour-
ages us to define

Definition 4.
aW,,(A) = Wy(afA). (24)

Here we only assume that o exists as a linear map on an appropriate
subset of the quasilocal algebra that in the special examples has to be
specified. Obviously o must satisfy w o oy = w o . Finally we can
consider

Definition 5.
O[O - d[ o OAét (25)

This is a map from W, into WW,,. Under the assumptlon that o exists
we have a?W,,(C) = W, (a*a_,C). In our example o will turn out
to be actually an automorphism but not the identity as in [8], [12].
To show that the limit (23) and consequently also (25) exists in our
models (1) and (2) we examine first formally the corresponding evo-
lution equations on the fluctuation algebra, e.g. the derivative of (23)

&, (Sk)s

d 2 (T O' ) 2
1 E : iHyt Yk *\Yk) 7IHNI
t 1m e

_hml[HN,Z ] - \/_J) (26)

As a first control we realize that the differential equation for the
commutation relations demands

[HN,Z Apy [N,Z L] E =t sttt @7

which in fact is satisfied if we use the evolution equation of the
quasilocal state. The similar condition has to hold for 7. Finally we
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argue that the differential equation can be integrated to an automor-

phism group (25).
More explicitly we calculate for the time evolution determined

by (2)
/N,
dg _fimd 20N
dt dt /N
Dol ol Tk
=1lim | — Y =+ - x+\/ﬁsax—\/]stt>
( NvV/N NvVN ! '
= a,Sy — axSy — syTy + 5Ty (28)

Here the clustering property of the quasilocal state is essential and
guarantees that the term proportional to v/N cancels. Similarly

d
ESX = €S, —a,S; — 5.1,

d

ES“V = —eSy + a.S; + 5,1,

d

ETZ = a,Sy — a,Sy + 5, T, — 5,1y,

d

ETX = —a,Sy — 5,1,

d

o Ty = a;S; + 5. T, (29)

or for the laser system

d

ESZ = a,S; — a,Sy, — syA, + s Ay,
d

ESX = €S, —a,S; — s:A,,

d
dt
d
EAX = =5, —kA,,

d
—A, =S8, +KA,. 30
dt ( )

Note that the quadratic evolution equation of the quasilocal state turns
into a linear evolution equation on the fluctuation algebra. It is a map

Sy = —€S¢ + a.S; + sAy,
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between the Weyl algebras because the commutation relations on the
derivation level can be controlled via

d d d d
—[Se, 8] =—s, = {—Sx,Sy] + [Sx,—Sy} = scay — sya,  (31)

dt dt dt dt
and similarly for the other commutation relations, e.g.
d
E [S)w SZ] == Esy = —€Sx + Sz,
d
dt [Ax, Ay] =[Sy, Ayl + [Sx,A4)] = 0. (32)

It remains to argue that the differential equation defines automor-
phisms (25). First we take a;k in (24) to be the same linear map on the
o,T,Ax, A, as the one corresponding to the differential equations (28),
(29) resp. (30). We observe

Lemma.
w(ayoy) = wla oy) (33)
and similarly for the other expressions.

Proof. (28), (29), (30) are homogeneous differential equations for
operators with expectation value 0. This implies that they satisfy

e.g.
(@S0 = 0= Lu(atox — cuer)

dlw A ) = _dtw Q; Of a0y ),

where we take a;k to be determined by (28), (29), (30).

To demonstrate the existence of the limit in (25) we calculate

S Ew@) S (afew(ard) o
A}im w(e VN v, VN eiHNt> (eSS
BT Se@)
= limJ dt'w <e VN Nty JN
0

. HHN,aZ(“?’fﬁ et O] N Lt} - e (@)

oe VN e-"HN”> . (34)



16 H. Narnhofer

We can control how to commute

i(1-0)d 2.0y (@)
e VN

through, since it acts linearly. Therefore we only have to estimate the
commutator [ , | with its correction term. We can apply our result on
the quasilocal level where of course we have to take into account that
(16) converges sufficiently fast because now we have an additional scal-
ing like \/Ng All remaining operators are unitaries and do not effect the
strong convergence to 0. In the same way we can replace o by 7 or

2.(0 = w(9))

g7 \9))
VN

by a.A, + a,A,. We collect the result in

Theorem 3. Under the assumption on the state (3), (4) with the
Hamiltonian (2) resp. (3), (6), (7) and the Hamiltonian (1) the time
evolution of the fluctuations determined by (23) satisfies the differ-
ential equations (28), (29) resp. (30). Combined with the natural map
between the fluctuation algebras induced by the evolution of the
quasilocal state (25) the time evolution corresponds to an automor-
phism on the fluctuation algebra, that is not trivial.

