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Radiation from Dirac fermions caused by a projective measurement
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Abstract

The theory of radiation of photons from Dirac particles caused by a projective measurement is de-

veloped. The explicit expressions for the inclusive probability to record a chain of events that the Dirac

fermion had been measured in a certain state and after that the photon was recorded are derived. Stimu-

lated and spontaneous radiations are considered. It is shown that in both cases the properties of radiation

due to measurement resembles the properties of edge or transition radiation. In the case of stimulated

radiation from a single particle, its wave function creates photons coherently as a charged fluid, i.e., the

amplitudes of radiation from the points of the particle wave packet are summed. In the case of spontaneous

radiation, the radiation of photons is incoherent, i.e., the probabilities of radiation from the points of the

particle wave packet are added up. It is shown that stimulated radiation due to measurement can be used

to trace the dynamics and collapse of the wave function of the Dirac particle. A systematic procedure

taking into account a finiteness of the measurement time is presented. It is established that radiation

due to measurement can be used as a source of hard photons, but the finiteness of the measurement

time imposes an upper bound on the energy of radiated photons: the measurement time must be smaller

than the radiation formation time, the latter being in inverse proportion to the photon energy. In the

ultrarelativistic limit, the radiation formation time can be rather large. Several examples of radiation

due to measurement of the state of free Dirac particles are investigated in detail. Namely, we scrutinize

the radiation due to measurement of the spin projection, of the momentum, and of the coordinate for a

general initial state of Dirac particles. The particular cases of uncorrelated and entangled particles in the

beam are considered.

1 Introduction

A precise description of the measurement process and the dynamics of the wave function of particles under-
going the measurement is one of the urgent problems of quantum physics [1, 2]. This issue is aligned with the
more general one regarding the physical interpretation of the wave function. We touch these problems in the
framework of quantum electrodynamics (QED) and investigate how the measurement of the intermediate
state influences the properties of radiation created by the particle that has been measured. Recently, it has
been shown in [3–6] that there are QED processes where every point of the particle wave packet participates
coherently. The outcome of these processes is such as though the wave function corresponded to some kind
of a charged fluid as in the original Schrödinger interpretation. The probabilities of these processes are de-
termined by the modulus squared of the sum of the amplitudes from every point of the particle wave packet.
These probabilities depend on the amplitude and the phase of the wave function of particles participating
in the process as opposed to the more common incoherent processes where only the modulus of the wave
function in the momentum representation is relevant [3, 7–15]. The presence of such a property of coherent
processes suggests that these processes can be used to recover the wave function of the particle exposed to the
measurement and, in particular, to trace the dynamics of the wave function during its collapse. Stimulated
radiation affected by the measurement is the example of such a coherent process and we shall study it in
detail.

One of the unsettled issues in quantum theory remains the precise answer to the question when and where
the collapse of the wave function of the system undergoing the measurement occurs. Namely, where is the
precise boundary between the system and the detector measuring and projecting the state of this system?
How long can we use the Schrödinger equation to describe the quantum dynamics and when should we apply
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the projectors corresponding to the measurements? Whether does the measurement of the properties of one
particle change instantaneously the properties of the second particle entangled with the first one so that the
second particle emits photons? The radiation caused by the measurement strongly depends on the dynamics
of the wave function and provides the additional experimental tool that can shed light on these questions.

We shall show that the properties of radiation appearing solely due to measurement are similar to edge
or transition radiation [16–22]. This is a consequence of the fact that the measurement of the intermediate
state of the radiating particles undresses this particle, the virtual photons bound to it decouple and become
real [17, 19, 23, 24]. Therefore, in order to trace the dynamics of the wave function one can employ a proper
modification of the developed experimental technics for beam diagnostics based on transition and diffraction
radiations [25–28]. The quantum theory of transition radiation for the initial and final particle states in the
form of plane waves can be found, for example, in [16–18], where the overview of the development in this
field is given. This also includes stimulated transition radiation [29–32] that was observed experimentally in
[33]. The generalization of this theory to transition radiation from particles prepared and detected in the
states of a general form is presented in [3, 4]. In fact, the paper [4] contains such a generalization for all
QED radiation processes up to the second order in the coupling constant with emphasis on the coherent
processes in the sense described above. Of course, there are many other papers where the influence of the
form of particle wave packets on the properties of radiation was investigated for various QED processes. Just
to mention a few: spontaneous radiation from a single particle [7–14, 34–37] and two particles [15, 38–40],
stimulated radiation from a single particle [37, 41, 42], classical approaches to describe radiation from a wave
packet of a single particle [43–48].

In the present paper, we further generalize the theory developed in [4] to the case where the intermediate
state of a radiating particle is measured. We obtain the general formulas for the probability of a chain
of events and for the conditional probability. Then we apply the elaborated formalism to several particular
examples describing the radiation from free Dirac particles undergoing a measurement. We study spontaneous
and stimulated radiations due to measurement in the leading nontrivial order of perturbation theory and
describe their main properties. In particular, we consider radiation due to measurement of the particle spin
projection, of the particle momentum, and of the particle coordinate. The initial state of the Dirac particles
is assumed to be of a general form and is described by the many-particle density matrix. The particular
case of radiation due to measurement of the spin projection of one of the pair of entangled particles is also
investigated.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. 2, the problem statement is given and the general formulas
for the inclusive probability of a chain of events and for the conditional probability are derived in the QED
framework. In Sec. 3, stimulated radiation due to measurement is investigated in the leading nontrivial order
of perturbation theory. Section 4 is devoted to spontaneous radiation due to measurement. In measuring the
properties of particles in the intermediate state, i.e., the properties of virtual (bare) particles, we encounter
with the problem of a finite time evolution in QED (see, e.g., Chapt. VII of [49]). In order to overcome it,
we employ some kind of the procedure elaborated in [50] (see also [51]). This formal procedure allows us
to take qualitatively into account a finiteness of the measurement time. In Sec. 5, several examples of the
radiation due to measurement from free Dirac particles are presented. In Sec. 5.1, stimulated radiation is
considered, whereas spontaneous radiation from a single Dirac particle is described in Sec. 5.2. In Sec. 5.1.1,
we consider stimulated radiation due to spin measurement. Stimulated radiation due to measurement of the
momentum and of the coordinates is scrutinized in Sec. 5.1.2. In Sec. 5.1.3, stimulated radiation due to
spin measurement of one of the pair of entangled particles is investigated. In Conclusion we summarize the
results. In calculating the inclusive probabilities of chains of event, it is useful to employ the Bargmann-Fock
representation [52–55]. A summary of this formalism can be found in Appendix A of the paper [56]. For the
reader convenience, some of the most frequently used formulas are collected in Appendix A. In Appendix
B, we briefly describe the main postulates of the measurement procedure in quantum theory and define the
projectors specifying the measurements used in the present paper. In Appendix C, we provide the expression
for the density matrices of Dirac particles and photons. Furthermore, in this Appendix, we obtain the traces
of operators needed for evaluation of the probabilities. Appendix D is devoted to several simple models of
the density matrices for beams of Dirac particles.

We use the notation and the normalization agreements for the modes of quantum fields adopted in the
papers [3, 4, 6]. The Greek indices α, β, ᾱ, β̄, . . . denote the quantum numbers of the particle states. The
energy operator of particles is diagonal in the chosen basis of one-particle states. We use the star as the sign
of complex conjugation. The bar over the Dirac spinor means as usual the Dirac conjugate. The summation
(integration) over repeated indices is always understood unless otherwise stated. We also assume that the
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system is confined into a box with large volume V and the states of particles are normalized to unity.
Wherever it does not lead to misunderstanding, we use the matrix notation. For example,

a∗a ≡ a∗αaα, d∗Dd ≡ d∗αDαᾱdᾱ, etc. (1)

The operator acting in the Fock space are distinguished by the hats.
We use the system of units such that ~ = c = 1 and e2 = 4πα, where α is the fine structure constant.

The Minkowski metric is taken with the mostly minus signature. The round (square) brackets at a pair of
indices mean symmetrization (antisymmetrization) without the factor 1/2. The square brackets at a pair of
vectors denote the cross product of these vectors.

2 Inclusive probabilities

Let us investigate an influence of measurement of the intermediate state of a Dirac fermion on radiation
created by it in the framework of quantum electrodynamics. We shall find the explicit expression for the
probability to record the photon in a certain state at the given instant of time t = tout →∞ and the Dirac
fermion in a certain state at the given instant of time t = t0, t0 ∈ (tin, tout). We shall also obtain the respective
conditional probability to detect a photon and the intensity of radiation recorded under the stipulation that
the Dirac fermion had been detected at the instant of time t = t0. The Dirac particle can be an electron or
a hadron with spin 1/2 or an atomic nucleus with spin 1/2. For definiteness and brevity, we will frequently
refer to a Dirac particle as an electron. Deliberation of general Dirac particles differs substantially only by
the form of the interaction Hamiltonian, which explicitly will be given below.

Let the initial state of electrons be specified by the density operator R̂e of a general form (190). As the
initial state of photons, R̂ph, we take the coherent state (206). We suppose that the initial state prepared
at the instant of time t = tin → −∞ is such that the electrons and the photons are uncorrelated and the
positrons are absent

R̂ = R̂ph ⊗ R̂e ⊗ |0〉e+〈0|e+ . (2)

The creation and annihilation operators are denoted as (ĉ†γ̄ , ĉγ) for photons, as (â†ᾱ, âα) for electrons, and

as (b̂†
β̄
, b̂β) for positrons.

The measurement is performed at the instant of time t0. As a result, one of the electrons is detected in
one of the states distinguished by the projector De in the one-particle Hilbert space of electron states. The
projector in the Fock space, Π̂De , describing this measurement is defined in formula (174). At the instant
of time t = tout, a single photon is recorded in one of the states singled out by the projector D in the
one-particle Hilbert space of photon states. The corresponding projector in the Fock space, Π̂D, has the form
(174), where one ought to replace the creation and annihilation operators for electrons by the creation and
annihilation operators for photons. In accordance with the standard postulates of quantum theory (see the
main formulas in Appendix B), the probability of such a chain of events is

P (Π̂D ← Π̂De) = Sp(Π̂DÛtout,t0Π̂DeÛt0,tinR̂Ûtin,t0Π̂DeÛt0,tout), (3)

where Ût2,t1 is the evolution operator of QED and all the operators are given in the Schrödinger representation.
The respective conditional probability becomes

P (Π̂D|Π̂De) = P (Π̂D ← Π̂De)/P (Π̂De), (4)

where the probability to detect the electron at the instant of time t0 in the states distinguished by the
projector De,

P (Π̂De) = Sp(Π̂DeÛt0,tinR̂Ûtin,t0). (5)

In order to obtain the average number of radiated photons with quantum numbers specified by the projector
D under the condition that the electron had been detected in one of the states singled out by the projector De

at the instant of time t = t0, one formally needs to tend D to zero in (4) and to find the leading asymptotics
linear in D. The conditional intensity of radiation of photons with quantum numbers γ0 is deduced from the
average number of radiated photons by the replacement of Dγ̄γ by δγ̄γ0δγγ0k0γ0 , where k0γ0 is the photon
energy in the state with quantum numbers γ0. As it has been already mentioned in Introduction, we choose
such a basis of one-particle photon states that the photon energy operator is diagonal in this basis.
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In the interaction picture, the probabilities (3) and (5) can be cast into the form

P (Π̂D ← Π̂De) = Sp(Π̂D(tout)Ŝtout,t0Π̂De(t0)Ŝt0,tinR̂(tin)Ŝtin,t0Π̂De(t0)Ŝt0,tout), (6a)

P (Π̂De) = Sp(Π̂De(t0)Ŝt0,tinR̂(tin)Ŝtin,t0), (6b)

where
De

ᾱα(t) = De
ᾱαe

i(p0ᾱ−p0α)t, Dγ̄γ(t) = Dγ̄γe
i(k0γ̄−k0γ)t, (7)

and p0α is the energy of a single electron in the state with quantum numbers α. The operator

Ŝt2,t1 = Texp
{

− i
∫ t2

t1
dx : eÂi

ˆ̄ψγiψ̂ : −i
∫ t2

t1
dtV̂Coul(t)

}

. (8)

The Coulomb term in the interaction Hamiltonian is written as

V̂Coul(t) = −
e2

2

∫

dxdy : ( ˆ̄ψγ0ψ̂)(t,x) : ∆−1(x− y) : ( ˆ̄ψγ0ψ̂)(t,y) :, (9)

where Âi(x) is the electromagnetic potential operator in the interaction representation, ψ̂(x) is the electron-
positron field operator, ∆−1(x − y) is the kernel of the operator ∆−1. Hereinafter, the Coulomb gauge is
implied. To study the radiation produced not only from electrons but from general Dirac fermions, one just
has to substitute

γµ → Γµ (10)

in the interaction Hamiltonian (8), (9), where Γµ is the nonlocal vertex containing the electric and magnetic
form-factors (see, e.g., [57]).

The density operator reads

R̂(tin) = R̂ph(tin)⊗ R̂e(tin)⊗ |0〉e+〈0|e+ , (11)

where
R̂ph(tin) = |d(tin)〉〈d

∗(tin)|e
−d∗d, dγ(tin) = eik

0
γtindγ , (12)

and R̂e(tin) has the form (190) with

ραN ···α1|ᾱ1···ᾱM
→ ραN ···α1|ᾱ1···ᾱM

(tin) := ραN ···α1|ᾱ1···ᾱM
ei(p

0
αN

+···+p0α1
−p0ᾱ1

−···−p0ᾱM
)tin . (13)

Henceforth, for brevity, the arguments tin, t0, and tout of the initial states and the projectors De, D will be
omitted.

The above formulas (6) are obtained under the assumptions that the measurement is carried out instan-
taneously as it is usually supposed in the standard formulations of postulates of quantum theory [1, 2, 58]. It
is clear that the measurement implemented by an actual detector lasts some time τ . The precise description
of such a measurement depends on the details of the measurement procedure and on the internal structure
of the detector. Nevertheless, in Sec. 4, we will consider the simplest model of a finite time measurement
allowing one to generalize formulas (6) to the case τ > 0 and to estimate qualitatively the influence of
finiteness of the measurement time on the observables.

