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Statistics ofQ uantum Sources
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W e shallpresent m odels ofquantum sources with long \words" exhibiting di�erent statistics

ranging from usualindependence to so-called \free independence". This can lead to statistical

structuresforthe
uctuationsgoverned by lawsotherthan a G aussian distribution,such asW igner’s

sem icircle law.

PACS num bers:03.67.Hk,05.45.+ b,02.50.-r

In the� eld ofquantum chaos,thestructureoftim ecor-

relation functions is ofthe utm ostim portance to study

relaxation phenom ena,to singleoutthe existenceofdif-

ferenttim escalesand to perform thesem i-classicalanal-

ysis [1]. Correlation functions can also be viewed as a

m anifestation ofan underlying statisticalstructure that

isexpected to re
 ectintrinsicpropertiesofthequantum

tim e evolution whetherregularornot. Itcannotgo un-

noticed thatthereisarem arkablerelation between quan-

tum chaos and random m atrix theory on one side and,

on the other, that the sem icircle distribution for 
 uc-

tuations,typicalofrandom m atrix theory,also em erges

from the centrallim it theorem in a probability theory

ofquantum random variableswithoutany de� nite alge-

braic relations am ong them [2]. Investigating di� erent

possibilitiesbecom eseven m ore interesting ifone thinks

ofan evolving quantum system asthe sending end ofa

quantum com m unication channel,thatisasa source of

\quantum words" [3]. In such a case,the senderwould

be interested in the statistics ofthe source,its entropy

perletterand in thedistribution law forthe
 uctuations,

ifany.

In thisletter,we willconsiderthe long-tim e predom i-

nantstatisticalpropertiesofsom equantum sourcesthat

we describe aspresenting a senderwith a quantum car-

rierdescribed by operatorse(ti)attim est1 < t2 < � � � .

The operator e(t) at tim e t is a � xed operator e = ey,

e2 = 1,speci� ed attim e t= 0 and evolved up to tim e t

according to an underlying quantum evolution.Sincewe

are only interested in the essentialfeatures ofthe tim e

evolution,like regularity orrandom ness,we do nottake

into accountitsdetailed structure,butratherresortto a

schem aticdescription.W eshallrestrictourselvesto dis-

cretetim est= 1;2;:::and assum ethatthee� ectofthe

dynam icson the sourcem ay be described by a so-called

\bit-stream " [4,5],thatisby a sequencea(1);a(2);:::of

zeroesand ones� xingthecom m utationrelationsbetween

operatorsatdi� erenttim ess;t= 1;2;::::

e(s+ t)e(s)= (� 1)a(t)e(s)e(s+ t): (1)

O bviously,these com m utation relationsstrongly depend

on thestatisticalpropertiesofthebit-stream .Thesender

willuse � nite sequences ofletters from the source thus

form ing ordered words w(t), where t is a m ulti-index

(t1 < t2 < � � � tn). Such ordered words are then � nite

products

w(t):= e(t1)e(t2)� � � e(tn); (2)

with t1 < t2 < � � � < tn. Ifthe sender has an ensem -

bleofasynchronoussourceswith the sam ebit-stream at

hisdisposal,hewould constructm oregeneral(nottim e-

ordered)words,e.g.w(s)w(t),sim ply by concatenation

ofordered words w(s),w(t) from di� erent sources. In

particular,itcan happen thatin theword w(s)w(t)som e

oftheindicessk equalsom eoftheindicest‘.In general,

theprobabilitiesforthevariouswordsw(s)w(t)� � � w(u)

thatthe sendercan construct,are speci� ed by theirex-

pectations

hw(s)w(t)� � � w(u)i; (3)

with respectto a given state ofthe ensem ble ofsources.

