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With the advent of gravitational wave detectors employing squeezed light, quantum waveform
estimation—estimating a time-dependent signal by means of a quantum-mechanical probe—is of
increasing importance. As is well known, backaction of quantum measurement limits the preci-
sion with which the waveform can be estimated, though these limits can in principle be overcome
by “quantum nondemolition” (QND) measurement setups found in the literature. Strictly speak-
ing, however, their implementation would require infinite energy, as their mathematical description
involves Hamiltonians unbounded from below. This raises the question of how well one may approx-
imate nondemolition setups with finite energy or finite-dimensional realizations. Here we consider
a finite-dimensional waveform estimation setup based on the “quasi-ideal clock” and show that the
estimation errors due to approximating the QND condition decrease slowly, as a power law, with
increasing dimension. As a result, we find that good QND approximations require large energy or
dimensionality. We argue that this result can be expected to also hold for setups based on truncated

oscillators or spin systems.

The general problem of waveform estimation is to esti-
mate a classical time-dependent signal x(¢) by coupling it
to a probe system and repeatedly measuring the probe.
The difficulty in using quantum probe systems is that
measurement causes back-action on the probe, limiting
the overall precision of the scheme [1]. This is relevant
not only to very small probes, e.g. optomechanical sys-
tems [2, 3], but also very large, such as LIGO [4], which
has recently begun an observing run employing squeezed
light [5] as suggested by Caves [6].

To circumvent these limitations, a specific class of
measurements—known as “quantum nondemolition”—
was identified [7] and explored, particularly with appli-
cation to gravitational wave detectors (see, e.g. [8, 9|
and references therein). An observable O(t) (regarded
in the Heisenberg picture) is quantum nondemolition if
[O(t),0(t")] = 0 for all ¢t and #. When this condition
only holds at discrete times, the observable is termed
stroboscopic, otherwise continuous.

A static observable is a simple case of a QND observ-
able in which O(t) = O(t'), either for all times (con-
tinuous) or periodically spaced times (stroboscopic). A
prominent example useful for metrology is the “back-
action evading measurement” of the co-rotating position
quadrature of a harmonic oscillator [9, 10]. More recently,
building on Koopman’s formulation of classical mechan-
ics in Hilbert space [11], Tsang and Caves showed how
appropriate coupling of several quantum systems enables
one to construct a collection of continuous QND observ-
ables which satisfy any desired classical equations of mo-
tion [12]. For instance, the center of mass (g1 + G2)
and relative momentum p; — po of two uncoupled oscilla-
tors, one of mass m and the other of negative mass —m,
are QND observables of the position and momentum of
a classical oscillator [13].

Unfortunately, as in this example, the mathematical
description of non-static QND observables relies on un-
physical Hamiltonians whose implementation would re-
quire infinite energy [14]. The mathematical issues are
similar to those first raised by Pauli, of whether or not

a time observable can exist in quantum theory [15, 16].
Of course, one need only approximate the QND condition
by finite-dimensional or finite-energy truncations. For in-
stance, to emulate the negative mass oscillator, one can
employ symmetric red and blue sidebands of a carrier
frequency [12] or use spin systems [17]. The latter have
already been applied to magnetometry [18] and position
measurement [19]; possible applications to LIGO were re-
cently examined by Khalili and Polzik [20]. The question
then becomes how the approximation limits the estima-
tion scheme. These limitations may bear (among oth-
ers) upon the properties of the waveform x (t) to be esti-
mated, or the frequency at which one is allowed to per-
form measurements. It is an interesting question of prin-
ciple, and potentially of practical relevance in the near
future, to determine how stringent these restrictions are
for a given dimension or energy constraint. For instance,
does the approximate quantum nondemolition setup ap-
proach the exact one exponentially fast as a function of
dimension/energy, or with a slower convergence? One
may regard the approximation as especially forgiving in
the former case, as only a very modest investment would
be needed to obtain excellent performance.

Another possible approximate QND system that we ex-
plore here involves the “quasi-ideal clock” of [21], a finite-
dimensional approximation of an idealized clock governed
by the (unbounded) Hamiltonian H = vp, for some con-
stant velocity v. The dynamics of the idealized clock are
just pure translation, ¢(t) = ¢(0) 4+ vt and p(t) = p(0),
as for the case of a classical free particle, and so its posi-
tion records the time. Indeed, the idealized clock can be
viewed as an instance of Tsang and Caves’s construction,
since the center of mass and relative momentum of two
free (quantum) particles with opposite masses also sat-
isfy the equations of motion of the classical free particle
(with v = (p1 — p2)/m in this case).

The quasi-ideal clock is a particularly simple QND sys-
tem, as its free dynamics approximate the idealized case
exponentially well in the dimension d [21]. Nevertheless,
as we show in this Letter, when subject to repeated mea-
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surement for waveform estimation, the quasi-ideal clock
only approximates the idealized nondemolition setting
with errors decaying as a power law in the dimension.
Namely, backaction limits the minimum achievable mea-
surement precision as well as the minimum detectable sig-
nal strength to scale as d—7 and d*%, respectively, which
translates into an energy scaling of E~% and E~2. We
also discuss the other options and argue that they may
be expected to have a similar power law scaling.

Description of quantum measurement.—For context,
we begin by reviewing the general framework of quan-
tum measurement, following [1, Chapter 5]. Given a
quantum system prepared in a state |¥), consider n se-
quential measurements corresponding to the observables
G1,---54n-  The (non-normalized) post-measurement
state, given that one observed qi,...,q,, is given by
U = Qy, (qn) -+ -1 (1) |T), where Q,(g;) is the Kraus
operator corresponding to outcome g; of the jth measure-
ment. The joint probability distribution of the outcomes
q1;- - - qn is obtained from the norm squared of the latter.
Typically, the Kraus operator €, (¢;) is constructed by
“smearing” the projector onto the eigenspace of §; associ-
ated to the eigenvalue g;, e.g. by a Gaussian. Physically,
this corresponds to making an imprecise measurement of
dj- We denote the imprecision by o,,, and assume it is
the same for all j. An interesting particular case is when
the observables ¢, ..., ¢, are given by a Heisenberg pic-
ture operator ¢ evaluated at different times: §;:= ¢(t;)
(t1 < ...<tp), which amounts to considering a measure-
ment of a fixed observable ¢ at times t1,...,t,.

This gives a prescription for computing the joint prob-
ability distribution of the measurement outcomes for any
series of measurements. The moments of this disribution
enjoy particularly simple expressions when the measure-
ments are linear, meaning the corresponding observables
commute up to a scalar: [§;, §i| = icj;, for ¢;; € C. Linear
measurements cover several elementary quantum systems
including the harmonic oscillator and free particle, which
are of special interest to metrology. Here, measurement
backaction does not show up in the first moments, as
(q;) = (¥|g;|¥). It does however show up in the sec-
ond moments. Letting Bj; = ((g; — (g;))(@ — (@))) and
B the symmetrized correlation evaluated using |¥), [1,
Chapter 5| shows that

- CinCl
init o2 E jn—in

le = le + 6Jlam + 02 . (1)
1<n<gl —m

The first term describes the contributions from the wave-
function, the second term the imprecision of measure-
ment, and the third term the quantum backaction. Pre-
cise measurements make the third term large, and with
it the variance of the measurement result.

The quasi-ideal clock.—Consider an odd d-dimensional
Hilbert space, whose basis elements |k) we label us-
ing the integers Z4, ranging from —% to %. The
Hamiltonian of the quasi-ideal clock is simply H, =

% > rez, b |k)E[. The discrete Fourier transform of the

energy eigenstates defines the “time eigenstates” |0;) :=
- |k), which are eigenvalues of the “time

ﬁ ZkeZd €
operator” Ty := > jez, J105X0;]. The time eigenstates
have the property that [0;) is transformed to [0;41) un-
der evolution by time 1/ V/d, meaning the the system stro-
boscopically emulates the idealized case of pure transla-
tion [22]. Remarkably, this feature persists for all evo-
lution times, up to an ezponentially small error (as a
function of the dimension or energy), provided the state
is restricted to the “quasi-ideal states” of [21] (and not
necessarily otherwise [23]). Essentially, these states con-
sist of a Gaussian superposition of time eigenstates, with
mean energy F o« d above the ground state and width
growing as d* for some \ € (0,1).

Consider, now, the quasi-ideal clock coupled to a clas-
sical waveform through the time-dependent Hamiltonian
(1+x(t))Hyq. We eschew the question of how to engineer
such a coupling, as our focus is on in principle limits.
For the idealized clock, ¢(t) = ¢(0) + ¢ + fotdr z(T), so
the waveform can in principle be reconstructed from ¢(t).
The finite-dimensional analog of the position operator ¢
is the rescaled time operator &; := Ty(t;)//d, as evolu-
tion by time 1/ Vd advances the clock value by precisely
this amount when x = 0. Hence, setting t; = g/\/E for
integer j, one finds that éj —éj_l furnishes an estimate of
j‘t‘;ﬁldT (14 z(7)).

ments are not linear.

Observe that the resulting measure-

We take the initial state to be a quasi-ideal state of

2
variance ‘Zfﬂd, where & <« 02 < d, and the measure-
ment precision to be given by op,. The evolution of the

clock state between ¢;_; and t; is given by the unitary
e~ HaAG/VE where Aty =1+ fj,ldT‘T(T/\/E)- Equiva-
lently, one may regard this as a measurement of a freely

evolving quasi-ideal clock at successive time intervals
Aty Aty

AR
Backaction scaling—It would be desirable to compute

the lowest-order moments (gﬁ and <§~Ja>, but this is tech-
nically awkward due to periodic boundary conditions. In-
27wilE s 2mimé.
stead, for integers ¢ and m, investigating (e \/;J e Vit )
leads to a much more tractable problem and nonethe-
less allows for a nice analogy with the theory of lin-
ear measurements. These quantities carry information
about both the expected values of the measurements and

their correlations. For illustration, the random variable
1.2 2

X ~ N(u,0?) with o € R, yields (e!*X) = ei@e=247"
27if
In general, the phase of (eW]> carries information about

the expectation of EJ (provided the latter is symmetri-
cally distributed around its mean), while the modulus
carries information about its dispersion.

— Qﬂign
Let us sketch the result for (¢~ V@ ), corresponding to
{ = —1,m = 0, reserving details for §B4a. Similarly to
the case of linear measurements, the expectation value



can be divided into three contributions, as

_2mign 2

<e Vd >=e_

i 2 A 0L 0y C , (2)

where C7 depends only on oy, C3 only on oy, and
C3 on both oy and on as well as {At;};. The first
contribution, consisting of C; and the phase factor, is
roughly analogous to the contribution of the wavefunc-
tion to the first and second moments in the linear case:

mog

It turns out that C; behaves as e”2d for large d, and
_2mi \n At-—ﬁ
e Td 2j=12YT 2d

is exactly the classical expectation of
2
when X ~ N(ﬁ Z?Zl At;, Z—;) Meanwhile,
2

_2miX

e Vd

the factor Cs is essentially e~ 24", provided o2 < d.
Therefore, it becomes trivial, i.e. 1, when o, — 0. For
this reason one may regard it as analogous to the second
term in (1). Since we have identified the analogs of all
the factors appearing in (1) except the term coming from
the quantum backaction, one may by default regard the
C3 contribution as analogous to the backaction. There
is also a more positive argument supporting this conclu-
sion, as one can show that Cs = 1 if all the At; are
integers. This corresponds to commuting T, operators,
i.e. the case of no backaction.

It turns out that C3 has a simple form related to a ran-
dom walk. Here we give the general picture; the precise
details are spelled out in §B 3 and hold for all £ and m.
The walk takes place on the discrete ring Z4, and the step
size varies according to a roughly Gaussian distribution
of zero mean and variance . Nontrivial contributions

dno2
to C3 occur whenever the walk lands on %. Calling Z;
the position at step j, we have

Cs= Y P)BE? [[1-(1 -1, _as, (3)
j=1

iT 73
21€ZL4

where E*! denotes the expectation for a walk starting at
z1 and the distribution P depends on os.

To proceed further, we must specify the At; (or equiv-
alently, x(t)). As previously mentioned, the case of in-
teger At; gives C's = 1. Heuristically, the half-integer
choice, e.g. At; = %, can be expected to generate the
largest backaction on the system, as this is the “furthest
away” (for a comparable spacing of measurements) from
the case of no backaction. Now let the number of mea-
surements scale with d as n = 2t\/g, so that the total
measurement time is fixed at 2?21 % = t, indepen-
dently of d. The behavior of C3 in terms of the scaling
of 02, with respect to d is worked out in detail in §B 3 b,
but the results can be appreciated from the form of (3).
The walk will spend a significant amount of time on the
last position when the variance after n steps is the size
of the ring: n% > d?, which for the given choice of n

gives the condition 02, < 1/v/d. The detailed calcula-
tion shows that in this case (5 is bounded away from 1
by 2t/ Vd, while C5 ~ 1 up to a deviation exponentially
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FIG. 1. Scaling of C1,C3,Cs with dimension d for different
scalings of o5 and o,. Monte Carlo simulations of 5000 sam-
ples, with t = 1 fixed.

small in d when o2, > 1/v/d. A numerical simulation of
the difference of the two cases is illustrated in Figure 1.

Combining the scaling behavior of C5 and Cj, it is ap-
parent that one cannot achieve a variance smaller than
1/+/d on the measurement of &,. Due to the form of the
Hamiltonian, this is essentially 1/ VE, for E the mean
energy of the quasi-ideal clock. This scaling can be ap-
proached by taking 02, oc d~27, with € > 0 small. If,
however, o2, < 1/+/d, the variance on &, is at least v/d.
Although these results were derived for the case of half-
integer At;, they generalize in a straightforward way to
the case of a random waveform consisting of white noise
of variance 02: x(t) = odvgt(t) , as shown in §B 4 ¢ (a stan-
dard way of benchmarking a statistical estimator; see the
Crameér-Rao bound in [24]). In case the waveform is com-
pletely general, it is still possible to show that one may
achieve a variance as small as d~27¢ (for all fixed & > 0)

on the measurement of En, but we have no clear proof
that this scaling is optimal.

Waveform estimation.—It remains to be seen whether
one can perform efficient waveform estimation given the
above constraints on &;. Returning to the case of con-
tinuous z, given that typical errors of & — &;_1 will be
roughly of size d=7 and from this quantity we aim to es-

s
timate [,Y9dr (1 + z(7)), the magnitude |z| of the wave-
Vd
form must satisfy || ﬁ > d~ 1 for the error not to over-
whelm the expectation. This is unsatisfying, as it means
the smallest detectable slignal strength increases with in-
creasing dimension as d4. The difficulty is that the mea-



surements are too sharp for how frequently they are oc-
curring, and we should either contemplate weaker mea-
surements at the same frequency or less frequent mea-
surements. Suppose that the number of measurements
n in fixed time ¢ scales as d” for 0 < v < % The con-
dition on the variance is now o2, > d7~1, so that the

condition on the waveform becomes |z| > d37~z. As a
result, provided v < %, the smallest detectable signal is
allowed to vanish as d — oo, though strictly slower than
d~z. Of course, measuring less frequently impacts the
useful bandwidth of the procedure, and the maximum
detectable frequency fax is bounded by fiax < d7. For
example, choosing v = % and working in terms of E gives
|z| < 1/VE and fuax < E3.

Improved scalings can be obtained by more sophisti-
cated estimation procedures, but likely not an exponen-
tial improvement. For instance, one might like to em-
ploy smoothing, as formulated in the quantum case by
Tsang [25-27], or indeed any other estimation technique
designed for continuous signals. To do so requires a for-
mulation of the measurement process in a suitable limit
as a continuous-time process. Note that our setup is out-
side the usual limiting procedure of ever weaker mea-
surements made ever more often [1, 28-30]. In contrast,
here we call for stronger measurements made ever more
often on an ever larger system, for particular scaling of
the former two as a function of the latter. Using our re-
sults and techniques from [31, sections 7 and 13], it can
be shown that as d — oo, the measurement process con-
verges weakly to a well-defined continuous-time process
in certain cases: to a deterministic motion if the mea-
surement is moderately sharp (1/Vd < 02, < 1) and
to a Cauchy process with drift for sharp measurements
(0m = 0). The former case is precisely the behavior we
expect for an idealized clock, namely zero-error, which
reinforces our conclusions above. A different limit pro-
cedure is needed to construct continuous time estimators
for finite d, but studying the speed of convergence of this
limit may be useful in this regard. Finally, to underscore
the relative crude nature of our estimator, we note that
estimating the position of a forced oscillator, as consid-
ered e.g. in [32], using finite differences does not seem to

work, as their variance diverges in the limit, as detailed
in §A.

Other approzimate QND systems.—The oscillators in
the QND construction of [12| can be approximated by
truncated oscillators or by spin systems via the Holstein-
Primakoff approximation. Both have free evolution that
well-approximates the idealized case. Indeed, the time
evolution of spin coherent states exactly emulates the
idealized case, since a rotation of a spin coherent state
by J, produces another spin coherent state. The former
behaves similarly to the quasi-ideal clock in that the free
evolution is exponentially good, provided the wavefunc-
tion is taken much wider than 1/v/d but much narrower
than v/d, where d is the truncated dimension, and the en-
ergy scales as the dimension. However, it appears from
numerical investigation that the accuracy of waveform
estimation scales not as favorably with the dimension.
Coupled with the fact that two oscillators are needed for
the QND setup of [12], it is not unreasonable to expect
a worse scaling in estimator accuracy with energy.

Conclusion—The polynomial scaling of the error in
waveform estimation in dimension or energy of the quasi-
ideal clock echoes similar error scalings when it is used
for timekeeping [33] or covariant quantum error correc-
tion [34]. Indeed, in [34] the bound achieved via the
quasi-ideal clock is proven to be the optimally achievable
rate permissible by quantum mechanics [35]—suggesting
that the scaling derived in this Letter may also be opti-
mal. Its simple structure enables relatively straightfor-
ward mathematical analysis, compared with the double
oscillator systems; though in light of their practical ap-
plication [12, 13, 20], it would be interesting and useful
to more thoroughly characterize the error scaling in those
cases. To enable a more sophisticated error analysis, it
would also be useful to formulate a continuous limit. Per-
haps, unlike our considerations above, one can fix d and
scale o, and n to obtain a useful limit.
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APPENDIX

Here we present detailed proofs and more extensive discussions of the main results of the paper. In section A,
we treat the repeatedly measured quantum harmonic oscillator coupled to a classical time-dependent force; we show
that owing to quantum backaction, one may not precisely estimate the latter by means of continuous measurements
(hence the motivation behind non-demolition measurement). We then establish (section B 3) the main result of the
paper, involving a waveform estimation setup consisting of a continuously measured quasi-ideal clock coupled to the
time-dependent signal. Before moving to the main matter, we prove some instructive preliminary estimates on the
freely evolving (i.e. without measurement) quasi-ideal clock. Finally, section C gathers all the mathematical results
used in the body of this document.