3 Stimulated radiation

Let us consider stimulated radiation of photons by electrons in the leading nontrivial order of perturbation
theory. Assaying different contributions to the operator Ŝt2,t1 , it is not difficult to see that in this case the
leading nontrivual contribution to the inclusive probability (6) is of first order in the coupling constant e
(see for details [4]). Therefore, employing the notation borrowed from [4], we can write

Ŝt2,t1 = 1̂ + V̂t2,t1 + · · · , (14)

where
V̂t2,t1 = (Vt2,t1)

γ̄
ᾱαâ

†
ᾱâαĉ

†
γ̄ − (V †

t2,t1)
γ
ᾱαâ

†
ᾱâαĉγ , (15)

and (V †
t2,t1)

γ
ᾱα = (V ∗

t2,t1)
γ
αᾱ. Due to unitarity of the operator Ŝt2,t1 , the following properties are valid in the

given order of perturbation theory
V̂t2,t1 = V̂ †

t1,t2
= −V̂t1,t2 . (16)
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Then substituting the expansion (14) into (6a) and keeping the terms at most linear in e, we come to

P (Π̂D ← Π̂De) = I0 + (I1 + I2 + c.c.), (17)

where

I0 := Sp(R̂eΠ̂De) Sp(R̂phΠ̂D),

I1 := Sp(R̂eΠ̂De â
†
ᾱâαΠ̂De)

[

(Vtout,t0)
γ̄
ᾱα Sp(R̂phΠ̂D ĉ

†
γ̄)− (V †

tout,t0)
γ
ᾱα Sp(R̂phΠ̂D ĉγ)

]

,

I2 := Sp(R̂eΠ̂De â
†
ᾱâα)

[

(Vt0,tin)
γ̄
ᾱα Sp(R̂phΠ̂D ĉ

†
γ̄)− (V †

t0,tin
)γᾱα Sp(R̂phΠ̂D ĉγ)

]

.

(18)

The probability to record the electron takes the form

P (Π̂De) = J0 + (J1 + c.c.), (19)

where

J0 := Sp(R̂eΠ̂De),

J1 := Sp(R̂eΠ̂De â
†
ᾱâα)

[

(Vt0,tin)
γ̄
ᾱα Sp(R̂phĉ

†
γ̄)− (V †

t0,tin
)γᾱα Sp(R̂phĉγ)

]

.
(20)

The conditional probability in the given order of perturbation theory is written as

P (Π̂D|Π̂De) =
I0

J0
+

1

J0

(

I1 + I2 −
I0

J0
J1 + c.c.

)

. (21)

The traces of operators appearing in the expressions above are evaluated in Appendix C.
Substituting these expressions into (18) and (20), we arrive at

P (Π̂D ← Π̂De) = (1− ρ
(0)

D̃e
)(1− e−d∗Dd) +

{

(

ρ(1) − ρ
(1)

D̃e

)

αᾱ
(Vtout,tin)

γ̄
ᾱα(d

∗D)γ̄e
−d∗Dd+

+ (ρ
(1)

D̃e
De)αᾱ

[

(

(d∗D)γ̄ + (1− e−d∗Dd)(d∗D̃)γ̄
)

(Vt0,tin)
γ̄
ᾱα − (V †

t0,tin
)γᾱα(1− e

−d∗Dd)dγ

]

+

+ (Deρ
(1)

D̃e
De)αᾱ(Vtout,t0)

γ̄
ᾱα(d

∗D)γ̄e
−d∗Dd + c.c.

}

,

(22)

and

P (Π̂De) = 1− ρ
(0)

D̃e
+

{

(ρ
(1)

D̃e
De)αᾱ

(

(Vt0,tin)
γ̄
ᾱαd

∗
γ̄ − (V †

t0,tin
)γᾱαdγ

)

+ c.c.
}

=

= 1− ρ
(0)

D̃e
+ [ρ

(1)

D̃e
,De]αᾱ

(

(Vt0,tin)
γ̄
ᾱαd

∗
γ̄ − (V †

t0,tin
)γᾱαdγ

)

,
(23)

where D̃e
αᾱ := δαᾱ −D

e
αᾱ. Consequently, the conditional probability (21) becomes

P (Π̂D|Π̂De) = 1− e−d∗Dd +
1

1− ρ(0)
D̃e

{

[(

ρ(1) − ρ
(1)

D̃e

)

αᾱ
(Vtout,tin)

γ̄
ᾱα+

+ (Deρ
(1)

D̃e
De)αᾱ(Vtout,t0)

γ̄
ᾱα + (ρ

(1)

D̃e
De)αᾱ(Vt0,tin)

γ̄
ᾱα

]

(d∗D)γ̄e
−d∗Dd + c.c.

}

.

(24)

For D → 0, we have in the leading order

P (Π̂D ← Π̂De) =
{

1− ρ
(0)

D̃e
+ [ρ

(1)

D̃e
,De]αᾱ

[

(Vt0,tin)
γ̄
ᾱαd

∗
γ̄ − (V †

t0,tin
)γᾱαdγ

]}

(d∗Dd)+

+ (1− ρ
(0)

D̃e
)
(

Aγ̄(d∗D)γ̄ + c.c.
)

,

P (Π̂D|Π̂De) = d∗Dd+
(

Aγ̄(d∗D)γ̄ + c.c.
)

,

(25)

where

Aγ̄ :=
1

1− ρ(0)
D̃e

[

(

ρ(1) − ρ
(1)

D̃e

)

αᾱ
(Vtout,tin)

γ̄
ᾱα + (Deρ

(1)

D̃e
De)αᾱ(Vtout,t0)

γ̄
ᾱα + (ρ

(1)

D̃e
De)αᾱ(Vt0,tin)

γ̄
ᾱα

]

. (26)

Then the last formula in (25) can be cast into a more suggestive form

P (Π̂D|Π̂De) = (d∗γ +A
∗
γ)Dγγ̄(dγ̄ +Aγ̄). (27)
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The term proportional to e2 in this expression should be discarded since it exceeds the accuracy of derivation
of formula (25).

Let us consider several particular cases of the general formulas obtained and give the interpretation to
them. In the case of one-particle initial state of electrons, the amplitude of stimulated radiation is reduced
to

Aγ̄ =
1

ρ
(1)
α1ᾱ1

De
ᾱ1α1

[

(Deρ
(1)De)αᾱ(Vtout,t0)

γ̄
ᾱα + (ρ(1)De)αᾱ(Vt0,tin)

γ̄
ᾱα

]

=

=
1

ρ
(1)
α1ᾱ1

De
ᾱ1α1

[

(Deρ
(1)De)αᾱ(Vtout,tin)

γ̄
ᾱα + (D̃eρ

(1)De)αᾱ(Vt0,tin)
γ̄
ᾱα

]

.
(28)

If the volume of phase space singled out by the projector De is small, then the amplitude (26) for an arbitrary
initial state of electrons transforms into

Aγ̄ =
1

ρ
(1)
α1ᾱ1

De
ᾱ1α1

[

ρ
(2)

βα|ᾱβ̄
De

β̄β(Vtout,tin)
γ̄
ᾱα + (ρ(1)De)αᾱ(Vt0,tin)

γ̄
ᾱα

]

, (29)

in the leading order in De. For De = 1 and, consequently, D̃e = 0, i.e., when the detector of electrons can
record a particle in any state, it follows from formulas (25), (26), and (197) that

P (Π̂D ← Π̂De)

1− ρ0 = P (Π̂D|Π̂De) = (d∗γ +A0∗
γ )Dγγ̄(dγ̄ +A0

γ̄), (30)

where
Aγ̄

0 =
1

1− ρ0 ρ
(1)
αᾱ(Vtout,tin)

γ̄
ᾱα, (31)

and it is implied as in (27) that the term proportional to e2 should be cast out. The quantity ρ0 defines the
probability to detect the system of electrons in the vacuum state for the initial state (26). When ρ0 = 0,
the expressions (30), (31) coincide with expression (79) of the paper [4] describing stimulated radiation from
electrons without measurement of the electron state. Recall that expression (31) is the amplitude of radiation
from the classical Dirac current, i.e., without quantum recoil, for the particle in the state with the density
matrix ρ(1)αᾱ (see [4]). In particular, in the case of a pure one-particle electron state, this amplitude equals the
amplitude of radiation from the classical Dirac current for the electron wave function. It is also evident that
for such a measurement the free Dirac particles do not radiate, because in this case the radiation amplitude
(Vtout,tin)

γ̄
ᾱα = 0 in virtue of the energy-momentum conservation law. One may say that such a measurement

does not perturb the state of free Dirac particles and so they do not radiate.
In general, it follows from (18) that for (Vtout,tin)

γ̄
ᾱα = 0 the nontrivial contribution to the probability to

record a photon is proportional to

Sp( ˆ̃ΠDeR̂eΠ̂De â
†
ᾱâα) = Sp( ˆ̃ΠDe [R̂e, Π̂De ]â

†
ᾱâα). (32)

Hence, if the commutator of the projector defining the measurement and the density matrix of Dirac particles
is negligible, then stimulated radiation due to measurement is small. The equality to zero is reached for the
so-called nondemolition measurement [58] when [R̂e, Π̂De ] = 0.

As seen from the particular cases considered above, the following interpretation can be given to the
different terms in (26). The first term in (26) has the form (31) and defines the amplitude of radiation
produced by the electrons that have not been recorded by the detector. The second term in (26) describes
the amplitude of radiation created by the electron whose state has been measured by the detector. This
radiation is produced on the time interval [t0, tout], i.e., after the measurement, and it does not suffer the
quantum recoil. The third term in (26) is the amplitude of radiation generated by the electron jumping from
the initial state to the state obtained from the initial one by the action of the projector De. This radiation
is produced on the time interval [tin, t0]. The common factor at the square brackets is the normalization
factor. Its inverse is equal to the probability to find the Dirac fermion in the one-particle state distinguished
by the projector De in the initial state. Notice that even in the case when the process evolves in vacuum
or in a stationary external field or in a stationary dispersive medium, the energy conservation law is not
fulfilled for the matrix elements (Vt0,tin)

γ̄
ᾱα and (Vtout,t0)

γ̄
ᾱα for tout →∞ and tin → −∞. It is a consequence

of semiinfinite integration limits with respect to time in these matrix elements. The measurement of the
electron state gives rise to a new type of radiation similar to edge or transition radiation [16–22]. In contrast
to edge and transition radiations, the abrupt change of trajectories of charged particles in the beam occurs
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not on the timelike hypersurface describing, for example, the surface of the mirror or the section of the
accelerator bending magnet but on the spacelike hypersurface t = t0. Of course, the actual measurement is
not instantaneous. The procedure allowing one to take into account a finiteness of the measurement time
will be given in the next section.

4 Spontaneous radiation

Now we consider the influence of measurement of a single electron state on spontaneous radiation created
by the beam of electrons. In this case, the initial state of the system has the form (2) with

R̂ph = |0〉ph〈0|ph. (33)

The examination of different contributions to the probabilities (6) reveals that the leading nontrivial con-
tribution to the inclusive probability is of order e2 (see for details [4]). To reproduce this contribution, it is
sufficient to take the expansion of the operator Ŝt2,t1 in the form (14). Then keeping the terms of at most
second order in the coupling constant e, we come to

P (Π̂D ← Π̂De) = Sp
[

R̂(V̂tin,t0Π̂De + Π̂DeV̂t0,tout)Π̂D(V̂tout,t0Π̂De + Π̂De V̂t0,tin)
]

=

= K1 +K2 +K∗
2 +K3,

(34)

where

K1 := Sp(R̂eΠ̂De â
†
ᾱâαâ

†
β̄
âβΠ̂De)(V

†
tout,t0)

γ
ᾱα(Vtout,t0)

γ̄
β̄β

Sp(R̂phĉγΠ̂D ĉ
†
γ̄),

K2 := Sp(R̂eâ
†
ᾱâαΠ̂De â

†
β̄
âβΠ̂De)(V

†
t0,tin

)γᾱα(Vtout,t0)
γ̄
β̄β

Sp(R̂phĉγΠ̂D ĉ
†
γ̄),

K∗
2 := Sp(R̂eΠ̂De â

†
ᾱâαΠ̂De â

†
β̄
âβ)(V

†
tout,t0)

γ
ᾱα(Vt0,tin)

γ̄
β̄β

Sp(R̂phĉγΠ̂D ĉ
†
γ̄),

K3 := Sp(R̂eâ
†
ᾱâαΠ̂De â

†
β̄
âβ)(V

†
t0,tin

)γᾱα(Vt0,tin)
γ̄
β̄β

Sp(R̂phĉγΠ̂D ĉ
†
γ̄).

(35)

Obviously, the expression (34) is positive-definite. The trace over the photonic degrees of freedom is readily
evaluated

Sp(R̂phĉγΠ̂D ĉ
†
γ̄) = Dγγ̄ . (36)

The traces over the electronic degrees of freedom are calculated in Appendix C with the result presented in
formula (209).

Substituting the explicit expressions for the traces into (35), we obtain

P (Π̂D ← Π̂De) = (ρ
(1)

D̃e
)βᾱDγγ̄

(

DeV
†
tout,t0

+ V †
t0,tin

De

)γ

ᾱα

(

Vtout,t0De +DeVt0,tin
)γ̄

αβ
+

+
[

δαβ̄(ρ
(1) − ρ

(1)

D̃e
)βᾱ − ρ

(2)

αβ|ᾱβ̄

]

Dγγ̄(V
†
tout,tin

)γᾱα(Vtout,tin)
γ̄
β̄β

+

+ (ρ
(2)

D̃e
)αβ|ᾱβ̄Dγγ̄

[(

V †
tout,t0 + V †

t0,tin
D̃e

)γ

ᾱα

(

Vtout,t0 + D̃eVt0,tin
)γ̄

β̄β
−

− (V †
t0,tin

D̃e)
γ
ᾱα(DeVtout,t0De)

γ̄
β̄β
− (DeV

†
tout,t0De)

γ
ᾱα(D̃eVt0,tin)

γ̄
β̄β

]

−

− (π2ρ
(2)

D̃e
π2)αβ|ᾱβ̄Dγγ̄(V

†
tout,t0)

γ
ᾱα(Vtout,t0)

γ̄

β̄β
,

(37)

where the notation introduced in Appendix C has been used. In order to obtain the conditional probability
P (Π̂D|Π̂De) in the case we consider, one just needs to find the probability to detect one electron in the state
distinguished by the projector De in the leading order of perturbation theory,

P (Π̂De) = Sp(R̂eΠ̂De) = 1− ρ
(0)

D̃e
, (38)

and to substitute it to the general formula (4). For De → 0, the expressions are considerably simplified

P (Π̂D ← Π̂De) = ρ
(1)
βᾱDγγ̄D

e
αβ̄(V

†
t0,tin

)γᾱα(Vt0,tin)
γ̄

β̄β
+

+
[

δαβ̄ρ
(2)

β1β|ᾱβ̄1
De

β̄1β1
− ρ

(3)

γ1αβ|ᾱβ̄γ̄1
De

γ̄1γ1

]

(V †
tout,tin

)γᾱα(Vtout,tin)
γ̄
β̄β
−

− ρ
(2)

αβ|ᾱβ̄
Dγγ̄

[

(V †
tout,tin

)γᾱα(DeVt0,tin)
γ̄
β̄β

+ (V †
t0,tin

De)
γ
ᾱα(Vtout,tin)

γ̄
β̄β

]

,

P (Π̂De) = ρ
(1)
αᾱD

e
ᾱα.

(39)
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In the case of spontaneous radiation from a single electron, only the expression on the first line stays in
formula (37), whereas in formula (39) only the first term remains.