Due to the freedom in constructing words,there are in

generalno preferred wordsto single outapartfrom the

identity (alllettersbeing1).In such acase,am eaningful

statisticscan only arisefrom the expectations

hw(t)i= 0 ; h1i= 1 : (4)

Notice that,in the usualstatisticalfram ework,the ex-

pectationsin (3)arenothing else than m ulti-tim e corre-

lation functions.Thedynam icsduring a singletim estep

isgiven by the shifton the indicesofthe letters:

w(t)7! w(t+ 1):= e(t1 + 1)e(t2 + 1)� � � e(tn + t): (5)

In spite of their extrem e sim plicity, the variety of

statistics brought about by the expectations in (4) to-

getherwith thebit-stream sisneverthelessnoticeable.An

extrem e case is a set ofasynchronous quantum sources

giving rise to the so-called \free shift" [6]whose words

have no algebraic relations of any sort between their

letters e(t) at di� erent tim es,stillkeeping e = ey and
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e2 = 1. W ith dynam ics and statistics � xed by (5),re-

spectively (4), the sender has no bit-stream structure

thathe can use to sim plify wordsby com m uting letters

oneoveranotheraccording to (1).

W e shallbe interested in the large-tim e behaviourof

tim e correlation functions ofnon-com m utative dynam i-

calsystem s. Such a question has a m uch broader � eld

ofapplicationsthan thatsketched aboveand itisthere-

forebetterto considerthem oregeneralsetting of(quan-

tum and classical)dynam icalsystem sofwhich quantum

sourcesareparticularcases.

In quantum m echanics,oneusually workswith opera-

torsX on aHilbertspaceH and theHeisenbergevolution

generated by som eHam iltonian H

X 7! X (t):= eiH t
X e� iH t

: (6)

Then,tim e-invariantexpectations

X 7! hX i:= h jX j i; (7)

are com puted by m eans of a suitable \ground-state"

H j i= 0 .

In classicalm echanics, one has a phase space X , a

dynam ical(Ham iltonian) 
 ow connecting phase points

(q;p) through trajectories (qt;pt) and a tim e-invariant

phasedensity distribution �,e.g.thecanonicalensem ble.

Itis,however,convenientto adoptan algebraicdescrip-

tion in this case too,using com plex-valued functions f

on X evolving in tim e according to

f(q;p)7! ft(q;p):= f(qt;pt): (8)

Expectationsareobtained by averaging w.r.t.�:

hfi:=

Z

X

dqdp �(q;p)f(q;p): (9)

These expectations are tim e-invariant because � is sta-

tionary.

In this way, classical and quantum system s can be

treated on the sam e footing. Form ally,the only di� er-

ence isthe algebra considered:com m utative in the � rst

case,non-com m utative in the second one. Nevertheless,

thishasquiteprofound consequenceson theprobabilistic

structureofthetheory.In fact,oneofthehard problem s

fortruly quantum system sisto understand the im plica-

tions ofpositivity,i.e.hX yX i � 0,on the structure of

the expectations.

The notion ofm ixing is expressed for both classical

and quantum system sby the following request:

lim
t
hX Y (t)Zi= hX ZihY i: (10)

In the classicalcase,Z can be com m uted over Y (t) so

that two observables X and Y su� ce: if X = f and

Y = g are functions which vanish outside som e � nite-

volum e regions F ,respectively G ,in phase space,(10)

expresses the uniform spreading ofG throughout X by

thephasespace
 ow.In som ecases,m ixing isasking for

too m uch and one has to replace the lim it with a tim e

average,in which casethe system iscalled ergodic.

The analogy between classicaland quantum system s

can be pushed even a bit further by considering the

Hilbert space of square sum m able functions f on the

phasespaceX and (non-com m uting)linearoperatorson

it such as jfihfj[7]. The scalar product between func-

tionsf and giscom puted with respecttothephasespace

density �:

hfjgi:=

Z

X

dqdp �(q;p)f(q;p)g(q;p): (11)

Notice that the classicalfunctions act on this Hilbert

space sim ply as m ultiplication operators: fjg(q;p)i :=

jf(q;p)g(q;p)i.In thisway,wecan com putetheexpecta-

tion in (9)astheaverageofsuch an f w.r.t.theconstant

\wave function" 1 on X : hfi = h1jfj1i. The expecta-

tion ofa non-classicalobservable jfihfjisnow given by

hjfihfji= jh1jfj1ij2.Finally,thedynam icsshiftsjfito

jftiwith ft asin (8).