Appendix A: Measured quantum harmonic oscillator coupled to a time-dependent classical force
The case of the driven harmonic oscillator, described by the time-dependent Hamiltonian

A 1. 1. .

H(t) = 54" + 59" — 2(t)q, (A1)
is of special interest to metrology. In this setup, generally speaking, the purpose is to infer something on the time-
dependent force x by monitoring the position of the oscillator (or more generally any quadrature, the angle of the
quadrature being possibly time-dependent). The Heisenberg-picture ¢ and p operators for this system are given by:

q(t) = cos(t)q + sin(t)p + /O dt'z (¢')sin (t —t') , (A2)
p(t) = cos(t)p — sin(t)q + /0 dt'x (') cos (t —t') . (A3)

The two-times commutators of these observables are manifestly independent from the classical force. In particular,
for the position

[G(t'),q ()] = isin(t —t'). (A4)
Now, it is interesting to figure out what one may learn about x from measuring the position ¢. Since
d?q(t) | .
I+ i(t) = (), (45)

it may be tempting (at least conceptually) to think of continuously measuring ¢, yielding some continuous time series
q(t) and then use! ¢”’(t) + ¢(t) as an estimator for x(t). Since the formalism described up to now deals with discrete
instead of continuous measurements, one should start from a discrete setting and approach the continuum one by a
limiting process where the scaling of the free parameters (essentially the Aq) is to be specified. Let then 7 > 0 denote
a “unit time step”. This means that one measures the positions at times t; = 0,t3 = 7,...,t, = (n — 1)7 and that we
approximate the second derivative of the idealized estimator y”(¢) + y(t) by a finite difference. In other words, our
estimate for x(t;) reads

~  gj+1+ -1 —2q;
g+ ;2 Ay (A6)

One may now compute the variance of this estimator:

~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ 2
~ G+ + -1 — 25 ~ | Gi+1 T gi—1—2g;
<<qj+ B (g Bt B >

= = ([ =20 @~ @) + @~ @) + @G — @-0)]°) (A7)

T4

1 In the following we use primes to indicate derivatives w.r.t. t.



= {2 @~ @GV @ — G5+ @1~ (G51))°
+2(r% = 2) (@ — (@) (@1 — (@+1) + 2@ — (@) @1 — (G1)
+2 (@1 — @) (@1 — (G-1)) )

-
2 1 A oa ~ ~ 2 1 PPN ~ ~
+2(7° = 2) <‘1’|§(qjqj+1 +qj+145) V) +2(7° - 2) <\1/|§(q3'qu1 +qj-14;)|¥)
1. .
+2 <‘I’|§((Jj—1qg‘+1 +qj+1qi-1)|¥)
(72—2)2(qu)2 (Agj+1)® + (Agj— 1)2

T _2 Z k_?no'n Z 1n0n+ Z +1n n

1<n<j—1 1<n<j—-2 1<n<j
2 2 2 2
+2(m° =2) D kjwkjo1aon +2(77 =2) D kjakjiiaon
1<n<j-1 1<n<j

+2 Z kjflﬁnkijlynUi

1<n<j—1

= i4 ( (1% = 2)2 (0] (G — (@) [¥) + (¥ (Gj1 — (@) 1) + (P (Gj—1 — (Gj—1))* |¥)

(A9)

We will now focus on the contribution of the backaction terms. Furthermore we will assume that the Kraus operator

is Gaussian, so that Ag; is minimized given o; and therefore equals 5~ ThlS leads to:

7_14 <(72 - 2)%(Ag)? + (Agj41)* + (Agj1)?

T _2 Z nan+ Z ] lnan+ Z k_?-i—l,nai

1<n<j—-1 1<n<j—-2 1<n<j
2
+2(m7 —2) g kjnkj— 1na +2(7 g kjnkia, na
1<n<j—1 1<n<y

—|—2 Z kjflﬁnkijlynUi

1<n<j—1
1 1 (7’2 — 2)2 1 1 2
= pl B ( 52 + > + > + Z ((7’2 — Q)kjﬁn +ki—in+ kj+17n) 0'721
J Jj+1 Jj—1 1<n<j—2

2
+ (12 = 2)kjjo1 + kj1,5-1) 07y +kipy 05 )

One now rewrites the terms in k explicitly to exhibit their scaling in 7:
(7% = 2)kjn + kj—1.n + Kjr1m
= (7% = 2)sin(t, — t;) +sin(t, —tj_1) +sin(t, —tj41)
= (7% = 2)sin(t, — t;) +sin(t, —t; — 7) +sin(t, —t; +7)
= (2cos(1) — 2+ 7%)sin(t, —t;)

(72 = 2)kjj—1 + kjt1,5-1
= (T2 — 2) sin(tj_l — tj) + Sin(tj_l — tj+1)
—(7% = 2)sin(r) — sin(27)

(A10)

(A11)
(A12)
(A13)

(A14)

(A15)
(A16)



= —sin(7) (2cos(1) — 2+ 72) (A17)
_(T_;_T+...)(2Z_T_zg_f+...), (A18)

kjrr = sin(t; —tj41) (A19
= —sin(7). (A20)

But assuming 7 < 1 (which is reasonable since one wants 7 | 0 in the end) and using therefore (r—2)% > 1,sin(r) > 27,

1 [(r*-2)? 2 2 L L 4 5 9
= (T TH0) | 2 T gz el (A21)
J J
11 4,
= (m + ﬁ”ﬂ> (A22)
J
21
>21 (A23)

and this minimum is achieved only if 032- scales as % One can check that the other terms in equation (A10) do not

grow more rapidly as 7 | 0.2 This means that for a given force z, one may certainly not let 7 | 0 if one wants to get
any information at all about the force! To compute the expectation of the estimator (therefore for finite 7), let us
remark that using equations (A2), (A3) we obtain

q(t+7) + 4t — 7) — 24(t)

i) + -
2cos(1) — 2+ 72 . 2cos(t)—2+712% . R
= ( )7_2 cos(t)q + ( )72 sin(t)p
_ 2 t T
N 2 cos(T) - 2T / dt' x(t') sin(t — ') + % / du sin(T —u) (z(t +u) + z(t —u)) . (A24)
T 0 ™ Jo

Provided z is regular enough and fot dt’ z(t") sin(t — t') is bounded by some constant when ¢ > 0, the expectation of
this quantity approximates x(t) with an error O(72?).

Appendix B: Quasi-ideal clock: general properties and our setup

In this part, which will lead to the proof of our main results, we will focus on the so-called “quasi ideal clock”. This
system, studied extensively in [1, 2|, rests upon a discretization of the phase-space making extensive use the discrete
Fourier transform. This allows for more tractable exact computations or estimates than with other discretization
schemes such as the Holstein-Primakoff approximation or the mere truncation of the infinite-dimensional annihilation
operator. An example of application [1] is the proof that the accuracy R € [1,00) ? of quantum clocks may scale
with dimension d as d?~" for arbitrarily small fixed n € (0,2) — while d is an upper bound for classical stochastic
clocks. In this section, one will be concerned with the incorporation of measurement into the quasi-ideal clock —
keeping as close as possible to the general framework exposed in the main text and in greater detail in [3, Chapter
5]. As our setting and definitions slightly differ from those of the aforementioned papers*, we will review them first.
Then, we will apply the definitions and results hereby introduced to show that the quasi-ideal clock approximates the
QND condition up to exponentially decaying terms in the dimension. Finally, we will move on to the analysis of the
measurement; an interesting result will be the emergence of an error decreasing as a power law in d (as opposed to
exponentially without measurement) compared to the idealized infinite-dimensional system.

2 Keeping in mind that in the limiting process, one shall also take
the index of the measurement n to scale as -, since one considers
a measurement at a fixed time and 7 is the interval between two
consecutive measurements.

3 R = 0o being a clock with zero error, R = 1 being a useless clock.

4 The difference lying most essentially in the use of Jacobi 6 func-
tions, which are more suitable for the boundary conditions of
the problem, instead of Gaussians. This may be unimportant
for simple estimates on the quasi-ideal clock, such as its approx-
imation of the canonical commutation relations and the QND
condition, but will prove crucial for the more involved analysis
of measurement we will perform here.



1. General setting

The setting considered here is that of the quasi-ideal clock, described in detail in [1, 2]. We recall in this paragraph
the elements essential to the understanding of the following.
The d-dimensional — take d odd for simplicity — Hilbert space of the quasi-ideal clock is span{|n)} a—1 ., a—1
7 =N>73

(where the {|n)} form an orthonormal basis). The Hamiltonian governing the evolution of the system is:

Hy = Z nin) . (B1)

d—1 d—1
—dl<n< 4zt

From the energy eigenstates |n), (—% <n< %), one may define what we will subsequently refer to as “time
eigenstates” by way of the discrete Fourier transform:

1 2nikn d—l d—l
Op) == — Tod —— <k —. B2
16x) S T ), ks (B2)

By unitarity of the discrete Fourier transform, the {|f;)} form an orthonormal basis. One may define accordingly a
“time operator” t4:

tai= Y k[Ok) (6] (B3)

d—1 d—1
— S Sk

for which |)) is an eigenstate of eigenvalue k. Actually, in the following, it will be convenient to generalize the

notation |f)) (defined for the moment for k an integer in [—47t, 4=1]) to |6,) where ¢ € R. Let us then simply define:
1 2mint

0;) := — e” 4 |n), teR. B4

o)=Y ) B1)

d—1 d—1
R e

Note that it remains true for all € R and all sequences (kj)—%gjg% modulo d, that {|9t+kj>}—%§j§% forms
an orthonormal set.

We now describe the states on which we will study the dynamics of the clock. Here, we still follow [1] in essence,
namely we use a Gaussian superposition of time eigenstates. However, instead of using actually Gaussian weights, we
resort to Jacobi € functions which, in essence, are periodized Gaussians. These Jacobi 6 functions are more adapted
to periodic systems and the use of the discrete Fourier transform. Some important properties of these functions are
spelt out in section C2. We will consider an initial state |¥g) of the form:

W)= Y bRk, (B5)

d—1 d—1
e

(k) = 2/d ‘ )93 <§ %) exp (2%;‘0]“) (B6)

\/93 (07 %) 03 (07 idgfz) +93 (%7 %) 93 (%a ld252

=: N03 <§,§> exp <2mgok> , (B7)
where ng is an integer and £ > 0 parametrizes the width of the state. This width will scale with d:
2 .=d°, -1<pB<1. (B8)
We also introduce — following the notations of the aforementioned papers — a parameter «g € [0, 1] which measures
the distance of ng from its extreme possible values —% and %:

ap:=1-—

1_%(£%N (B9)

This state is normalized according to the results of section C2. Furthermore, the discrete Fourier transform {/; of ¢
is given by:

1 _ 2mipk
¥(p) = NG Z e ¥ (k)
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_1 2/d ’ (p‘”f’,i) (B10)
) n o) ) () T

- 2/d 0 (p_”o,i) (B11)
o 0. t) 00 (0.88) -0 (s n (428) ©

=: N0 (%’gé_.d) . (B12)

Using one of the two expressions of A/ stated above, recalling that both 5% and £2d go to infinity (following some
power law in d) given the scaling for €2 we chose and using the transformation property C6, one obtains:

21/4 21/4

N
The following lemma, combined with Poisson’s summation formula, will be very useful to derive various estimates
concerning the quasi-ideal clock.
Lemma 1. Let f denote a complex-valued function defined on R such that there exists ¢, 3 > 0 for which:
[f(@)| <z’ zeR.
Let z € (—%, %) , &€ >0 and d € N odd. Then the following estimate holds:

ST fk)es (z—i— - %) - \/%Z F(k) exp (—gzid(dz + k)2> e,

d—1 d—1
— Ty Sk keZ

Proof.

- F(k) %Zexp <—g—§l (z + g +p>2> (B14)
)

*%Skﬁ% pEZ
e rd k+pd\>
— g_“;KMf(k—i—pd)exp (—5—2 ( 7 )
2 p_EZ_ 2
I wd k 4+ pd 2
+ Eiu<k<ﬂ (f(k) = f(k + pd)) exp <—€—2 (z—i— yi ) ) (B15)
pez—{0}
2 2
= Erng(m)exp( 52—d(dz+m)>
& m+ 4 T 2
|m\>%

Now, using the bound on f as well as proposition 12, one can upper bound the line (B16) as

\E > <f <m —d {%J) - f(m)) exp <—§2Ld(dz . m>2>
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- ™ d41)2 (i
< 20\/572 (THB)? <d+1)ﬁ e*m(derTl) N <d+ 1)5 e €2 (—dz+45) B
e 2 ) 1o E(EH T 2 ) | & ()
md (1 1 2
2 g2 ~ 28 (3+52-121)
= 22%\/362_3 d+1)° = : B18
) ! ey 1— e &ataalzl) (BI8)

Following similar steps to the proof of lemma 1, one can prove:

Lemma 2. Let [ denote a complex-valued function defined on R such that there exists ¢, 5 > 0 for which:
|f(x)] < clz|?, reR.
Let z € (—%, %) ,&>0 and d € N odd. Then the following estimate holds:

kg2 s
> f(k)0’3<z+g,%)_ \/gT];f dz+kexp< 52—d(dz+l<:)2>+a, (B19)

d—1 d—1
— 7 <k<—==

el < 2°7Pm(l2| + 1) \/—1 E (d+ 1) i (B20)
T\ |2 C e .
- &d ~8(3+3-121)

2. Approximation of the QND condition by the quasi-ideal clock

In this section, we will be concerned with how well the time operator tq of the quasi-ideal clock approximates
the QND condition with respect to the Hamiltonian H;. More precisely, we will derive a bound for how close
[ta(t1),ta(to)] |Po) is to O given two times to, t; and some quasi-ideal state |¥q).

a. With a “linear” time operator

We now want to show that the commutator [f4(t1), t4(to)] (where t4(t) := et e~ #Hat) when applied to a Gaussian
state, gives a vector whose magnitude decays exponentially with the dimension. It will be convenient to introduce
parameters 1), 71 for tg,t; which measure their distance to the points :l:%, playing the same role as o with respect
to ng (equation BY):

No ‘= 1-— |t0| s (B21)

d—1

2

From now on, we assume [to|, [t1| < 952 and hence 0 < 79,7, < 1. Namely, we will show:

. d—1 d—1
Proposition 1. For all -5~ <k < 5=,

1+ 1-8
—2d*P (1 gg)2 e~ [(1=novn1)?]

+diT

sl

Ok lfa(ty), fa(to)][W0)| = © | aC=F)V(E+5)

1 — e—7d?(1-ao) (B23)

1 — e—md=Pl(A=novm)]

Proof. To start with, we first express this commutator in the time eigenbasis:

[ta(t1), ta(to)]
= Z kok1 (|9k1*t1> <9k1*t1 |9k0*t0> <9k0*t0| - |9k0*t0> <9k0*t0|9k1*t1> <9k1*t1 |) (B24)

— 4 <k, ky <451

= Z koki (<97€ |9/€1 —t1> <6‘7€1 —t1 |9/€0—t0> <9/€0—t0 |9l>

—%Skmklﬁ%
d—1 d—1
— L <k dt



- <9/€|6‘7€0 t0> <67€0 t0|97€1 t1> <6‘7€1 —t1 |91>) |6‘7€> <6‘l|

1 21
— % Z kok1 [exp( ] ( (/C k1 +t1)+q(/€1 —ko—tl-i-to)-f—T(ko—l—to)))
— Al Sk < 4=
l<pi<d
— 5 <p,q,r<—=F5=

2m
—exp (L 0tk ko o) o — b+ 11— 1)+ 1l 1= 1)) 1) 01
It follows:
(OrlEa(t1), talto)]| Wo)
1 2m
=R Z kok1 {GXP (7 (p(k — k1 +t1) + q(k1 — ko — t1 + to) + (ko — to)))
— 45t <ko ki <01
G <pgr<tgt

—exp (% (p(k — ko + to) + q(ko — ki +1t — to) + T(kl - tl))):| {E(T‘) .

