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We derive a thermodynamic uncertainty relation in Markovian open quantum systems, which
bounds the fluctuation of continuous measurements, through quantum estimation theory. The de-
rived quantum thermodynamic uncertainty relation holds for arbitrary continuous measurements
satisfying a scaling condition. This is in contrast to the classical counterparts, which require specifi-
cation on how we measure systems. We derive two relations; the first relation bounds the fluctuation
by the dynamical activity and the second one by the entropy production. We apply our bounds to
a two-level atom driven by laser field and a three-level quantum thermal machine with jump and
diffusion measurements. Our result shows that there exists the universal bound on the fluctuations

regardless of continuous measurements.

Introduction.—Uncertainty relations distinguish the
possible from the impossible, which have played funda-
mental roles in physics. Recently, thermodynamic un-
certainty relations (TURs) have been found in stochas-
tic thermodynamics, which argue that the fluctuation of
time-integrated observables is lower bounded by the ther-
modynamic costs, such as the entropy production and
the dynamical activity [1-23] (see [24] for review). TURs
predict the fundamental limit of biomolecular processes
and thermal machines, and they have been applied to
infer the entropy production [25-27].

In contrast to classical systems, studies of TURs in a
quantum regime are in early stage. One of the distin-
guishing properties of quantum systems is measurment.
In stochastic thermodynamics, it is naturally assumed
that we can measure stochastic trajectories of the sys-
tem. In quantum systems, output is obtained through
measurements but the measurements themselves alter the
system state. Moreover, in addition to the freedom on
how we compute the current in stochastic thermodynam-
ics, we have an extra degree of freedom on how we mea-
sure the system in quantum systems. Although TURs
have been recently studied in quantum systems [28-32],
these works do not consider the measurement effects ex-
plicitly or specify a type of measurements in advance.

In this Letter, we derive a quantum thermodynamic
uncertainty relation (QTUR) for Markovian open quan-
tum dynamics by using quantum estimation theory [33—
35]. In Ref. [18], we have derived a TUR for Langevin
dynamics via the Cramér-Rao inequality. Extending this
line to quantum dynamics, we derive a QTUR for contin-
uous measurements with the quantum Cramér—Rao in-
equality. The quantum Cramér—Rao inequality holds for
arbitrary measurements, while the classical one is satis-
fied for specific measurements, indicating that the quan-
tum version is more general. By virtue of this generality,
obtained QTUR holds for arbitrary continuous measure-
ments satisfying a scaling condition (cf. Eq. (5)). Our
QTUR has two variants; the first relation is bounded by
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FIG. 1. Quantum trajectories and measurements of (a) jump
measurement (photon counting) and (b) diffusion measure-
ment (homodyne detection) in a two-level atom. Upper panels
are quantum trajectories of pee = (ec|ple.) and lower panels
are outputs.

the dynamical activity, and the second one by the entropy
production. We demonstrate the QTUR with a two-level
atom and a quantum thermal machine under jump and
diffusion measurements.

Methods.—The TURs in classical stochastic thermo-
dynamics consider the fluctuation of currents, which are
time-integration of stochastic trajectories. Analogously,
we wish to bound the fluctuation of time-integration of
continuous measurements in quantum dynamics.

In continuous measurements, we consider a principal
system S and an environment F. Consider a Kraus
operator V,, on the principal system, which satisfies
>, ViV, = Ig, where Ig denotes the identity operator
of the principal system. We can describe time-evolution
induced by the Kraus operator V,, on the principal sys-
tem by a unitary operator U acting on the composite
system S + E. Let |e;) be an orthonormal basis for E.
We can define the unitary operator U such that [36]

W) = U |vs) ®leo) =D Vi [ths) @ lem), (1)

where |eg) is some standard state of the environment and
|tbs) is the initial state of the principal system. When
applying the projective measurement |e,,) on the envi-
ronment, the principal system becomes [1)g) o Vp, |¥g).



