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A Direct Coupling Coherent Quantum Observer

lan R. Petersen

Abstract— This paper considers the problem of constructing direct coupling is considered between the quantum plant
a direct coupling quantum observer for a closed linear quantim  and the quantum controller. In this paper, we explore the
system. The proposed observer is shown to be able to estimate ¢qnstryction of a coherent quantum observer in which there
some but not all of the plant variables in a time averaged sers . . .
A simple example and simulations are included to illustratethe 'S only direct coupling between quantum plant and the
properties of the observer. guantum observer. Furthermore, both the quantum plant and
the quantum observer are assumed to be closed quantum
) systems which means that they are not subject to quantum

A number of papers have recently considered the problefpise and are purely deterministic systems. This leads to an
of constructing a coherent quantum observer for a quagpserver structure of the form shown in Figlife 2. It is shown
tum system; see [1]-[3]. In the coherent quantum observéiat for the case being considered, a quantum observer can
problem, a quantum plant is coupled to a quantum observgg constructed to estimate some but not all of the system
which is also a quantum system. The quantum observer \griaples of the quantum plant. Also, the observer varable
constructed to be a physically realizable quantum system ggnyerge to the plant variables in a time averaged senserrath

that the system variables of the quantum observer convergfn a quantum expectation sense such as considered in the
in some suitable sense to the system variables of the quantyahers [1], [2].

I. INTRODUCTION

plant.
In the papers [1], [2], the quantum plant under consider-
ation is a linear quantum system. In recent years, there has quantum plant quantum observer

been considerable interest in the modeling and feedback con
trol of linear quantum systems; e.g., see [4]-[6]. Suchdine
guantum systems commonly arise in the area of quantum op-
tics; e.g., see [7], [8]. For such linear quantum system risode
an important class of quantum control problems are referred
to as coherent quantum feedback control problems; e.g., see Il. QUANTUM LINEAR SYSTEMS
[4], [5], [9]-[14]. In these coherent quantum feedback coint  In this section, we describe the class of closed linear
problems, both the plant and the controller are quantuguantum systems under consideration; see also [4], [11],
systems and the controller is typically to be designed tfl5]. We consider linear non-commutative systems of the
optimize some performance index. The coherent quantufarm
observer problem can be regarded as a special case of the . ) -
coherent quantum feedback control problem in which the #t) = Axt); 2(0) == (1)
objective of the observer is to estimate the system vasabl@here A is a real matrix in R™*", and z(t) =
of the quantum plant. [ z1(t) ... z,(t) |* is a vector of self-adjoint possibly
In the previous papers on quantum observers such as [Ijen-commutative system variables; e.g., see [4]. Helis
[3], the coupling between the plant and the observer is viassumed to be an even number &nig the number of modes
a field coupling. This leads to an observer structure of thiea the quantum system.
form shown in Figur&ll. This enables a one way connection The initial system variables(0) = z, are assumed to
between the quantum plant and the quantum observer. Alsatisfy thecommutation relations
since both the quantum plant and the quantum observer are

Fig. 2. Coherent Observer Structure with Direct Coupling.

: (0),24(0)] = 20Ok, jk=1,... 2
open quantum systems, they are both subject to quantum [(0), 2k (0)] YOk s AR )
noise. where © is a real antisymmetric matrix with components

© ;. Here, the commutator is defined py, B] = AB—BA.
quantum quantum . .
. noise In the case of a single degree of freedom quantum particle,
noise T . L
quantum plant <—— quantum observer |<—— xz = (x1,22)" wherexz; = ¢ is the position operator,

and x5 = p is the momentum operator. The commutation
relations ar€lq, p] = 2i. Here, the matrix© is assumed to
be of the form© = diag(J, J,...,J) whereJ denotes the
real skew-symmetri@ x 2 matrix

However in the paper [11], a coherent quantum control g 0 1
problem is considered in which both field coupling and -1 0|

Fig. 1. Coherent Observer Structure with Field Coupling.
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A linear quantum systen](1) is said to fphysically The matrixC, also defines the vector of estimated variables
realizable if it ensures the preservation of the canonicafor the observer as,(t) = C,x,(t).

commutation relations (CCRs): The augmented quantum linear system consisting of the

T TNT o guantum plant and the direct coupled quantum observer is

z(t)z(t)” — (z(t)e(t)”)" = 2i6 forall ¢ > 0. then a quantum system of the forf} (1) described by the total

This holds when the systeifd (1) corresponds to a collection bfamiltonian

closed quantum harmonic oscillatgisee [4]. Such quantum _
; . . . . Ha = Hp+He+Ho

harmonic oscillators are described by a quadratic Hamil- 1
tonian # = 1x(0)" Rxz(0), where R is a real symmetric = §xa(O)TRaIa(O) (8)
matrix.