One can give the following interpretation to the various terms in (37). The terms on the first line of (37)
describe spontaneous incoherent radiation from the particle the undergone the measurement. The term on
the second line of (37) describes radiation, both coherent and incoherent, from the particles whose states
have not been measured by the detector (compare with formula (40) of the paper [4]). The contribution on
the last line describes coherent radiation from particles after the measurement. The contributions on the
third and fourth lines of (37) are the interference terms.

To conclude this section, we describe the procedure allowing one to take qualitatively into account a
finiteness of the measurement time. Usually, in quantum field theory the states of particles are prepared at
t = tin → −∞ and are measured at t = tout →∞. At that, it is supposed that the interaction Hamiltonian
is switched on adiabatically at t = tin → −∞ and is switched off at t = tout →∞. The adiabatic switching
of interaction results in dressing of the vacuum state and the particle states of the free Hamiltonian turning
them into the vacuum state and the particle states of the total Hamiltonian with interaction.

In the expressions for the probability of a chain of events and for the conditional probability (6), the
projector Π̂De acts at a certain instant of time and specifies the measurement of states of virtual (bare)
particles. The real detector performs measurement during some interval of time τ and the measured particles
have time to become partly dressed. On a qualitative level, this process can be described by the replacement,

Π̂De(t0)→ Ŝτ
t0,∞Π̂De(t0)Ŝ

τ
∞,t0 , (40)

in the probabilities (6), where

Ŝτ
∞,t0 = Ŝ∞,t0

∣

∣

∣

e→λ(t)e
, Ŝτ

∞,t0Ŝ
τ
t0,∞ = Ŝτ

t0,∞Ŝ
τ
∞,t0 = 1, (41)

and λ(t) is an infinitely differentiable function that is equal to zero for t > t0 + τ and is equal to unity for
t 6 t0. If the chain of events contains a larger number of projectors, then every projector is replaced by the
expression of the form (40) but with its own τ and λ(t) for every detector. Such a procedure to take into
account a finiteness of the measurement time possesses the properties:

1. The modified expression (40) describing the measurement is a self-adjoint projector;

2. The instantaneous measurement is reproduced for τ = 0, whereas the completely dressed particles are
measured for τ →∞;

3. If the measurement is absent, viz., Π̂De(t0) = 1, then the dressed projector (40) is the identity operator;

4. The Feynman rules are easily modified to include this measurement procedure.

To make the substitution (40) in the expressions for probabilities (6), one just replaces the operators by
the rule

Ŝt0,tin → S̃t0,tin := Ŝτ
∞,t0 Ŝt0,tin , Ŝtin,t0 → S̃tin,t0 := Ŝtin,t0 Ŝ

τ
t0,∞,

Ŝtout,t0 → S̃tout,t0 := Ŝtout,t0 Ŝ
τ
t0,∞, Ŝt0,tout → S̃t0,tout := Ŝτ

∞,t0 Ŝt0,tout ,
(42)

Let the modified S-matrix be written as

S̃t0,tin =: 1 + Ṽt0,tin , S̃tout,t0 =: 1 + Ṽtout,t0 , (43)

in the nontrivial leading order of the perturbation theory. As long as

S̃tout,t0 S̃t0,tin = Ŝtout,tin , (44)

we have
Ṽtout,t0 + Ṽt0,tin = V̂tout,tin , (45)

in the leading order of perturbation theory. Then one can verify that the formulas obtained above in this
and preceding sections hold true provided one replaces everywhere

(Vt0,tin)
γ̄
ᾱα → (Ṽt0,tin)

γ̄
ᾱα, (Vtout,t0)

γ̄
ᾱα → (Ṽtout,t0)

γ̄
ᾱα,

(Vtout,tin)
γ̄
ᾱα → (Ṽtout,t0)

γ̄
ᾱα + (Ṽt0,tin)

γ̄
ᾱα = (Vtout,tin)

γ̄
ᾱα.

(46)

The last equality follows from (45).

8



5 Examples

5.1 Stimulated radiation from free particles

As the simplest example of radiation due to measurement, we consider stimulated radiation from the free
Dirac particles whose state is prepared at t = tin → −∞ and is measured at the instant of time t = t0 = 0.
The radiated photons are recorded at t = tout → +∞ and the Dirac particles are not detected at t = tout.
We assume that the measurement of the state of Dirac particles is carried out instantaneously and provide
the estimates when such an approximation is justified.

The energy-momentum conservation law for the free Dirac particles implies that the amplitude V γ̄
tout,tin

=
0. As a result, the amplitude of stimulated radiation (26) is reduced to

Aγ̄ =
1

1− ρ(0)
D̃e

(D̃eρ
(1)

D̃e
De)αᾱ(Vt0,tin)

γ̄
ᾱα, (47)

where the condensed notation has been used. For example,

∑

α

≡
∑

s

∫

V dp

(2π)3
. (48)

The amplitude of photon radiation during the time interval t ∈ [tin, t0] is

(Vt0,tin)
γ̄
ᾱα = −

iem

V

∫ 0

−∞
dx0

∫

dx
ūᾱΓ

iuαf
∗
(λ)i(k)

√

2V k0p′0p0
ei(k+p′−p)x = −iem

(2π)3

V

δ(k− p+ p′)
√

2V k0p′0p0

ūᾱΓ
iuαf

∗
(λ)i(k)

i(k0 − p0 + p′0 − i0)
, (49)

where f(λ)(k) is the polarization vector of photon with momentum k, m is the mass of Dirac particle,
α = (s,p), ᾱ = (s′,p′), and [6]

ūᾱΓ
iuα =

1

2

[

δs′sG̃
i(p,p′) + (σa)s′sτ

j
a Z̃

ji(p,p′)
]

. (50)

The set of vectors τ ia, a = 1, 3, specifies the right-handed tetrad transforming the vectors on the Poincaré
sphere to the vectors in the x-space. The explicit expressions for these vectors are presented in formula (30)
of the paper [6]. The explicit expressions for G̃i(p,p′) and Z̃ji(p,p′) are given in formulas (A4) and (A11)
of the paper [6], where one has to make the replacement

kµc → pµc , qµ → −qµ. (51)

Here qµ = pµ − p
′
µ and pµc = (pµ + p′µ)/2.

Further, we need to substitute the amplitude of photon radiation into (47). Let us write the projectors
and the one-particle density matrices entering into (47) as

D̃e
αβ̄ =

(2π)3

V

D̃e(p, p̄1)

2
[1 + (σζ̃(p, p̄1))]ss̄1 , (ρ

(1)

D̃e
)β̄β =

(2π)3

V

ρ
(1)

D̃e
(p̄1,p1)

2
[1 + (σξ(p̄1,p1))]s̄1s1 ,

De
βᾱ =

(2π)3

V

De(p1,p
′)

2
[1 + (σζ(p1,p

′))]s1s′ .

(52)

Substituting expressions (49) and (52) into (47), we obtain

Aγ̄ = −
em

16(1− ρ(0)
D̃e

)

f∗
(λ)i(k)√
2V k0

∫

dpcdp1dp̄1
√

p0p′0

D̃eρ
(1)

D̃e
De

k0 − q0 Sp
[

(1 + (σζ̃))(1 + (σξ))(1 + (σζ))(G̃i + (στ j)Z̃ji)
]

, (53)

where p = pc + k/2, p′ = pc − k/2, and q = k. Evaluating the trace, we arrive at

Aγ̄ =−
em

8(1− ρ(0)
D̃e

)

f∗
(λ)i(k)√
2V k0

∫

dpcdp1dp̄1
√

p0p′0

D̃eρ
(1)

D̃e
De

k0 − q0
[

(1 + (ζ̃ζ) + (ξ, ζ + ζ̃) + i(ξ, ζ, ζ̃))G̃i+

+ (ξ + ζ + ζ̃ + ζ(ζ̃ξ) + ζ̃(ζξ)− ξ(ζζ̃) + i[ξ, ζ − ζ̃] + i[ζ̃, ζ])jZ̃ji
]

.

(54)

Henceforth, the vectors contracted with the tetrad τ ia are denoted by the same letters. For example,

ξaτ
i
a = ξi, ζaτ

i
a = ζ i. (55)
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Notice that in the small quantum recoil limit, |k| ≪ pc0, there are the approximate equalities (see [3, 6])

p0 ≈ p
0
c + (βck)/2, p′0 ≈ p

0
c − (βck)/2, p0p

′
0 ≈ (pc0)

2 = m2 + p2
c ,

k0 − q0 ≈ k0(1− (nβc)), G̃i(p,p′) =
2pic
m
Fe(q

2) +O(q2/m2),

Z̃ij(p,p′) = −
i

m

[

εijlqlFm −
εijlq0p

c
l

p0c +m
Fm −

pjcε
iklqkp

c
l

m(pc0 +m)
(Fe − Fm)

]

+O(q2/m2),

(56)

where ε123 = 1, n := k/|k|, βc = pc/p
0
c , and p0c = p0|p=pc . In the nonrelativistic limit, |pc| ≪ pc0, only

the first term in the square brackets in the expression for Z̃ij is left, provided |Fm| is not anomalously
small in comparison with |Fe|. It is clear from the above expressions for G̃i and Z̃ij that the contributions
proportional to G̃i describe the radiation from the distribution of charge while the contributions proportional
to Z̃ji are related to the radiation from the magnetic moment of the Dirac particle. Recall that Fe(q

2) defines
the distribution of charge, Fm(q2) specifies the distribution of magnetic moment, and Fm(q2) − Fe(q

2) is
responsible for the distribution of the anomalous magnetic moment [57]. As for the electrons without the
anomalous magnetic moment, Fe(0) = Fm(0) = 1.

In some cases that we will consider below, there appears to be more useful the representation of the
amplitude of stimulated radiation given in (26). This expression contains

(ρ
(1)

D̃e
De)αᾱ(Vt0,tin)

γ̄
ᾱα = −

em

4

f∗
(λ)i(k)√
2V k0

∫

dpcdp1
√

p0p′0

ρ
(1)

D̃e
(p,p1)De(p1,p

′)

k0 − q0
[

(1 + (ξζ))G̃i + (ξ + ζ + i[ξ, ζ])jZ̃ji
]

, (57)

where ξ ≡ ξ(p,p1) and the other notation is the same as in formulas (52) and (54). The amplitude of photon
radiation during the time interval t ∈ [t0, tout] equals

(Vtout,t0)
γ̄
ᾱα = iem

(2π)3

V

δ(k− p+ p′)
√

2V k0p′0p0

ūᾱΓ
iuαf

∗
(λ)i(k)

i(k0 − p0 + p′0 − i0)
. (58)

This amplitude enters into another contribution to the amplitude of stimulated radiation,

(Deρ
(1)

D̃e
De)αᾱ(Vtout,t0)

γ̄
ᾱα =

em

8

f∗
(λ)i(k)√
2V k0

∫

dpcdp1dp̄1
√

p0p′0

De(p, p̄1)ρ
(1)

D̃e
(p̄1,p1)De(p1,p

′)

k0 − q0 ×

×
[(

1 + (ζ̃ζ) + (ξ, ζ + ζ̃) + i(ξ, ζ, ζ̃)
)

G̃i+

+
(

ξ + ζ + ζ̃ + ζ(ζ̃ξ) + ζ̃(ζξ)− ξ(ζζ̃) + i[ξ, ζ − ζ̃] + i[ζ̃, ζ]
)j
Z̃ji

]

,

(59)

where ζ̃ = ζ(p, p̄1) and the other notation is the same as in formulas (52) and (54).
A more comprehensive physical interpretation of the terms in the radiation amplitude will be given below

in considering the particular cases of the general formulas obtained. Nevertheless, it is seen even now that the
radiation amplitude contains the factor 1/(k0−q0) which is typical for edge and transition radiations [16–22].
For comparison, we provide here the amplitude of edge radiation created by the classical Dirac current for
the one-particle state with the density matrix ρss′(p,p′) of the form (52), edge radiation being generated in
passing through the spacelike hypersurface t = 0 in the spacetime. This amplitude reads

Aγ̄
c = −

em

2

f∗
(λ)i(k)√
2V k0

∫

dpc
√

p0p′0

ρ(p,p′)

k0 − q0 (G̃
i + ξjZ̃ji), (60)

and is obtained from (57) by the replacement

ρ
(1)

D̃e
(p,p1)→ ρ(p,p1), De(p1,p

′)→ 2δ(p1 − p′), ζ → 0. (61)

To provide a clearer physical interpretation to the formulas we derive, we introduce the Weyl symbol of the
density matrix (the Wigner function)

ρss′(x,pc) ≡
ρ(x,pc)

2

[

1 + (σξ(x,pc))
]

ss′
=

∫

dqeiqxρss′
(

pc +
q

2
,pc −

q

2

)

,

ρss′(p,p
′) =

∫

dx

(2π)3
e−i(p−p′)xρss′

(

x,
p+ p′

2

)

.
(62)

In that case,

Aγ̄
c = −

em

2

∫

dxdpc

(2π)3
√

p0p′0

f∗
(λ)i(k)e

−ikx

√
2V k0

ρ(x,pc)

k0 − q0 (G̃
i + ξjZ̃ji), (63)
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where ξ = ξ(x,pc). It is supposed in (60) and (63) that the radiation is generated by the Dirac current of the
particle that either disappears at the instant of time t = 0 or the spatial components of the electric current
produced by this particle vanish for t > 0.

In order to see that formula (60) reproduces the standard expression for the amplitude of edge radiation
in the classical limit, we assume that the state of the Dirac particle is unpolarized, ξ = 0, and |k| = |p−p′| ≪
|pc|. For the Gaussian wave packet of the form

ρ(p,p′) = (2πσ2)−3/2e−
(p−p0)

2

4σ2 −
(p′−p0)

2

4σ2 −ix0(p−p′) = (2πσ2)−3/2e−
(pc−p0)

2

2σ2 − k2

8σ2−ix0k, (64)

the last condition is fulfilled when |p0| ≫ σ. The Wigner function for the wave packet (64) becomes

ρ(x,pc) = 8e−
(pc−p0)

2

2σ2 e−2σ2(x−x0)2 . (65)

Then employing relations (56), the amplitude (60) is reduced to

Aγ̄
c = −e

f∗
(λ)i(k)
√

2V k30
e−

k2

8σ2 −ix0k
∫

dpcβ
i
c

(2πσ2)3/2
exp[− (pc−p0)

2

2σ2 ]

1− (nβc)
≈

e
√

2V k30

f∗(λ)(k)β0

1− (nβ0)
e−

k2

8σ2−ix0k. (66)

If |k| ≪ σ, one may put k2/(8σ2) ≈ 0. As a result, the standard expression for the amplitude of edge
radiation from the bunch of particles concentrated near the point x0 at the instant of time t = 0 with
Gaussian distribution with respect to momenta pc is revealed.