Forquantum system s,am uch desired property isthat,

asym ptotically in tim e, observables com m ute, nam ely

that

lim
t
[X ;Y (t)]= 0 (12)

asan operatoron H .Thispropertyisexpected tobetyp-

icalofquantum system swith m any freedom s.In thehi-

erarchy ofirregularbehaviours,nextto m ixing one� nds

m ulti-clustering:

lim
jti� tjj! 1

hX
(1)(t1)X

(2)(t2)� � � X
(n)(tn)i=

=

n
Y

l= 1

hX
(l)
i: (13)

Should operators com m ute when separated by large

tim es,wecould m aket1 < t2 < � � � < tn in (13).

In general,one can consider tim e-asym ptotics ofcor-

relation functions where consecutive tim es are well-

separated,buttim esnotnexttoeach otherm aybeequal:

notice that the words in (3)� t exactly into this fram e-

work. Nam ely,we shallconsider m ulti-tim e correlation

functionsofthe form :

hX
(1)(t1)X

(2)(t2)� � � X
(n)(tn)i; (14)

where t1 6= t2 6= � � � 6= tn,but,possibly,tj = tj� k when

k 6= 1.

Let

n

X
(1)
;X

(2)
;:::;X

(n)
o

be n observables at tim e

t= 0.Becauseofthetim e evolution,in spiteofpossible

algebraic relations between them ,no typicalcom m uta-

tion relationsm ight exist between X (k) and X (‘)(t) for
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larget(unlessobservablesseparated by largetim escom -

m ute).Theonly m eaningfulalgebraiswhatweshallcall

the \asym ptotic free algebra" consisting of(linearcom -

binations of) wordsX
(1)

i1
X

(2)

i2
� � � X

(n)

in
. The letters X

(‘)

i‘

areasym ptotics,in asensewhich willbem adeclearlater

on,oftim ezero observablesX (‘).W ewilladoptthefol-

lowing rules:

a) wheneverthe identity appearsitcan be dropped;

b) whenever two consecutive observables X
(k)

ik
and

X
(k+ 1)

ik+ 1

carry equalsubindices (ik = ik+ 1), then

they m ust be considered as the single observable
�

X
(k)
X

(k+ 1)
�

ik

pertaining to asam etim evariable

tik and obtained through the corresponding lim it.

W ordsarem ultiplied by concatenation withoutany sim -

pli� cation rule between consecutive lettersexceptfora)

and b)above.

Expectationson the asym ptotic free algebra are com -

puted starting from them ulti-tim ecorrelation functions:

hX
(1)

i1
X

(2)

i2
� � � X

(n)

in
i1 :=

= lim
� k ! 1

hX
(1)(ti1)X

(2)(ti2)� � � X
(n)(tin )i; (15)

where� k := jtik � tik+ 1
j.Thisshould becom pared with

the tim e lim its in the form ula (13)for m ulti-clustering.

M orein general,oneshould considerratherergodictim e

averagesthan lim its:

hX
(1)

i1
X

(2)

i2
� � � X

(n)

in
i1 :=

=
Y

ik

lim
Tik

1

Tik

Z Tik

0

dtik hX
(1)(ti1)� � � X

(n)(tin )i: (16)

These expectations return positive values when used to

com puteexpectationsofpositiveoperatorsand thusthe

left-hand side m em ber of (16) allows for a consistent

probabilisticinterpretation.

W e want to em phasize that if(12) and (13) hold,as

it is generally expected for extended quantum system s,

then (15)and (16)can bereadily com puted.Indeed,one

� rst has to consider in the de� nitions (15) or (16) the

subsets�j ofequaltim es,i.e.ik = i‘ ifand only ifk and

‘belong to thesam e�j,and then,com m uting operators

which are separated by large tim es,one m ay group to-

getherthecorresponding observables:ofcourse,onehas

tokeep theoriginalorderam ongthegrouped observables

that,usually,need notcom m ute.Finally,onegets

hX
(1)

i1
X

(2)

i2
� � � X

(n)

in
i1 =

Y

j

D Y

k2� j

X
(k)
E

: (17)