Theorem 1 ( [4]): The system[{1) is physically realizable wherez, = | *? | and R, = gf% gc -+ Then, using
. . Lo c 0
it-and only if (@), it follows that the augmented quantum linear system is

A0+ 04T = o (3) described by the equations
Iq this case, the corresponding Hamil_tpnian matf-b_(is [ i?p(t) } — A, [ p(t) } : 25(0) = 20p; 70(0) = Too;
given by R = 1(—©A + ATO). In addition, for a given [ Zo(t) Zo(t)
Hamiltonian matrixR, the corresponding matriX in (@) is 2p(t) = Cpap(t);
given by 2o(t) = Coxo(t) 9
A =20R.

where A, = 20R,,.
We now formally define the notion of a direct coupled
linear quantum observer.

Remark 1:Note that the systen[](1) cannot be asymp
totically stable if it is physically realizable. To see this
first supposeR # 0. Then, observe that the Hamiltonian b ;
is preserved in time. Indeed{ = 1iTRx + 2T Ri = Definition 1: The matricesi, € Rrexte, Re € R,
—2TRORxz+ 2T RORz — 0 sinceR is symmetric an® is Co € R77*" define adirect coupled linear quantum
skew-symmetric. However, if the system were asymptogicallCPServerfor the quantum linear plarifl(S) if the corresponding
stable, thenz() — 0 ast — oo which would contradict 2ugmented linear quantum systelh (9) is such that

this fact. Also, if R = 0, then A = 0 which is again not R
asymptotically stable. A similar conclusion can also bendra Th_{r;o T Jo (2p(t) = 2o(t))dt = 0. (10)
from the fact that the CCRs are preserved in time. Remark 2: Note that although the direct coupling coherent

Since it is not possible for a physically realizable quanturquantum observer defined above does not use field coupling
system of the form[{1) to be asymptotically stable, we wilko connect the quantum observer to the quantum plant,
need a new notion of convergence for our direct coupleguantum optics may be used in order to physically realize
guantum observer. the augmented plant-observer systéin (9). Indeed, using the
methods proposed in the papers [16]-[20], the augmented
system could be physically realized using quantum optics
without the use of direct couplings between modes but rather

We first consider generatlosed linear quantum plants using internal field couplings; see also [15].
described by non-commutative models of the following form:

I11. DIRECT COUPLING COHERENTQUANTUM
OBSERVERS

IV. CONSTRUCTING ADIRECT COUPLING COHERENT

p(t) = Apxp(t); x,(0) = zop; QUANTUM OBSERVER

zp(t) = Cpzp(t) (5) We now describe the construction of a direct coupled linear

. quantum observer. In this section, we assume that= 0

Wh_ere z, denotes the vector of system variables to bﬁ‘u (). This corresponds t&, = 0 in the plant Hamiltonian.

eiﬁ”‘;i‘te‘j _by the observer gnAp < Rnpxnp.’ Cp - It follows from (5) that the plant system variables ()

R o Itis assumed that this guantum plaqt IS phySICa”)owll remain fixed if the plant is not coupled to the observer.

rleallzagle and corresponds to a plr?\nt Harlmlto.n?a@ —  However, when the plant is coupled to the quantum observer

32p(0)" Byap(0) where the symmetric matrit, is given i il no longer be the case. We will show that if the
guantum observer is suitably designed, the plant quartity t

by R, = ;(—04, + ATe).
Also, we consider alirect coupled linear quantum ob- . estimated;,(¢) will remain fixed and the conditioi (10)
will be satisfied.