The radiation amplitude (54) includes the factor 1/(k0−q0) that declines slowly as a power with increasing
the photon energy. This property is a consequence of the approximation of instantaneous measurement of
the intermediate state of the Dirac particle. If one takes into account a finiteness of the measurement time
as it was done at the end of the previous section, then in evaluating the amplitude (54) one should make the
replacement

∫ 0

−∞
dtei(k0−q0)t =

−i
k0 − q0 →

∫ τ

−∞
dtλ(t)ei(k0−q0)t =

i

k0 − q0

∫ τ

0
dtλ′(t)ei(k0−q0)t, (67)

where λ(t) = 1 for t 6 0, λ(t) = 0 for t > τ , and λ(t) is an infinitely differentiable function. Now it is clear
that to account for a finiteness of the measurement time, it is sufficient to multiply the amplitude (54) by

−
∫ τ

0
dtλ′(t)ei(k0−q0)t, (68)

where
−

∫ τ

0
dtλ′(t) = 1. (69)

The function λ′(t) is infinitely differentiable and is equal to zero out of the interval [0, τ ]. Therefore, the
Fourier transform in formula (68) tends to zero for large |k0 − q0| faster than any power of 1/|k0 − q0|
(see, e.g., [59]). If the typical time of measurement is τ , then the radiation amplitude (54) accounting for a
finiteness of the measurement time rapidly tends to zero when

τ ≫ tf , tf := 1/(k0 − q0) ≈ 1/[k0(1− (nβc))]. (70)

In the opposite case τ ≪ tf , one may put τ = 0 in calculating the radiation amplitude and so expression (54)
is valid. The quantity tf is the formation time of edge and transition radiations [18]. In the ultrarelativistic
case, β3 ≈ 1 and |β⊥| ≪ 1, supposing that n3 ≈ 1 and |n⊥| ≪ 1, we have

tf ≈
2γ2

k0(1 + (β⊥ − n⊥)2γ2)
. (71)

Due to the factor γ2, this quantity can be rather large in the case when |β⊥ − n⊥| . 1/γ. As a result, we
deduce that for

k0τ
1 + (β⊥ − n⊥)

2γ2

2γ2
≪ 1, (72)

it is justified to use expression (54) for the radiation amplitude.
In measuring the intermediate state of a Dirac particle, an abrupt change of its wave function occurs.

Hence, one may expect that the high-energy photons will be radiated in such a process. Let us estimate
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the maximum photon energies that can be achieved in this process. The above estimates show that if the
momenta in the initial state of the particle are concentrated near the value p with the spread |δp| ∼ σ and
the momenta in the state after measurement are located near the value p′ with the spread |δp′| ∼ σ′, then
the amplitude of stimulated radiation tends rapidly to zero for the radiated photon energies

k0 & σ + σ′ + |p− p′|. (73)

Furthermore, it also vanishes rapidly when τ & tf .

5.1.1 Spin measurement

Consider the particular cases of the formulas obtained above. At first, we investigate the case when only the
projection of the Dirac particle spin is measured at the instant of time t = 0. In this case, it is convenient to
use formula (54), where

De(p1,p
′) = δ(p1 − p′), D̃e(p, p̄1) = δ(p− p̄1),

ζ(p1,p
′) ≡ ζ(p′), ζ̃(p, p̄1) ≡ ζ̃(p) = −ζ(p).

(74)

For brevity, we denote ζ(p) ≡ ζ and ζ(p′) ≡ ζ ′. Notice that |ζ| = |ζ ′| = 1. Substituting (62) and (74) into
general expression (54) for the amplitude of stimulated radiation, we have

Aγ̄ =−
em

8(1− ρ(0)
D̃e

)

∫

dxdpc
√

p0p′0

f∗
(λ)i(k)e

−ikx

√
2V k0

ρ
(1)

D̃e
(x,pc)

k0 − q0
[(

1− (ζζ ′) + (ξ, ζ ′ − ζ) + i(ξ, ζ, ζ ′)
)

G̃i+

+
(

ξ + ζ ′ − ζ − ζ ′(ζξ)− ζ(ζ ′ξ) + ξ(ζζ ′) + i[ξ, ζ ′ + ζ]− i[ζ, ζ ′]
)j
Z̃ji)

]

,

(75)

where ξ = ξ(x,pc). In the small recoil limit and for ζ ≈ ζ ′, we come to

Aγ̄ = −
em

4(1− ρ(0)
D̃e

)

∫

dxdpc

p0c

f∗
(λ)i(k)e

−ikx

√

2V k30

ρ
(1)

D̃e
(x,pc)

1− (nβc)
(κ+ i[κ, ζ])j Z̃ji, (76)

where κ := ξ − ζ(ζξ). As expected on physical grounds, in measuring spin, the radiation is determined
only by the magnetic moment of the particles. It is seen that for ξ ‖ ζ the radiation amplitude Aγ̄ = 0 in
the approximation considered. This is the case of the so-called quantum nondemolition measurement [58].
Moreover, it follows from (76) that, in rotating the vector κ around the vector ζ by an angle of ϕ, the
amplitude of stimulated radiation (76) is changed only by the common phase factor exp(iϕ).

If ξ(x,pc) and ζ(p) can be approximately regarded as constant vectors, then the abovementioned property
implies that the polarization of radiation described by this amplitude does not depend on the polarization
vector of the measured state of the Dirac particle ξ(x,pc). The component of this vector orthogonal to ζ(p),
i.e., κ, determines the intensity of stimulated radiation due to measurement, whereas the direction of the
vector κ in the plane orthogonal to ζ affects only the interference with the incoming coherent radiation
described by the complex amplitude dγ̄ (see (25)).

Let us find the polarization of the radiation described by the amplitude (76) for ξ(x,pc) ≈ const and
ζ(p) ≈ const in the nonrelativistic and ultrarelativistic limits. In the small quantum recoil approximation,
the polarization of radiation is specified by the factor

χλ := (κ+ i[κ, ζ])jZ̃jif∗(λ)i(k) ≈ −
i

m
(κ + i[κ, ζ])j

[

εjilklFm −
εjilplc
p0c +m

(βck)Fm +
picε

jklkkplc
m(p0c +m)

a
]

f∗i(λ)(k), (77)

where a := Fe − Fm.
In the nonrelativistic limit, |p| ≪ m, the main contribution to χλ comes from the first term in the square

brackets,

χλ ≈ −
ik0

m
Fm(κ+ i[κ, ζ], f∗(λ)(k),n), (78)

where (a,b, c) means a triple product of vectors. Choosing the z axis of the spherical system of coordinates
to be directed along the vector ζ and

f(1) = (cosφ cos θ, sinφ cos θ,− sin θ), f(2) = (− sinφ, cos φ, 0),

n = (sin θ cosφ, sin θ sinφ, cos θ), κ = |κ|(cosϕ, sinϕ, 0),
(79)
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we obtain

χ = −
ik0

m
Fm|κ|e

i(ϕ−φ)

[

i
cos θ

]

. (80)

As a result,

χχ† =
k20κ

2

2m2
F 2
m(1 + cos2 θ)(1 + (bσ)), (81)

where
b2 = −

2 cos θ

1 + cos2 θ
, b1 = 0, b3 =

sin2 θ

1 + cos2 θ
. (82)

The vector b defines the Stokes parameters of the radiation described by the amplitude (76). It is clear that
cos θ = (ζn) and sin2 θ = ζ2⊥ = 1 − (ζn)2. As we see, stimulated radiation due to measurement of spin
projection possesses a circular polarization for ζ ‖ n. As for the other values of ζ, there is an admixture of
linear polarization along the vector f(1), i.e., in the plane spanned by the vectors ζ and n. In the case ζ ⊥ n,
the radiation is completely linearly polarized along the vector f(1).

In the ultrarelativistic limit, |pc| ≫ m, we assume that the wave packet of the Dirac particle moves
approximately along the z axis and is sufficiently narrow with respect to the transverse momentum compo-
nents. Consider the range of parameters where the main part of radiation is concentrated. In this case (see,
e.g., [16–22]),

|n⊥| . max(1/γ, βc⊥), |βc
⊥| ≪ 1, (nβc) ≈ 1−

1 + (βc
⊥ − n⊥)2γ2

2γ2 , βc3 ≈ 1−
1 + (βc

⊥γ)
2

2γ2 , (83)

where γ = pc0/m. Take the z axis to be along n. Then, in the leading order in 1/γ, we arrive at

χλ = −
ik0

m

[

Fm(κ+ i[κ, ζ], f∗(λ)(k),
n

γ
− βc

⊥) + aγ(κ+ i[κ, ζ],n,βc
⊥)(f

∗
(λ)(k),β

c
⊥)

]

, (84)

where βc
⊥ = βc −n(nβc). As it has been mentioned above, the rotation of the vector κ around the vector ζ

by an angle of ϕ results in multiplication of χλ by the phase factor exp(iϕ). It is useful to rotate the vector
κ so that

κ =
|κ|
ζ⊥

[ζ,n]. (85)

The vectors of linear polarization are convenient to choose as

f(1) =
βc

⊥

βc
⊥

, f(2) =
[n,βc

⊥]

βc
⊥

. (86)

Then

χ = −
ik0

mγ

|κ|eiϕ
ζ⊥

[

(Fm − (βc⊥γ)
2a)(ζ1 + iζ2ζ3)

Fm[ζ2 − i(ζ1ζ3 − β
c
⊥γ(1− ζ

2
3 ))]

]

, (87)

where the components of the vector ζ are given in the basis {f(1), f(2),n}. It is not difficult to find the Stokes
parameters of stimulated radiation due to measurement of spin projection

χχ† =
k20κ

2

2m2γ2A(1 + (bσ)), (88)

where

A =
(

Fm − (βc⊥γ)
2a
)2
(1− ζ22 ) + F 2

m

(

1 + (βc⊥γ)
2 − (ζ1 + βc⊥γζ3)

2
)

,

b2 =−
2

A
Fm(Fm − (βc⊥γ)

2a)(ζ3 − β
c
⊥γζ1),

b3 + ib1 =
1

A

[(

Fm(ζ1 + βc⊥γζ3) + i(Fm − (βc⊥γ)
2a)ζ2

)2
− (βc⊥γ)

2
(

F 2
e − a

2(1 + (βc⊥γ)
2)
)]

=

=
1

A

[

Fm

(

ζ1 + iζ2 + βc⊥γ(1 + ζ3)
)

− (βc⊥γ)
2a
ζ1 − iζ2ζ3
1− ζ3

]

×

×
[

Fm

(

ζ1 + iζ2 − β
c
⊥γ(1− ζ3)

)

− (βc⊥γ)
2a
ζ1 + iζ2ζ3

1 + ζ3

]

.

(89)

In the particular case βc⊥γ ≪ 1, the Stokes vector b coincides with the Stokes vector (82). In the opposite
limit, when βc⊥γ ≫ 1 and βc⊥γ|a|

√

1− ζ22 ≫ |Fm|, we have

A ≈ (βc⊥γ)
4a2(1− ζ22 ), b2 ≈ −

2Fmζ1

βc
⊥γa(1− ζ22)

, b3 + ib1 ≈ 1. (90)
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In other words, in this case the contribution to the amplitude of stimulated radiation is completely linearly
polarized in the plane spanned by the vectors {βc,n}.

In the case of negligible anomalous magnetic moment, |a| ≪ |Fm|, we deduce

A = F 2
m

[

1 + (βc⊥γ)
2ζ22 + (ζ3 − β

c
⊥γζ1)

2
]

,

b2 = −
2

A
F 2
m(ζ3 − β

c
⊥γζ1), b3 + ib1 =

F 2
m

A

(

ζ1 + iζ2 + βc⊥γ(1 + ζ3)
)(

ζ1 + iζ2 − β
c
⊥γ(1− ζ3)

)

.
(91)

For βc⊥γ
√

1− ζ23 ≫ 1, the terms standing at βc⊥γ dominate in A and b. In this case, the Stokes vector
corresponds to the radiation with linear polarization in the plane spanned by the vectors {βc,n}. Recall that
in both cases the estimate βc⊥ ≪ 1 should be satisfied.

In order to fuller appreciate the dependence of the amplitude of stimulated radiation due to measurement
(76) on the state of radiating particles, we consider the N -particle state of uncorrelated Dirac fermions
described in Appendix D.1. We stipulate that, instead of (212), a slightly more stringent condition holds

∫

dp̄ρiss̄(p, p̄)ρ
j
s̄′s′(p̄,p

′) ≈ 0, i 6= j, (92)

i.e., the one-particle states i and j do not overlap because of their dependence on momenta and not on the
spin projection. Then

ρiαᾱ(De)ᾱβρ
j
ββ̄
≈ 0, i 6= j; ρiαᾱ(D̃e)ᾱβρ

j
ββ̄
≈ 0, i 6= j. (93)

Substituting the state (212) into the definition (196), we arrive at

ρ
(0)

D̃e
=

N
∏

i=1

ρiαᾱD̃ᾱα, (ρ
(1)

D̃e
)αᾱ = ρ

(0)

D̃e

N
∑

i=1

ρiαᾱ

ρi
ββ̄
D̃β̄β

. (94)

In particular, for N = 1 we have

1− ρ
(0)

D̃e
= ρ1αᾱDᾱα, (ρ

(1)

D̃e
)αᾱ = ρ1αᾱ. (95)

Employing the representation (52), the normalization factor can be written as

1− ρ
(0)

D̃e
=

∫

dpρ1(p,p)(1 + (ζ(p), ξ(p,p)))/2 = (1 + 〈(ζξ)〉)/2, (96)

where the angle brackets denote the average with respect to the state of the particle.
For large N , we assume that the polarization of the particle beam with respect to the spin projection

onto the direction ζ per particle,

Sζ =
1

N

N
∑

i=1

〈(ζξi)〉, (97)

belongs to the interval (−1, 1 − ε), where ε does not depend on N . For positive pi the following inequality
holds

N
∏

i=1

pi 6
(

1

N

N
∑

i=1

pi

)N
. (98)

Consequently,

ρ
(0)

D̃e
6

(

1 + Sζ

2

)N
. (99)

For large N , the quantity on the right-hand side of this inequality tends exponentially to zero. Therefore, for
large N and Nε the normalization factor (96) is close to unity. As far as (ρ(1)

D̃e
)αᾱ is concerned, it follows from

(94) that (ρ
(1)

D̃e
)αᾱ tends exponentially to zero for large N since the sum over i in expression (94) can grow

not faster than a linear function of N . Thus, the amplitude of stimulated radiation due to measurement of
spin projection (76) is a tiny quantity for large N . This property can be qualitatively explained as follows:
The measurement of the spin projection of a single particle in the beam with large number of particles
changes feebly the quantum state of the particle beam and so such a measurement is close to the quantum
nondemolition measurement. In order to detect stimulated radiation due to measurement of spin projection
of a Dirac particle, one has to carry out the measurements in a series of experiments where a small number
of Dirac particles participate in every experiment.
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5.1.2 Measurement of momentum and coordinates

Consider stimulated radiation due to measurement of the momentum of a Dirac particle. In this case,

De
βᾱ =

(2π)3

V
δ(p1 − pr)δ(p

′ − pr)δs1s′dpr, (100)

where pr is the measured momentum. In the general formula (29) for the amplitude of stimulated radiation
due to measurement of a continuous observable, the first terms vanishes in virtue of the energy-momentum
conservation law. In order to evaluate the second term, it is useful to employ formula (57), where ρ(1)

D̃e
should

be replaced by ρ(1). Comparing (100) with (52), we see that it should be set ζ = 0 in formula (57) and

De(p1,p
′) = 2δ(p1 − pr)δ(p

′ − pr)dpr. (101)

The normalization factor is equal to

ρ
(1)
α1ᾱ1

De
ᾱ1α1

= ρ(1)(pr,pr)dpr. (102)

Substituting (57) into (29), we have a simple expression

Aγ̄ = −
emρ(1)(p,p′)

2ρ(1)(pr,pr)

f∗
(λ)i(k)

√

2V k0p0p′0

G̃i + ξjZ̃ji

k0 − q0

∣

∣

∣

p=pr+k,p′=pr

, (103)

where recall that q0 = p0 − p
′
0. Writing the density matrix in terms of the Wigner function,

ρ(1)(p,p′) =
∫

dx

(2π)3
e−ikxρ(1)(x,pr + k/2), (104)

and comparing the resulting expression with the amplitude of radiation from the classical current (63), we see
that the amplitude (103) can be interpreted as the normalized amplitude of edge radiation from the fraction
of particles with the momentum pc = pr + k/2, where the distribution of particles in the phase space is
specified by the Wigner function. In particular, this radiation contains the contributions from the domains of
momenta where the Wigner function is negative provided, of course, that the state of the measured particle
has been prepared in such a way that these domains are present. In the small recoil limit, |k| ≪ |pr|, and
for the electrically charged particles, i.e., when |Fe| is not small, we obtain in the leading order

Aγ̄ =
eFe

√

2V k30

ρ(1)(pr + k,pr)

ρ(1)(pr,pr)

(βrf
∗
(λ)(k))

1− (nβr)
, (105)

where βr = pr/p
0
r.