Therefore, the operator V,, is associated with the output
m and constitutes a measurement operator. We sequen-
tially repeat this procedure to describe the continuous
measurement [35]. We consider a continuous measure-
ment during a time interval [0, 7). We discretize time by
dividing the time interval [0,7] into N equipartitioned
intervals, where the time resolution is At = T/N. At
each time interval, we consider Eq. (1). Then the state
of the composite system at time ¢t = T is

|w(T)> = ZVMN—I"'VmU |1/}S> ® |emN717"'76m0> 9 (2)

where m = [mg, ..., my_1]. In Eq. (2), we assumed that
Vi is time-independent, which leads to Markovian dy-
namics. We hereafter consider the limit of N — oo,
where m becomes a record of the continuous measure-
ment. For instance, in the case of jump measurement,
m corresponds to either “detection” or “no detection”
of jump within At. Depending on m, the state of the
principal system [¢s(T)) X Viny_y---Vimo [Ps) is deter-
mined, which is referred to as a quantum trajectory. For
example, in Fig. 1, we show quantum trajectories and
their corresponding measurement records for the jump
[Fig. 1(a)] and the diffusion [Fig. 1(b)] measurements.

The time evolution of the density operator p is p =
[, VmpV), — p] /dt, which obeys the Lindblad equa-
tion:

p=Lp)=—i[H,pl+> D(p,Le), (3)

where £ is the Lindblad operator, [-,-] is the commuta-
tor, H is a Hamiltonian, D (p, L) = LpLt —{LTL, p}/2 is
the dissipator with {-, -} being the anti-commutator, and
L. is a jump operator. Although the Kraus operator V,,
depends on measurements, the Lindblad equation does
not depend on performed continuous measurements. In
Eq. (3), the first and the second terms are referred to as
coherent dynamics and dissipation, respectively. We as-
sume that the Hamiltonian H and the jump operators L.
are parameterized by a parameter § € R, which we de-
note Hg and L. g, respectively. We define Lg, which is the
Lindblad operator consisting of Hy and L. . We consider
the estimation of the parameter 6 from of the continu-
ous measurement. Let © be an observable and Ey[O] be
the expectation of © with a parameter 6. For aribitrary
positive-operator valued measure (POVM), according to
the quantum Cramér—Rao inequality, Ref. [37] proved the
following inequality: Varg [0] / (9sEq [0])® > 1/Zq(6),
where Varg[©] is the variance of © and Zg(6) is a quan-
tum Fisher information (see [33, 34] for its review). This
expression is a generalization of the conventional quan-
tum Cramér-Rao inequality [38]. Let Z¢(0; M,y,) be the
classical Fisher information obtained through POVM ele-
ments M,,. Then Zg(0) = maxpy,, Zo(0; M.,,), indicat-
ing that the quantum Cramér—Rao inequality is satisfied
by any quantum measurements [33, 34].

Recently, Ref. [35] obtained the quantum Fisher in-
formation for continuous measurements. Reference [35]
took advantage of the fact that performing a con-
tinuous measurement is equivalent to a projective
measurement |€m,y_; ;- €mg) o0 |P(T)) in Eq. (2).
For T — oo, Ref. [35] showed that Zg(0) =
4T 0p, 0p, R [X91792]9 , where fR(z) returns a real
1—=U2=
part of z € C and Mg, g, is a dominant eigenvalue of a
modified Lindblad operator Ly, g,p = —iHg, p+ ipHp, +

ZC LC7‘91 pLL@z - % ZC |:Li,01 LC,Glp + thT:‘,ag Lca02:| . For

91 — @ and 92 — 9, 201,02 — Cg and X01,92 — 0.