server defined by a symmetric matri®, € R"*"° and

Ln?FricesRcbe Ro, .?0 € R, These matrices y\ye aiso assume thab, = =2 and the matrixC, is of
efine an observer Ha;nl tonian the formC, = 37 where
H, = §IO(O)TRox0(O)v (6) 81 0
. I 0  f 0 n
and a coupling Hamiltonian B = c R X7 (11)

ch%x,,(o)Tcho(O)Jr%wo(O)TRZ:vp(O)- ™) 0o Brp



andg; € R?*! fori=1,2,..., 2. This assumption means Taking the inverse Laplace Transform of this equation, we

that the plant variables to be estimated include only onebtain

guadrature for each mode of the plant. t
We now suppose that the matricés, R., C, are such rp(t) = 491ﬁ0<T/ 202 BT 270,087 1, (0)
that R. = Ba’, o € R"*% and the matrixR, is positive °
definite. Also, we write® = [ 061 % where ©, € +2@1ﬁOéT/ 2028 (t=7) g (0)
2 o
T
R™*m and @, € R X" Then, R, = 0 T pa ] +ap(0) -
af’ R, = —2t010a" R, af” x,(0)
and A, = 20R, = [ g@ T ;glga . Hence, the +018a" R, 20208 2,,(0)
2 240 O _
augmented system equatiorig (9) describing the combined —018a" e*2 et R 008" 1, (0)
plant-observer system become +018a" R, 10452, (0)
p(t) = 2018a"z,(t); —0;8aT 202t R-10,1,(0)
io(t) = 202087 x,(t) + 205Roz,(t); +2(0). (16)
() = Cpap(t); We now choose the parameters of the quantum observer so
Zo(t) = Como(t). (12) thatC,R;'a = —I. It follows from (I8) and[(I6) that the

uantitiesz,(t) = C t) and z,(t) = C,x,(t) are given
We now use Laplace Transforms to solve these equations.gg} #(?) p2p(t) 2o(t) Zo(t) g

follows that
sXp(s) = 201807 X,(s) + 3,(0); 2o(t) = Coe@21" (2,(0) + Ry B 2y (0)) + 2(0) (A7)
P - o P )
sX,(s) = 202087 X,(s) +202R,X,(s) + 7,(0) and
(13) zp(t) = 2,(0) (18)
and hence where we have used the fact th@;©,5 = 870,38 = 0.

4 9 That is, the quantityz,(¢) remains constant and is not
sX,(s) = EGQaBT(alﬁaTXO(S) + gggaﬁTxp(o) affected by the couplipg to the coherent quantgm obse_rver.
+205R, X, () + 2,(0). Note that the equatio (IL8) can be derived directly since

o T 0 291ﬁ0¢T
However, : [C 0]A. = [B" 0] 20,087 205R,
Bi B 0 = [0 2870,8a7
R L0 26761fa” ]
BTO18 = . =0 =0
0 ' 8T 78 since 370, = 0. Hence,
since.J is skew-symmetric. Therefore, )= Cp 0 Je'z,(0)=[ Cp 0 ]z4(0) = 2,(0)

for all ¢ > 0.
Note that the matrix4, will have all purely imaginary
(14) eigenvalues. To see this, we first observe that the matrix
Taking the inverse Laplace Transform of this equation, we;0,R, has purely real eigenvalues sinz&®, is a Hermi-

Xo(s) = (sI —20,R,) " (§®2a6T:vp(O) + 2,(0)

obtain tian matrix andR,, is asslumled to llae a positive definite matrix.
t . —3 p3 3 p3 . ;
Indeed,2i0>R, = 2R, > R ©sR2 Ré and thus2i0;R,, is
Y t _ 205 R, t o 0 2/ 2@2Ro(t—7)d e} T 0 E ’ 2400 ”O o -2 0 fto 1 - 240
Zo(t) c 2o(0) + o ¢ 70208 2,(0) similar to the Hermitian matrlziRé @gRé which has purely
_ 62®2Rotxo(0) real eigenvalues. Henc29, R, must have purely imaginary
_82@2Rot (672@2Rot o I) R71@2—162aﬂTIp(0) eigenvalues.
o T . .
— 20:Rot (:z:o(O) T R;laﬂTIp(O)) Now suppose the vector xi’ is an eigenvector ofd,
—R;*apTx,(0). (15) with corresponding eigenvectar Hence,
Also, if we substitute[{14) intd{13), we obtain 0 . 20180 | [ ap | _\ [ o
4 . 2@20&[’3 2@2R0 Ty Lo
X,(s) = 8—2@15aT (sI —203R,) " Osa87 x,(0) and hence