Now consider stimulated radiation due to measurement of the coordinates of a Dirac particle. In rela-
tivistic quantum mechanics, it is impossible to localize the wave function of an electron in a space point.
By measuring the coordinates at the instant of time t0, we understand the measurement specified by the
projector

De
αᾱ =

(2π)3

V
ϕs(p)ϕ

∗
s′(p

′)ei(p
0
ᾱ−p0α)t0 , (106)

and ϕs(p) is, for example, the Gaussian

ϕs(p) =
δss0

(2πσ2)3/2
e−

(p−p0)
2

4σ2 −ix0p, (107)

where the dispersion of momenta σ2 is large in comparison with p2
0. Further, we will not use the explicit

form of the functions ϕs(p). The expression for the amplitude of stimulated radiation due to measurement
that we will obtain will be valid for arbitrary ϕs(p). Moreover, in order to bring the radiation amplitude to
a simpler form allowing for a transparent physical interpretation, we consider the particular case when the
initial state of Dirac particles is a pure state of a single particle

ρ
(1)
αβ = ψαψ

∗
β. (108)

Recall that the wave function ψα is defined at the instant of time t = 0. The state of the particle at the
instant of time t = tin is obtained from ψα by means of the free evolution to the past from t = 0 to t = tin.
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The second term on the first line in formula (28) for the radiation amplitude is written as

(ρ(1)De)αᾱ(Vt0,tin)
γ̄
ᾱα = 〈ψ|ϕ〉ϕ∗

ᾱ(Vt0,tin)
γ̄
ᾱαψα = −ie〈ψ|ϕ〉

∫ 0

−∞
dx0

∫

dxϕ̄(x)Γiψ(x)
f∗
(λ)i(k)e

ikµxµ

√
2V k0

, (109)

where it is assumed in the last equality that the time when the measurement is performed is t0 = 0. Besides,

〈ψ|ϕ〉 =
∑

s

∫

dpψ∗
s(p)ϕs(p), (110)

and ϕ(x) and ψ(x) are the solutions to the free Dirac equation

ϕ(x) =
∑

s

∫

dp

(2π)3/2

√

m

p0
us(p)e

−ipµxµ
ϕs(p), ψ(x) =

∑

s

∫

dp

(2π)3/2

√

m

p0
us(p)e

−ipµxµ
ψs(p). (111)

In fact, ϕ(x) and ψ(x) are the solutions to the Dirac equation in the coordinate representation that turn
into ϕs(p) and ψs(p) at the instant of time t = 0 in the momentum representation, respectively. The first
term on the first line of formula (28) for the radiation amplitude becomes

(Deρ
(1)De)αᾱ(Vtout,t0)

γ̄
ᾱα = |〈ψ|ϕ〉|2ϕ∗

ᾱ(Vtout,t0)
γ̄
ᾱαϕα =

= − ie|〈ψ|ϕ〉|2
∫ ∞

0
dx0

∫

dxϕ̄(x)Γiϕ(x)
f∗
(λ)i(k)e

ikµxµ

√
2V k0

.
(112)

The normalization factor is equal to
ρ
(1)
α1ᾱ1

De
α1ᾱ1

= |〈ψ|ϕ〉|2. (113)

As a result, the amplitude of stimulated radiation from a single Dirac particle due to measurement of its
state is given by

Aγ̄ = −ie
[
∫ ∞

0
dx0

∫

dxϕ̄(x)Γiϕ(x)
f∗
(λ)i(k)e

ikµxµ

√
2V k0

+
∫ 0

−∞
dx0

∫

dx
ϕ̄(x)Γiψ(x)

〈ϕ|ψ〉
f∗
(λ)i(k)e

ikµxµ

√
2V k0

]

. (114)

The first term in this expression describes the radiation from the classical current of a Dirac particle after
the reduction of the wave function of this particle. The second term in this expression defines the normalized
amplitude of photon radiation due to transition from the state ψ to the state ϕ during the time interval
t ∈ (−∞, 0]. At first sight, it may seem confusing that the amplitude of photon radiation depends on the
evolution of the function ϕ(x) for t < 0 that characterizes the detector making the measurement at the
instant of time t = t0 = 0. However, such a form of the second term in (114) is expected. This contribution is
the sum (the integral) of the photon radiation amplitudes for the instants of time t ∈ (−∞, 0] caused by the
transitions from the state ψ(t) to such states that will be recorded by the detector after their free evolution
up to the instant of time t = t0.

5.1.3 Spin measurement of a pair of entangled particles

In this paper, we consider the simplest scenario of radiation from a pair of free evolving entangled particles
where stimulated radiation stems from the measurement of spin of one of the particles, the wave functions
of these particles do not overlap in space but are correlated by the spin projections. Suppose that the initial
state of two Dirac fermions has the form (220) and the approximate orthogonality condition (226) is fulfilled.
The correlated quantum numbers are the spin projections while the uncorrelated ones are the momenta of
particles. As long as we consider the measurement of spin projection of the first particle only, the detector
is localized near this particle and does not record the properties of the second particle. Therefore,

De
b̄1 b̄2,b1b2

2
ϕa1b2 ≈ 0. (115)

Using this equality, we derive from (223) that

ρβα|ᾱβ̄D
e
β̄β =

|k|2
2

1
ϕ∗
b̄1 b̄2

De
b̄1 b̄2,b1b2

1
ϕb1b2fa1b1f

∗
ā1b̄1

2
ϕa1a2

2
ϕ∗
ā1ā2 , (116)

where α = (a1, a2), ᾱ = (ā1, ā2), β = (b1, b2), and β̄ = (b̄2, b̄2).
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The amplitude of stimulated radiation due to measurement (47) contains

(ρ
(1)

D̃e
)αᾱ = 2(ρβα|ᾱβ − ρβα|ᾱβ̄D

e
β̄β). (117)

Substituting the reduced density matrix (227) and its projection (116) into this expression, we come to

(ρ
(1)

D̃e
)αᾱ = |k|2

(

fb1a1f
∗
b1ā1(

2
ϕ∗,

2
ϕ)b1

1
ϕa1a2

1
ϕ∗
ā1ā2 + fa1b1f

∗
ā1b1

1
ϕ∗
b̄1b̄2

D̃e
b̄1 b̄2,b1,b2

1
ϕb1b2

2
ϕa1a2

2
ϕ∗
ā1ā2

)

. (118)

The dependence of the amplitude of stimulated radiation (47) on the state of free Dirac particles is determined
by

(D̃eρ
(1)

D̃e
De)αᾱ = |k|2fb1c1f

∗
b1c̄1(

2
ϕ∗,

2
ϕ)b1D̃

e
a1a2,c1c2

1
ϕc1c2

1
ϕ∗
c̄1c̄2D

e
c̄1c̄2,ā1ā2 . (119)

Furthermore, the amplitude includes the normalization factor

1− ρ
(0)

D̃e
= 1− ρβα|ᾱβ̄D̃

e
ᾱαD̃

e
β̄β = 2ρβα|αβ̄D

e
β̄β = |k|2

1
ϕ∗
b̄1 b̄2

De
b̄1 b̄2,b1b2

1
ϕb1b2fa1b1f

∗
a1 b̄1

(
2
ϕ∗,

2
ϕ)a1 , (120)

where the orthogonality condition (226) has been used.
Now we can write the explicit expression for the amplitude of stimulated radiation due to measurement

of the spin projection of one of the entangled particles. Introduce the notation

(a1, a2) = (s,p), (ā1, ā2) = (s′,p′), (b1, b2) = (s1,p1), (c1, c2) = (s2,p2), (c̄1, c̄2) = (s̄2, p̄2), (121)

and suppose that the particles 1 and 2 are correlated with respect to the spin projection so that the total
spin projection is equal to zero, i.e.,

fb1c1 = δs1,−s2χs1 . (122)

Then

(D̃eρ
(1)

D̃e
De)αᾱ(Vt0,tin)

γ̄
ᾱα = − em|k|2|χs1 |

2(
2
ϕ∗,

2
ϕ)s1×

×
∫

dpcdp2dp̄2
√

2V k0p0p′0

ūᾱΓ
iuαf

∗
(λ)i(k)

k0 − q0 D̃e
s,−s1(p,p2)

1
ϕ−s1(p2)

1
ϕ∗
−s1(p̄2)D

e
−s1,s′(p̄2,p

′),

(123)

where
|k|−2 =

∑

s

|χ−s|
2(

1
ϕ∗,

1
ϕ)s(

2
ϕ∗,

2
ϕ)−s, (124)

and
(
1
ϕ∗,

1
ϕ)s =

∫

dp
1
ϕ∗
s(p)

1
ϕs(p), (

2
ϕ∗,

2
ϕ)s =

∫

dp
2
ϕ∗
s(p)

2
ϕs(p). (125)

In acting on the state
1
ϕs(p), the projectors De and D̃e are reduced to the spin projectors

De
ss′ =

1

2
(1 + (σζ))ss′δ(p− p′), D̃e

ss′ =
1

2
(1− (σζ))ss′δ(p − p′). (126)

As a result, introducing the effective wave functions of the particle 1,

φs(p) := |k|χ−s(
2
ϕ∗,

2
ϕ)

1/2
−s

1
ϕs(p),

∑

s

∫

dp|φs(p)|
2 = 1, (127)

we obtain

(D̃eρ
(1)

D̃e
De)αᾱ(Vt0,tin)

γ̄
ᾱα = −

∫

dpcem
√

2V k0p0p′0

ūᾱΓ
iuαf

∗
(λ)i(k)

k0 − q0 (1− (σζ(p)))ss1φs1(p)φ
∗
s1(p

′)(1 + (σζ(p′)))s1s′ ,

(128)
and

1− ρ
(0)

D̃e
=

∑

s

∫

dp(1 + (σζ(p)))ss|φs(p)|
2. (129)

These expressions are to be substituted into (47). The properties of expression (128) was analyzed in detail
in Sec. 5.1.1. As is seen from the representation of the amplitude of stimulated radiation (75) in terms of the
Wigner function and the explicit expression for the effective wave function (127), the radiation is created
near the particle that undergoes the measurement. The second particle entangled with the first one by the
spin projection does not produce radiation when the spin projection of the first particle is measured.

17



5.2 Spontaneous radiation from a single particle

Let us consider spontaneous radiation due to measurement. To simplify the expressions, we restrict ourselves
to the special case of spontaneous radiation from a single free Dirac particle. For the radiation from a single
free particle, general formula (37) is reduced to

P (Π̂D ← Π̂De) = ρβᾱDγγ̄

(

DeV
†
tout,t0

+ V †
t0,tin

De

)γ

ᾱα

(

Vtout,t0De +DeVt0,tin
)γ̄

αβ
, (130)

where the photon radiation amplitudes are given in formulas (49) and (58), and ρβᾱ is the one-particle density
matrix.

Let us first consider spontaneous radiation due to measurement of the Dirac particle spin. The projector
specifying the measurement in this case has the form (74). For brevity, we denote ζ(p) ≡ ζ and ζ(p′) ≡ ζ ′.
Then

(

Vtout,t0De +DeVt0,tin
)γ̄

αβ
=−

em

2

(2π)3

V
δ(k − q)

f∗
(λ)i(k)

√

2V k0p0p′0

(1 + (σζ′))ūαΓ
iuβ − ūαΓ

iuβ(1 + (σζ))

k0 − q0 ,

(

DeV
†
tout,t0

+ V †
t0,tin

De

)γ

ᾱα
=−

em

2

(2π)3

V
δ(k − q)

f(λ′)i′(k)
√

2V k0p0p′0

ūᾱΓ
i′uα(1 + (σζ′))− (1 + (σζ))ūᾱΓ

i′uα

k0 − q0 ,

(131)

where α = (s′,p′), ᾱ = (s̃,p), and β = (s,p). We suppose that the photons with definite polarization and
momentum k are measured at t = tout. Hence, γ̄ = (λ,k) and γ = (λ′,k). Taking into account the symmetry
properties [6],

G̃µ(p,p′) = G̃µ(p′,p), Z̃iµ(p,p′) = −Z̃iµ(p′,p), (132)

we deduce that the probability density to detect a photon is proportional to

1

32
Sp

{

(1 + (σξ))
[

(G̃i′ − (στ j′)Z̃j′i′)(σζ ′)− (σζ)(G̃i′ − (στ j′)Z̃j′i′)
]

×

×
[

(σζ ′)(G̃i + (στ j)Z̃ji)− (G̃i + (στ j)Z̃ji)(σζ)
]

}

,
(133)

where G̃i = G̃i(p,p′), Z̃ji = Z̃ji(p,p′), and ξ = ξ(p,p). Employing the properties of the σ-matrices and
evaluating the trace entering into the expression for the probability density to detect a photon, we arrive at

dP (Π̂D ← Π̂De) =
e2

16
f(λ′)i′Dλ′λf

∗
(λ)i

dk

2k0(2π)3

∫

dp′m2

p0p′0

ρ(p,p)

(k0 − q0)2
{

G̃i′G̃i(ζ ′ − ζ)2 − 2i[ζ, ζ ′]jG̃(i′Z̃ji)−

− 2(ξζ)(ζ ′ − ζ)jG̃[i′Z̃ji] −
[

(ζ + ζ′)2δj
′j − 2ζ(j

′

ζ ′j) + 2iζ [j
′

[ζ + ζ ′, ξ]j]+

+ i(ζ + ζ ′)2ξkεkj
′j
]

Z̃j′i′Z̃ji
}

,

(134)

where p = p′ + k and Dλ′λ is the projector onto a certain spin state of the photon with fixed momentum k.
We see that only the diagonal of the density matrix in the momentum space of a Dirac particle contributes

to the probability of spontaneous radiation. Employing the Wigner function to express the density matrix
diagonal,

ρ(p,p) =
∫

dx

(2π)3
ρ(x,p), (135)

we conclude that the probability (134) can be interpreted as a sum of probabilities of photon radiation from
the different points of the wave packet in the coordinate space. This radiation is incoherent in the sense
that the probabilities and not the amplitudes are added up. In particular, a periodic modulation of the wave
packet in the coordinate space does not lead to the Bragg maxima in the radiation. In coherent radiation
(see, e.g., (75)), every point of the wave packet in the coordinate space contributes to the radiation amplitude
with the factor exp(−ikx), i.e., the amplitudes are summed and the modulus of the resulting sum is squared.
The presence of a periodic modulation of the wave packet in the coordinate space leads to an increase in the
probability of coherent radiation with momenta corresponding to the Bragg maxima.