QTUR of dynamical activity.—We now derive a QTUR
by using the quantum Cramér—Rao inequality. We here-
after assume that the density matrix of the system is
in a single steady state p® and only consider the limit
of T — oo. In Ref. [18], a TUR was derived via the
classical Cramér—Rao inequality by considering a virtual
perturbation [16], which only affects the time-scale of the
dynamics while keeping the steady-state distribution un-
changed. Analogously, we consider the following modi-
fied Hamiltonian and jump operator in Eq. (3):

Hy=(1+0)H, Leg=+1+0Le (4)

Since the Lindblad operator corresponding to Eq. (4) is
given by L9 = (14+6)Ly—o, the dynamics of Ly is identical
to that of the unmodified dynamics (i.e., the dynamics
of = 0) except for the time scale. Let us consider a
time-integrated observable ©(m) satisfying

Ey [©(m)] = h(0)Es=0 [O(m)], (5)

where h(6) is a scaling function independent of m [h(0) =
1 should be satisfied]. Typically, it is given by h(f) =
1+ 6. O(m) can be an arbitrary function of m as long
as Eq. (5) is satisfied. For instance, suppose an estima-
tor that counts the number of photon emission during
[0,T]. Because the system is assumed to be in steady
state, the average number of photon emission for Ly is
1+ 6 times larger than that of Ly—g and hence this ob-
servable satisfies Eq. (5) with h(8) = 1 + 6. Combining
the quantum Cramér—Rao inequality and Eq. (5), we find
Var [0] /E [0]% > h/(0)2/Zg(0). Zg(f) can be calculated
by the differentiation of a dominant eigenvalue of 591792.
Using the eigenvalue differentiation [35, 39], we obtain

Var [0)] h'(0)?
E[O)] ~ T(T+W¥) (6)

>
Here

T=Tr , (7)

> Lep™Ll
U= —4R Z

i,5€{1,2},i#]

Te[Kio £F o Ki(0)] |, (8)



where Ky = —iHp + %Zc (chLZ — Lchp) and oy =
ipH + 1>, (LepL! — pLIL.), and L is a subspace of
LT which is complementary to the steady-state subspace,
where £ is the MoorePenrose pseudo inverse of £ (see
[40] for an explicit expression). Equation (6) is the first
result of this Letter, which holds for arbitrary continuous
measurements in Markovian open quantum systems.
For simplicity, let us consider the following case:

where |¢;) is the eigenbasis of the Hamiltonian H, n;;
is a transition rate from |e;) to |e;) (we redefined the
subscript of the jump operator from L. to Lj;), and
pii = (eilp*le;). Off-diagonal elements of the steady-
state density matrix in the energy eigenbasis are zero.
These assumptions are often satisfied for quantum ther-
mal machines [41]. Then we obtain YT = .. piin;i,
which corresponds to the dynamical activity in classical
Markov process, implying that Y is a quantum analogue
of the dynamical activity [40]. Moreover, we can obtain a
simpler lower bound by scaling the jump operator alone.
In this case, ¥ in Eq. (6) becomes 0, which re-derives the
classical TUR. This shows that ¥ quantifies the degree of
the coherent dynamics in the Lindblad equation, which
is also shown in a two-level atom. Therefore, Eq. (6)
is a quantum generalization of a TUR [10, 17], which is
bounded by the dynamical activity. Recently, Ref. [30]
proved a similar bound for quantum jump processes. The
bound of Ref. [30] was derived given quantum trajecto-
ries. Therefore, their bound is obtained for a specified
continuous measurement. Reference [32] derived a TUR
in a quantum nonequilibrium steady state using the clas-
sical Cramér—Rao inequality. Since their TUR bounds
the fluctuation of instantaneous currents (current mea-
surement operators), the measurement effects are not ex-
plicitly incorporated.