T _
—i—E@lﬁaT (sl — 2®2RO)71 2,(0) 20180 ®o = Axp (19)
s

1 and
+-2p(0)- 20208” , + 202 Rox0 = Ao (20)



We now premultiply [IB) bys? and use the fact that Also, (I8) implies
BTO,5 =0 to obtain

.17
N Jim 7 [ 50 = 2,00,

Hence, eitherA = 0 which means that the eigenvalue isTherefore, condition[{10) is satisfied. Thus, we have estab-
purely imaginary orz, = 0. If A # 0 the condition lished the following theorem.
BTz, = 0 is substituted into[{20) to obtain Theorem 2:Consider a quantum plant of the forl (5)
where 4, = 0, C, = 7 and 3 is as defined in[{(11).
202 o0 = Alo. Then the matrice®, > 0, R., C, will define direct coupled
Furthermore, ifz, = 0, it follows from (I9) that\z, = 0 guantum observer for this quantum planfif is of the form

and hencer, = 0 since) # 0. However, this contradicts the 1. = C7 o’ wherea € R"* ¥ andCT R;'a = —I.
Remark 3:We consider the above result for the single

mode case witm, = 2, m, = 1, in which C,, = [1 0].
o # 0. Thus we can now conclude thatis an eigenvalue This means that the variable to be estimated by the quantum
of 20, R, which we have already established has only purelgbserver is the position operator of the quantum plant; i.e.

fact that ” is an eigenvector ofl,,. Thus, we must have

imaginary eigenvalues. Thus,must be purely imaginary in P £ where z. (1) — p(1) } Bv choosin

this case as well. (1) a(1) (1) po(t) | g
We now verify that the conditior (10) is satisfied for this, —_ — 9 Ry=1,Cy=[10], = 1 anda — -1 ,

guantum observer. We recall from Rem@rk 1 that the quantlt 0 0

12T R,z remains constant in time for the linear system: %e conditions of Theorefd 2 will be satisfied and the observer
2 output variable will be the position operator of the quantum

_ = 20:Ror; - (0) = 0. observery, (t); i.e., zo(t) = qo(t) wherex,(t) = Z"((g
Thatis 1 1 Before the quantum observer is connected to tﬁe quantum
—z(t)"Rox(t) = zal Ryxg ¥Vt > 0. (21) plant, the quantities,(t) and p,(t) will remain constant
2 2 since we have assumed thdj, = 0. Now suppose that
However, z(t) = e?*®2ffzy and R, > 0. Therefore, it the quantum observer is connected to the quantum plant at
follows from (21) that time ¢ = 0. According to [IB), the plant position operator
Vmin Ro) 162228 20| < v/ Nman (Ro) |20 | qp(t) will remain constant at its initial va_luep(t) = gp(())
but the plant momentum operatpy,(t) will evolve in an
for all zo andt > 0. Hence, time varying and oscillatory way as defined Hy]1(16). In
A (Ro) addition, the observer position operatg(t) will evolve in
|e2@2Bet| < [ 02 (22) an oscillatory way as defined bl {17) but its time average
min (Ro) will converge tog, (0) according to[(10).
for all ¢ > 0. Now suppose that after a sufficiently long tinfé such
Now since®, and R, are non-singular, that the time average af,(t) has essentially converged to
T 1 1 ¢»(0), the observer is disconnected from the quantum plant.
/ 22 Moty = — 2@ T prlg it — —Rle)! Then, the plant position operatgy(¢) will remain constant
0 2 2 at ¢,(t) = ¢,(0) and the plant momentum operatoy(t)
and therefore, it follows fron{{22) that will remain constant at a valug,(7') which is determined
by the formula[(IB) in terms of,(0), z,(0) and the time
H/ 2921t g | T. This will be an essentially random value. If at a later
11 1 time an observer with the same parameters as above is
T”2 202l T -1t —R;lG);lII connected to the quantum plant, then time average of its
1 0., T o oqtputzo(_t) = ¢,(t) will again converge tay,(0) andg,(t)
< 2TH 2R, Ol will remain constant ai,(t) = ¢,(0). However, suppose
Rlo-1 that instead an observer with different paramet@gs= [
+ T|| o O C, =01 anda = 0 1 is used. This observer is
< 1 /\’”L(RO)HR”@_IH designed so that the time average of the observer output