Let us consider the special case of general formula (134) for ζ ≈ ζ ′. This happens, for example, when
p′ ≈ p, i.e., the quantum recoil is small, or when ζ is independent of p. Then

dP (Π̂D ← Π̂De) =
e2

4
Dλ′λ

dk

2k0(2π)3

∫

dp′m2

p0p′0

ρ(p,p)

(k0 − q0)2Πλλ′(p′,k), (136)

where
Πλλ′(p′,k) = −

(

δj
′j − ζj

′

ζj + iζ [j
′

[ζ, ξ]j] + iξkεkj
′j
)

Z̃j′i′Z̃jif(λ′)i′f
∗
(λ)i. (137)
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As expected, the probability of radiation due to measurement of the particle spin projection is determined
by the magnetic moment of this particle. In the limit of a small recoil, we have

dP (Π̂D ← Π̂De) =
e2

4
Dλ′λ

dk

2k30(2π)
3

∫

dp′m2

p′20

ρ(p,p)

(1− (nβ′))2
Πλλ′(p′,k), (138)

in the leading order. The expression for Z̃ji in the small recoil limit is presented in (56).
Let us find the polarization of this radiation. The polarization properties of radiation stem from the form

of Πλλ′ . In the nonrelativistic case, we obtain

Πλλ′ =
k20
2m2

A(1 + (σb))λλ′ , (139)

in the linear polarization basis (79), where

A = F 2
m(1 + ζ23 ), b2 =

2ζ3(ζξ)

1 + ζ23
, b3 + ib1 =

(ζ1 + iζ2)
2

1 + ζ23
. (140)

Here the components of the vector ζ are written in the basis {f1, f2,n}. The degree of polarization of this
radiation is

b2 = 1−
4ζ23 (1− (ζξ)2)

(1 + ζ23 )
2

, (141)

whence it follows that spontaneous radiation due to spin measurement is in the pure polarization state
provided ζ ⊥ n or ζ ‖ ξ. If ζ ‖ n, then the polarized part of the radiation is circularly polarized. For other
values of ζ, there is an admixture of linear polarization with the polarization plane spanned by the vectors
{ζ,n}. For ζ ⊥ n or ζ ⊥ ξ, the radiation is completely linearly polarized in the plane spanned by the vectors
{ζ,n}. Notice that the polarization of spontaneous radiation coincides with the polarization of stimulated
radiation (82) for ζ = −ξ.

In the ultrarelativistic limit, |p| ≫ m, as in considering stimulated radiation, we assume that the wave
packet of the Dirac particle moves approximately along the z axis and is sufficiently narrow with respect
to the transverse momentum components. We also consider the parameter region (83) where the main part
of radiation is concentrated. Then the estimates and approximations (83) are valid with the replacements
βc → β′ and pc0 → p′0. In evaluating Πλλ′ , it is convenient to choose the basis of linear polarization vectors
as in (86), where βc → β′. As a result,

Πλλ′ =
k20

2m2γ′2
A(1 + (bσ))λλ′ , (142)

where A, b1, and b3 have the same form as in expression (89), whereas the Stokes parameter b2 differs only
by a factor and is written as

b2 =
2

A
Fm(Fm − (β′⊥γ

′)2a)(ζ3 − β
′
⊥γ

′ζ1)(ζξ). (143)

For β′⊥γ
′ ≪ 1, the Stokes vector b turns into the Stokes vector of radiation in the nonrelativistic limit (140).

The degree of radiation polarization reads

b2 = 1−
4

A2
F 2
m(Fm − (β′⊥γ

′)2a)2(ζ3 − β
′
⊥γ

′ζ1)
2(1− (ζξ)2). (144)

The degree of polarization is equal to unity when either ζ ‖ ξ, or b2 = 0 for (ζξ) 6= 0. For ζ = −ξ, the
polarization properties of the polarized part of spontaneous radiation coincide with the polarization properties
of stimulated radiation (89). The expressions for the constant A and the Stokes vector b derived in the special
cases in formulas (90) and (91) are modified by multiplying b2 by (ζξ) in the case of spontaneous radiation.

To calculate the conditional probability it is also necessary to know P (Π̂De). It is obvious that for a
one-particle initial state of Dirac particles

P (Π̂De) = ραᾱD
e
ᾱα =

1

2

∫

dpρ(p,p)(1 + ξ(p,p)ζ(p)). (145)

This expression should be substituted into general formula (4).
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Now we consider spontaneous radiation from a single Dirac particle being measured at the instant of
time t0 = 0, where the measurement is specified by the projector (106). The initial state of the particle is
assumed to be pure and of the form (108). Then it follows from (130) that

P (Π̂D ← Π̂De) = |〈ψ|ϕ〉|
2Dγγ̄

[

ϕ∗
β(V

†
tout,t0)

γ
βα(Vtout,t0)

γ̄

αβ̄
ϕβ̄ + ϕ∗

ᾱ(Vtout,t0)
γ̄
ᾱαϕα

ψ∗
β̄(V

†
t0,tin

)γ
β̄β
ϕβ

〈ψ|ϕ〉 +

+ ϕ∗
β̄(V

†
tout,t0)

γ
β̄β
ϕβ

ϕ∗
ᾱ(Vt0,tin)

γ̄
ᾱαψα

〈ϕ|ψ〉 +
ψ∗

β̄(V
†
t0,tin

)γ
β̄β
ϕβ

〈ψ|ϕ〉
ϕ∗

ᾱ(Vt0,tin)
γ̄
ᾱαψα

〈ϕ|ψ〉

]

.

(146)

The radiation amplitudes entering into this expression arose in the analysis of stimulated radiation and are
given in formulas (109) and (112). The only contribution that was not present in stimulated radiation is the
first term in the square brackets in (146). The amplitude entering into this term can be written as

(Vtout,t0)
γ̄
αβ̄
ϕβ̄ =

√

(2π)3

V

f
(λ)∗

i (k)√
2V k0

em
√

p0p′0

ūs′(p
′)Γius(p)

k0 − p0 + p′0 + i0
ϕs(p)

∣

∣

∣

p=p′+k
, (147)

where α = (s′,p′) and γ̄ = (λ,k). If the detector records photons with the definite momentum k, then

Dγγ̄ϕ
∗
β(V

†
tout,t0)

γ
βα(Vtout,t0)

γ̄
αβ̄
ϕβ̄ = e2

f(λ′)i′(k)Dλ′λf
∗
(λ)i(k)dk

2k0(2π)3

∫

dp′m2

p0p′0

ūs̄(p)Γ
i′us′(p

′)ūs′(p
′)Γius(p)

(k0 − q0)2 De
ss̄(p,p),

(148)
where Dλ′λ is the projector onto a certain polarization state of the photon with definite momentum k,
p = p′ + k, and the summation is understood over all the repeated indices. Further, we need to substitute
the explicit expressions for the matrix elements of the transition current (50) into (148), to represent the
projector De in terms of the spin vector of the state on which it projects, and to evaluate the sums over the
indices characterizing the spin polarization of the Dirac particle. We will not give here the resulting expression.
We only note that this contribution contains the diagonal of the density matrix for the state ϕs(p) in the
momentum space and, consequently, as discussed above, this contribution describes the incoherent radiation
from the wave packet after its reduction. In the small recoil limit, for electrically charged Dirac particles,
when |Fe| is not small and

ūs′(p
′)Γius(p) ≈ δs′sFep

i/m, (149)

this contribution takes the form of incoherent edge radiation from a beam of particles. The distribution of
particles with respect to momenta and coordinates in this beam is given by the Weyl symbol of the operator
with the kernel De(p,p′), i.e., by the Wigner function for the state ϕs(p) averaged over spin and with the
shifted momentum p = p′ + k.

If the detector of Dirac particles described by the projector De records the particles in the states charac-
terized by a continuous parameter, for example, by a coordinate or a momentum, then only the last term in
the square brackets remains in formula (146). In particular, for

ϕs(p) =

√

(2π)3

V
χsδ(p − p′), (150)

where p′ is the particle momentum measured by the detector and χs(p
′) defines the spin state onto which

the detector projects the state of Dirac particles, the probability density can be cast into the form

dP (Π̂D ← Π̂De) = e2f(λ′)i′(k)Dλ′λf
∗
(λ)i(k)

m2

p0p′0

ūs̄(p)Γ
i′us̄′(p

′)χs̄′χ
∗
s′ ūs′(p

′)Γius(p)

(k0 − q0)2 ρss̄(p,p)
dp′dk

2k0(2π)3
, (151)

where the same notation as in formula (148) has been used. In the small recoil limit and for electrically
charged Dirac particles, i.e., when |Fe| is not small, we obtain

dP (Π̂D ← Π̂De) = e2F 2
e χ

∗
s′ρs′s̄′(p,p)χs̄′Dλ′λ

(β′f∗(λ))(β
′f(λ′))

(1− (nβ′)2)2
dp′dk

2k30(2π)
3
, (152)

and
dP (Π̂De) = χ∗

s′ρs′s̄′(p
′,p′)χs̄′dp

′. (153)

If the detector does not record the spin projection of the Dirac particle, the expression for the probability of
radiation is the same as for the probability of radiation of a photon in incoherent edge radiation from a beam
of particles with distribution in the phase space given by the Wigner function ρ(x,p′ + k), only the fraction
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of particles possessing the momentum p′ + k contributing to the probability. Recall that, throughout this
paper, edge radiation from the particle beam is understood as edge radiation produced on the hypersurface
x0 = 0 in the spacetime.

Formulas (134) and (151) show that the energy of a radiated photon in spontaneous radiation due to
measurement can be rather large. In fact, as follows from these formulas the whole momentum of the Dirac
particle can be transferred to the photon and the probability of such a process is suppressed only by a certain
power of the radiated photon energy. However, the upper bound of the radiated photon energy comes from
the requirement that the measurement time τ must be much smaller than the formation time tf of edge
radiation (70), (71). The estimates given in Sec. 5.1.1 imply that if the energy of radiated photon is so large
that tf . τ , then the probability to record such a photon tends rapidly to zero.

6 Conclusion

Let us sum up the results. We have obtained the explicit expressions for the inclusive probability to record a
chain of events that the Dirac fermion had been measured in a certain state and after that the photon was
recorded. We have considered the two cases: the photons are present in the initial state (stimulated radiation)
and they are absent in the initial state (spontaneous radiation). The general formulas for the probability to
detect a photon (22), (37) and the intensity of radiation (25), (37) have been derived. They depend explicitly
on the measurement of the intermediate state of the Dirac particle. We have revealed that, in general, this
probability is not zero even in the case of freely moving Dirac particles. The measurement causes radiation of
photons and this radiation resembles edge or transition radiation. We have developed a systematic procedure
taking qualitatively into account a finiteness of the measurement time and investigated its influence on the
properties of radiation.

In the case of stimulated radiation, the conditional probability to record a photon (27) has been cast
into the form corresponding to the interference of the free evolving photon complex amplitude and the
radiation amplitude from the Dirac particle wave packet. The physical interpretation to the different terms
in the amplitude of stimulated radiation has been given. In particular, it has been shown that this amplitude
vanishes for the free evolving Dirac particles undergoing a quantum nondemolition measurement of their state.
Such a measurement of the Dirac particle state does not change it and so the radiation due to measurement is
absent. As far as spontaneous radiation is concerned, we have obtained the general formula for the probability
to record a chain of events described above and provided the interpretation to the different contributions to
this probability.

As examples, we have considered stimulated and spontaneous radiation due to measurement from freely
moving Dirac particles. We have investigated the influence of measurement of the spin projection, of the
momentum, and of the coordinate of the Dirac particle on the the probability to record a radiated photon.
The explicit formulas for the probability to record such a chain of events have been obtained. The polarization
properties of radiation due to spin measurement have been analyzed and the corresponding Stokes parameters
have been found (82), (89), (140), (143). It has been established that the polarizations of stimulated and
spontaneous radiations coincide when the spin projection measured by the detector, ζ, tends to the value
opposite to the polarization of the initial state of the Dirac particle ξ. Of course, the probability to find
the Dirac particle with such a spin projection tends to zero. For an arbitrary direction of the measured
spin, the Stokes parameters b1 and b3 characterizing the admixture of linear polarization are the same
for both spontaneous and stimulated radiations, whereas the Stokes parameter b2 characterizing a degree
of circular polarization of spontaneous radiation differs by the factor −(ζξ) from the same parameter for
stimulated radiation. The polarization state of stimulated radiation due to spin measurement is pure, while
the polarization state of spontaneous radiation due to spin measurement is mixed in general. We have found
the explicit expressions (141), (144) for the degree of polarization of spontaneous radiation. We have also
investigated the dependence of stimulated radiation due to spin measurement on the form of the N -particle
density matrix. We have considered the simplest quantum model of the particle beam consisting of N
uncorrelated Dirac particles. It turns out that stimulated radiation due to spin measurement is extremely
small for large N in virtue of the fact that the measurement of the spin projection appears to be close to a
quantum nondemolition measurement in this case.

As for radiation due to measurement of particle momentum, it has the form of edge radiation from a
beam of particles where only the fraction of particles with a certain momentum contribute to the probability
of the chain of events. In the case of stimulated radiation, radiation due to measurement is a coherent
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superposition of amplitudes from the different points of the particle wave packet even in the case of a single
radiating particle. In the case of spontaneous radiation from a single particle, this radiation is incoherent,
i.e., the radiation probabilities from the different points of the particle wave packet are added up.