Assum ing asym ptotic com m utativity and m ulti-tim e

clustering,we now presentexplicitly a few expectations

choosing for notationalsim plicity X (1) = A,X (2) = B

and so on. Rem em ber that the subscripts refer to the

tim es with respect to which the lim its in (15) and (16)

are com puted,so thatequalsubscriptsm ean thatequal

tim eshavebeen considered:

hA 1i1 = hAi

hA 1B 2i1 = hAihB i

hA 1B 2C1i1 = hAC ihB i

hA 1B 2C1D 2i1 = hAC ihB D i (18)

Notice that,because of(12),we could consistently im -

pose thatobservablespertaining to di� erenttim e lim its

com m ute,thatis [X k;Y‘]= 0 fork 6= ‘. M oreover,the

productstructurein (18)isan expressionofstatisticalin-

dependence ofobservables well-separated in tim e. This

has the im portant consequence that, according to the

centrallim it theorem ,when N ! 1 ,the 
 uctuations

ofasym ptoticwordsaround theirm eans,i.e.ofcentered

asym ptoticobservables ~A := A � hAi1,

1
p
N

N
X

j= 1

~A j ; (19)

aredistributed according to a G aussian law [8].

In fullgenerality,weobservethatitiseasytoconstruct

asym ptoticfreealgebrasfordiscrete-tim edynam icalsys-

tem sand thusto includethem odelsofquantum sources

weareconsidering.In fact,weshalluse(15)wherelim its

haveto be taken w.r.t.discretetim es.

W e shall now consider the extrem e instance of the

quantum source that we referred to as the \free shift".

Itisratherobviousthatsystem observablesdo notcom -

m ute, even when largely separated in tim e. W e shall

presently show thattheexpectationsh� i1 on theasym p-

totic free algebra ofthe free shift exhibit a totally dif-

ferentkind ofindependencefrom thatexpressed in (18),

called \freeness". The latterisde� ned by the following

decoupling schem e[2]:

hX
(1)

i1
X

(2)

i2
� � � X

(n)

in
i1 = 0 ; if hX

(‘)
i= 0 ; (20)

with ‘= 1;:::;n and i1 6= i2 6= � � � 6= in.

In ordertoprovetheassertion,weobservethatgeneral

centered observables ~A,i.e.h~Ai= 0,areobtained by lin-

earcom binationsofwordsbecauseof(4).Itistherefore

necessary and su� cientto considerthe tim e lim its

lim
jtik � tik+ 1

j! 1
hw

(1)(ti1)w
(2)(ti2)� � � w

(n)(tin )i: (21)

Forlargedi� erencesbetween any two consecutivetim es,

there cannotbe sim pli� cationsdue to e(t)2 = 1.There-

fore,products ofwords asin (21)willhave zero expec-

tation in the lim itbecause of(4). Unlike in the case of

standard independenceasin (18),freenessleadstoanew

distribution law for 
 uctuations of asym ptotic words,

nam ely to the W ignersem icirclelaw [2].
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It is instructive to com pare the expectations in (18)

with theonesobtained from freeness(noticethattheob-

servablesbelow,likethosein (18),need notbecentered):

hA 1i1 = hAi

hA 1B 2i1 = hAihB i

hA 1B 2C1i1 = hAC ihB i

hA 1B 2C1D 2i1 = hAC ihB ihD i+ hAihB D ihC i

� hAihB ihC ihD i (22)

Ifthe quantum sources,presented atthe beginning of

thepaper,aregoverned by genericbit-stream s,theirob-

servableswillgenerally notcom m ute when largely sepa-

ratedin tim e.Therefore,wedonotexpecttheusualinde-

pendenceto hold fortheexpectationson theasym ptotic

free algebra. However,neitherdo we have freeness. Let

usconsiderthesim pleword w = eand wordsconstructed

with alternatingproductsofe(t1)and e(t2),t1 6= t2.The

� rst,possibly non-zero,expectation ofsuch a word is

he(t1)e(t2)e(t1)e(t2)i= (� 1)a(jt2� t1j) : (23)

Forirregularbit-stream s,the lim itwillnotexistand,in

ordertoconstructexpectationson theasym ptoticfreeal-

gebra,we should use an averaging procedure asin (16).