Let us focus on estimating the first term above,

.- L > kok: exp <2d (p(k — kv +t1) + q(k1 — ko — t1 + to) + 7(ko —to))) o(r).

d5/2
el A T P et
5 <ko,k1 <=5
—4l<pgr<dzt

By lemma 1 (applied with ¢ = 1,3 = 0,2z = —%2), one may first perform the summation in r:

S exp (%‘?—to)) 3
=N Z exp (27rir(k; - to)) 0, (r —dno gzd)

/ 2 (ko —t
52 Zex (mm 0 0))exp< fl( —n0)2)—|—51,
T
el =0V egT—emeaan | -

The leading above term can be cast to a 6 function:

S () ()

where

meZ
27T’in0(k0 - to) 27mm(k0 — to) 7T§2
N p<— S exp (R0 TR0 o (T
2
&d d meZ d d
1 27Tin0(k0—t0) ko to 252
=My e eXP(T “\a " aa)
Therefore
§= 1 > kok 2n ((k k14 t1) 4+ q(ks — ko — t1 +to))
= B2 0/1 €XP d 1 1) T gk — FRo — 11T 1o

d— d—
—Tlgp,qu
— 45 <ho, k1 <45L

12

(B25)

(B26)

(B27)

(B28)

(B29)

(B30)

(B31)

(B32)

(B33)
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[1 2ming (ko — to) ko to i€?
x N’ g—dexp(# 03 T 1 d +ée, (B34)
w&<d 2
[1 e "z (1-a0)
r 7/2
=0 <d £2d1— 8752(1040)) ’ (B35)
We will now use lemma 1 again to perform the summation over kg:

27iko(ng — k to i&?
5 koexp< o(do Q)>93 <EO_EO’%>

7d—1<k <d—1

\/7 Y mex <2mm(2’° - q>> exp ( §2d( - t0)2> +ea, (B36)

meZ
/ % (1—no)?
B 52 e 452

The leading term above can be written as the derivative of a 6 function:

\/?2 2 mexp <2mm(30 - Q)) op ( i t°>2>

where

meZ
= \/gexp (W) %mexp <W) exp (—@Lde) (B38)
-2 %exp (%M) 9, (%_%,é;d) , (B39)

Therefore, we have established

1 2i —iN'  (q mng i

S = W Z kl exp <7 ( (k kl —|—t1) +q(k1 — tl))) 793 (a — ?, §2_d
_d=1l . o <d=-1
a1z 1701271
—T§P7¢Z§T

+éel +¢h, (B40)

with

e 452(1 770)2
| <0 /\/’d3/2—1 (B41)
1—¢ (1=n0)

One may now perform the summation in ¢ using lemma 2:

2miq(ky —t1)\ ,, (4 7m0 i
2 eXP<?>93 d d’€&d

d1<<d1

B —2#\/7 e <2mm (ky — t1)> (. — o) exp <_%§2(m _ n0)2> tes, (B42)

_of( /4 e Sy B43
lea| = 1Y =€ 0—a0) | - ( )

where



The leading above term can again be written as the derivative of a 6 function:

_ 27r\/§72 Z exp (2mm k1 _t1)> (m — ngp) exp (_%ﬁ(m —no)2>

meZ

2 Tin - mim(ky — 2
— —2#\/? exp (—2 0(21 tl)) 7;Zexp <72 (I;l tl)) mexp (—imQ)

. 52 27T’in0(l€1 —tl) ’ kl tl ’ng
=idy| = — 20 = - =, = |.
g P d s\d " 44
Therefore

1 271 d 52 kl
S=Fr 2 klexp< = (plk k1+t1)+no(k1—t1))> LafEes <E‘

d—1 d—1
i 1Sk1§d %
— S5 <p<TFH—

! ! A
+e1 +e5+e3,

with

2d 2
/ (1—ao)
o 2 3/2 €
leg| = O (N dd 1 _ o me2(1- om)> :

One now carries out the summation over k:

, _ 2
Z oy exp <2mk1(§0 p)> 0, <%1 B %17 %)

7d—1<k <d—1

-~ 2 mim

where

(1-m)?
1 12
leal = O d*— S0 )
/§2d 1_¢ e M

The leading terms can be rewritten as

\/5T mze:Z Sher (W) exp (—gld(m - t1)2>

=— 2§7T2d exp (QMtl(ZO —p)) sz2 exp (72m'm(20 —p)) exp <_€2ldm2)
% me

d? . 2mit1(no — p) gr (P _ Mo i
= X —_——— —_— .
omed d *\d d e

Therefore
1 2mipk p ng 1
g — / o (L _ 20~
—d5/2 _u<2p<uexp ( )N 7T2 3 (d d 7§2d
+e) +eh+eh+e),
with

% (1—m)?
1 1 91/2 € 452
lely] = </\/d ———=a7 |

1—¢ ¢

14

(B44)

(B45)

(B46)

(B47)

(B48)

(B49)

(B50)

(B51)

(B52)

(B53)

(B54)
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All in all, after recalling the scalings for £2 and N’ we enforced or established, one obtains:

1 2mipk ,d2 . (p ng i
S=Fm 2 exP( d )N4ﬁ293 d d’ed

—dgl<pant
+el+eh+eh+ey, (B55)
5 e = (1-a0)?
3_8
mdl =B 2
=l (1)
o 3_B € 4
|€2 =0 <d4 4 1 — e_ﬂ-dﬂ(l_no)> ) (B57)
xdlth8 2
—7(1—010)
1o l_;’_ﬁ e 4
|‘€3 - O <d4 4 1— eﬂ-dﬂ(lao)> 9 (B58)
P 2
—E—(1-m)
I _1_8 € 4
B (d - 41_6_77”(1_"1)) , (B59)

Note that the leading term does not depend at all on tg,¢1, so in particular not on their ordering. (However, tg, t1
do contribute to the errors; this essentially says that for the latter to be under control, the wavefunction should not
have moved too close to the “boundary times” :I:% at times tg,t1.) Therefore, we have indeed established that

(0k|[ta(t1),ta(to)]|¥o) vanishes up to exponential errors. O

b.  With a “periodic” time operator

In this section, we will essentially repeat the calculation we have just performed in the previous subsection,
except that we will replace the time operator by a d-periodized version. More precisely, given fix integers m,n
(—% <m,n < %), we will estimate

o (22500 (2] oo

s d—1 d—1
Proposition 2. For all -5~ <k < 5=,

Precisely, we will prove:

2 2
— I (L —Im+n|vim|—no)

2ﬁinfd(t1)) <2m'mfd(to))] , e
0 —, ———— | |¥) | =0 [ N B61
‘< d |:eXp < d <P d [%o) & 1 e*#(%ﬂnﬂrn\\dm\*no) ( )
Proof. One has:
2mintq(ty) 2mimtq(to)
exp| ———— |exp | ———=
d d
1 271
:ﬁ Z exp (7 (nkl + mkog +p(k—k1 +t1)+q(k1—k0—t1 +t0)
— 421 <ko,k1 <43t
ks
—l<pgr<dst
+r(ko — 1 —1t0))) |0k) (6] (B62)
1 2m
1 Y e (Bt ) ato - ) -+ 1)) 00 1 (B63)

d—1 d—1
B d2 1§k7lgd 21
— Ty Sr<Toe

pi=ntqld]

q:=m+r [d]
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1 271

D> exp(7<p<k+t1>+q<to—t1>—r<1+to>>>|ok><oz|. (B64)
o g

o lrcdt

p:=m-+n-+r [d]

q:=m+r [d]

Applying this operator to the initial state [¥o) and projecting onto |6y ):

(0] exp (2mn2d(t1)> exp (2ﬁim§d(t0)> )

1 2mi ~
=i E exp <7 (p(k +t1) +q(to —t1) — Tto)) U(r). (B65)
d-1 d—1
Iy

p:=m-+n-+r [d]
q:=m+r [d]

Since the times ¢1, %y are not necessarily integers, the summand is a priori not invariant in p, ¢ modulo d. Therefore,
one must distinguish between the case where |m +n + r|,|m + r| < 952, and the case where at least one of these
conditions is violated. One can write:

% Z exp (% (p(k +t1) +qto —t1) —r(l + tO))) W(r)

d—1 d—1
—dol<pgdznt

p:=m-+n-+r [d]
q:=m+r [d]
1 2mi ~
— 0= X e (B )+ alto - 1)~ o) ) 50+ (566)
d —dolgpgdt
pimjrf?r??
q=m-+r
1 2m ~
= Z exp | —- (k(m+n+7r)+nty + mty) ) Y(r) +e1 (B67)
\/E B
2 TS5
-
= exp (%’ (n(k + 1) +m(k+to))) Y(k) +e1, (B68)

where

2 ~
er < == > ()], (B69)

(42 —Im+n|v|m|)<|r|< 25t

which is indeed small provided m,n are of order unity. More precisely, assume for simplicity |m|V |m +n| < ng <
4 — im +n|V |m|. Then:

2 , r—mng 1
il < 2 )3 o (1, ) (B70)

(H2 —lmn|vIm|)<|r| <452

> e () (B71)

L — |mtn|V|m|<r<d3t

D () e

<r<—4E 4 imn|vim|

S

2

2 koo
v > (i 7)

%7\m+n|v\m|fno§k§%fno

+ > 05 <§ 52%) . (B73)

%7no§k§%+\m+n|v\m|fno

SH
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One then rewrites each 63 (%, E+) in the form:

05 (k i ) = VEdexp (_%62/@ b5 i€k, i¢*d) .

d’ €2d
e—71'£2d(1—%(%+\m+n|\/\m|—no))
140 T (BT5)

e—27r£2(%+n0—\m+n|\/\m|)
140 — (BT6)

T (1+0(c ). (BT7)

Finally, applying 12 to sum over k yields:

_me?
e d

_ 27e2 ( d+1
d 2

(%—\m+n|\/\m|—no)2

o] < 45/\/’1 (1). (B78)

e —lmtnlVim|—no)

3. Measured quasi-ideal clock

In this section, we will incorporate measurement into the quasi-ideal clock. As the quasi-ideal clock is a finite-
dimensional system — for which in particular one cannot implement exact canonical commutation relations — the
analysis of measurement will not lend itself to the methods in [3, Chapter 5]. Before moving to the general setting,
we will pause to describe in detail a specific subcase which will serve as a reference for what follows afterwards.

a. Measurement in the time basis

In this section, we consider the degenerate case where the initial state is a time eigenstate and one repeatedly
measures the clock in this same basis. Therefore, after each measurement, the state of the clock collapses to a time
eigenstate and the state of the system at any given time is completely described by the measurement results one has
obtained up to this time. A

Recall from section B 1 the following definitions of the Hamiltonian H,; and time operator £; — which will allow us
to exhibit in a convenient form the scaling of the measurement statistics as d — oo:

- 2m
Hy:= Nz Z nn) (n|, (B79)

d—1 d—1
— Al <n<dnd

o kIO (6l - (B8O)

d—1 d—1
— Al <p< st

tg ==

Sl-

Here the “time” operator has eigenvalues ranging from —@ (1 — é) to @ (1 — é), spaced by %; therefore, roughly

speaking, time becomes continuous and unbounded as d — oo which is what one would expect from taking the
infinite-dimensional limit.

Now, suppose the clock is initially prepared in the state |0) and is let to evolve freely for a time % before being
measured in the time eigenbasis. Then the probability to collapse to the state |6;) is given by:

(6] exp (—"‘Sjg‘i) 64)
= [(01]0k+5) | (B81)

_ é Z eQﬂip(ldfkf(?) (B82)

d—1 d—1
— = <p<—&=




18

1 mi(p— ri(p— iS5 (p—
_ ﬁ 62 (Z Q)le_2 (Z )k 6_2 é(dp a) (B83)
4l <p izt
1 2mirl  _ 2mirk _ 2mwiér
=5 e"d e Td e T d Z 1 (B84)
—(d—1)<r<d-1 — 4l <pg< it
p—q=r
1 LT T TIOT
o D O ) (BS5)
—(d-1)<r<d—1
1 Tir Tir Tidr mid(r—d)
e ZATED DI e o (I ) B (R IR
o<r<4zt
LT LT TIOT i (r )
+ Y e (e——z Pl ) e T A= e+ d|)) (B86)
—21<r<0
1 1 T T, Tidr mid(r—d)
= ﬁd—i— =2 Z e e (e*%(d —Ir)) + e*$r)
o<r<4zt
1 AT AT Tidr i (r )
tg 3 SH (T i)+ T ) (Bs7)
—d-1l 0
<
= % P P P <1 - (1 — 2o Sign(T)) %) . (B88)

d—1 d—1
e

One may regard this expression as the coefficient of a Markov transition matrix M (M giving the probability of

transitioning from & to [). It is clear that it can be diagonalized by the eigenvectors v,, = (%e—%;ﬂ) . ., for
— T Sk

(1 — (1 — e2midsisn(n)) ‘%l) Also, for all 1 > 0:

— — . . . __ 2midn
—% <n< %, where v, is associated to the eigenvalue e~ "4

1 27irl _ 2mirk _ 2mwildr i sien(r |7°| I
(MI)“C:E e d e T d e T4 (1—(1—62 J g()7)> . (B89)

d—1 d—1
—dl<pgdt

As an example, if one starts the clock in the state |0x) before performing I measurements on it at time intervals
%, the expectation of exp (%) — where m is any integer in [—%, %} and [; is the integer in [—%, %]

corresponding to the result of the I*" measurement — is:

<exp (2m§@z,>> _ Y ), e <2m;@l,> (B90)

d—1 d—1
— S s

. I
_ GW <1 _ (1 _ eQm’ésign(—m)) %) ) (Bgl)
The factor =72 in the result indicates that the “expected angle” of the clock after I measurements is essentially

_ I
k 4+ [0 — as one might have anticipated. The factor (1 — (1 — 2™ S‘gn(_m)) ‘TTI) conveys information about the

“dispersion” of this angle: in the limit where the angle is certain, it is 1; in the limit where it is completely uncertain,
it is 0.° Reassuringly, in case § is an integer, this factor is manifestly always 1 — the measured time is certain. This
can be generalized to:

< (27Tim[pl]p)>
[ e (et

d
1<p<N

5 It is not entirely true that the “expected angle” is k+I5. Indeed,

. . . . o not a positive real and therefore also contributes to the argument
unless § is a half-integer, the factor decaying exponentially in d is

of the expectation value.
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‘Z I,—Ip 1
i s <q<p ™M
_ H exp 27Tlmp ]{5+6 Z Iq 1 — (1 _ eQﬂ'stlgn(* 213(151) mq)) ﬂ , (B92)
d d
1<p<N 1<q<k

where Iy := 0.

Now, if one wants to consider the limit of “continuous measurement” and see how the expectation above scales as
d — oo, one may set [ := [%\/E] (where 7 > 0 is fixed and corresponds to the “continuous time interval” during

which one measures) so that to leading order in d, I % is independent of both ¢ and d as d — oco. Taking k = 0 for
simplicity, the above expectation behaves as follows as d — oo:

o () <o (557) - (02

b. Measured quasi-ideal clock with pseudo-Gaussian Kraus operators and states: derivation of formulae

In this section, we will describe a more general treatment of measurement for the quasi-ideal clock. Namely, we
will allow for more or less sharp measurements (instead of a sharp time measurement in the previous paragraph) and
quasi-ideal states for the initial state (instead of a time eigenstate in the previous paragraph).

A common approach for the treatment of measurement in infinite-dimensional systems is to choose Kraus operators
that are Gaussian in the measured observable. It is also common to use Gaussian states for the initial state of the
system. A natural transposition of this setting to the quasi-ideal clock is to use Kraus operators that are Jacobi 6
functions in the time eigenbasis and, similarly, initial states which are quasi-ideal states. More precisely, following the
notations of the main text, we define the Kraus operators as follows:

o 1 1 k—&Vd io? d _~ d
Q(é) S eIV} Y. 6 (T&/—Tm> |0k) (O] , —\/—Sfég (B94)
03 (0, “’m) Bkl

d

D IRAGIIE (B95)

d—1 d—1
— 5 <k<—==

The rationale behind this definition is that we interpret two consecutive time eigenstates |0y) , |fx+1) as representing

two times g: %, g’ = k£L separated by %. This explains the k—E\/E in the 0 function and the range [—ﬂ ﬂ} for

Nz 272
. As for the o2, parameter, it controls the precision of the measurement; more precisely, o, is exactly the precision

with which one measures E Therefore, if one wants to keep measuring 5 with a fixed precision in the limiting process
d — 00, o, must scale as a constant in this process. Concerning the initial state, we keep using the quasi-ideal state
| o) defined in equations (B5) and (B10).

We start by showing that the Kraus operators above indeed define a normalized POVM:

Lemma 3. The Kraus operators defined in equation (B94) are properly normalized, i.e

Vd

/_;dEQ (g)*g(g) —1,. (B96)

Proof.
Vi
2 A oA
[0 o)
d
-5
Nz ~ 2
1 1 =~ [k—¢&Vd id?,
(e ) [ﬁdsog <T,7 105) (O] - (BI7)
S\ T Sl T
- 2
One then transforms 03 (k_fl‘/g, wj") according to the first equation of proposition 9:
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o2, k—¢&Vd 2io?,
—6’3< 7 )93< 0 4 (B98)
no2, k- 5\/3 io?, 2io?, k— E\/E io?, 2io?,
+ exp <— 7 + 2mi p] 03 (7, 7 ) 03 QT + 4 . (B99)
Now, notice that under £ — & + @, exp (— 2”53” + 2772"“_5\/3) is odd whereas 63 (2]“ £Vd T Qi‘;g@) is even.
Therefore, the second term of the sum cancels when integrated over £ € [—@, @} As for the first term,
vd =~ Vd &
T k—&Vd 2io? /T ~ £ 2io2
debs | 2———— —7 ) = debs | —2—, —= B100
/@ § 03 < p ] ) . §03 i d ( )
\/E ~
T~ & 2i0?
= deos | 2—, —= B101
/0 £03 ( N ) ( )
1 ;2
2
=Vd [ daos (a: ﬂ) (B102)
0 d
d wd
= \/E‘ / %07 /Rdac exp (—ﬁx ) (B103)
=Vd. (B104)
Therefore,
Nz ~ 2
2~ [k—¢&Vd io? 2ic2
dels | ———, —2 | =+Vdo; | 0,—= B105
/_\éE 5 3 ( d ) d ) \/_ 3( ) d ( )
and the result follows. O

To perform the computations to come, one will systematically have to compute integrals of the following form:

Lemma 4. Let k, k’',n denote integers. Then the following holds:

va s g, (E=K oy iom QiUfn) , 5 o
~ - 2min 3( d a v d 2mink  woLmn
/_{dgﬂk/ (g) O (g) exp< 7 ) - ., (0 %33”) exp( - ) (B106)
k—k' io2  2i02,
_ 03 ( d ~d ™4 ) exp <2m'nk’ 3 7m72nn2> (B107)
d d

P02
03 (0, 2 dm)

Proof. The integral to be evaluated is
\/8 ~
T~ - - 2miné
/4(:15 Qk/ (5) Qk (5) exp < \/E )

1 1 5o {\/E 105, k—E\/E io?, 27Ting
e o (R ) (R ) ()

Similar to what was done to prove the normalization of the POVM in the proof of lemma 3, one writes:

03( E\/E io?, )03 <k—§~\/g %) exp <2m'ng>
d d 4 d Va

— oxp 2ming 9 k—k 2io2, 9 k’+k_2i~ 2io2,
Vd S\ Ta T d )7\ d Nz




21

ol k—&vVd kE—k 02 2i0? k—+ K E o2 202
~D%m o 0 Ym 2%m ) g —o5 4 m H%m ) B109
+eXp<d+md 3(d+d’d)3 d vi 4 d (B109)

One can now use the same parity arguments as in the proof of the normalization of the POVM. For even n, we
therefore need to evaluate:

=3 2ing k+ k€ 202
A€ exp 0 95 Zm
i Vd d Vd od
1 ! ;2
_ ﬁ/ dz exp (imna) 0 (o — FEF 2%m (B110)
2 /., d ' d
k+kN\ [ 2io?
dexp (iwn —; )/ dx exp (imnx) O3 (a:, Z;’”) (B111)
0
. k4K w22
dexp (mm Y ) (B112)
Therefore:
&3 2ing
> > T
| o (&) o (9 exp( - )
k— k/ 210’
93( d ) _ k+k  woin?
= —26Xp imn - (B113)
05 (0 QZUn) d 2d
)T d
93 (k ~ 213 ) 2102, /m\2 nk—k 2mink 7o2n?
= n(=) —2mi= e B114
(0 ) eXP< d (2) ™y Td T d ) (B114)
3 s d
k—k 102 210’
03 ( d d <2mnk o2, n2> (B115)
= exp
0 (o, 2“;
k—k' io’m 210’
B 93( d ~ d . 2102, - k—k o2 +27rink no2,n? (B116)
= 2ig2 Xp y n? — 2min 7 Tn pi p
93 07 d
’ ;2
03 (kjik - “idm" 2w 2mink’ o2n?
- 2w2 exp( d ) : (B117)
0 (0, a
For odd n, we need to evaluate:
\/E ~ ~
R 2mi(n — 1)& k+ kK & ok 2io?
déexp| ———= |03 ——— —2—+ —2, —7
/@€p<\/a>3<d Ja a0 a
k k/ ;-2 2 2
dexp (iﬂ'(n— 1) i >/ dz exp (im(n — 1)z) 05 (a:— MTm, Z;’”) (B118)
0
k k/ 2,2 2
dexp (iw(n— 1) J; - ”(’2";[" + ”;;1) (B119)
It follows:
= Fo (D (2 2ing
.z € Qp (5) k(ﬁ) exp |~
[ io2  2ic2
nol  mwoln? 2wk k+ K 93( + 5 dm)
= B L L ) —1 B120
exp< 5 5 + 7 +im(n—1) 7 ) ( )