We have also considered radiation due to measurement of the Dirac particle in the state of a general form,
in particular, in the state with given coordinates. In the case of radiation from a single particle prepared
initially in the pure state, the amplitude of stimulated radiation (114) is the sum of two terms: the amplitude
of photon radiation caused by transition of the Dirac particle from the initial state to the measured one and
the amplitude of radiation from the classical current of a collapsed wave function of the Dirac particle. Thus,
in a certain sense, the external photons that stimulate radiation allow one to trace the dynamics and collapse
of the Dirac particle wave function. In the case of spontaneous radiation from a single particle prepared in
the pure state, the probability of the chain of events contains the incoherent contribution (148) describing
the radiation from the Dirac particle after measurement. It is the sum of radiation probabilities from the
different points of the particle wave function exposed to measurement and collapse.

Another example of stimulated radiation due to measurement we have considered is the radiation from
a pair of free Dirac particles entangled by the spin projections and well separated in space. We have derived
the explicit expression for the probability of the chain of events (see formulas (128), (129)). In particular, we
have shown that, in measuring the spin projection of one of the particles, the photons are emitted from the
region where this particle is located and measured. As expected, the second particle entangled with the first
one does not create radiation in this process.

It was hypothesized in [6] that radiation due to measurement can be employed for production of high
energy photons. We have shown that this is indeed the case: the whole momentum of a free Dirac particle can
be transferred to a radiated photon. However, if the energy of a radiated photon is such that the radiation
formation time tf defined in formula (70) is much smaller than the measurement time τ , then the probability
to detect this photon is virtually zero. Another benefit from radiation due to measurement is that it allows
one to clarify the fundamental questions regarding the behavior of the particle wave function undergoing a
measurement. We have seen that stimulated radiation due to measurement strongly depends on details of
the evolution of the wave function during this process and provides thereby a tool to recover this evolution.

Acknowledgments. The reported study was supported by the Ministry of Education and Science of the
Russian Federation, the contract FSWM-2020-0033.

A Bargmann-Fock representation

The states in Bargmann-Fock representation [53],

Φ(a∗) := 〈a∗|Φ〉, 〈a∗|a〉 = ea
∗a, (154)

satisfy the normalization condition
∫

Da∗Dae−a∗aΦ∗(a∗)Φ(a∗) = 1, (155)

where the completeness relation has been used
∫

Da∗Dae−a∗a|a〉〈a∗| = 1̂. (156)

The functional integral is normalized in such a way that

∫

Da∗Da exp
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1

2
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a
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[

a a∗
]

F
}
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{

1
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}

(

det

[

A21 A22

A11 A12

]

)−1/2
,

∫

Da∗Da exp
{

1
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a a∗
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a
a∗

]

+
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a a∗
]

F
}

= exp
{

1
2F

TB−1F
}

(detB)1/2,

(157)

where the first equality is true for bosons and the second one is for fermions. The sources F have the same
Grassmann parity as (a, a∗). Besides,

B :=

[

A11 A12

A21 A22

]

. (158)
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In particular,
∫

Da∗Dae−a∗a+a∗η+η∗a = eη
∗η. (159)

The trace of an operator is evaluated according to the formula

Sp Â =
∫

Da∗Dae−aa∗〈a∗|Â|a〉. (160)

Expressions (159), (160) hold for both statistics.
In addition, for fermions we have

∫

Da∗Daea
∗a+a∗η−η∗a = eη

∗η, (161)

and
∫

Da∗e−a∗a+a∗η = δ(a − η),
∫

Dae−a∗a+η∗a = δ(a∗ − η∗). (162)

Moreover, in this case,

Sp Â =
∫

Da∗Daea
∗a〈a∗|Â|a〉 =

∫

Da∗Dae−a∗a〈a∗|Â| − a〉, (163)

and
∫

Da∗Daea
∗aa∗α1

· · · a∗αN
aᾱN
· · · aᾱ1 =

∑

σ∈SN

(−1)ε(σ)δα1ᾱσ(1)
· · · δαN ᾱσ(N)

, (164)

where SN is the symmetric group of N elements, and ε(σ) is a parity of the permutation σ.

B Measurements and projectors

Let us recall some standard definitions of quantum theory used in this paper [1, 2, 58]. Let ξ̂(t) be a self-adjoint
operator in the Schrödinger representation and Π̂a(t) be its corresponding spectral projectors satisfying the
following property

∑

a

Π̂a(t) = 1̂. (165)

Suppose that the system is prepared at the instant of time t = t0 in the state R̂. Then the probability that
in consecutive measurements of the quantity ξ̂(t) at the instants of time t1 < . . . < tM , where t1 > t0, its
values fall into the intervals corresponding to the spectral projectors Π̂a1(t1), . . . , Π̂aM (tM ) is equal to

P (Π̂aM (tM )← · · · ← Π̂a1(t1)) := Sp(Π̂aM ÛtM ,tM−1
· · · Ût2,t1Π̂a1Ût1,t0R̂Ût0,t1Π̂a1Ût1,t2 · · · ÛtM−1,tM ). (166)

This formula is obviously generalized to the case when the projectors are replaced by positive operator-valued
measures [2, 58].

For brevity, we will call the sequence of measurements described above a chain and denote it by

CtM ,t1 := Π̂aM (tM )← · · · ← Π̂a1(t1). (167)

The chains can be concatenated according to the rule: if t′1 > tM , then the chain is defined

C ′
t′M ,t′1

← CtM ,t1 := Π̂a′M
(t′M )← · · · ← Π̂a′1

(t′1)← Π̂aM (tM )← · · · ← Π̂a1(t1). (168)

It is also convenient to associate with every chain CtM ,t1 a class of chains [CtM ,t1 ] that contains all the chains
of the form (167) with different aM , . . . , a1.

Let C1 ≡ CtM ,t1 , C2 ≡ Ct′M ,t′1
and t1 > t0, t′1 > tM . Then the probability (166) satisfies the following

properties:

∑

C2∈[C2]

P (C2 ← C1) = P (C1), (169a)

∑

C1∈[C1]

P (C1) = 1. (169b)
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Then we can define the conditional probability as

P (C2|C1) := P (C2 ← C1)/P (C1). (170)

This probability has the following properties
∑

C3∈[C3]

P (C3 ← C2|C1) = P (C2|C1), (171a)

∑

C2∈[C2]

P (C2|C1) = 1, (171b)

provided C3 ← C2 ← C1 is defined. It is obvious that

P (C2 ← C1) = P (C2|C1)P (C1), (172a)

P (C3 ← C2|C1) = P (C3|C2 ← C1)P (C2|C1). (172b)

The conditional averages are calculated using the conditional probabilities. For example, let Π̂a(tout) be an
operator-valued spectral measure associated with the self-adjoint operator ξ̂(tout), and tout > tM . Then the
average value of the physical quantity ξ̂(tout) under the condition that in consecutive measurements of the
quantity ξ̂(t) at the instants of time t1 < . . . < tM its values fall into the intervals corresponding to the
spectral projectors Π̂a1(t1), . . . , Π̂aM (tM ), is equal to

〈ξ̂(tout)〉 :=
∑

a

ξa(tout)P (Π̂a(tout)|CtM ,t1), (173)

where ξa(tout) are the eigenvalues of ξ̂(tout) and t1 > t0.
In evaluating the inclusive probability to detect a particle, the following self-adjoint projection operators

arise
ˆ̃ΠD :=: exp(−â†Dâ) :, Π̂D := (1̂− Π̃D)⊗ 1̂other species of particles, (174)

where D = D† is a projector in the Hilbert space of one-particle states, the creation and annihilation
operators (â†ᾱ, âα) can be either bosonic or fermionic. Since

(Dâ)α
ˆ̃ΠD = ˆ̃ΠD(â

†D)α = 0,

[(D̃â)α,
ˆ̃ΠD] = [(â†D̃)α,

ˆ̃ΠD] = 0, ˆ̃ΠD|0〉 = |0〉,
(175)

where D̃ := 1 −D, the projector ˆ̃ΠD maps to the subspace of the Fock space that contains a vacuum state
and does not contain the particles in the states selected by the projector D. Hence, the projector Π̂D singles
out the states in the Fock space that contain at least one particle whose state vector belongs to the subspace
of the one-particle Hilbert space distinguished by the projector D. In particular, for D = 1 we obtain

Π̂D=1 = (1̂− |0〉〈0|) ⊗ 1̂other species of particles. (176)

The following relations take place

[âα, Π̂D] =
ˆ̃ΠD(Dâ)α, [Π̂D, â

†
α] = (â†D)α

ˆ̃ΠD,

[âα,
ˆ̃ΠD] = −

ˆ̃ΠD(Dâ)α, [ ˆ̃ΠD, â
†
α] = −(â

†D)α
ˆ̃ΠD,

(Dâ)αΠ̂D = (Dâ)α, Π̂D(â
†D)α = (â†D)α.

(177)

The matrix elements of the product of projectors can be cast into the form

〈ā|Π̂D1 · · · Π̂DM
|a〉 =

M
∑

k=0

∑

σ∈Sk
M

(−1)keāD̃σ(1)···D̃σ(k)a, (178)

where Sk
M is a set of k different ordered elements taken from the set {1, . . . ,M}.

If the detector under consideration records N identical particles in the different states distinguished by
the projectors Di, i = 1, N ,

DiDj = δijDj (no summation), (179)
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then such a measurement is specified by the self-adjoint projector

Π̂D1 · · · Π̂DN
. (180)

It is evident that [Π̂Di , Π̂Dj ] = 0 due to the properties of the projectors (179). The matrix elements of such
a projector are written as

〈ā|Π̂D1 · · · Π̂DN
|a〉 = eāa

N
∏

k=1

(1− e−āDka). (181)

If the quantum numbers of identical particles recorded by the detector can be identical, to formalize the
measurement process it is useful to introduce the projector (see also [60, 61])

ˆ̃Π
(N)
D =: exN−1e

−x :, (182)

where

exN =
N
∑

k=0

xk

k!
, (183)

and x = â†Dâ. The following properties are fulfilled for this projector

ˆ̃Π
(N)
D |0〉 = |0〉, ˆ̃Π

(N)
D (â†D)α1 · · · (â

†D)αM
|0〉 = (â†D)α1 · · · (â

†D)αM
|0〉, (184)

with M = 1, N − 1. If M > N , then

ˆ̃Π
(N)
D (â†D)α1 · · · (â

†D)αM
|0〉 = 0. (185)

Therefore, the projector

Π̂
(N)
D := (1̂− ˆ̃Π

(N)
D )⊗ 1̂other species of particles (186)

singles out the states in the Fock space that contain at least N identical particles in states from the subspace
selected by the projector D.

It is obvious that

Π̂
(N)
D →

N→∞
0, Π̂

(N)
D →

D→0
:
(â†Dâ)N

N !
: . (187)

The asymptotics D → 0 appears naturally when the projector D distinguishes a small region in the phase
space, for example, when D selects the particle states with momenta in the domain (p,p+ dp).

C Density matrices and traces

It is convenient to bring the evaluation of traces of the operators appearing in the expressions for probabilities
(17), (19), (34), and (38) to the evaluation of the trace

Sp(R̂eâ
†
ᾱM
· · · â†ᾱ1

ˆ̃ΠDâα1 · · · âαM
), (188)

where R̂e is the density operator of Dirac fermions,

R̂e =
∞
∑

N,M=0

1√
N !M !

ραN ···α1|ᾱ1···ᾱM
â†α1
· · · â†αN

|0〉〈0|âᾱM
· · · âᾱ1 , (189)

with the matrix elements

〈a∗|R̂e|a〉 =
∞
∑

N,M=0

1√
N !M !

ραN ···α1|ᾱ1···ᾱM
a∗α1
· · · a∗αN

aᾱM
· · · aᾱ1 . (190)

The normalization condition becomes
∞
∑

N=0

ραN ···α1|α1···αN
= 1. (191)

Let us introduce the notation

ρ
(N,M)
α1···αM |ᾱM ···ᾱ1

:= ρα1···αMαM+1···αN |αN ···αM+1ᾱM ···ᾱ1
. (192)
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By definition,
ρ
(N,N)
α1···αN |ᾱN ···ᾱ1

:= ρα1···αN |ᾱN ···ᾱ1
. (193)

The M -particle density matrix is defined as

ρ
(M)
α1···αM |ᾱM ···ᾱ1

:=
∞
∑

N=M

N !

(N −M)!
ρ
(N,M)
α1···αM |ᾱM ···ᾱ1

. (194)

It is evident that
ρ
(M)
α1···αM |ᾱM ···ᾱ1

= Sp(R̂eâ
†
ᾱM
· · · â†ᾱ1

âα1 · · · âαM
). (195)

Let us also define the projected M -particle density matrix

(ρ
(M)

D̃
)α1···αM |ᾱM ···ᾱ1

:=
∞
∑

N=M

N !

(N −M)!
ρα1···αMαM+1···αN |ᾱN ···ᾱM+1ᾱM ···ᾱ1

D̃ᾱNαN
· · · D̃ᾱM+1αM+1

. (196)

In particular,
(ρ

(M)

D̃
)α1···αM |ᾱM ···ᾱ1

∣

∣

D̃=0
=M !ρα1···αM |ᾱM ···ᾱ1

. (197)

For the N -particle state, we have

(ρ
(N)

D̃
)α1···αN |ᾱN ···ᾱ1

= ρ
(N)
α1···αN |ᾱN ···ᾱ1

. (198)

Taking the trace (188) in the Bargmann-Fock representation (160), where

â†ᾱR̂e ↔ a∗ᾱ〈a
∗|R̂e|b〉, R̂eâα ↔ 〈a

∗|R̂e|b〉
←−
δ

δbα
, (199)

and employing formula (162), we come to

Sp(R̂eâ
†
ᾱM
· · · â†ᾱ1

ˆ̃ΠDâα1 · · · âαM
) =

∫

Da∗Dae−aa∗ δ

δa∗αM

· · ·
δ

δa∗α1

〈a∗|Re|b〉
←−
δ

δbᾱ1

· · ·
←−
δ

δbᾱM

∣

∣

∣

b=D̃a
. (200)

Substituting the explicit expression (190) for the matrix elements of the density operator and calculating the
functional integral using formula (164), we obtain

(ρ
(M)

D̃
)α1···αM |ᾱM ···ᾱ1

= Sp(R̂eâ
†
ᾱM
· · · â†ᾱ1

ˆ̃ΠDâα1 · · · âαM
). (201)

It is clear that

Sp(R̂eâ
†
ᾱM
· · · â†ᾱ1

Π̂Dâα1 · · · âαM
) = ρ

(M)
α1···αM |ᾱM ···ᾱ1

− (ρ
(M)

D̃
)α1···αM |ᾱM ···ᾱ1

. (202)

For D → 0, we have

Sp(R̂eâ
†
ᾱM
· · · â†ᾱ1

Π̂Dâα1 · · · âαM
) →
D→0

ρ
(M+1)
α1···αMαM+1|ᾱM+1ᾱM ···ᾱ1

DᾱM+1αM+1
. (203)

In evaluating the inclusive probability to record a photon in stimulated radiation, the following traces
over the fermionic degrees of freedom arise

Sp(R̂eΠ̂De) = 1− ρ
(0)

D̃e
,

Sp(R̂eΠ̂De â
†
ᾱâαΠ̂De) = ρ

(1)
αᾱ − (ρ

(1)

D̃e
)αᾱ + (Deρ

(1)

D̃e
De)αᾱ,

Sp(R̂eΠ̂De â
†
ᾱâα) = ρ

(1)
αᾱ − (ρ

(1)

D̃e
D̃e)αᾱ,

Sp(R̂eâ
†
ᾱâαΠ̂De) = ρ

(1)
αᾱ − (D̃eρ

(1)

D̃e
)αᾱ.