As an example of the QTUR, we consider a two-level
atom driven by a classical laser field. Let |¢;) and |e.)
denote the ground and the excited states, respectively.
A Hamiltonian is given by H = A |e.) (ec| + £ (|ec) (eg] +
leg) (€c|), where A is a detuning between the laser field
frequency and the atomic transition frequency, and 2
is the Rabi oscillation frequency. A jump operator is
L = \/k |ey) (€|, where £ is the decay rate, and it induces
the jump from le.) to |¢,). We obtain the dynamical
activity T = kp¥ = kQ?/(4A% + k% + 20?) and the
coherent dynamics contribution

80 [4A4 + A% (k24 80%) + (w2 + 292)2}

V= 3
K (4A2% + K2 + 2Q2)

(10)

We first consider a jump measurement (photon detec-
tion). The quantum trajectory is given by a stochastic
Schrodinger equation [42] (corresponding V,, is shown in

[40]):
dp = (—i[H7 ol — %{LTL, p}+ pTr[LpLT]) dt

LpLt
(w0 ) =

where dN is a noise increment and dN = 1 when
photon is detected between t and t 4+ dt and dN =
0 otherwise. m = [mg,...,mny—1] in Eq. (2) corre-
sponds to [ANy, ..., ANy_1]. Its average reads E[dN] =
Tr[Lp*Lt]dt. We consider an observable O = fOT dN,
which counts the number of photon emission within the
interval [0, T]. Since Eg[dN] = (1+60)Eg—o[dN] and thus
Eg[On] = (1 + 0)Ep—o[Onr], On satisfies the QTUR of
Eq. (6) with A/(0) = 1.

We next consider a diffusion measurement (homodyne
detection). A quantum trajectory of the diffusion mea-
surement is given by a quantum state diffusion (corre-
sponding V,, is shown in [40])

1
dp = (—i[H, p| — 5{LTL,p} + L,oLT> dt
+ (Lp+ pLt —Tr [Lp+ pLT] p) dW, (12)

where W is the standard Wiener process. The measure-
ment result is given by [43] dY = Tr[Lp + pLT]dt +

dW. m = [mg,...,my—1] in Eq. (2) corresponds to
[AVo, ..., AVn_1]. We consider an observable 0y =
Jydy. Since Egl®y] = [} Tr[Lop™ + p=Lildt =

V14 0Eg—o[Oy] (h(#) = V1 + 0 in Eq. (5)), Oy satisfies
the QTUR of Eq. (6) with A'(0) = 1/2. Therefore, the
lower bound of the diffusion measurement is 1/4 times
smaller than that of the jump measurement.

We verify the QTUR of Eq. (6) for the two-level
atom with a computer simulation [44, 45]. We first
plot Zg(0) = T(Y + ¥) (solid line), TY (dashed line),
and TP (dotted line) as a function x in Fig. 2(a) (pa-
rameters are shown in the caption of Fig. 2(a)). From
Fig. 2(a), when k becomes larger (i.e., more frequent
jump), the dynamical activity Y is dominant in the quan-
tum Fisher information Zg(0). For k — 0, T — 0 and
the coherent dynamics contribution ¥ becomes the ma-
jor portion of Zg(0). We numerically check the QTUR
for the jump measurement by generating k, 2, and A
randomly (ranges of the parameters are shown in the
caption of Fig. 2(b)) and calculate Var[O,r]/E[Ox]?. In
Fig. 2(b), the circles denote Var[©x]/E[Ox]? as a func-
tion of Z(0) and the lower bound of the Eq. (6) is shown
by the dashed line. We confirm that all of the real-
izations satisfy the QTUR, which verify Eq. (6). In a
classical case [10, 17], the bound is lowered bounded by
the dynamical activity alone (i.e., TY). Thus we also
check whether Var[©]/E[©x]? can be bounded only by
TY. In Fig. 2(b), the triangles denote Var[©xr]/E[Oar]?
as a function TY, where the dashed line now describes
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FIG. 2.  Quantum Fisher information and results of com-

puter simulation for the jump measurement. (a) The quan-
tum Fisher information Zg(0) = T(T + ) (solid line), TT
(dashed line), and T¥ (dotted line) as a function s, where
Q =1and A = (b) Var[On]/E[Ox] as a function of
T(Y + ) (circles) and T'Y (triangles) for the jump measure-
ment, where A € [0.1,10.0], Q € [0.1,10.0], x € [0.1,10.0],
and T = 1000. The dashed line corresponds to 1/[T(YT + ¥)]
for the circles and 1/[T'Y] for the triangles.
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FIG. 3. Illustration of the model and results of computer