2T\ Amin(Ro) zo(t) = po(t) converges to the momentum operator of the
1 U quantum planp, (t). This quantity is the essentially random
Jr_T”Ro O, |l value p,(T") mentioned above. In addition, the previously
- 0 constant value of,(t) = ¢,(0) will now be destroyed and
will evolve to another essential random value. This belravio
of the quantum observer is similar to the behavior of quantum
measurements; e.g., see [21]. This is not surprising sinee t

T
A /O Zo(t)dt = 2p(0). behavior of the direct coupled quantum observers congidere

asT — oo. Hence, [(II7) implies



in this paper and the behavior of quantum measurements
are both determined by the quantum commutation relations
which are fundamental to the theory of quantum mechanics.
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V. NUMERICAL SIMULATIONS OF A QUANTUM
OBSERVER FOR AONE MODE PLANT osf

We now present some numerical simulations to illustrate
the direct coupled quantum observer described in the previ-

q’ll

ous section. We consider the quantum observer considered 0z

in Remark[® above where, = 2, m, = 1, n, = 2,
Apzo,c,,z[10],RO=I,00:[10],B=[(1)] 0

anda = (; . As described in Remarl 3, the variable

to be estimated by the quantum observer is the position
operator of the quantum plant; i.ez,(t) = g,(t) where

p(1)

Fig. 3. Coefficient functions defining, (¢).

40

zp(t) = ) | Also, the observer output variable will
be the positzi)on operator of the quantum obseryét); i.e =
20(t) = qo(t) wherez,(t) = { go((b;)) J . Then the augmented .l
plant-observer system is desc?ibe by the equations = ZZKI
(1) qp(t) iy
pp(t) :A pp(t) 15|
do(t) “| q(t) ol
Po(t) Pol(t)
where il ) 7
000 0 0 S =SS
A B 0 2JﬁaT B O 0 2 O 0 2 4 6 8 T|ly:e 12 14 16 18 20
* 7| 2JaBT 2JR, 10 0 0 2
2 0 -2 0 Fig. 4. Coefficient functions defining,(t).
Then, we can write
ap(t) ap(0) We now consider the output variable of the quantum
((t)) — B(t) Pp((o)) observerg,(t) which is given by
Qo(t qo(0
Polt) 2o(0) Qo(t) = ¢31(t)qp(0)+¢32(t)pp(0)+¢33(t)q0(0)+¢34(t)po(0)
where and we plot the functiongbsi, ¢s2(t), ¢s3(t), @34(t) in
Figure[®. To illustrate the time average convergence ptgper
p11(t)  ¢12(t) 13(L‘) b14(1) 7
B(t) = $21(t)  d2a(t) P23(t) d2a(t) | _ an of the quantum observel {110), W: now plot the quantities
b31(t)  @32(t)  P33(t)  ¢aal(t) ave (T 1 Adi
() Gua(t) Gus(t) Gualt) @ = g [ eal®
Thus, the plant variable to be estimatggdt) is given b 17
P i) s g Y 5 (1) = T/ P32 (t)dt
qp(t) = D11(t)qp(0)+¢12(1)Pp(0)+¢13(t) 4o (0)+ 14 ()P0 (0) ) i
and we plot the functions,1, ¢12(t), é13(t), d14(t) in 35°(T) T/ P33(t)dt
Figure[3. From this figure, we can see that (t) = 1, ) OT
¢12(t) = 0, ¢13(t) = 0, ¢14(t) = 0, andg,(t) will remain ave(T) _/ bsa(t)dt
constant a,(0) for all ¢ > 0. T Jo