0 (0, Qigfn)
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B 2mo, (n—1\* , . (n-—1 k=K o,
—OP\ T 2 "\ 2 d d

io2  2ic2,
d > d

k—k
2mik  2mwi(n —1) o2, 2) 05 ( d
=+ + n

k— : (B121)
d d d 05 (07 2“;7271)
k—k' | do2, . 202,
03 ( a t =g ) 2mink  mwo2,n?
= = exp T g . (B122)
0 (0.2
[l

Having established these lemmas, one can now derive an expression for the measurement statistics. We adopt the
general description of measurement developed in the main text. We consider a sequence of J > 2 measurements

such that the j*" measurement (5 > 1) is separated from the (j — 1)*" by a time interval %. The outcomes of the

measurements are denoted by (@) ey and their joint probability distribution f is given by:
1<5<.
2
. . s~ _zmﬁld5j
FE&)= || I @(&)e 4" 1w - (B123)
1<5<J )

One will be interested in finding an expression for the moments of order at most 2 of this distribution. More precisely,
given integers m,n, we will compute:

/{_\/3 ﬁ]l H dgj exp (27T\i/%§]> exp <27T37_;&> f (El, . ,g;) . (B124)

22 1<5<J

These quantities constitute a natural transposition of two-times correlation functions to the setting of the quasi-ideal
clock.
First note,

= H ij (gj) H <6kj+1+6j+1 |9/€j> <9/€1+51 |9/€> <9/€|\Ijo> |9/€J> (B125)

_dolcpcdot 1<5<J 1<5<J

-7 > T 2 (&) 77 ) wtko) 10n,) (B126)

— 452 <koki, ks <At \1SIST
— 4l <py, L py<igt

Therefore:
2
27de6
IT 2(&)e [¥0)
1<5;<J 2
rs N\ 2mi(p (k48— K46, —
- d_2J > s | T (&) 0 (&) € (oo mbom )0 b5) | ()
— 31 <ko,....ks<4FE 1<5<5J
1 S k<
Ll <py, L p <t
d
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Integrating f (El, e ,EJ) over &1, ..., &, against exp (%) exp (Q”im&) yields (using lemma 4):

Vd
c 27”;”5] 27Tim€1 ~ ~
II d&; | exp exp f({“l... gJ)
va val’t J , ,
{_Td’Td] 1<5<J \/E \/E
ki;—k;j 2io
93 (J—]7 7 ) .
- i] Z Ok, —k s || a Qd e%(pj(kj"_éj_kj*l)_p;(k;+6j—]€;71))
( ’ 2o
_d;1<7€0, JCJS% 1<J1<j1 93 (O, a )
B e i#
— 4 <pr, s <Gt
a2

2,2 )
e~ d %(mkIerI(k1+51*k171)*11/1(k}thsI*k},l))

2i02
0 (0, o
0 kfjsz icrfn wan
3 d d I d no2 n2 274 ’ ’ ’
X e d + 25 (nky+ps (ks+0s—ks1)—py (K +6,—k) 1))
2i02
0a (0.2
d
7\ *
x (ko) (k)
1 03 (kj,'ikj wan)
, )
=— E H d d o 28t (py (kj+85—kj—1) =P} (K} +6;— K _1))

2i02,

2
_ddcpy ky<dzt | 1<5<0 93(0, d)

.....

2 2 .
o 25 (mkrtpr (ki 81—k —1) —p} (Kj+61 -k} 1))

X P
10
0 (0.2
0 ( 10'72,l n 21‘77211 ) )
3 - .
~ a @ d e Tom™  2m (nk.l“l’p‘](kJJF(;J*k.l—1)*?{](’9]"”5]*]@{],1))
2502
5 (0,252
!\ %
x (ko) (ko)™
One can then perform the summations over &/, ..., k’;_; which amounts to discrete Fourier transforms of 63 functions

(we therefore use equations (C11) and (C10)). For example:

Sty k) g

d—1 7./ ~d—1
- Q_SkIS_Z

d rd [ io? Er\2 i kr  io2 Py =P, i
=\ 202, P (‘ﬁ <_7m - z) s (20,2n (7 - 7m) TTa 20;d> (B127)

d ro2m? 7wk dimmkp m ik pr— ) i
_ m!T _ 0 [ — — _ +1 B128
202, eXp( 2d  20%d  d ) ; (2d 202,d d ’20,2nd> (B128)
d ro2m? 7wk dimmkp 7r m P
= m__ — —kr)? = 2mi(—kp) [ == — £
252, P ( 20 2024 d T 2o2g R 2wk (2d d ))
mo P =Py
g, (M _PL—Pra B129
s (2d d ' 20%d (B129)

d roZm?  2miks (P — ppya) m PPy i
—\/ 202 eXp< 2d d Os (ﬁ 4 2031d> ' (B130)

m
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One can now write:

/ / .
Pj = Pjy1 _? 278 (ke (p— Py 1)+ s (k85 —kj 1)~} ;)
« 0 . , e d G P =Pj41) TP (RjT0j—RKj—1)=P;0;
Z H 3 ( d Qggnd>

— 451 <ko,... ks <IGE 1_§J'ISJJ
_d—l g cd—1 74,

a2 0 2
— 5 <p1,--,PI <5
d—1 ’ / d—1
— 5= <p1,- P <5

A~ . 2 2 )
% o (P Prgn m 0 o B+ 25t (ks (m—p 4Py ) +pr (k1461 —ki—1)—pyor)
3 d 2d’ 202,d
m

P2 2 2 .2 )
X O3 <_w_m 220’m> ef—ﬂvgn +288 (nky+pg(ko+8s—ks—1)—p, (ks+67))

n?
d d
2mikppy P
xe 1 (ko) (ko) (B131)
As one can see from the expression above, it is now easy to perform the summation over k1, ...,k . For convenience,
we introduce the notation (pseudo-Kronecker delta):

[d ._ 1 ifa:=0 [d]
0q" = { 0 otherwise. (B132)

One obtains:

~ 2m'n§~ 27rim§~ ~ ~
/{@%J( H dé; exp< \/EJ>eXp< ﬂ1>f(§1,...,§J) (B133)

( d )%1 o |
20 s Z
) S B134
202 J Z H 3 < d ) 20_2 d ( )
d’ 05 (0, dm) —dlopykp<dst | 1<y z
_adoy L py<azt \IELT
_ 1<p,17»~.,pf,< d;l
VA . . 2 ;2 xo2 m2 wo2 n2 ) /
o <% “ar 21—”) & <_M7mn’ 212“1) em B Mgy %) (B135)
Um
[d] () u
X H Pjp1—P;—Pj+11P; m+p|—py—pry1+pr n+ps—p} 156,
1<5<J
j;é]ITJ
i omin! k!
x e T T ko b (k) (B137)

Now, one may simplify the product of pseudo-Kronecker deltas as follows:

[d] [d] [d]
H 5P§'+1—P§-—Pj+1+m 6m+p}+1—p1+1—p}+p16n+pJ_p{] (B138)
1<;<J
AT
_ [d] [d]
N H 5m+"—P§+P1 H 5n—p;+pj ) (B139)

1<j<I I+1<5<J



25

One should be careful though before substituting (for instance) p; — p} —m—n(1<j<I)in the summand. Indeed,

unless all the ¢; are integers, exp (% i< <7 0; (p; — p;)) is not invariant in the variables p;, p; modulo d. However,

if for the sake of simplicity one assumes |m + n| < d, one knows that for m + n > 0 (respectively m +n < 0),
p; —m —n lies either in [— 3d2_1 , —%} (resp. [d;rl, 3d2 1]) or [—%, %] In the former case, the solution p; to

pj =p; —m—nl[d] is pj = pj —m —n+d (resp. p; = p’; —m —n — d) whereas it is simply p; = p; —m —n in the
latter situation. All in all, it is legitimate to write:

. ’
27id; (pj—pj)

Omtn—p,+p; € ¢ (B140)

_27ri5j (m+n) i —2mi d

—° ! ( _%SP;_m—nS% + 62 6] 117’ —_m—-n<— d L +e : 5J 1 ’ —m— n>d 1) 67[n]+n—17;'+17j (B141)
27is; (m+n) . .

o rmege ) 270 —271d, [d]

—e d (1 — (1 —e J) lp;_m_n<_% - (1 —e J) lp,_m nsd=1 ) 5m+n_p;+pj (B142)
2718 (m4n) R

_ (1 _ (1 _ p2mid; slgn(ern)) 1|p/ —m—n\>ﬂ) 5£§+nfp/ s (B143)

J 2 J 7

Therefore, the original integral becomes:

~ 2m'n~ 27rim~ ~ ~
2 H dé; exp< \/;J>exp< \/E§1>f(§1,...,@)

7 1<5<
J—1
d 2
_ ) > T o (e o
= T 2
_ 2i02 "202d
a7 105 (0, 258) iz Tppan 1555y "
A <ph <t N
: - 2 - 2 2 2 2 2 )
X O (p, Prgg  mo i 0 [ —Zmp, 2i00, | ~ TR TTmt 2w 6(pp))
d 2’ 202,d d d

d H d i ~ *
X ] l 6£n]+n—p;-+pj 57[1]—17; +p; w(pl)w(pll)
1<5<I I+1<5<J

J—1

d ) 2
2 7r02 m2 1'|'U2 'n.2
— (20”‘ ——Sq — —d _27\'1( 21<J<16+"21<J<15)
1 202\ 7/
4710, (0, dm)

/ / .

9 P; —Pjn 7

X 3 ) 2
s s ; d 202 d
— 4 <py o ps <At 1535}]
—d <ph L p, < it ’

Pr—vi m 1 io2, 2io2,
0 - 05 ——m
x 3( d 2d'202d) *\ " a " d
[d] [d]
X H 5m+n*p;+pj H 5" Pi+p;
j<I I+1<5<J

1<
% H (1 _ (1 _ 2mid; sign(m+n)) 1|p/7m,n‘>u)
J 2

1<5<1
< T (1= (1-emvsisme) 1, ) Db
I4+1<5<J

5 2 2 .
— m _ m __ 2T . .
m e” T 8d T4 4 (M icjer 6i+n i 25 8)




26

p] p1+1 m 7 20-127'7, 210'72.”
0 m N —
X3( d 2d’202d>3< d " d

2#15 sign(m-+n)
I (1= (1o )
( [Py —m—n|> 5!
1<<1
_ _ 2mid; sign(n)
< I (1-(1-e Lip—ni> 252
I+1<5<J

x Y(py —m —n)P(p)". (B144)

Next, one wants to “normalize” the 03 functions appearing in the sum so that they add up to 1 when summed over
one of the p; appearing in their first argument. To achieve this, we use the formula (derived from equations (C11)
and (C10)):

; 2 ;2

p m 7 Too, 105, 2i0
0s | = V202 de” B L I B145
2 3<d+2d22d> Tm e 3<dm’ d> (B145)

d—1 d—1
- <p<—=%=

Therefore by plugging equation (B145) into (B144), we “normalize” the 03 functions. Performing this step followed
by renaming the indices p’ — p for simplicity, one ends up with:

~ 2ming,; 2mimér ~ ~
/[—“f“f]" IK3 exp< - )exp< - )f(a,...,g,])

1<j<J

. 2 . 2 . 2 . o
2i0 i 2io
03 (wm m, m) 03 ( my, m) o2 .
_ d d d d P (m?+n?)— 2zt (7”Z1gjgl SiHtnici< 51’)

s

Pji+1—Pj [ Pr+1—P1 m
93( d 202 d) 93( d 2d° 202 d)

II 210 oz, 10
Frpnpssiyt \ 15057V 207 93( ) V2ornde” 93( 2 mvzdg")
2mwid; sign(m-+n
< T (1- (1 SCGA ) RISy

1<5<I
2mid  sign(n
N | R PR
T+1<j<J
X G(p1 —m —n)i(p1)". (B146)

Finally, one will normalize the wavefunction part in the sum so that summing constant x J(pl —-m — n){b'(pl)* over
p1 yields 1. Given that {/)v(p) = N0 (”%d"” L), one needs to compute for all integer 7:

) €2d
k—r i k 1
b5 (——, — ) b5 (=, —
2 ‘°’< d ’52d> ‘°’<d’£2d>
— A <kt
_ Z lg i 0 k_or i
T~ 2P\ 2d2¢2d) P \d 247 2¢2d
— 5 Sk<=—
r 1 4 k r 1 4
O3 ——+ === )05 (= - —+ =, —— B14
+3( 2d+2’2§2d) 3(d 2d+2’2g2d)] (B147)

; 2
262d [93 (—%, ﬁ) exp (—27r§2d (—%)2) 0 (2i§2 (—%) , %)
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1 1\? , 1\ 2i¢2
+93 (-g + 5 252d) exp <—27T§2d (-% + 5) ) 93 (2252 (-% + 5) 5 ZT>‘| (B148)
d r 7 rid r ro1
=3 (93 (ﬁ ﬂ) s (§= f) s (‘ﬁ + 2 ) (B149)
d r ) raid r ) r 1 id
=3 (93 (ﬁgg—d) s (2 252> s ( 2t ’2§2d) s (5 52)) ! (B150)

where we used in the last line that d is odd. For r» = 0, this is simply j\% Therefore, the sought normalized expression
of the integral under consideration is:

~ 2ming 2mimé; - -
‘/{_\éz @}J H dé-] exp< \/E )exp( \/E )f(glu"'agJ)

+

1
2
1
2

: 1<5<J

2 2io? io? io?
03 (1 m gy, Z—m ) mp Som 2 .
— a : : © ] o= gm0 25 (m e 8541 Tag 0 %)

d 2d’ 202,d

2 210 3 7r<r m?2 27;0.2
—%Sm,m,p‘lﬁ% 1<j<J \/20 dfs ( ) \/20'md€ 03 M, =g

J#I

727715 sign(m-+n)
< ]I ( ( ¢ )1\1)1 mfn|>%)

1<j<I
~ H (1 _ (1 _ o 2mid; sign(n)) 1|pj7n|>%)
I+1<5<J
o (e ) (v )
(0 (25 ) 00 (242, 8) + 0 (5= 22 ) 0 (242 + 4.5
The sum has now a clear probabilitic interpretation as an expectation computed over a random walk on a ring.

p1,...,ps are to be interpreted as the steps of this random walk and the probability distribution for the amplitude of
a jump is

93 (Pjﬂ[i%‘ 4 93 Pr14+1—pr 4 m ) )

(B151)

s (d’ 7 d) (B152)

g o)

for all jumps except for jump I (leading from position p; to position pri1) where it is given by:

s (q_I ﬂd’ m) (B153)

_mof,m 2 2i02 ’
\/202,de” " d 93 (m m, ng)

qr ——

Roughly speaking, this means that the jumps j # I have expectation 0, with a typical standard deviation U—‘/E. As
for the jump I, it has an expectation —% and the same standard deviation. Finally, the initial distribution of the
random walk is prescribed by the initial state as follows:

93 (pl—nodm n 3 )93 (;D1;n0,£Ti)

» €2d
d + J + 1 + j + 1 _id '
2 (93 (den,%zzd) 03 (m2n7252) + 03 (5_ m2dn72gz2d 93( 2n+§721?))

P11

(B154)
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With this interpretation in mind, the sum could be rewritten as a probabilistic expectation:

v 2740 sign(m+n
ElYo) H (1 _ (1 —e gn( )) 1\pj—m—n|>%)
1<5<I

< 11 (1 _ (1 _ 2wt sign(n)) 1ij_”|>%) , (B155)
I+1<5<J

where we used the standard notation E#[-] for the expectation given an initial distribution p. Note that the expec-
tation is trivially bounded by 1 in norm as the random variable is. This implies that the parametrization of the

Kraus operators (through o,,) and that of the initial state (through 82) alone enforce bounds on the modulus of
<exp (2”"5" ) exp (zmm& ) >, as specified in the following two propositions.

Vd Vd

The proposition below provides a bound on <exp ( %) exp (%)> based on the scaling of £ with respect to
d.

Proposition 3. Let r be an integer, ¢ > 0 and —1 < a < 1. Suppose €2 = cd®. Then as d — oo, the following
estimate holds:

medl T r)2 V
77rc7‘2d0‘71 eiT(liﬁ)
=e 2 1+ o e—27rcd1+°‘(1—5) (B156)
1

1
o). -

r i road—® 1 r i 1 road T

0 (33, zea==) 03 (57 % )+93 3~ %4> 7d ) 3(5—57 2 )

: e — —— : (B158)
03 (0, ggrew) 03 (0’126 )+93(§’2cd++‘1)93 (5’126 )

Let us now restrict ourselves to the case r even. This means that one can replace 5§ — 0 in the first arguments of the
03 functions (but not 57 — 0!). The above then reduces to:

. s l—a jey
03 (2_2172cd++a)93 (O,Zd—)—i—93( 2d’2cd1+°¢)93(1’ld2 )
03 (0, 5ogre=) 05 (O o a) +03 (3, gogrea) 03 (1, — a)
V2edTFRe = gy (2icd e gy, 2ied ) 0 (0,90 ) 4 03 (5 — 5, ges) 05 (5,157

_ i — . (B159)
V2ed' 03 (0, 2icd +o) b5 (O i ) + 05 (3, 5= ) 03 (%7 e )

l\.’)l)—l

Combining the estimates in equation (C8) and proposition 10, the above is found to behave as follows as d — oco:

03 (37, geqra ) 03 (O, idlia) 03 (3 — &, e ) O3 (1 zdlca)
93 (07 2% d1+a)93 (O idt— 0‘) +03 (27 20d1+ﬂ)93 (1 ’Ld;co‘)

medl T )2
rer?ga-t e = (1-4)
— e 140 : (B160)
1 — e—27rcd1+°‘(1—’3)
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mer? 1 1
The case r odd is very similar and we omit it. [l

The following proposition provides a bound on <exp (2”\%&" ) exp (2”%51 ) > based on the scaling of o, with respect
to d.