simulation for the thermal machine. (a) Thermal machine
consists of three levels |ea), |er), and |eg). The transition
between each of the states is coupled with heat reservoir with
the inverse temperature 3, (r = 1,2,3). (b) Var[©¢]/E[O¢]
(circles) as a function of T'Y for the generalized jump mea-
surement, where 1 € [0.1,1.0],82 € [0.01,0.1],83 € [1.0,10.0],
w1 € [1.0,10.0l,w2 € [1.0,10.0], R;; € [0.0,1.0], |¢is] €
[0.0,0.2] ¥ = 0.1, and T" = 100. Rj; and (;; are defined
for i # j and satisfy Rj; = —R;; and |(ji| = |€ij]. The dashed
line corresponds to the lower bound 2/[TY].

1/(TY). Clearly, some realizations are below 1/(T'Y),
indicating that the lower bound of the QTUR is lower
than the classical bound [10, 17]. Similar enhancement of
precision has been reported for quantum jump processes
[30], and for classical systems with periodic driving [13]
or magnetic fields [11]. We also performed a computer
simulation for the diffusion measurement and verified the
bound (see [40]).

QTUR of entropy production.— Employing a scaling
different from Eq. (4), we can bound Var[©]/E[©)?
the entropy production. Again, we assume that the sys-
tem satisfies the conditions of Eq. (9). Moreover, we as-
sume that whenever n;; > 0, n;; > 0 should be satisfied.
Inspired by Ref. [19], we consider the following modified

process instead of Eq. (4):

”"(1“/%)] &) (el (i # ).

(13)

Lji,o = A | Mji

With Eq. (13), the steady state density remains un-
changed. Repeating a similar calculation to the dynam-
ical activity case (see [40] for details), an observable ©
satisfying Eq. (5) obeys

/ 2
Var [@2] > 21/(0) ’ (14)
E[©] T
where ¥ = 3, pingiIn [pEnsi/ (p55mi;)].  Equa-

tion (14) is the second result of this Letter. Expression
of ¥ is identical to the entropy production in stochastic
thermodynamics [46]. Therefore, our approach re-derives
the classical TUR [1, 3] but its applicability is broader
than the classical counterpart as detailed below.

As an example, we consider a quantum thermal ma-
chine. It is a basics for a quantum clock and thus con-
sidering the precision is of importance [28, 41]. Specifi-
cally, we employ a three-level thermal machine powered
by three heat reservoirs at different inverse temperatures
Br (r=1,2,3) [41, 47]. Each transition is coupled with
each of the heat reservoirs (Fig. 3(a)). The Hamiltonian
is H=ws|ep) (ep|+w1 |ea) {€a|, where w1, we, and wy =
w1 +ws are energy gaps between |e4) < |eg), |€B) <> |€a),
and |eg) ¢ |e,), respectively. Let @, be the heat current
from rth reservoir with temperature 5,. We assume that
the dynamics of the density operator p obeys the Lind-
blad equation: p = —i[H, p] + >_,.; D(p, Lj;), where Lj;
is defined in Eq. (9) with g4 = y(nih + 1), na, = ynit,
nap = (8" +1), npa = yns*, ngp = y(n§ + 1), and
Npg = ynit [nth = (efw, —1)~! and v is the decay rate).
The entropy production is Yy = — Zi:l B;Qy, where
Q. is the heat flux entering from the rth reservoir [48, 49],
and it satisfies Xy = X [40].

We first consider a standard jump measurement. The
quantum trajectory is given by a stochastic Schrodinger
equation:

Dit {L;r'iLji’ P} +pTr {LﬂPLH
2

P) dNji. (15)

We consider the Oc =
> vy Rji fo i, where Rj; = —R;; and Rj; € R. O¢
satisfies the scaling condition of Eq. (5) and thus it sat-
isfies the QTUR of Eq. (14). Because the dynamics of
Eq. (15) are jumps between the energy eigenstates which

dp = | —i[H,p| - di

sz
+Z —
Tr| LﬂpL i

following observable:



equivalent to classical dynamics, ©¢ trivially satisfies
Eq. (14).