In this way we obtained a time evolution that in fact is an
automorphism on the fluctuation algebras of the o- and the 7-field
respectively of the laser field together with the fluctuation algebra of
the o-field. By taking the corresponding conditional expectation
values we can reduce the time automorphism on the tensor product of
the Weyl algebras to a completely positive map on the individual
factors. This seems to be natural especially for the laser algebra, if we
take the observation of the fluctuation algebra of the o field as being
outside of our experimental facilities. This positive map will in
general not be an automorphism so that the entropy of the laser field
need not be constant in time. Whether it increases or decreases or
fluctuates depends on the details of the underlying quasilocal state.

4. Stationary and Periodic States

The time evolution of the quasilocal states admits invariant states as
well as periodic states. We cannot assume that an arbitrary state
converges to a limit state. This may be forbidden by the constants of
the motion. But for given constants of the motions we can at least find
periodic states. These preferred states can be stable or unstable under
small perturbations. We will study how the time evolution of the
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fluctuation algebra looks like in these special states and whether we
can find some relations with the stability of the quasilocal states.

We are essentially interested in the long time behavior of the qua-
silocal state and how the fluctuations are effected. According to the es-
timates in [4] the limit of the reliability of the time evolution of the
quasilocal state is determined by the size of the fluctuations. Since the
evolution equation on the fluctuation algebra is linear the fluctuations
either are periodic or they depend linearly or exponentially on time.
Therefore the time scale on which the evolution of the quasilocal state
is reliable based on the estimates in [4] is in general of the order In N
but is longer for periodic fluctuations. Therefore we expect — or hope —
that the fluctuations of the stable quasilocal states behave periodically.

In fact we will show that the stability behavior on the quasilocal
level and on the level of the fluctuation algebra is the same, at least in
the simplest examples.

Example 1. We W111 assume in the following that € and k in the
Hamiltonian in Hy N ? vanishes, which corresponds to the fact that the
interaction between the fields is dominating. Then only those states
can be invariant in time for which s, = s, =0, a, = a, = 0. s, re-
spectively s.,a, can be arbitrary. If however s, = a, = 0 whereas
Sy, ay # 0 but small compared to s, a;, then s,,a, will evolve in the
same direction or in different directions, depending on the relative
directions of s,, a, and s,,a, so that their contribution to (d/dt)s, ~
—s,a2 + s*a, annihilates or adds up depending whether s.a,>0 or
< 0. Though in general this annihilation will not be complete we can
consider states with the same sign of a., s, as more stable than the
others. (If we consider H}\, this corresponds to take a, = 1.)

If we turn now to the fluctuation algebra in this invariant state then
the equations reduce to

d? S d
25 =g
ar™ “dt
As we expected the fluctuations in fact rotate if we are in a stable

state where a.s, >0 but increase exponentially if we are in an unstable
state where a,s, <0.

T, = —s.a.Sy. (35)

Example 2. As another typical solution we consider the quasilocal
state periodic in time for which

d d
f, 9
dt™*  dt

az:07

Sy =scosvt, s, =ssinvt, a,=acosvt, a,=asinuvt,
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which is a solution of the equation of motion if

as; — €S  a;s
V= = —

. T (36)
(For H}, we take a, = 1. Now also in this model the photon number is
constant.) Again to simplify our calculations we only consider € = 0.
Then we observe that necessarily s,a,>0 or for the laser model
1>s%a=% = 5.>0. The evolution equation for the fluctuation algebra
becomes for the evolution corresponding to H),