Proposition 4. Let m,n be two integers, ¢ > 0 and 3 € R. Assume o2, := cd®. Then for > 1,

io? 2io? io? 2io?
03 am, =" 03 = o2 2, 2 me(m24n2)abf—1
7_m(m +n ) _me(mZ4n®)dP T "
5 e 4 =0|e 2 as d— oo (B162)
2i02,
5 (0,252 )

while for < 1,

0 z‘afnm 2i02, 0 iafnn 2i02,
3\7a "4 3\7a ™74 — %0 (124 n?)
d

s 9 e
0 (0, 2’§m)
reqB—1 ql—B
= o~ X —(m*+n?) (1 +0 (e— er )) (B163)
me(m? +n?) 1 1

Proof. This results from straightforward analysis, after rewriting

0 io? 2i02, 0 ic? 202
3 d m, 3 d n, d B
2

2
WTm(m2+n2)

d
2 €
03 (0, 2127”)
0 (2,54 )05 (3.5 ) ..o
_ 2 202 | 22 202, o= (m24n?) (B165)
05 (0, 2;%)
g

The last two propositions say that if one wants to make the prefactors of the probabilistic expectation as close
to 1 as possible, one has to take both the width of the Kraus operator and that of the initial state to decrease
quickly with d. Therefore, if one were to ignore finite-dimensional effects, hence the contribution of the probabilistic

expectation (assuming it should be 1), one may think there is a way to tune the parameters £2, 02, so as to make

’<exp (2”%51 ) exp (2”%51 )>’ arbitrarily close to 1. Unfortunately, we show in the next paragraph that this is not

possible as for an exceedingly sharp measurement, the probabilistic expectation systematically exhibits a poor scaling

. 2 . 2 ;2 c 22
oy, 2ior, PO 2io5,
93( Frm,—52 )03 —~n, —3"
2
2i02
03 (O,Tm>

w2,
that will ruin the improvement of the e~ (m’+n?) prefactor brought on by decreasing

Om-

4. Measured quasi-ideal clock with pseudo-Gaussian Kraus operators and states: scalings

After deriving a general formula for the pseudo-correlation function <exp 2”\%5" ) exp (2”%51 ) >, we will restrict

ourselves in this section to the case m = —1,n = 0. In other words, we will consider the pseudo-variance

)
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Starting from the general formula B151, this can be written in the form

Pj+1—DPj ) pr4+1—pr _ 1 4
93( d ’2(772nd) 93( d 2d’2ofnd)
<) I — z
2 210’2 2 _T%m 02  2i02
— 4 <y, ps< it 1?55J 205, 93( ) V205, de” 2 03 ( — 5 a
_ _ 2mid; sign(—1))
< I1 (1= (1-e L4143
1<i<I
_ 2mid; sign(0)
< I (1 (1 e L >
I+1<5<J
o (2t ) o (B2, )
X

H 24 2102 -
i et \1zyer V20705 (0,254 ) )12

s (2t g ) 0 (”1;’“’, &)

X e | — (B166)
£ (00 (s 0) 03 (3:38) + 00 (3= 3. ) 00 (0.38))
One remarks that in this particular case, all jumps of the random walk have identical distribution.
a. Case = %
One will now specialize the analysis further by assuming J; = l for all j. (This is in some sense the simplest

e=2™% = (0 and the probabilistic expectation is 1.) In the formula

for the pseudo-variance above, one will therefore substltute 1 — e 279 — 2. Actually, for reasons that will become
clearer later, it is convenient to make the substitution 1 —e~27% — c3 instead, where c3 may be any constant in [0, 2]
(though in the present case it will simply be 2). The general idea will be to ﬁrst estimate

non-trivial case because if all J; are integers, 1 —

93 (Pj+1d—Pj - éd)
_ 3 11 sz I1 (1—631“:%) (B167)
Cacio, o<1 \1<5<r \/207,d03 ( ) 1<;<I
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for all p; (more or less precisely depending on the range of p; and the scaling of 02,) and to deduce an approximation

for <exp (%)> from these estimates.

The analysis breaks into two cases according to whether o2, is “big” or “small” with respect to d. The final result
dealing with the first situation is corollary 1, the final result dealing with the second case is corollary 2.

Let us then start by controlling EP'[-]. In the case where o2, is “big”, this simply involves controlling the marginal
distribution of each of the steps of the random walk and applying a union bound to show that the expectation is 1 up
to an exponentially small error in d. We start by the lemma which allows to bound the probability of reaching %
after j steps, provided the starting point p; of the walk is bounded away from d:

Lemma 5. Lett > 0,7 > 0,c2 > 0 and —% < B < 0. Suppose o2,

vd > 1 and |p1| < %(’yd— 1). Then for alln € (0,1), ¢ > 0, for all integer j € [2,t\/g} :

scales in d according to o2, := cad®. Assume

d—1 2 o
p7 [pj = T] <2(1+7) ((2 + -4 02) tdL/2P 4 2d—1) R e

602 7
7 e
+gv/ed P e 2t (Ly)2dH 20 (B168)
provided
1
e < gin , (B169)
d>dyVds. (B170)

A weaker form (i.e. bounding the probability in a power-decreasing function of d instead of an exponentially decreasing
one) is:

d—1 4
PL |y — il
which holds if one has furthermore
d>dyVdyVdy, (B172)
where:
1
32¢o(1 t\ 7277
dy = <M> , (B173)
T
L <+3/2—ﬁ1602 1 <+3/2—ﬁ1602
dl.—max{l,[ -5 - 1+a010g -3 -
1
1 2 =8
LS (2(1 +1) <2 + 4 ﬂ) tﬂ } , (B174)
agm (1) s
C 1602 1 C 1602
dg := 1, | —— 14+ —1 _—
2 max{,{l_ﬁ 0 +a0 ©8 1-5 =
16 1-F
+—210g (2(1 + n))} } : (B175)
aopT
1
log(2) t \ 72>+#
dy = <&()—) , (B176)
2mwey 7y

1/24 8  7we(l—7) 17248 7ea(1—7)
+ L 5 log (%\/6)]}1/2% ) (B177)

a_07r02(1 -7)

dy = maX{L {<+B/2—1/2 2t i (Haiolog (<+ﬂ/2—1/2 2t 2))

Proof. From proposition 11, one may write:

d—1 di=t 1/d-1 ij
e =5 - (G5 ) ) )
T2 (202,7)%/265 (0, 252 )’ A 207md




=7 G () ) )
=—F—S\Bl7|—5 P53 )
d6‘3(, )3 d 2 202.d

202,
_ _md _m@G=1) = Jj—2
28 8(7'%1 26 2(T$nd 26 2(T$n
|E| S (.] - 1) — _nd 1+ ~w(G—1) 1+ — _nd
1—e 298 1—e ok 1—e 27
_ _wd _ _wd Jj—1 _ mjd
26 8(7'%1 28 8(7'%1 26 407271
Tt |1t ——= L —
1—e 29m 1—e 202, 1—e 202,

Let us substitute the scaling 02, := cod® as well as the inequality 2 < j < tv/d into the bound for e:

o gi-p —mg-1-B o gf PV
\/— 2 Fez? 2 %oz 2¢ %oz
|E| <t = dl B 1+ _CLd—l—B 1+fdlfﬂ

mgl- n gl- tVd x -
n 2678C2d1 ’ 14 2(378c2d1 ’ n 2672C2d1 ’
1—e 22 1—e 2?" 1—e ="
Now, assume
<7 1
Co) S —
2 147
log( ” )
for some n > 0, which implies —— < EJ < 1+ 7. Furthermore, one uses equation (C71) to bound:
l—e ©2 l—e =¢2
2¢” 754" 2
1+ PP St ——=g==
— e =2 1—¢ °2
2145 1 T ip
<14+2(-=d -+ —d
=t <7r EERETTS )
<ot T4 22 s
602 m
< (2+ U 2C2> Qe
6co o

This yields:

PR 2 _m g tVd
le| < 2(1 + n)tVde s’ <2+ 6L + ﬂ) dr+s (1 +2(1 +n)e 7 B)
C2 e
T gl x tvd _
+2(1 +n)e 5 B(1+2(1+n)6_8”2d ) + 214 p)e 2’
<2(1+1) <2+6—+ - )td3/2 By d 20V
Co T

1-5

+2(1+ 77)675{11713 exp (2(1 + n)tﬂefédliﬁ) +2(1 4 n)e 72

Now, provided one chooses

™

1
32¢s(1 t\ /28
d>dy = (M) 7

one has 2(1 4 7)tv/d < 17=d'~? and the inequality becomes

2 - —__T - -
el < 2(1 + ) (2+i+ 02>td3/2 femmm ™ L o(1 e o1 4 p)e

ar=r

62 ™
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(B178)

(B179)

(B180)

(B181)

(B182)

(B183)
(B184)

(B185)

(B186)

(B187)

(B188)

(B189)



Then, according to equation (C64), if one chooses

16 1 16
d>dy = max{l, [ﬁ% (1 + a—olog (ﬁ%))

where ¢ > 0, one obtains

1 (d-1 .J
03 (a (%5 =), —zcﬁw)

6y (o i ‘3)J

' 2c
1 1 1]
< 2021 -
=37 <2( 7): 2C2d1+6>
2¢ dlﬂj . 2icodt P
: (=227 ) b (iea(1 = ), 220 )
1 [2cod1+8 D
C2 TCY e J
< p p <——( ) d1+/5> 1+ yPoeriET:
J 1—e" J
2 72#02d1/2+ﬁw
B/2—1/2 _TC2 . N2 51/248 € !
< \/ad exp( o (1 FY) d ) L+ 1_ 747rc2d1t/2+5,y ’

where we used proposition (10) to obtain the penultimate line. Now, provided

1
275
d>ds = (_log@) 3) ,

2meo 7y
(B193) can be bounded by:

7 _ e
g\/ad/m 12 exp (_2_;(1 —7)2d1/2+5) '

Finally, provided

1
! 2 7
66210g< (1+1n) <2+i+ﬂ>t)] } :
agm (1) T

- (+p/2-1/2 2 1. (¢+B/2-1/2 2
d2d4.—max{1,[ 1258 rea(l=7) <1+a010g<

1
1 2t 7 1/2+6
S | -
Tag rea(1— )2 0g<3”2)] }

1/24 8 7wea(1—7)?
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(B190)

(B191)

(B192)

(B193)

(B194)

(B195)

(B196)
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(B196) can be bounded by:

p1—

(0 () 00 (358) 06 (3 — 3 ) 00 (0,58

Lemma 6. Let v € (0,1) such that % < % (also suppose d > 2). Let €2 := c1d® as usual. Then the following
estimate holds:

p+1 4 p 1 1/24a/2 77rc1w2d1+a _zmey glta
d Z d 193 <T’§2_d) 05 (E’@_d) < o d'/?te/? (52¢~ s + 18de” "% (B197)
TSP
Ip|>3 (yd—1)
provided
1
log(2)\ ™=
d>dy = ( og( )> , (B198)
271'61
_1
a>d = (Zlog(2)) . (B199)
e
Furthermore, if @ < 0 and
1
log(2)\ >
d>dy = ( og( )> , (B200)
Ty

1/2 2 1 1 1/2 2 1
d>dy = max {1, |SEM2He/2 16 (1, (¢FL/2+a/2 16
1+« me1y? ao 1+« mepy?

L 16 ey THa oot
+a_0w01~y2 og ( \/a)}} ’ ( )
2+ a/2 1 2+ a/2
d > dy:=max< 1, C+3/2+0/2 8 1+ —log ¢+3/2+a/2 8
l+a T ag I1+a ey
18 log (18 S B202
roSogsym)| | (B202)
for some { > 0, then
p+1 i p i 2
s\ == z=7) 0\ 3 =7) < 7 B203
T 3< d ’£2d) 3<d’§2d>—d< (B203)
—al<p<azt
Ip[> 3 (vd—1)

Proof. One starts by using the multiplication formula from proposition 9 to rewrite the product of 8 functions as:

p+1 4 p i
05 ([ ——, — )65 (=, —
3< d ’52d> 3<d’52d)
1 1 i p 1 i 1 1 p 1 1 i
=103 —=,— )05 (o+—, — ) +0s(—=+=,— )05 (E+—+=,— )] . B204
2[3<2d’2§2d> 3(d+2d’2§2d>+ 3(2d+2’2§2d> 3(d+2d+2’2§2d)} (B204)
One will use the estimate C8 when z € (—%, %), which implies in this case:

. 1 7122 2
|93(Z,ZU)|Sm€ T <1+ﬁ

) . (B205)

IE]
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One now applies it to achieve the bound:

p 1 7
2. b (d or 2§2d)

—dxl<pgazt
Ip|>%(yd—1)
2
< /2% Z o2 d(5+54) <1 n 277&2[1) (B206)
—dlcpcdd boe
Ip|>3 (vd—1)
_7e242d ,M(lfl)z
<oed|l -t e T " 2 (B207)
- 1—e 2y _ -2y (1) 1 — e—27€%d
m¢2y%d 2 )2
9¢~ "7 (1-4) 2
2 -
<V (1+ 1_6_2775%) . (B208)
As for 03 (% + 2—1d + %, 2;2(1), one may bound it in a cruder way:
P 1 1
g [L 4+ — + = _°
) Z L 3<d+2d+2’2§2d)
— 5 <p<==
|p|>3 (vd—1)
p 1 1 i
< ) 6 (E+ﬁ+§’—2§2d> (B209)
d—1 S;DS d—1
1 d+1 )
R o
_dlgg s d 2 2£2d
p 1
_ 0, (_, ) (B211)
Lo e
22
= \/2€2d8s <o, %) (B212)
id
= dbs (o, 22—52) (B213)
2o~ 58
2¢
<d|1+——]. (B214)
1—e €

One now uses the modular transformation properties of 6 as well as equation (C31) to treat the factors 63 (l d d)

247 22
do. (£ +1 i ).
and vz \ 35 T 35 3g2g )°

1 e a1
e 2 _ TS 2,1 .02
03 (2d’2§2d> V26 dexp( 2d)93 (2z§ d2d,2z§ d) (B215)
2 9e-2n€%d(1-4)"
1 1 4 1 1 )
s (ﬁ ty 2§2d> =0 (5 T 2d’ 2§2d> (B217)
2
_ 2 _7§2d 1 o, 1 2
=2 dexp( 5 1 pi 03 | 2i& d2 1 pi ,2i€°d (B218)

x&2d 1)2 2¢—2m¢”
< \/2€2de~ "5 (1-4) Lt e | - (B219)
— e—4m¢
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One may now use % < % and d > 2 to obtain a slightly simplified bound:
p+1 1 p 1
O3 ——, = |03 =, =
) 12 ) 3< d ’52d> 3<d’s2d)
—4r<p< it
Ip[>5 (vd—1)

24 2 D A 9¢ 3¢ ey
<A — 14+ ————= 1 1+ ——— | de ~3 B220
=V3 ( Tz 62”52(1) T emed | T T\ H )" (B220)

_me1 glta _mc17? jita
— [ gr/2tar2 1+ 2 1+ 2= > ¢ 2e” 10 ¢
2 1— e*QﬂcllerD‘ 1— 8747rc1d1+0‘ 1 — e—mc1yad®

2 72Ld1704
€1 TEe o
e S e (B221)
1l—¢ @
Now, suppose:
log(2)) ™=
d>dy = ( og( )> : (B222)
2meq
1
azd = (Sog(2)) (B223)
™

One may then further simplify the bound:

p+1 4 p i
> n(tram)e (G

— gt <p< gt
Ip|>%(vd—1)
fordl/2te/? 26 _ras? gita _mer gita
S Cld — ¢ 16 + 18de 3 ) (B224)
1 — e—ma1vd
In the case a < 0, choosing
log(2)\ =
12 ( - )) (B225)

mTC1Y

implies

Z 0 ptl i 0. P b
L, N d TEd) P\dEd
T3 SPETo

|p|>%(vd—1)

< \/adl/2+oz/2 (526_

Ay 18de—"§1d1“‘> : (B226)

and provided

dngz—maX{l,{<+1/2+a/2 16 <1+i10g<<+1/2+a/2 16 ))

1+« me1y? ag 1+« mepy?
1
1 16 Tre
— I 52 B227
oGy} (B27)
3/2 2 8 1 3/2 2 8
d>dy :=max{1, H/i—’—a/_ 1+ —log M_
1+a Ty ao 1+« mCy

L I 18 e B228
+a_07r_cl og ( \/a)}} ) ( )
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One has indeed

p+1 i i 2
0 (B~ e, (2 - ) < 2. B22
3( d ’§2d) 3<d’§2d>—d< (B229)
It <p<dzt

Ip[>3 (vd—1)

O
The following lemma allows one to precisely lower-bound the denominator appearing in the expression for the initial
distribution.

Lemma 7. Letc; >0, —1 < a <1 and €2 := c¢d®. Then the following lower bound holds:

2 \ P\ 2d’2¢2d ) 7\ 27 2¢2 P\2 2d’2¢d)

262
—merdtte — 5 dt—e
[€1 3/2+0a/2 T a—1 2e7 7 2e
Proof. Since all the 6 functions are positive, it suffices to lower bound each of them. First,
1 €2 1
[ 2 _ s (625 L 52
03 (2d’2§2d) V26 dexp( 2d)93 (225 d2d,22§ d) (B231)
2 —2mg?d(1-1)
(1T (o2 Y
> \/2¢ d(l 2d) (1 i (B232)
1/2+a/2 TC1 o1 26—71'Cld1+a
= V2e1d (1 - ) - (B233)
Secondly,
1 id 9¢ 3¢
2¢
b, <_Z_2> Sy 2 (B234)
2°2¢ 1—e &
S
2c
— 1 _ 28717% . (B235)
l—e
Thirdly,
11 T€2d 1\? 1 1 i
O3 (= — —, —— | > /262 - 1—= 03 ( 2i€%d ( = — — |, === B236
3(2 2d’2§2d>_ ¢ eXp( 2 ( d)>3<’5 <2 2d>’2§2d) (B236)
2 2 —27g?
2 _red 1 e
> \/2&2dexp < 5 1 g 1 e (B237)
2 —2mwerd®
o TC1 14a 1 2e !
Fourthly,
0 (o id > >1 205 (B239)
7 282) — 1- ei%g
i 1—a
2¢ 21
S R (B240)
1l—e e

Recalling —1 < a < 1, only the first two terms are relevant and one can then write:

d 1 1 id 11 id
(0 (o) (ra) =0 (530 ) (030)

262
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> [ Dgirrarz (4 ) (1 2 mord ™ 1 2 (B241)
2 c1 1 — e—dmardi®e 1_e ad ™)’
O

Putting all the last lemmas together, one can now precisely bound the probabilistic expectation in case o, is “big
enough” with respect to d. Doing so results in the following proposition.