(204)

In order to find these traces, one can use the commutation relations (177) and bring the expression under
the trace sign into the form (195) or (201). For De → 0, we have the asymptotics

Sp(R̂eΠ̂De) →
De→0

ρ
(1)
αᾱD

e
ᾱα,

Sp(R̂eΠ̂De â
†
ᾱâαΠ̂De) →

De→0
ρ
(2)

αβ|β̄ᾱ
De

β̄β,

Sp(R̂eΠ̂De â
†
ᾱâα) →

De→0
ρ
(2)

αβ|β̄ᾱ
De

β̄β + (ρ(1)De)αᾱ,

Sp(R̂eâ
†
ᾱâαΠ̂De) →

De→0
ρ
(2)

αβ|β̄ᾱ
De

β̄β + (Deρ
(1))αᾱ.

(205)
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The traces over the photon degrees of freedom were calculated in [4]. Here we present the explicit expres-
sions for these traces where the photon density matrix is written as

R̂ph = |d〉〈d∗|e−d∗d, (206)

and dγ is the complex amplitude of the coherent state. Then

Sp(R̂phΠ̂D) = 1− e−d∗Dd,

Sp(R̂phΠ̂D ĉ
†
γ̄) = (d∗D)γ̄ + (1− e−d∗Dd)(d∗D̃)γ̄ ,

Sp(R̂phΠ̂D ĉγ) = (1− e−d∗Dd)dγ ,

(207)

where Π̂D has the form (174) with the replacement of (âα, â
†
α) by (ĉγ , ĉ

†
γ). For D → 0, we come to

Sp(R̂phΠ̂D) →
D→0

d∗Dd,

Sp(R̂phΠ̂D ĉ
†
γ̄) →

D→0
(d∗D)γ̄ + (d∗Dd)d∗γ̄ ,

Sp(R̂phΠ̂D ĉγ) →
D→0

(d∗Dd)dγ .

(208)

In calculating the inclusive probability to record a photon in spontaneous radiation, the following traces
arise

Sp(R̂eâ
†
ᾱâαΠ̂De â

†
β̄
âβΠ̂De) = δαβ̄(ρ

(1) − ρ
(1)

D̃e
)βᾱ +De

αβ̄(Deρ
(1)

D̃e
)βᾱ − ρ

(2)

αβ|ᾱβ̄
+ D̃e

αα1
(ρ

(2)

D̃e
)α1β|ᾱβ̄−

− D̃e
αα1

De
ββ1

(ρ
(2)

D̃e
)α1β1|ᾱβ̄1

De
β̄1β̄

,

Sp(R̂eΠ̂De â
†
ᾱâαΠ̂De â

†
β̄
âβ) = δαβ̄(ρ

(1) − ρ
(1)

D̃e
)βᾱ +De

αβ̄(ρ
(1)

D̃e
De)βᾱ − ρ

(2)

αβ|ᾱβ̄
+ (ρ

(2)

D̃e
)αβ|ᾱβ̄1

D̃e
β̄1β̄
−

−De
αα1

(ρ
(2)

D̃e
)α1β|ᾱ1β̄1

De
ᾱ1ᾱD̃

e
β̄1β̄

,

Sp(R̂eâ
†
ᾱâαΠ̂De â

†
β̄
âβ) = δαβ̄(ρ

(1) − ρ
(1)

D̃e
)βᾱ +De

αβ̄(ρ
(1)

D̃e
)βᾱ − ρ

(2)

αβ|ᾱβ̄
+ D̃e

αα1
(ρ

(2)

D̃e
)α1β|ᾱβ̄1

D̃e
β̄1β̄

,

Sp(R̂eΠ̂De â
†
ᾱâαâ

†
β̄
âβΠ̂De) = δαβ̄(ρ

(1) − ρ
(1)

D̃e
+Deρ

(1)

D̃e
De)βᾱ − ρ

(2)

αβ|ᾱβ̄
+ (ρ

(2)

D̃e
)αβ|ᾱβ̄ − (π2ρ

(2)

D̃e
π2)αβ|ᾱβ̄,

(209)

where
(π2)αβ|ᾱβ̄ := δαᾱδββ̄ − D̃

e
αᾱD̃

e
ββ̄. (210)

The second trace is obtained from the first one by taking the complex conjugate and reassigning the indices.
For De → 0, we have

Sp(R̂eâ
†
ᾱâαΠ̂De â

†
β̄
âβΠ̂e) →

De→0
δαβ̄ρ

(2)
β1β|ᾱᾱ1

De
ᾱ1β1
− ρ

(3)

α1αβ|ᾱβ̄ᾱ1
De

ᾱ1α1
−De

αα1
ρ
(2)

α1β|ᾱβ̄
,

Sp(R̂eΠ̂De â
†
ᾱâαΠ̂De â

†
β̄
âβ) →

De→0
δαβ̄ρ

(2)
β1β|ᾱᾱ1

De
ᾱ1β1
− ρ

(3)

α1αβ|ᾱβ̄ᾱ1
De

ᾱ1α1
− ρ

(2)

αβ|ᾱβ̄1
De

β̄1β̄
,

Sp(R̂eâ
†
ᾱâαΠ̂De â

†
β̄
âβ) →

De→0
δαβ̄ρ

(2)
β1β|ᾱᾱ1

De
ᾱ1β1
− ρ

(3)

α1αβ|ᾱβ̄ᾱ1
De

ᾱ1α1
−De

αα1
ρ
(2)

α1β|ᾱβ̄
− ρ

(2)

αβ|ᾱβ̄1
De

β̄1β̄
+

+De
αβ̄ρ

(1)
βᾱ,

Sp(R̂eΠ̂De â
†
ᾱâαâ

†
β̄
âβΠ̂De) →

De→0
δαβ̄ρ

(2)
β1β|ᾱᾱ1

De
ᾱ1β1
− ρ

(3)

α1αβ|ᾱβ̄ᾱ1
De

ᾱ1α1
.

(211)

These traces appear in studying spontaneous radiation due to measurement in Sec. 4.

D Beams

D.1 Uncorrelated particles

Let us consider the simplest quantum model of a beam of N identical fermions. We suppose that

1. The particles in the beam are not entangled

ραN ···α1|ᾱ1···ᾱN
= k

∑

σ,σ′∈SN

(−1)ε(σ)+ε(σ′)
N
∏

i=1

ρiασ(i)ᾱσ′(i)
, (212)

where k is a normalization constant, and ρiαᾱ, i = 1, N , are one-particle density matrices;
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2. The one-particle states are orthogonal with good accuracy

ρiαᾱρ
j
ᾱβ ≈ 0, i 6= j;

∑

α

ρiαα = 1. (213)

Then the normalization constant k = 1/N !. The condition (213) is satisfied when, for example, the
particle wave packets are separated in the coordinate space, or in the momentum space, or in any other
space of quantum numbers;

3. The moments of deviations of the one-particle density matrices from their average value are bounded
for N →∞.

A precise formulation of the latter requirement will be given below.
Using the N -particle density matrix (212), we construct the reduced density matrices (192). It is not

difficult to see that, for example,

ρ
(N,1)
αᾱ =

1

N

N
∑

i=1

ρiαᾱ =: ρ̄αᾱ, ρ
(N,2)
α1α2|ᾱ2ᾱ1

=
1

N(N − 1)

N
∑′

i,j=1

(ρiα1ᾱ1
ρjα2ᾱ2

− ρiα1ᾱ2
ρjα2ᾱ1

),

ρ
(N,3)
α1α2α3|ᾱ3ᾱ2ᾱ1

=
1

N(N − 1)(N − 2)

N
∑′

i,j,k=1

∑

σ∈S3

(−1)ε(σ)ρiα1ᾱσ(1)
ρjα2ᾱσ(2)

ρkα3ᾱσ(3)
.

(214)

The prime at the sum sign means that the indices are not equal to each other for any pair of them.
Let us introduce the deviation of the one-particle density matrix from its average value over the ensemble,

δρiαᾱ := ρiαᾱ − ρ̄αᾱ, (215)

and rewrite the reduced density matrices (214) in terms of this deviation. Given that

N
∑

i=1

δρiαᾱ = 0, (216)

we come to

ρ
(N,2)
α1α2|ᾱ2ᾱ1

= ρ̄α1[ᾱ1
ρ̄α2ᾱ2] −

1

N − 1
Σα1[ᾱ1|α2ᾱ2],

ρ
(N,3)
α1α2α3|ᾱ3ᾱ2ᾱ1

=
∑

σ∈S3

(−1)ε(σ)
{

ρ̄α1ᾱσ(1)
ρ̄α2ᾱσ(2)

ρ̄α3ᾱσ(3)
−

−
1

N − 1

[

Σα1ᾱσ(1)|α2ᾱσ(2)
ρ̄α3ᾱσ(3)

+Σα2ᾱσ(2)|α3ᾱσ(3)
ρ̄α1ᾱσ(1)

+Σα1ᾱσ(1)|α3ᾱσ(3)
ρ̄α2ᾱσ(2)

]

+

+
2

(N − 1)(N − 2)
∆α1ᾱσ(1)|α2ᾱσ(2)|α3ᾱσ(3)

}

,

(217)

where the square brackets at a pair of indices denote antisymmetrization without the factor 1/2 and

Σα1ᾱ1|α2ᾱ2
:=

1

N

N
∑

i=1

δρiα1ᾱ1
δρiα2ᾱ2

, ∆α1ᾱ1|α2ᾱ2|α3ᾱ3
:=

1

N

N
∑

i=1

δρiα1ᾱ1
δρiα2ᾱ2

δρiα3ᾱ3
. (218)

If we now assume that ρ̄αᾱ and the other averages (218) are finite for N →∞ (the assumption 3 above), we
can neglect the terms of order 1/N and 1/N2 in the expressions (217) when N is large. In this case,

ρ
(1)
αᾱ = Nρ̄αᾱ, ρ

(2)
α1α2|ᾱ2ᾱ1

≈ ρ
(1)
α1[ᾱ1

ρ
(1)
α1ᾱ2]

, ρ
(3)
α1α2α3|ᾱ3ᾱ2ᾱ1

≈
∑

σ∈S3

(−1)ε(σ)ρ
(1)
α1ᾱσ(1)

ρ
(1)
α2ᾱσ(2)

ρ
(1)
α3ᾱσ(3)

.

(219)
The explicit expressions for these density matrices are used in Sec. 5.1.1.

28



D.2 Entangled two-particle states

As an example of entangled states, consider the two-particle state of fermions

k
∑

α,β

fb1a1
2
ϕb1b2

1
ϕa1a2 â

†
b1b2

â†a1a2 |0〉, (220)

where k is the normalization constant,
1
ϕα characterizes the wave function of the particle 1, and

2
ϕβ character-

izes the wave function of the particle 2, the quantum numbers, α = (a1, a2), β = (b1, b2), are identically split
into two groups: a1, b1 are correlated quantum numbers of the particles 1 and 2, and a2, b2 are uncorrelated
quantum numbers. We will consider the special case of correlation (entanglement) when

fb1a1 = χb1δb1,g(a1), (221)

where g(a1) and χb1 are some given functions.
The matrix elements of the density matrix for such a state are written as

〈a∗|R̂|a〉 =
|k|2
4

∑

α,ᾱ,β,β̄

(

fb1a1
2
ϕb1b2

1
ϕa1a2 − fa1b1

2
ϕa1a2

1
ϕb1b2

)(

f∗b̄1ā1
2
ϕ∗
b̄1 b̄2

1
ϕ∗
ā1ā2 − f

∗
ā1b̄1

2
ϕ∗
ā1ā2

1
ϕ∗
b̄1 b̄2

)

×

× āb1b2 āa1a2aā1ā2ab̄1 b̄2 ,

(222)

where ᾱ = (ā1, ā2), β̄ = (b̄1, b̄2). Whence we have

ρβα|ᾱβ̄ =
|k|2
2

(

fb1a1
2
ϕb1b2

1
ϕa1a2 − fa1b1

2
ϕa1a2

1
ϕb1b2

)(

f∗b̄1ā1
2
ϕ∗
b̄1 b̄2

1
ϕ∗
ā1ā2 − f

∗
ā1 b̄1

2
ϕ∗
ā1ā2

1
ϕ∗
b̄1b̄2

)

. (223)

The reduced density matrix is

ρβα|ᾱβ =
|k|2
2

∑

b1

(

fb1a1f
∗
b1ā1(

2
ϕ∗,

2
ϕ)b1

1
ϕa1a2

1
ϕ∗
a1ā2 + fa1b1f

∗
ā1b1(

1
ϕ∗,

1
ϕ)b1

2
ϕa1a2

2
ϕ∗
a1ā2−

− fb1a1f
∗
ā1b1(

1
ϕ∗,

2
ϕ)b1

1
ϕa1a2

2
ϕ∗
ā1ā2 − fa1b1f

∗
b1ā1(

2
ϕ∗,

1
ϕ)b1

2
ϕa1a2

1
ϕ∗
ā1ā2

)

,

(224)

where
(
1,2
ϕ ∗,

1,2
ϕ )b1 :=

∑

b2

1,2
ϕ ∗

b1b2

1,2
ϕ b1b2 . (225)

We suppose that the wave functions of the particles 1 and 2 are orthogonal with respect to the uncorrelated
quantum numbers, i.e.,

∑

b2

1
ϕ∗
a1b2

2
ϕb1b2 ≈ 0. (226)

For example, if the correlated quantum numbers are the spin variables and the uncorrelated quantum numbers
are the momenta of particles, then the condition (226) is fulfilled when the particles 1 and 2 are spaced far
enough apart. Then the reduced density matrix becomes

ρβα|ᾱβ ≈
|k|2
2

∑

b1

(

fb1a1f
∗
b1ā1(

2
ϕ∗,

2
ϕ)b1

1
ϕa1a2

1
ϕ∗
a1ā2 + fa1b1f

∗
ā1b1(

1
ϕ∗,

1
ϕ)b1

2
ϕa1a2

2
ϕ∗
a1ā2

)

. (227)

It follows from the form of the correlation function (221) that the reduced density matrix (227) is diagonal
with respect to the correlated quantum numbers a1, ā1. The normalization constant in this case has the form

|k|−2 ≈
∑

a1,b1

|fb1a1 |
2(

1
ϕ∗,

1
ϕ)a1(

2
ϕ∗,

2
ϕ)b1 . (228)

We use these expressions in Sec. 5.1.3.
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