ESZ = sA, cos vt — sA,sinvt — aS, cos vt + aS, sin vt. (37)
We define
Sy = Sycosvt + Sy sinvt, Sy = =S, sinvt + Sy cos vt,

A} = A cosvt + Ay sinvt, A, = —A,sinvt +Aycosvt.  (38)

This is in fact the desired isomorphism &, between the fluctuation
algebras. We can verify

[A1,A] =

[S;, S1] = isinvtcos vt — isinvtcosvt = 0,
[S.,S,] = issin® vt + iscos® vt =

[S1,S,] = i(cos® vt + sin’ vt)s, = is.,

so that all ¢ numbers that appear in the commutation relations are
invariant in time and S;, S,,A,A; evolve in the same Weyl algebra.
With these new variables the differential equation reduces to

d d d
ESZ =s5A, —a$,, ESI = —5;A> + 1S3, ESZ =aS; +sA;1 — VS,
d d
A Sy + VA, e S1 —VvAy, (39)
which combines to
dzs ( S| + 2s,0A| + avs
—S1=(—-s,— v S,V av
dr 1 z 1 VAl F4)
d2

EAI = —(1/2 + 5;)A1 + 2vS) — aS;,
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d2

ﬁSz = (—a2 — 5, — 1/2)52 + (25,7 4 as)A,,

d2

ﬁAz = —(1/2 + Sz)AZ + 2VSz. (40)

Thus we have reduced the differential equation to one with constant
parameters that correspond to rotation frequencies © of the fluctuation
algebra given by 7* — ?(a® + 4s* /a*) = 0 where we have used (36)
together with a, = 1. Therefore one frequency 2 = a* + 4s%/a* gives
a rotation whereas the other a linear increase of the fluctuations. If the
differential equation is based on H3 then again S, + 7T, is constant in
time and though the time derivative of 7, contains 7, finally again only
S, and T, are coupled in the equation that determines the rotation
frequency. This shows that both Hamiltonians lead to a qualitatively
similar time evolution both on the level of the quasilocal algebra as for
the fluctuation algebra.

We can assign to the time evolution of the fluctuation algebra com-
bined with the laser algebra an effective Hamiltonian

H = —2as(A2S; + A1S1) + a*(ST + S5 + 57) + s*(A] + A3)
= (aS; — sA,)? + (aSy — sA;)* + a’sz, (41)

which demonstrates once more that we succeeded to reduce the
problem to automorphisms, but due to our special choice of &; these
automorphisms satisfy even the group property.

Analyzing the spectrum of the Hamiltonian we observe that it consists
of a harmonic oscillator plus an operator with absolutely continuous
positive spectrum so that the total spectrum is positive and absolutely
continuous. This corresponds on the basis of the evolution equation that
the frequency 7, = 0 cannot be suppressed by initial conditions and on
the basis of the fluctuation algebra that the state changes in time.

Again we wonder whether the corresponding time evolution of the
quasilocal state is stable under perturbations. We write s, = scos 6,
sy = ssinésin g, s, = ssind cos ¢, a, = asin§, a, = acos § where s
is constant in time whereas a = a(6). The evolution equations (9) in
these variables read

d
sinéEcS: —ssindsingcos§ + ssindcos psing = ssindsin (¢ — &),

scosésin¢%6+ssinécos¢%¢ = —ascosdcosé,

scosécosgb%é— ssinésingﬁ%gﬁ =ascosésiné,
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which combines to

sin6%¢ = —acosécos(p — &),

d d
zc; siné“—i—acosfzfz —ssindcosé,

d d
zc; cos& — asinﬁzﬁ = ssindsiné.

In addition we have

a%ﬁ = —ssinécos(¢ — &)

and therefore
a sin&% (p—¢) = (—a2 cos & + s sin? 8)cos(p —&).

Here (d/dt)(¢ — &) = 0if s sin? §y — a® cos &y = 0 which corresponds
to the periodic solution, where (d/dt)é = 0. If we perturb § slightly
then
d2
W(S = —5c0s?(¢p — €)(—a* cos § + ssin’ §)
= —scos®(¢ — &) sin §y(a® + 25 cos §) (6 — o)

so that the solution is in fact stable under perturbations of the possible
0o that corresponds to the permitted value s, >0.