Proposition 5. Let ¢1,c0 >0, -1 < a <1, —l <p < 0. Suppose as usual that €2 and o2, scale with d according to

€2 :=c1d®, 02, ;= cd®. Letvy € ( ) such that v> 5 \/ 2‘””‘“. Then as d — oo,

P —
Z EP! H (1 631;0]:%)
—tEm<gt 1s5=T
0 (Pl ZoJrl EL)b) (Pl;nr),ETi)

X
4 1 i 1 1 i id
3 (93 (ﬁ 2£2d) (27 252) (5 2 252d) s (O’ 252))

-1-0 (dﬂ/m/?e—"“’%” T e d”‘*) : (B242)

Proof. Assume for simplicity ng > 0. Choose v € (% ) such that ng < ('yd —1). One will estimate

P eha) ’
%(93 (ﬁwgi?d)e?’ (%’%)Jr@?’( ~ o )93 (0’2£2))

by distinguishing the p; according to whether |p;| < 4(yd —1) or |p1| > 2(yd — 1). In the former case, lemma 5 tells
us that PP [p] = 5] is small for every j so that EP? [ ..] is also small by a union bound. In the latter case, we will
only use that the expectation is bounded by 1 but according to lemma 6, one will now be considering the tail of the
initial distribution and therefore get that this contribution is also small.

More precisely, for |p1| < £(yd — 1), lemma 5 allows to conclude:

S| ] (1—C31PF%)

— <<t lsj<t
p1]< 3 (yd—1)

(B243)

3
X
d 4 id
(05 (326 ) 03 (538 ) 05 (3~ 5 ) 00 (058
> <l—d(9 <(td1/2ﬁ—|—d1)e_167rczdl 8 1 gB/2=1/2, %ﬂdl/ﬂﬁ))
a—1
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65 (Pl*noJrl’Ti) 0 (Pl*m’;_')
a ¢ ¢ (B244)

o (st ) (25 1)
S ¢ ¢ 7 ¢ . (B245)
d 0 1 7 0 1 4d 0 1 1 7 0 0 id
iy <dot 5 (U3 5g 3\202¢z ) TU3\ 53— 2903870 ) U3 (Vs 22
Ip1|<3(vd—1)

Now, lemmas 6 and 7 allow one to conclude

<p1<d 1 2
|p1\< (vd— 1)
—no+1 4 —n, )
-y o (2ot i) 0 (25 i)
- d P id i
Lipi < 2 (93 (2_1(17 2£2d) 03 (%’ 2_2) +03 (% - ﬁv 2£2d) 03 (O’ 252))
O < 71761“/ Jite 4 eﬂg1d1+a) ‘ (B246)
= ‘ < A e%d“a)‘ . (B247)
This leads to
S w | T (e, )
At <pi<dt lsj<t
Ip1|< 3 (vd—1)
05 (pl—no-',-l7 +) 03 (pl—no’ %)
o 1 1 'dgd 1 dl E' id (B248)
£ (00 (o) 00 (538 ) 05 (3 = dro o) 0 (0.38))
B/2+1/2 _mea=m? 17248 41— ”116”2 atte _ze1 glta
>1-0|d e o +e . (B249)
Now, for the large |p1| contribution,
S| T (e, )
J— 2
—tm<gt 1s5=T
|p1|>3 (vd—1)
93 (plfn(r‘rl’;_') 6‘3 (m*no’Ti)
* 3 1 f id 5 1 dl 5' id (B250)
5 (93 (ﬁv 2§l2d) 03 (57 5—2) + 03 (5 ~ 3a 2§Z2d) 03 (0= 5?))
=0 (d—le—”fs”z ey e—"‘éld”“) . (B251)

All in all,



40

+1 i — 3
93 (Pl Zo %)6‘ (;Dldnr),#)

- 1 1 1 | . (B252)
2 (93 (ﬁ sz) (27 252) (5 2 251211) b5 (0’ 2%))

S1-0 (dﬂ/2+1/26_wd1/2+ﬁ n d_le_"llgdwa) ' (B253)

O

To summarize and come back to the initial problem of estimating the pseudo-variance, we have proved:

Corollary 1. Let ci,c0 > 0, =1 < a < 1 and —% < B < 0. Assume the scalings % := c1d® and o2, = cod? and

choose vy € (%, 1) such that 7% — % > |no|.% Finally, assume the integer I satisfies 2 < I < tVd for some t > 0. One
then has as d — oo,

(~(25)

_ e—%dail_ ﬂ;g a1 <1 4 o (dﬂ/2+1/26_ wcz(;;‘Y)Q q1/2+8 + d_le_ ""C116'72d1+0<>) ' (B254)

Proof. This follows straightaway from propositions 3, 4 and 5. O

We have therefore just proved that if o2, scales with d such that it vanishes as d — oo, but not faster than %,

then the pseudo-variance in equation (B254) behaves essentially as

L (B255)

Therefore, it deviates from its “infinite-dimensional value” 1 (cf. discussion of quantum measurements in infinite
dimension in the main text) by an error which scales as a power of d. This error contains a contribution both from the
dispersion of the initial state (exponent «) and from the imprecision of the measurement (exponent ). To connect it
to the general theory of measurement exposed in the main text (and in greater detail in [3, Chapter 5|), one may say
that the backaction contribution is exponentially suppressed. By the conditions of application of the last proposition,
one is allowed to make the error contributed by a as small as d—12 but one cannot make the term depending on [ scale
better than d31/2 since one assumed g > —l One may then wonder whether one could not obtain a better scaling by
choosing < —=. The purpose of the followmg is to show that doing this will yield an error essentially as bad (i.e.
of order ﬁ) as the one obtained from measuring the clock in the time basis (a limiting case which was studied in

section B3 a and formally corresponds to letting o2, | 0 in the more general framework considered here).
Roughly speaking, the key idea is that the variance for a jump of the random walk under study is approximately

d? 2012 1= 55 - d'~#. Therefore, one expects the variance of the marginal distribution of the j*® step to scale as jd' 7.

If now j scales as V/d, this becomes d*/2~7?. One therefore sees that whenever 8 < — 2, this grows faster than d? and
one therefore expects the marginal distribution of the step to be close to uniform. This is the first ingredient of the
proof, treated in the first lemma. However, this is not sufficient since although the steps may all be close to uniformly
distributed beyond a certain number of iterations, they are not independent, precluding a priori an evaluation of the
expectation. This point will be addressed in the second lemma.

For the following two proofs, it will be particularly helpful to write the distribution for a jump of the random walk
under consideration,

s (d’ 2% d) (B256)

s (0 27)

6 ngo being allowed to scale with d. However, the constraint on

~ essentially means that % should remain bounded by some

constant < 1 in the process.
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as a discrete Fourier transform:

. . 2
05 (% 557 d) 1 03 (% QZZM) 27is
) 202, _ 1 ’ _ q
/202 dfs (O 2i<73n) T d ud i1 O3 (0 %) . ( d ) (B257)
m ’od — T Ss<to ’od
1 ~ (s 2io? 2misq
== 03 <—, —m) exp (— ) , (B258)
d d d d
7d;1 <s< d;l

where we defined 63(z,i7) = gzggz:g (therefore, 65(0,ir) = 1 and 63(z,it) < 1 for z # 0[1]. We therefore start

to show that above a certain number of iterations scaling as v/d, the random walk becomes (exponentially) close to
completely mixed.

Lemma 8. Let f < —% (02, = cod®) and j > 1. Then the variation distance between the marginal distribution for
the j™ step of the random walk under consideration is upper bounded by:

3
VA s gy

5 (B259)
In particular, if 7 > tv/d with t > 0, this yields:
d _ = g6 7055
variation distance < ge zpd P AT (B260)

Proof. Let j > 1. To show that the distribution of p; is close to uniform, we will bound its variation distance (denoted
here by ||.||) to the uniform distribution. To achieve this, we use the following bound for the variation distance between
two probability distributions P, Q) on Zg4 (for a very general exposition, including more general finite groups than Zg,
see [4]):

1P -Q|* < 7d |P(s) = Q(s)I, (B261)

d—1 d—1
—dol<sgc 4t

=

where P, Q denote the discrete Fourier transforms of P, (). This yields:

~ (s 2ig2 \¥
S gy 2, 20m B262
_d-l g od—1 ’ (d d ) ( )
7 =573

s#0

] =

variation distance? <

1 ~ (s 21'07271 29

=5 > 6 <E’ y ) (B263)
1<s< 43t
1 g S . B_l 2-7

=3 > b (3,2102d ) . (B264)
1<s< 4zt

A convenient way to bound the summand is by way of the Jacobi triple product formula C9. The latter implies:

log (53 (2, 2i02dﬁ_1)2j)

— 2j1og 0 (2 22’ch¢’*1) (B265)
. 1 4 2cos (271'%) e—(2p—1)2ﬂ'02dﬁ71 4 e—(4p—2)27r02dB71

= 2] Z 1Og < 1 + 28*(2p*1)2ﬂczdﬁ71 + e*(4p*2)2ﬂ’62dﬁ71 (B266)
p>1

2(1 — oIS —(2p—1)2mcad? 1
—2;'% log <1— (1 = cos (2m)) e : ) (B267)

(1 + e*(2pfl)27rc2d5—1)2

(1 — cos (2#5)) e—(2p—1)2mcad’ !

<42 (14 e~ (2p=1)2meza® 1)

(B268)
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One may now use the estimate cos(27z) < exp (—@) valid for all z € [—%, %] to bound the above as:

log (53 (2, 2i02dﬁ1)2j>

67(21)71)2#@(1571

2n2 2
< —4j (1 e ) B269
’ ; (1+ e—(2p—1)27TC2d5*1)2 ( )
. —i52 e—QTFCQdﬁ71
S —4] (1 —e d? ) W . (B270)
One can now use the inequality C79 to write
e—2mead”! 1 TCo
AP — —=adft. B271
1 — e—4me2d’~1 = 4qey 6 ( )
As for the prefactor containing s, one may use the crude bound
_2n2 ;2 _2n?
l—e a2° >1—¢e a2 (B272)
2
T
> (B273)
since 1 —e % > % for x € (O, %) for instance (which implies that the above holds for d > 7). Therefore,
- 2
log (93 (2,22'026[6_1) )
™ 7T302
< g (—d P - 2P . B274
- J (462 6 ( )
This entails:
2 d _mg-1-8 '+@d5*3’
variation distance® < 7¢ TS 7. (B275)
In particular, if j = tv/d where t > 0, the upper bound becomes:
d _xg-3-8yp 752483
variation distance? < 1° Gd 2Rt (B276)
which indeed vanishes exponentially as d — oo since < —%. O

Having established this result on the marginal distributions of the steps of the random walk, one will now prove an
important lemma that will allow us to control a family of expectations involving many p;.

Lemma 9. Let I > 1 denote an integer. Let ¢ > 0. Then the following bounds hold:

_ - —ymapt\ !
cc 1+ %
= 2 _e T
EP =0 H (I—clp=0)| > |1~ 7% , (B<-1), (B277)
| 2<k<r ] 1- 22—y
l—e €2
I
r T 14 9e—2megdf Tl
— 1_e—dmcgdPTT 1
En=0 | T (1 -clpmo)| > [ 1= V2ech/2a-t/2H8/2 e 720 | (—1 <B< —5) : (B278)
|2<k<T | 1- if%ﬁ

Proof. One first rewrites the expectation under consideration by expanding the product:

= | J[ 0-clpoo)| =B > 3 I1 (—clpikzo) : (B279)

2<k<I G0 ireni;  1<k<j
2<in <...<i; <I
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where we use the convention that for j = 0, the > [] to equal 1.
Then, note that for every fixed 2 < i; < ... < i;, one may use the Fourier expansion B258 of the probability
distribution for one step of the random walk to obtain:

p1=0
E H lpik:O
1<k<j

1 ~ (sp 202\
—= H y Z 03 <E’ y ) (B280)
kS5
1 ~ (s 2002\
== > IT ¢ (? y ) , (B281)

d— d— 1
—Tlgsl,...,sj<Tl 1<k<j

where we have set ig := 0 for convenience. Therefore:

EP=0 Z H (—clp,=0)

iy 1<h<j
2<i1<...<i; <I

c\J ~ (s, 2io2, ek
:(_E) 3 IT 4 (g’ . ) (B282)
7d;1§51,..,,s]'§% 1<k<j
2<i1 <. <i; <I

C J - Sk 22-0_2 N
4 2 II o (5 =" B2
(d) i . _3<d’d) ) (B283)
—d <oy, <45t 1Sk

ni,...,n;>1
ny4...4+n; <I

but for fixed sy, ..., s;, the sum over ni,...,n; shown above is generated by the sum of the coefficients up to degree
I of the generating series (in 2):

> (s, 2ic?
~ 2i02,\ ™" 203 (7’“7 dm)
Z ni+..4n, ” . [ 2 m = || . B284
: 3(d7 d ) 1<k<j 1 — - ( 2ia72") | )

Sk
ey >1 1<k<j T d

Summing over all sq,...,s;, EP=0 |y 814 H1<k<j (—clpk_o)] is therefore generated by the sum of the

2<i1<...<i; <1
coefficients up to I in the generating series:

a2 (s 2iol, J
c 393(01’ d
d =~ (4 202 ‘
it cegan 1= 20 (g, T

Note that this is consistent with our convention that for j = 0, the sum over iy, ...,%; of the products is taken equal

(B285)

to 1. Finally, summing over all j > 0, one finds that EP1=° [Zpo > s Ili<ke (—clpikzo) is generated
- 2<i1<...<i; <I -

by the sum of the coefficients up to degree I of the series:

1 1-—
= - : (B286)
Z93 %" “;m ~ ;2
1+£Z_ﬂ s<d=l T 7 5\ 1—211-¢% _d—1 d—ll;z_e (é,%)
d T <s<%5 17293(%:721;%1) dZ SSE<s<S52 1_z§3<§)2133n> 3\d»74d
or in other words by the coefficient of degree I of the series
1
(B287)
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Note that the series would simplify nicely and the said coefficient would be trivial to determine if one had either

93 (S 212 ) = §40 for all s (corresponding formally to o2, | 0) or 05 (3, %) =1 for all s (corresponding formally

to 02, T 4+00). In the general case, one will not be able to give a simple formula for the coefficient; yet, the hypotheses
of the lemma will suffice to produce a lower bound. In fact,

- _ (s 2io?
4 (f ﬂ) (B288)

l
c ~ (s 2io? ~ (s 202, ! ~ (s 2io?

(B290)

~ - 2
Therefore, if one could show 1 — £ a1 _a-1 03 (3, QZZ’”) > 0, an immediate lower bound for the coefficient of

21 would be:

! 0 s 2io? r—1 n s 2io? I
1-¢ g, (220 L2122 d’1<ss%93(3= dm) (1_93(37 dm))
d d—1 d—1 3 d’ d 1_22 it dil’é’ (ﬁ 21(772,1)
— 5= <s<H5- d2.—dz1icecda1 03 (G =3
I
c ~ (s 202
=|'7a s (_’ m) ' (B291)
d—ﬂ<s<ﬂ d d
PR )
But
c s 210
1-- g, [ 2
d 3<d’ d )
dolcecdot
’2U2d
202 2w2 (B292)

O id~ P~ 1)
—oyf5d 5/2 e B293
0 2icodP—1) " ( )
For B < —1, as d %=1 — oo, one writes (using equation C31):
id P~1
—1/2- 6/2 0’ 2c2 )
93 O 2Z02dﬁ 1)

93 (O id= P~ 1)
=1 cepd N 22/ (B294)
93 (07 ngl B)
ca
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R T
o g—B—1
>1-f2 et (B295)
d 1 2e 2c2d
l—eiédliﬁ
For -1 <8< —%, one may estimate it as:
id— Pt
1— e/ 2q-1/2-8/2 bs (07 2z )
2 93 (O, 2i62d571)
1 = SBed/2g-1/24+8/293 (0, 2icad™ ) (B296)
- ’ 05 (0,42
3 » T 2¢n
727rc2d5+1
+
>1— 2 Qdfl/”ﬁ/?% . (B297)
e 2
1- Sr-Taan

~ . 2
Therefore, the positivity condition 1 — $5 a1 a1 03 (g, 2“;7”) > ( is established in any case and the lemma is
2 —="= 2

proved. O

This lemma being established, one is now ready to prove the main proposition concerning the behavior the proba-
bilistic expectation when 8 < —%.