Even ifthe bit-stream issu� ciently irregularto have

he1e2e1e2i1 = lim
T1;T2! 1

1

T1T2

T1X

t1= 0

T2X

t2= 0

(� 1)a(jt2� t1j)

= 0 ; (24)

nevertheless

h(e(t1)e(t2))
4
i= 1= h(e1e2)

4
i1 : (25)

Noticethatthisisthe� rstnon-zeroexpectation ofalter-

nating products.

Asyeta di� erentm odelsourcewith sim ple statistics,

we considera classical
 ow (q;p)7! (qt;pt)with m ixing

propertieson phasespace,nam ely:

lim
t! 1

hfjgti= lim
t! 1

Z

X

dqdp �(q;p)f(q;p)g(qt;pt)

= hfihgi; (26)

wherethe Hilbertspacedescription forclassicalsystem s

previously outlined hasbeen used.O necan then deduce

that

lim
t! 1

hR(f)R(gt)i= hR(f)ihR(g)i; (27)

where R(f):= jfihfj. The above productstructure ex-

tendstothesetof� niterank m atricesand can beused to

construct a corresponding asym ptotic free algebra with

expectations

hA 1B 2 � � � Fni1 =

= lim
jtik � tik+ 1

j! 1
h1jA(ti1)B (ti2)� � � F (tin )j1i

= hAihB i � � � hF i: (28)

Notice that the identity operator 1 is not a � nite rank

m atrix and,in order to construct centered observables
~A := A � hAi1,one hasto add itto the � nite rank op-

erators. Such a dynam icalsystem is not com m utative

norasym ptotically com m utativeand therefore,theusual

statisticalindependence(17)and thusa G aussian distri-

bution of
 uctuationsisnotexpected to hold. Freeness

doesnotshow up eitherasa property ofthe asym ptotic

freealgebra.Indeed,consideringcentered observables ~A,
~B , ~C and ~D ,onecan provethat

h~A 1i1 = 0

h~A 1
~B 2i1 = 0

h~A 1
~B 2
~C1i1 = hAihB ihC i� hB ihAC i

h~A 1
~B 2
~C1
~D 2i1 = 0 (29)

Notice that the previous way of extending a property

ofthe classicaltim e evolution,in this case phase space

m ixing,to a \quantum system " was proposed in [7]to

providea counterexam pleto theclaim ed incom patibility

between chaosand quantum m echanics.Subsequently,a

m orephysicalapplication oftheseideaswasgiven in [9].

O newonderswhetherthe decoupling schem e(29)m ight

bea typicalsignatureoftruechaoticbehaviourin quan-

tum system s.

W e conclude by observing that freeness seem s to re-

quirea totallack ofany algebraicstructurebetween ob-

servables at di� erent tim es. M ulti-clustering for tim e-

ordered correlation functions,such asin (13),isnotsuf-

� cient to draw any conclusion about correlation func-

tions where equaltim es appearasin (14). W e also no-

ticefrom thebit-stream exam ple,see(23)and (24),and

also from (29)thatincreasing random behavioursbring

us closer to freeness in the sense that m ore and m ore

asym ptoticexpectationsvanish.

M oreover,we rem ark that,despite theirdi� erentsta-

tisticalproperties,allthe previous m odels ofquantum

sourcesshare a com m on feature. Nam ely,the stateson

the asym ptotic free algebrasare invariantw.r.t.to per-

m utations (i1;:::;in) 7! (�(i1);:::;�(in)) ofthe lower

indicesoftheirargum ents:

hX
(1)

i1
X

(2)

i2
� � X

(n)

in
i1 = hX

(1)

�(i1)
X

(2)

�(i2)
� � X

(n)

�(in )
i1 : (30)

Itseem sthusworthwhiletoinvestigatethegeneralstruc-

ture ofperm utation invariantstates on asym ptotic free

algebras.
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