5. The Entropy Balance

Since it was necessary to introduce the fluctuation algebra of the atoms
in order to describe the evolution of the laser as an automorphism, the
evolution reduced to the laser alone is only a completely positive map
that may increase or decrease the entropy. In the special situation
when s, = s, = a, = a, = 0 when the quasilocal state is invariant this
does not yet imply that the state over the laser is invariant. We start
with a product state over two Weyl algebras. If we are in the stable
situation then the two Weyl algebras rotate. For a special state over
both Weyl algebras the rotation is not felt by the state and it is
invariant in time. But in general the state will be periodic. If however
the quasilocal state is unstable the fluctuations increase exponentially
and the state changes.
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In the case when s, is constant and the quasilocal state rotates
around the z-axes then we have seen that the solution of the fluctua-
tion algebra contains the frequency 0 which means that we have a
linear increase of the evolution A;(t) ~ A; +1S,. If we therefore
evaluate, ignoring the periodic part

trps @ ps o oye " ~ tr pAeﬁA“?zc’z,
which shows that in the course of time w(A*™A) increases whereas
w(A) = 0. Therefore the entropy of the state over the laser algebra
increases, which corresponds to the fact that information moves into
the correlations between the laser and the fluctuations.

6. Conclusion

We have studied the time evolution of two level atoms interacting
with a laser in an appropriate thermodynamic limit. Based on the
results in [4] we extended the time evolution of the quasilocal state to
the fluctuation algebra as defined in [8]. This extension is necessary if
one wants to keep the total entropy fixed. We observed that even
when the state on the quasilocal level does not change in time for the
local algebra on the level of the fluctuation algebra it changes pro-
ducing increasing correlations between the fluctuations. In the con-
trolled examples the amount how the fluctuations change was related
whether the underlying quasilocal state is stable or unstable under
small perturbations, in the stable situation the fluctuations change at
most linearly in time, otherwise exponentially.

Acknowledgement

It is a pleasure to thank Walter Thirring for suggesting useful improvements on the
manuscript.

References

[1] DICKE, R. H. (1954) Phys. Rev. 93: 99

[2] HAKEN, H. (1970) Handbuch der Physik, Vol. XXV/2c. Springer, Berlin

[3] Lax, M. (1968) In: CHRETIEN, M., et al. (eds.) Phase Transition and Superflu-
idity (Brandeis Lectures 1956). Gordon and Breach, New York

[4] HEepp, K., LIEB, E. H. (1973) Helv. Phys. Acta 46: 573

[5]1 Hepp, K., LIEB, E. H. (1975) In: MOSES, J. (ed.) Dynamical Systems, Theory and
Applications (Lecture Notes in Physics 38), p. 178. Springer, Heidelberg

[6] ALLI G., SEWELL, G. L. (1995) J. Math. Phys. 36: 5598

[7] SEWELL, G. L. (2002) Quantum Mechanics and Its Emerging Macrophysics.
Princeton: Princeton University Press



22 H. Narnhofer: The Evolution of Fluctuations in the Laser Model

[8] GODERIS, D., VERBEURE, A., VETS, P. (1989) Prob. Th. Rel. Fields 82: 527,
(1990) Commun. Math. Phys. 128: 533
[9] NARNHOFER, H.: The Time Evolution of the Fluctuation Algebra in a Mean
Field Theory (Vienna Preprint)
[10] JULSGAARD, B., KOZHEKIN, A., POLZIK, E. S. (2001) Lett. to Nature 413: 400
[11] NARNHOFER, H., THIRRING, W. (2002) Phys. Rev A66: 052304
[12] MaTtsul, T. (2002) Rev. Math. Phys. 1/7: 675

Author’s address: A.o. Univ.-Prof. Dr. Heide Narnhofer, Institut fiir Theoretische
Physik, Universitidt Wien, Boltzmanngasse 5, 1090 Wien, Austria. E-Mail: narnh@
ap.univie.ac.at.