Proposition 6. Let t > 0 and I := [t\/d|. Assuming the usual scalings €2 = c1d®, 02, = c2d® (c1,c5 > 0,

m
—l<a<l)withf < —% for €2 and o2,, there exists some constant cs (depending on co and c3) such that for all

e >0, the following holds as d — co:

B | T (1-es1, o)

1<k<I

<1-(1- 5)% (1 +0 (d3/2e¥$“5) +0 (e—csdﬁl)) . (B298)

Proof. Fix I := [t\/j‘ and any integer p; € [—%, %} One wants to consider:

EP! (1 - 031“:%) . (B299)
1<k<I

Expand the expectand as:

I1 (1—631“:%):1—63 > o1, [] (1—031“:%). (B300)

1<k<I 1<k<I k<j<I

Now, consider the expectation of one term of the sum:

P —
L I | ey

k<j<I
d—1 d—1
— pn [pk — T} E—= H (1 — 631;0]:%) (B301)
2<j<I—k+1
d—1
_pn [pk _ T} B I (-eslyo)| - (B302)

2<j<I—k+1
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where we used the strong Markov property and the spatial homogeneity of the process.
Now, fix € € (0,1) and consider k such that k > tv/d (such a k exists for large enough d, e.g. d > m) Then

for such a k, lemma 7 implies that:

P [pk - %} > é _ %aef%d’%*ﬁsw"i%dﬁ*%st' (B303)
Taking into account t < Vd and d > 2, this can be weakened to:
P7 |:pk _d- ; 1} > é — ge*%d’%’%”%d’%*%sﬁ (B304)
3/2 et -i- <

> é (1 - dTe*@d : B*TZE) . (B305)

Next, lemma 9 asserts the existence of constants c4,c5 > 0 and v € [—1, —%) such that:
s = V2363 ? (B306)
E°| [ (-eslyo)| 21 —cd) " (1 +0 (e*CSd”B"”)) , (B307)

2<j<I—k+1

which this time holds for any k. In particular, this implies that the expectations that we find in our original sum are
all positive. More precisely, for —1 < 8 < —%:

s = V2e3c)?, (B308)
cs = 2mey (B309)
1 B
=—=4 = B310
T=E-gt g (B310)
while for § < —1:
Cq4 = C3Co, (B?)].].)
i
= — B312
= 262 ’ ( )
y=—1. (B313)
This allows one to conclude:
e | ] (1 . 031”:%)
1<k<I

=B (1 Y 1, ua [ (1 - 631;0]:%) (B314)

1<k<I k<j<I

- d—1|_,
=1—c3 Z P py = ——|E H (1 —c31y,—0) (B315)

1<k<I [2<5<T—k+1

- d—1|_,

<1l—c3 Z P p = ——|E H (1 —¢31,,-0) (B316)
1<k<I LetVd<j<I—k+1

3 3/2 —Eetd= 3P _esdllBl-1l I—k
§1—E<1+0<d e 2 +O(e g ) > A—ed) . (B317)

[etV/d|<k<I
It remains to lower-bound the sum, which can be done as follows:

_ _ 1— (1= cud” I—[etv/d]+1
Z (1 _ C4d’y)1 k _ (1 _ C4d’y)1 [Et\/a—‘ ( Cq ) )

B318
cqd? ( )

etV d<k<I
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Now, from equation ?? (for large enough d),

(1 = cad?) TV _ oy ( (I — [etV/d] + 1) log (1 — cw)) (B319)
> e ((1— [etVd] +1) (—cad? —cidQV)) (B320)
> 14 (I - [etVd] + 1) (—ead” — c3d>) (B321)
>1—(1—e)tVdead (1+csd) . (B322)

Hence:
e | ] (1
1<k<I
<1—(1-e)ey— (1 +O <d3/26 sed 2 ) +O (e%”l)) . (B323)

O

This yields the following corollary:

Corollary 2 Lett >0 and I := [tV/d]. Assume the usual scalings €2 = c¢1d®, 02, = c2d® (c1,c0 >0, ~1 < a < 1)
with f < —5 for €% and 02,. Then as d — oo,

o)

b. Arbitrary correlations for arbitrary § in the optimal case

<1- 7(1 +o(1)). (B324)

In the optimal case identified in corollary 1, for which o2, := cod?, B 1 —%, the probabilistic expectation contribution
to the pseudo-variance B166 is close to 1 up to exponentially decaying terms. It is not difficult to see that the same
would apply not only to the pseudo-variance but also to an arbitrary correlation function B151 for arbitrary §
(provided the scaling tv/d of the measurement index I is fixed). In other words, referring again to the formulae for the
moments of order 1 and 2 of linear measurement, one may say that for 5 > —%, the correlations retain essentially the
contributions of the spread of the wavefunction and that of the imprecision of the measurement while the backaction
part is suppressed as the exponential of a power of d.

c.  Random measurement times of integer mean

One could now, in the original equation B166 for the pseudo-variance, consider the case where 6; = 1 + X; where
X is a random variable symmetrically distributed about 0. Suppose for definiteness that the X; are i.i.d with:

X; ~N(0,0%). (B325)

Then taking the expectation of equation B166 over the distribution of the X, the factor (1 - 8727”.61') is converted to

1—e 2™ T herefore, one is led back to the case § = 2, except that c3 =1—e instead of 2. Fundamentally, such
a setting would arise 1f the clock was coupled to a classical (random) waveform 2 (-) through the following Hamiltonian:

—2mo?

Hj(t) = (1+2(t)) ﬂd (B326)
= (1+2() 22 f > nln)(n| (B327)

—dgl<p<dnt

and one would measure the clock at interval %. The X; would correspond to:

X; = / ata(t) . (B328)
%

As a simple realization (to ensure that the X are i.i.d), one can think of z(-) as white noise with variance .
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d. Application to waveform estimation

Keeping the setting introduced in the last paragraph, one may now wonder what can be learnt about z(-) from

monitoring the time gof the clock. An estimate for X; from the measurements of Ej_l, EJ is v/d (EJ — Ej_l).

From what we identified as the optimal scaling in d from corollary 1, the variance on each measurement of %
1/2
cannot decrease to 0 (with d) faster than d=3/2. This implies an error increasing at least as (d2 X d*?’/z) 2 d'/*
Vid
should grow faster than 1 (that is, diverge) for the standard deviation on the estimation of X; to be negligible with
respect to X;.
Now, assume one no longer measures the clock at every % time steps, but approximately every d—¢ time steps

1/2
on the estimation of each X;. Now, the typical magnitude of X; is given by Vd (02L) = od'/*. Therefore, o

instead (0 < e < %) The integral corresponding to white noise, rescaled by v/d, along such an interval has typical

magnitude v/d (a2d*5)1/2 = 0d'9)/2 For the standard deviation of the estimator of X to be negligible with respect
to X;, one now needs d'/* < 0d(1=9)/2 that is o > d*/?71/4. If one considers the limit ¢ — 0, this means that o
needs to grow faster than d—1/4,

5. Existence of continuum limit

In sections B3 b and B4, given a quasi-ideal clock of dimension d measured with some precision o,,, we constructed
and characterized a discrete-time random process E}C”, Agd), ... Here, we added the superscript d here to account for
the dependence of this random process on the dimension; in the construction, the parameters ¢, ¢z, «, 8 which specify
€2 and o2, for all d are implicitly fixed; we also always take §; := % for all j. One may then wonder, loosely speaking,
whether this discrete-time process admits a sensible “continuum limit” as d — oco. We will address this question in
two interesting limiting cases: on the one hand, o2, o d® with —% < 8 < 0; on the other hand, measurement in the
time eigenbasis as described section B 3 a —formally o2, = 0.

Generally speaking, showing the convergence in law of a sequence of stochastic processes {(X )t>0}n>o to some
stochastic process (X;) implies showing the weak convergence of the finite-dimensional distribution as well as verifying
a tightness condition; see [5, theorems 7.5-13.5] for specific criteria and [5, theorems 8.1-8.2] for a simple application
(weak convergence of a random walk of finite variance to Brownian motion).

We now give a sketch of how these results can be applied to the problem under consideration. First, the weak
convergence of finite-dimensional distributions may be conveniently derived from the pointwise convergence of the
characteristic functions. Indeed, the latter can be recovered — say in the 2-dimensional case for definiteness — from

£ (@)
our expression for <exp (%) exp (%)> (m,n € Z) by taking m := | xoVd],n := | x1v/d] where xo,x1 € R

are fixed. This differs from the case in which m,n are constants treated above; fortunately enough, at least in the
cases 02, > d~/? and 02, = 0 (measurement in the time eigenbasis), one can show that our estimates are still robust
against this scaling.

Let us now address the case 02, d°, —% < 8 < 0. To begin with, we state the following proposition which is a
straightforward generalization of equation B151:

Proposition 7. Let I1,...,1I, denote positive integers such that 2 < I < I, < ... < I, and mq,...,m, denote
integers satisfying |my + ... +my| < d for all 1 < k <mn. Then the following holds (with the convention that Iy :=0):
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Dj+17Pj i PI+17PI;
03 ( d 202 d) 03 ( d + 5 3 2g2 d)
x > I — 11
. 24 2102 3 _mo2, m2 io2, 2i02,
— 4 <py,pr, <45 ;EJSL} 20m 03( ) 1<k<n /205, de” 38 R 05 ( =g my, =5
J Lyeeey

_ _—27id; sign(z " ml)
x H H (1 (1 ¢ ’ = 1\17] Zk<l<n mz\>—
1<k<n I;_1 <j<I;
pPL—no—y, n Mk i
05 ( <15ks 75;_d) (p1 no_ )
d Zlgkgn Mk i Zlgkgn Mk 4d 1 Elgkgn Mk i
2 (93 ( 2d ’ 2£2d) 03 ( 2 7@) +0s (5 - 2d ’ ) 03 (

We now need two lemmas; the first one allows to verify the tightness condition in [5, theorem 7.5], the second one
shows the convergence of the finite-dimensional distributions.

X

l\?l)—‘
NIA
[}
Ay

)|

Lemma 10. Let v satisfy o« V 5 < ~v < 0. For all d > 1, define the piecewise constant continuous-

time random process (Egd))tzo by Egd) = 0, Egji)w = A(Lgl)cdl/ﬂw for all k > 1 and extend it piecewise lin-
early to t € Ry — {kd"; k € Zi}. Then for all T > 0, for all ¢ > 0, there exists § > 0 such that
limsup,_,.. P [sup0<5<t<T ‘exp (27rin§§d)) — exp (Qm'négd))‘ > 5] =0.

[s—t]<é

Proof. To ease the notation, let us denote by “exp terms” an error term consisting of a polynomial in d times a
decreasing exponential of some power of d.

Fix T > 0 throughout the proof. Let k,l denote integers satisfying 1 < k < [ < Td ™ and n > 0. By a
straightforward generalization of the estimates in section B 4 and at the end of section B3 b,

mi|nV/d ~(d
<ex <2 % J(dev_:z(dl)>>

w2 L"?\/EJQ_’_27T'LL77\/_J > 1
=e 2d a L2kd7 /2 <r<|207H/2) 2 (] + exp terms) (B330)
ro2 a2 wiLn\/EJ(L2Ld'V+1/2J—L2kd'7+1/2j)
—e oz T a (1 4 exp terms) (B331)

This implies:

- 2mi[nVd] =(a) e 2 [nV/d| =(a) i
P\—yg ~x p N

rod nvd)? d| (|21d7 /2] — |2kd+1/2
§2<1—e%> +2 (1—cos <7TL77\/_J (L -1 ) + exp terms (B332)

d

< + exp terms (B333)

nol, | nVd]? mlnvd) ([21d7+1/2) — [2kd1+1/2)) 2
d * y

2
2
2,2 VT2
< moyn” + (2mn(l = k)d”) <1+ nf> (H 2Id+172] —

2

1

<moin?+4 (1 + W) (27n(l — k)d") + exp terms. (B335)
n

2
k7] ) + exp terms (B334)

Let now ( satisfy

o2
=
|

<(¢<0 (B336)

> dC]

[\D ‘

From Chebyshev’s inequality, it follows that

p 271'1[77\/_J Cex 2mi|nVd| =(d)
Vi dev p Va  UDad
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2
<ol d ™ 416 (1 + 777> 20 (1 — k)2d* %€ + exp terms.

We now need to formalize the idea that exp (27”&;’—\/1 :,(fgw) is “close” to exp (271’1'7’]%](;37) This will be verified if = Hk dW

is small enough, which happens with high probability; more precisely:

2mi|nVd| ~
P ‘exp (%:%&) — exp (277277_227) > dC‘|
<P ||exp 2miE 1] > d (B337)
- Vd
omi=\?) ’
<d 2 (fexp | —FA4 ) —1 B338
< < p ( 7 (B338)
kd'|\* w02
<a | (7L m B339
< l( y +— (B339)
< (RPR2D X2 4o d X (B340)
SO(T?d*7?)+ 0 (d° ). (B341)
It follows:
P Hexp (2772'17%;;?7) — exp (27”'77%%?“)@)‘ > 3d<] =0 (dﬁ*2< + d2772<) + exp terms. (B342)

Finally, from a union bound:

P Hexp (2772'77%;;%) — exp (27”'77§EZ)+1)(17)

> 3d¢ for some k € [1, Td*'y]} =0 (df'”ﬁ*2< +d"7%¢) + exp terms.

(B343)
Since (Eff”) - is linear between points kd” and (k + 1)d”, this implies:
t>
‘exp (2mnu( )) exp (2mnu( ))‘
P | sup >3] =0 (d P72 4 d772) + exp terms, (B344)
0<s,t<T |t — S|?
s#t
which by equation B336 vanishes as d — oo. This proves the sought tightness condition. O
Lemma 11. Letn>1,01,...,0, € R and t1,...,tx € R. The following holds:
< I e (2wi9k§,§f))> 2T Tickgn Oht (B345)
1<h<n d—o0

Proof. This essentially follows from applying proposition 7 with my, := |0xVd] and I, := | [tkd ] Aty 2], using
continuity arguments as in the proof of lemma 10 and estimates similar to those of sections B3 b, B4. O

This leads us to the following result:

Theorem 1. As d — oo, (E@) converges weakly to a uniform motion.
>0

Proof. This follows from applying [5, theorem 7.5]. The convergence of finite-dimensional distributions is given by
lemma 11, the tightness condition is verified in lemma 10. O

We now address the case of the quasi-ideal clock measured in the time eigenbasis. In this setting, we define a family

(indexed by the dimension d) piecewise-constant continuous-time processes (Egd)) by ”gd) =¢ Egz val’ We start
>0

by stating the analog of proposition 7 for a quasi-ideal clock measured in the time eigenbasis; the proof also follows

analogously.
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Proposition 8. Consider the quasi-ideal clock measured in the time eigenbasis described in section B3a. Let n > 1,
mi, ..., My integers such that ‘Zlglgk ml‘ <d foralll<k<n andI,...,I, positive integers such that 2 < I <
. < I,. Then the following holds (with the convention Iy :=0):

) v ’ m ‘
< H exp <%>> _ 627{;5 Zlgkgn my Iy H 1_ (1 _ 6727riésign(zk§l§n ml)) #

1<k<n 1<k<n

I —1Ip 1

(B346)

We now turn to prove the tightness condition required for the application of [5, theorem 13.5].
Lemma 12. Let ( (d)) - be defined as stated above. Fiz T > 0 and m > 1. Then for all r,s,t satisfying 0 < r <
t>
s<t<T,allme27™Z and all integer p > m.
~ ~ |2 ~ o |2
E Uexp (2772'E§4p)) —exp (27TiE§4 )) ’ ‘exp (27Tz~(4 )) — exp (27riE§4 ))‘ ] =0 (*(t—r)?) (B347)

where the O is independent of p and r,s,t € [0,T].
Proof. Expanding the argument of the expectation gives:
‘exp (anut p)) — exp (27m7~ )} }exp (27m7~(4 )) — exp 27m7~ (47 ))‘
= [2 — exp (27Ti77 (§§4p) — ~g4p))) — exp (2m77 ( 4p)) }

X {2 — exp (27m'77 (Eg‘”) — §T4p))) — exp (27m7 ( =" E (47) ))]
=4-2 [exp (2mn ( 24" ”§4 ))) + exp (27m'77 (Eg‘*‘” — )) exp (2m'77 (Eg‘“') — ngm)) + exp (2mn (E( ) — ég‘lp)))}

+ exp (271'177 ( =4 §(4p))) + exp (271'17777 ( =) — 4p)))

+ exp (27m7 ( 2 L2 :gw))) +exp (27”-77 (2E§4p) = Con §£4p)))

Now, recalling 2Py = 2P~"™2™p € Z, the expectation of each terms may be computed using proposition 8 (applied
with d := 4P). For example:

(=) zan))) 2min2P ( ~ar) S(4r)
exp (2mn (ut — &§ ))) = exp ( Jav (ﬂwm B ngst)

- ezz‘rrn(l.2p+ltj_\_2p+lsj) (1 B Ui )LQ’)“tJ*L?pﬂSJ
2r—1

[1]

[I]

The complete result is:

4P ~ 2 -
E Uexp (2m_§ )) — exp (2772'524?))‘ ‘exp (2772'Eg4p)) — exp (2m~(4p)) ’ }

oy L2727 ) - o127 (2
4 4cos(2 (1271¢) - [271s))) (1 - " ) —4cos(2p (127+15) = [2+17)) ) (I_F)

) 2741 = |27+ )

+1 +l
+2c0s (L (12774) = 12717)) ) (1= 55

|| gptl,
-+ 2 cos ( (\_2p+1tJ + L2p+l,r,J _ 2|_2p+1SJ)) (1 B n )L2p t]—|2" |
2P op—1
)WHH?LQFHSJ 4 (1 Ui )mpﬂSJ*L?”HTHJ +4 ( " )L2P+1tj*L2P+1TJ

2r—1 2r—1

n L2p+1tJ,L2p+1SJ n L2p+15J*L2P+1TJ

(Pt —r)?).

=0 (P(t—1)%) +4-4 (1 - 2;74

(@)
(@)



92

As for the convergence of the finite-dimensional characteristic functions, they follow straightforwardly from equation
B92:

Lemma 13. Letn > 1, 61,...,0, € R and ty,...,t, € R. Then the following holds (with the convention ty :=0):
< [T exp (2wi9k§§f))> = 2™ Digken Ohth =2 X cin | Dncicn il (e —ti) (B348)
1<k<n

Theorem 2. As p — oo, (§§4p)) converges weakly to a Cauchy process with drift.
t>0

Proof. This follows from [5, theorem 13.5|, using the previous two lemmas. O

Appendix C: Some results from calculus

In this appendix, we review some results from calculus that are used in section B. Most notably, is the review of
some important properties of the Jacobi 6 functions.

1. Non-asymptotic Stirling’s formula

Stirling’s formula allows to approximate the factorial (or more generally the I' function) by more elementary
functions. In its best-known form, it states:

n! ~ (ﬁ) 2mn, as n — 00. (C1)
e

There exist many other versions of the results. Some of these are asymptotic expansions with a variable number of
terms while others give explicit lower and upper bound for any finite n. One result of the latter kind, proved in [6],
will be of particular use:

Theorem 3. For all integer n > 1,

(ﬁ)n 2mne ™I < nl < (ﬁ)n 2mne e . (C2)
e e

Actually, by convexity of Ry 3 z — log(z!) (where x! denotes I'(z + 1)), Ry 2 x — log (x””*l/ze_””ru;ﬂ) and

R, >z +— log (:c””*l/Qe*x*ﬁ), this inequality holds even if n is taken to be any positive real.