We next consider a generalized jump measurement
[42]. The Lindblad equation is invariant under the fol-
lowing transformation: L}, = (Lji + (jls) and H' =
H—% Zij siLji — jSL}Z} , where (;; € Cis a parameter.
¢ji = 0 for all ¢ and j recovers the standard jump mea-
surement. Thus we can consider a transformed stochastic
Schrodinger equation, where H and L;; are replaced with
H' and L7;, respectively, in Eq. (15), and we define dA\V},
as a noise increment in the transformed equation. Quan-
tum trajectories are not simple jump processes between
the energy eigenstates anymore [40]. We consider an ob-
servable O = Y, Rji [y dN;, where R;; = —Ry;, for
the transformed equation. When |(j;| = |(;;]| for all ¢ and
J, Oy satisfies the QTUR of Eq. (14) [40].

We verify the QTUR of Eq. (14) for the generalized
jump measurement (i.e., (j; # 0 and |¢;;| = |¢;;|) with a
computer simulation. We numerically check the QTUR
by generating f,, wy, Rj;, and (j; randomly (parame-
ters are shown in the caption of Fig. 3(b)) and calcu-
late Var[O,]/E[O,]?>. In Fig. 3(b), the circles denote
Var[O]/E[O,]? as a function of the entropy produc-
tion TY and the lower bound of the Eq. (14) is shown
by the dashed line. We confirm that all of the realiza-
tions satisfy the QTUR, which verify Eq. (14). Although
the bound of Eq. (14) itself is identical to the classical
TUR [1, 3], our QTUR provides the lower bound for ar-
bitrary measurements. No matter how we measure the
thermal machine, an observable satisfying the scaling re-
lation [Eq. (5)] should obey the QTUR of Eq. (14), which
cannot be deduced by the classical TURs.

Conclusion.—In this Letter, we have derived the
QTUR from the quantum Cramér-Rao inequality. In
contrast to classical counterparts, the QTUR hold for
arbitrary continuous measurements satisfying the scaling
condition. We expect that the present study can be a
basis for obtaining uncertainty relations in a quantum
regime.
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This supplementary material describes the calculations introduced in the main text. Equation and figure numbers
are prefixed with S (e.g., Eq. (S1) or Fig. S1). Numbers without this prefix (e.g., Eq. (1) or Fig. 1) refer to items in
the main text.

S1. BASICS

First, we introduce the vectorization of quantum operators following [1]. Let p be an arbitrary density matrix
p=> pijli) (4],
2%
where |7) is some orthonormal basis. We introduce a vectorized form of p by

vec(p) = Zpij 7 @li). (S1)

Let A, B, and C be matrices. With Eq. (S1), the following relation holds
vec(ABC) = (CT ® A)vec(B), (S2)
where T is the matrix transpose. With the vectorization, the Hilber—-Schmidt inner product becomes
(A, B) = Tr[ATB] = vec(A)Tvec(B) = (vec(A), vec(B)),

which is the inner product between two vectors vec(A) and vec(B). Consider the following Lindblad equation:
1
p=Lp)=—ilH. o]+ [chLz — 5 ALLep + pLILc} | | (83)

where £ is the Lindblad operator, H is the Hamiltonian, and L. is the jump operator. By using Eq. (S1), Eq. (S3)
is converted into

d o
Zrvec(p) = Lvecl(p),

where £ is a matrix representation of £ obtained through Eq. (S2):

. 1 1
L=—iloH-H D)+ [L: ® L. — §]I®LZLC— 5(LiLc)T ®I]. (S4)
c

Here, a superscript * denotes complex conjugate and I is the identity operator. Now the Lindblad equation becomes a
linear differential equation and we can compute the steady state density matrix from £. The right and left eigenvectors
corresponding to a zero eigenvalue are

where p* is the steady state density matrix.