Also, the other plant variablg,(¢) is given by

_ in Figurel®. From this figure, we can see that the time average
Pp(t) = 921(1)p(0)+ 22 (£)pp (0) 4623 (1)40(0)+ 624 (B)Po(0) ¢ qo(t) converges tay,(0) ast — oo. Note that the effect
and we plot the functiongba1, ¢20(t), d23(t), ¢24(¢) in  of time averaging can be regarded as a low pass filtering
Figure[4. From this figure, we can see thg{t) evolves in effect which removes the sinusoidal oscillations but retai

a time-varying and oscillatory way when the quantum plarthe DC component which represents the estimate of the plant

is connected to the quantum observer. variable.
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We now consider the other variable of the quantum olinterval ¢ € [20, 25]. During this time internal, the quantum
serverp,(t) which is given by plant can be regarded to be connected to a null quantum

. observer so thatl, = 0 in this time interval. At time = 25,
Po(t) = ¢a1(1)gp(0)+ha2(£)pp(0)+¢a3(t)40(0)+¢aa(t)po (0) the quantum plant is then connected to a different quantum
and we plot the function®s1, ¢a2(t), ¢as(t), ¢aa(t) in  observer defined by the parametdts = I, C, = [0 1],
Figure[T. 10 |0 .

To investigate the time average property of the othe@_ 1 ] anda = [ -1 } We write
guantum observer variable, we now plot the quantities "0 0 0 o
o 1T 002 0
41 (T) T/() ¢41(t)dt Alll = 00 0 ) ) Aa2 = 07
I 2 0 -2 0
45 (T) T/o Paz(t)dt o0 0 -2
1 (T A — 00 0 0
15°(T) = T/ Pas(t)dt o 0 -2 0 2
X 0. 00 -2 0
w1 (T) = T/o Paa(t)dt so that the matrixd,; defines the dynamics of the augmented

plant-observer system in the time intervak [0, 20], the

N matrix A,» defines the dynamics of the augmented plant-

n FlgureB_. . observer system in the time intervale [20,25], and the
We now illustrate the comments n RemEik 3 by supposmlgham)( A, defines the dynamics of the augmented plant-

that the above quantum observer is applied to the quantutil o ver system for > 25. Then, we can write

plant for the time intervak < [0,20]. Then, the quantum - '

observer is disconnected from the quantum plant for the time Za(t) = B(t)z4(0)



40

where ~
— ¢31
30 7232
%33
) eAatt for ¢t € [0, 20], of L %34
() = eAa2(t=20) 4120 — 44120 for ¢ € [20, 25],
eAas(t=25) 0 Aa120 for ¢ > 95 , T
- - - - 5
P11(t)  ¢r2(t) ¢is(t)  P1a(t) e
_ G21(t)  d22(t)  P2s(t)  @2a(t) 0
¢31(1)  ¢32(t) Pas(t)  salt) .
Ga1(t)  Gaz(t) Pas(t) Paa(t)
Now in a similar fashion to Figurgl 3, we plot the quantities R

b11(t), d12(t), dr13(t), andpyi4(t) in Figure[d.

Fig. 11. Coefficient functions defining, (¢).
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Fig. 9. Coefficient functions defining, (¢).

_ Also, in a similar fashion to Figuid 4 we plot the quantitiesn Figure[®.
Go1(t), P22 (t), da3(t), andgoy(t) in Figure[ID.
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Fig. 10. Coefficient functions defining, (t).

Also, in a similar fashion to Figuré]7, we plot the
Moreover, in a similar fashion to Figufd 5 we plot thequantities¢ui (t), ¢az(t), ¢a3(t), and dau(t) in Figure[IB.
quantitiesps; (t), ¢32(t), ¢as(t), andgsy(t) in Figure[Il.
In addition, in a similar fashion to Figufé 6, we now plot In addition, in a similar fashion to Figufé 8, we now plot



the quantities

Fig. 13.

in Figure[14.

- 1 T .
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Coefficient functions defining, (¢).

Fig. 14.
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VI. CONCLUSIONS

L
160

Coefficient functions defining the time averagepgft).

when applied to a simple one mode quantum linear system.
Future research in this area might involve extending the
class of quantum linear systems for which a direct coupling
observer can be designed and also considering the problem
of constructing an observer which is optimal in some sense.
Also, future research could investigate the role of direct
coupling observers in the design of direct coupling cohieren
guantum feedback control systems.
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