2. Jacobi 6 functions

In this section, we review several useful properties of the 6 functions which are of special importance in the study
of the quasi-ideal clock. It will be sufficient to focus on the 3 function.
The Jacobi 03 function is defined for all z € C, 7 € H = {it;t > 0}":

03(2,7) := Z exp (irrm? + 2mimz) . (C3)
meZ
This function enjoys a nice quasi-periodicity property:
03(z + a + br,7) = exp (—mib*T — 2mibz) O5(z,T) . (C4)
It is also clearly even in z:

03(z,7) = 03(—2,7). (C5)

7 . oy . . .
H, the half-plane of complex numbers with positive imaginary part, is usually referred as the Poincaré half-plane.
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Using Poisson’s summation formula, one can show the following useful transformation property:

0, <z,_1) — (—ir) "2 exp (im227) O3(72, 7). (C6)

-
Applying this identity to transform 63(z,i0) (o > 0), one obtains:
0 1 T 9 C
3(2,10)—m ;Zexp (—;(z—i—m) ) . (C7)

Therefore, 03(z,i0) can be interpreted as a Gaussian of square width o=, periodized with period 1. From this
representation, combined with proposition 12, follows the estimate for all z € (—1,1):

1 =2 : 1 [ 52, e 50+ e— 212
ant T =il o <e e T (C8)

Finally, another important expression for the 3 function is given by the Jacobi triple product identity (see e.g |7,
page 49] and [8] for a simple derivation):

05 (z,7) = H (1—e*7) (1 + 2 cos(2mz)eZr DT 4 6(4"_2)”) . (C9)

n>1

The 6 functions play for the discrete Fourier transform a similar role to the Gaussians for the continuous Fourier
transform. Roughly speaking, the discrete Fourier transform of #3 function of a given width is a 63 of “inversed” width.
More precisely, given a positive integer N and & > 0, the following relations hold [9]:

k i§2) 1 (zz joi ) TN o 2wijk
03 (z—i— — =) = 03| = — =, exp | ——2" + , (C10)
N''N N2 O;N & N'N& e N
iz ki [e joig? N ,  2mijk
w(@vre) Vi 20 (rw i) (@5 o)

In the sequel, we will be exclusively interested with #3 where the second argument is purely imaginary (with positive
imaginary part) and we will therefore frequently use the notation 65(z,i7) where 7 > 0 (instead as 7 € H from the
initial definitions).

An interesting property is that if one restricts the summation in the definition C3 of the 63 function to the integers
that are congruent to some r modulo N (N > 0, 0 < r < N), the result is still a 6 function. Precisely:

Z exp (—77(r + Np)® + 2mi(r + Np)z)

pEZ
= exp (—mr?1 + 2mirz) 03 (2N + irN7,iN°7) (C12)
1 22 12 r 1
= — —— )O3 — — =, —— | . C13
Ntl/2 exp( T ) 3<NT N’N27'> (C13)

In our study of the quasi-ideal clock, we will use the 63 function as wavefunction coefficients. It will therefore be
frequently necessary (e.g. to compute scalar products) to rewrite products of € functions as a linear combination of
such functions. The following proposition gives a general formula for this purpose.

Proposition 9. Let a,b denote positive integers. Then for all z,w € C,7 > 0:

Os(z,iabr)0s(w, iT)

= Z exp (—mr’1 + 2mirw) 03 (aw — z + irat,ia(a + b)) 05 (2 + bw + irbr, ib(a + b)T) (C14)
0<r<a+b

_ 1 Z p aw+z+1 . a 0 z—bw+7r . b (C15)
a+b s a+b 7Za—l—bT 3 a+b 7Za—l—bT '

0<r<a+b
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Proof. One starts with the basic definition of 63:

03 (z,iabt) O3 (w,iT) = Z exp (—rrabm? + 2wimz — 1Tm3 + 2mimow) . (C16)
miEZ
mo€Z
One then remarks:
b
abmi +m3 = QL_H)(mg —bmy)? + a—+b(m2 +amq)?. (C17)

Therefore:

03 (z 1abt) O3 (w, i)

= exp 7T7' mg —bmy)? — 7T b(mg +amq)? + 2mimyz + 2m'm2w) (C18)
ml,mzez +
b
= exp ( 7T7' 7T7'—b(m2 + (a4 bym1)? + 2mimy (2 + bw) + 2m'm2w) (C19)
mi, m2€Z a+
b b
= exp ( T — 7T b(mg + (a4 b)ymy)? + 2mi(ma + (a + b)ml)z ++ ;U
mi, m2€Z
aw — z
2 ) C20
+2mime P ) (C20)

We now break the sum according to the congruence r of my modulo a + b (setting mo := r + (a + b)p) and for all
fixed mso, perform the sum first over mq, then over p using equation C12:

03 (z,iab7) O3 (w, i)

= Z exp (—m’a j_ b(r + (a4 b)p)? 4 2mi(r + (a + b)p) aw Z)

0<r<a-+b atb
PEZ
x exp [ —mr? b T+ 2mir > - bw 0 (z + bw + irbr,ib(a + b)T) (C21)
P a+b at+b )’ ’
= Z exp  —mr? R i 03 (aw — z +irat,ia(a + b)T)
a+b a+b
0<r<a+b
b b
X exp (—m«Q —7 + 2mir Za—:_ ;U) 03 (z + bw + irbr,ib(a + b)T) (C22)
= Z exp (—mr°T + 2mirw) 03 (aw — z + irat,ia(a + b)) 05 (= + bw + irbr, ib(a + b)T) . (C23)
0<r<a+b

Now, observe that from the transformation property C6,

. N 1 T 5, T 5 VA w1
93(2,2@b7‘)93(’ll},l7’) = W exXp (_a_bTZ — ;’U} ) 93 (la—bT, a_b7'> 93 (l?, ;) . (024)
One may apply the identity just derived to the product 63 (z%, ﬁ) 03 (iﬁ, aTL)’ making the substitutions (in this
order) 7 — -,z — i% w — i~ This gives:
05 (z,iabt) O3 (w,iT) = ;e (—iz2—zw2)
ST U U0 = (abT)1/271/2 P\ wr T
ar?  27rz
P (-5 5)

—b b b
% 05 (in” wat >93<iaw+z+r,ia+ > (C25)

br bt at at
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Transforming again the 63 functions above by property C6, the exponentials cancel and one obtains:

aw+z4+1r . a z—bw+r . b
053 (z,iabt) O3 (w,iT) Z 93( p—— ,za+b7>6‘3( P ’Za—l—bT) , (C26)
O<r<a+b
which is the stated result. O
This formula proves especially useful when aw = —z or bw = z since in this case only one of the 6 functions in

the sum depends on z. As a simple application of the previous results, one can compute (where N > 0 is an integer,
z€ Rand £ > 0):

. i§2 2
Z 93(2‘"‘%,?)

0<j<N

7 J i€ j i€

_ Z 93<z . N>93<2+N 3 (C27)
0<j<N

J. i€ i 1ig 1 i€
0< - [ ( ) (o 2N>+93<2+N+5 W)eg (5%)} (C28)
(

proposition 9 with a =b=1)

: : $ 2
2 oo (20)0 (220 0.5
2N 1\? 2i 1\ 26 1 i€
4exp <_§_2 (:+2) ) (B0 )5 ﬁ)] (c29)
(equation C'11)
N iNE? ic? 1 iNE2 1 g2
2 o (Yo (0,22 (o 2 0 Y (1,5 (can)

The following proposition is useful to approximate 6 functions by Gaussians (which allows to bound the tail of a
convolution of @ functions among other things):

Proposition 10. Let 7 > 0 and z € (—%, %) Then the following holds:

Os(itz,it) =1+¢, (C31)

67777'(172\z\)
el <2 (C32)

1 —e—277 '

Proof. The bound on ¢ follows from proposition 12.

e s .
m#0
= Zeiﬂ""(erz)erﬂ'TZQ_i_ Z e~ (mtz) tmrz? (C34)
m>1 m<—1
7777'(*24’1)2 w122 771’7'(172)2 Tz’
(& e e e
S @) T ] emr(3-29) (C35)
87777'(172\z\)
S A T (C36)
O

In the study of the measured quasi-ideal clock, one will consider random walks on a ring where the probability
distributions for the jumps will be given by # functions. Since we will be interested in estimating the marginal
distribution of each step of this random walk, one needs an approximation for the iterated convolution of a 6 function
with itself. This is provided by the following proposition:
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Proposition 11. Given an odd integer d > 0, an integer k > 1 and a positive real T > 0, the following estimate holds

for all integer j € [—%7 %} ]

) Jj-= i J .
5 [T o (4r)| o (L2t i)
— 9 <G <AL [ 1SISk—]

=d" 16, (— m) +e, (C37)

(d+1)?2
4

28771’7'(](271) 2¢~TT ¢~ 7Td k=2
— e—27r‘r(k—1)> 1 — g—77d? (1 + 1— e7'r7'd2)

<d+1>2 rrd? k-1
27T 2e” 1
dk 17 1 e~

le| <d* 1k —1) (1 + 1

1 —e—77d e—mTd?

7r7'kd
2

e

1—e¢e —mrkd * (038)
Proof.
Ju . J— Zlglgk_ljl .
Z H Os ( =07 || O3 | ——————,i7
d d
— 2 <y geo <45 [1SISk-1
— Z ox o Z m? 4+ 2mi - 2m’m ) Z ) (C39)
o . b 1Ty et = | Ji
— T3 Sjly»”-,jk—lgT 1<I<k 1<i<k—1 1<I<k—1
Mgy my€Z
= dF1 Z exp —mrm? — 7T Z (my +pld)2 4 @mkj (C40)
k ] .
my€Z 1<I<k—1
P1s-Pk—1€Z
Now, consider the summation over pi,...,pr_1 for some fixed my, — dT < dT'

Z exp | —nT Z (my + prd)?

P1se-sPk—1€Z 1<I<k-1

ST zexp( mz(7+pl)2) (Ca1)

1<I<k—1p €Z
2
= H exp(—mrmi) + Z exp ( nrd? (7 —I—pl) ) . (C42)
1<I<k—1 p€Z—{0}
For all [, one has:

7r7'(d+1)2
- 4

Z exp (—7T7'd2 (% +pl)) < ie%ﬁ (C43)

p€Z—{0}

by proposition 12, so that

Z exp | -7 Z (my + prd)? — e (k=1)my

D1, Pk—1€Z 1<I<k-1
k—1

9 _ wr(d+1)?
1
< <e—ﬂ'7’mi + 16_ p— ) _ e—ﬂ'T(k—l)mi , (044)
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and
2 ) ] T, J
"0 N exp | —wrmi —ar Y (mg + pd)? + —m;nkj _ gl mhmi+ TR
P1y-Pk—1E€EZ 1<i<k—1
w7 (d+1)2
2e 14
< dk—le—ﬂ‘rmi [(e—ﬂTmi + e ) o e—wr(k—l)mi (045)
9 e ldD? 9 A D? k=2
1 —mrm?2 & 4 —arm?2 e 4
S dk 16 k(k - 1) 1 _ 677r‘rd2 <e " + 1 _ 677TTd2 ) (046)
(d+1)2 (d+1)2 2\ k=2
_ (e 1)m2 26—71'7' 1 26—71'7' 1 +rTmy,
_ dk 1(/€ _ 1)6 (k—=1)mj, - (1 =+ p—— ) (047)
_FTM —rrd k—2
k—1 _ —Tr‘r(k—l)vn2 2e 4 2e
<d" “(k—-1e k p— 1+ p— . (C48)
Summing this error over all my, —% <my < %, one obtains an error which is bounded by:
2
26771’7'(](271) 287777—(dt11) 2677r‘rd k—2
_ k-1
&1 = d (k o 1) (1 + 1— e—27r‘r(k—1)> 1— 67777'(12 <1 + 1— e7'r‘rd2) : (049)
Next, for fixed my, such that |my| > %, the sum
9 .
dr1 Z exp [ —mrmi — w7 Z (mk + pd)® + % (C50)
P1,--Pk—1€Z 1<I<k—1
can be upper bounded by
26_# o
2
dk_le_Trka <1 + m) (051)
and summing over all such my, one obtains the following bound on the error
(d11)> zra? \ Rl
2e T 1 2e” 1
_ gk—1
go=d p— (1 + 1= em_d2> . (C52)
Finally, one can easily bound:
T 2
k—1 —7r‘rkm2+72ﬂimkj k—1 2e” ’;d
d & k d S d 177“ (053)
— e 7T
|| > 9L
=!€&3. (054)

Putting all of this together, we have shown that up to an error 1 + €2 + €3

3 I ¢ (%zr) 05 <]_Zlf+‘”lw> (C55)

—A e <2t [1SISk-1

amounts to

JF1 Z efwrkmiJr—Qﬂgmk (056)
mr€Z
= dF1g, <%,ik7’) . (C57)
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3. Miscellaneous

In this section, we state various results that will be used either in section B or to prove some properties of Jacobi
0 functions in section C 2.

Proposition 12 (Bounds on the tails of sums of Gaussians). Let a, 5 > 0 and z € R. Then for all integer a > (—z)V0,

afe—ala+a)?

Be—alzn)?® o« golem €T
; ne < e1a%a o mata (Ch8)
If furthermore a > g,
Be—alatz)?
B —a(z+n)2 a-e
;n e < 1 o—2a(ats) - (C59)
Proof. Letting n:=a+k,k >0,
log (nﬁe*a(”")z) = Blog(n) — az +n)? (C60)
k
= fBlog(a) + Blog (1 + —) —ala+ 2)* = 2a(a + 2)k — ak? (C61)
a
k
< Blog(a) — afa + 2)? — 2a(a + 2)k + B~ — ak? (C62)
a
= Blog(a) — a(a + 2)* — 2a(a + 2)k — ak (k: - %) . (C63)
Generally speaking, the last term is upper-bounded by %. If a > g, it is < 0. Summing the exponential of this
over k > 0 gives the result. O

Proposition 13. For «, 3,c,e > 0, the following holds:

d° exp(—cd®) < e ifd > maX{O, % (1 + ilog (ﬁ)) _ log(E)}

aq ac apc

Q=

(i)ﬁ (o

ace
where

ap =1+ W(—e ?) =~ 0.841; (C65)
with W denoting the Lambert W function.
Proof. By rescaling, it suffices to treat the case ¢ = 1, = 0. The function:

z — log (27 exp(—x)) = Blog(z) — x (C66)

B

B
is concave and attains its maximum at x = 3. Therefore, if £ > (g) , the inequality

d” exp(—d) < ¢ (C67)

holds for all d > 0. Otherwise, let us set « := $(14t),t > 0 and look for a lower bound on ¢ such that for all ¢ greater
than this lower bound: Slog(x) —x < log(e) is satisfied. For any tg > 0, one may write (bouding the concave function
t — log(l+t) —t — 1 by its tangent at t = to):

Blog(x) — x = Blog(B) + B (log(l +t) —t —1) (C68)

142t t
< Sog(5) + 5 (1og(1 +10) = T2 — )

(C69)
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Therefore, $log(z) — x is certainly smaller than log(e) if the r.h.s of the inequality is, i.e. if

1+t log(e) 142t
t>——|1 — —~2 +log(1+tg) — . C70
> 20 (log(9) — 5D (1 + ) - 52 (c10)
It is convenient to choose ¢y > 0 such that log(1 + to) — 1112;“. This is achieved for ¢y := 82+W(672), for which

13—0150 =ayp = 1+ W (e7?). Therefore, for z > 3 (1 + a—lo (log(ﬁ) - %)) we do have flog(z) — x < log(e) i.e

2P exp(—x) < e. O

Proposition 14. For all x > 0,

1 1 1 =z
—+ = -+ -+ —. C71
x+ <1—e—1<:v+2+12 ( )
Proof. Let us first prove the lower bound. First, observe (f—x (% — % - %) = % + m Using the power

series expansion of cosh, this is straightforwardly > 0. Since furthermore 1—;2 — % — % is 0 at x = 0, the lower bound

follows.

For the upper bound, - (ﬁ — % — % — 1%) = 112212 + 5= QC:)sh( 3 If 2 > +/12, both terms in this sum are

negative so the derivative is negative. For x < /12,

19 — 22\ ! 2(k+1)
(J) _y (c72)
k>0

1227 (12)F
-1 2k
1 T
R = -2 C73
<2 -2 cosh(x)) Z (2k)! (C73)
k>1
|
But
2k 2(k+1) 2k+2 2(k+1)
2 zk'_ x12k - 2:2; 2) x12k (C74)
= 2 & (12) = Gkt & (12)
22k+2 22(6+1)
<2 S —— - (C75)
< ] %
= (2k 4+ 2)! = (12)
22(k+1) L2(k+1)
<2 — (C76)
ée‘24(ki1)+1 (2/€+2)2k+2 27T(2/€+2) I; (12)k
22(6+1) 2206+1)
< - (C77)
2 k
Oy L (@
<0 (C78)
This shows that % (172% — % — % — 1%) = 112212 + 5= 2cosh(x) also for > 12. Therefore, # - % - % - 15

decreases with = for > 0 and the upper bound follows.

Proposition 15. For all x > 0,

e ” 1 x
T =25, 13 (C79)
Proof. For all z > 0,
1 z\ " 12z
(% - E) a2 (C80)
p2k+1
=23 o (C81)

k>0



—z —1
e .
(m) = 2Slnh((E>

1172k+1
=2 _
2 Gy

k>0 (

But for £ > 3,
(2k +1)! > (2k + 1)2F1e=CR+D /or(2k 4+ 1)
2k
> 7V2r7 (Z>
e

> 6"

.o\l
and this is initially seen to hold for k € {0,1,2} as well. This shows that (1_66—,22)

claim.

Proposition 16. For all z € (0, 23%) (for example), the following holds:

22
—z —x? <log(l — x) §—x—7.
Proof. This follows easily from the series expansion In(1 —z) = =3, -, %

Proposition 17. For all x > l(’g2(3),

3
tanh(z) <1 — 56_% .

17872:13
14+e—22 "

Proof. This is immediate from tanh(z) =

60

(C82)

(C83)

(C84)
(C85)

(C86)

— £)7", which is the
O

< (%

(C87)

(C88)

[1] M. P. Woods, R. Silva, and J. Oppenheim, Annales Henri Poincaré 20, 125 (2019); arXiv:1607.04591 [quant-ph].

[2] M. P. Woods, R. Silva, G. Piitz, S. Stupar, and R. Renner, arXiv:1806.00491 [quant-ph].

[3] V. B. Braginsky and F. Y. Khalili, Quantum Measurement (Cambridge University Press, 1992).
[4] P. Diaconis, Group Representations in Probability and Statistics, Lecture Notes-Monograph Series, Vol. 11 (Institute of

Mathematical Statistics, Hayward, Calif, 1988).

[5] P. Billingsley, Convergence of Probability Measures, Wiley Series in Probability and Statistics (John Wiley & Sons, Inc.,

Hoboken, NJ, USA, 1999).
[6] H. Robbins, The American Mathematical Monthly 62, 26 (1955).
[7] C. Saltzer, SIAM Review 5, 162-162 (1963).
[8] G. E. Andrews, Proceedings of the American Mathematical Society 16, 333-333 (1965).
[9] M. Ruzzi, Journal of Mathematical Physics 47, 063507 (2006); arXiv:math-ph/0604018.


http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00023-018-0736-9
http://arxiv.org/abs/1607.04591
http://arxiv.org/abs/1806.00491
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/CBO9780511622748
http://dx.doi.org/10.1214/lnms/1215467412
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/9780470316962
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/2308012
http://dx.doi.org/10.1137/1005047
http://dx.doi.org/10.1090/s0002-9939-1965-0171725-x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.2209770
http://arxiv.org/abs/math-ph/0604018