Next, we show expression of the eigenvalue derivative based on Refs. [2, 3]. Let us consider an eigenvalue problem.
Let A(@) be a matrix parametrized by a vector parameter 8. We assume that eigenvalues are not degenerate. Right
and left eigenvectors (u(€) and v(0), respectively) of an eigenvalue A(0) satisfy

A(0)u(0) = A(0)u(0), (S7)
AT (0)v(8) = A\*(8)v(8). (S8)

We wish to find the derivative of A\(@) around some chosen value 6y. Specifically, we focus on an eigenvalue which
vanishes at g, i.e., A\(6p) = 0. We impose the following normalization constraints:

(u(6o), u(0)) =1, (S9)
(u(6o),v(60)) = 1. (S10)
We introduce the following notation:
2
A;(6y) = 889,»A(9) . A;;(6p) = 69880 A(0) -
From Ref. [2, 3], the derivative of A\(0) is
32
69i89j )\(0) oo, =X+ 2+ 2o, (Sll)
where
= (v(60), Ai; (60)u(60)) , (512)
Z1 = — (v(60), Ai(60)PA(80) " PA; (80)u(60)) , (S13)
ZQ = — <U 00), A] (00)PA(00)+PA1(00)U(00)> . (814)

Here AT is the Moore-Penrose pseudo inverse of A and P is a projector defined by

P=1—u(f)v(6)". (S15)

S2. DERIVATIONS
A. Bound by dynamical activity

We derive the QTUR bounded by the dynamical activity. We consider the following scaling in the main text
[Eq. (4)]:

Hy=(1+0)H, Leg=+1+0Le. (S16)

The corresponding modifed Lindblad operator is

Lo, 0,(p) = —i[(1+61) Hp— (14 02) pH] + /(1 +01) (1 + 6) ZLcPLZ

— 5 Y LiLep — == > pLiLe. (S17)

Let 591792 be a matrix representation of the modified Lindblad operator, which i is obtained by Eq. (S2). We wish to
obtain the derivative of an eigenvalue of /.391 ¢, through Eq. (S11). For A(9) = £91792, we find the following relation
from Egs. (S5), (S6), (S9), and (S10):

u(0g) = kyvec(p®),

v(0g) = kyvec(l),



3

where k, = 1/1/({vec(p®), vec(p*)) and k, = /(vec(p™), vec(p)) are normalization constants. From Eq. (S11), the
eigenvalue differentiation is given by

2

MA&,QQ

=X+ 2 + 2o, (S18)
01=0>=0

where Xehgz is a dominant eigenvalue of a modified Lindblad operator 291792. Xghez smoothly converges to 0 for
#1 — 0 and 65 — 0. We obtain

2

X ="Tr [ = iZT& [Lep™Li]. (S19)

E SS
56,00, ~ %= (? )]01_92_0

Since Tr[L.p*LI]* = Tr[(L.p®™ L)) = Tr[L.p**L]], we find that X is real. Z; and Z are given by
Zy=- <vec(11)7 K, (I- VeC(pSS)VeC(H)T) L (I- vec(pss)vec(H)T) I@gvec(pss)> ,
Zy = — <vec(]1)7 Ks (I —vec(p®)vec()T) L (I — vec(p*)vec(I)T) I@lvec(pss)> :
where I@l and 162 are matrix representations of

Ky =—iHp+ % > (LepLi—LiLep),

. 1
Ko =ipH + 5> (LepLl — pLlL:).

(&

As denoted in the main text, for T — oo, Ref. [3] found that the quantum Fisher information for continuous mea-
surements is given as follows:

0? ~
Io(0 =0) =4T———R |\ S20
o ) 00,004 [ 91792} 01=6,=0" (820)
where R(z) returns a real part of z € C. Substituting Eq. (S18) into (520), we obtain
To(0 =0) =T4X + 4R (2, + 2,)| =T [T + ],
which yields the first main result of the main text [Eq. (6)]:
/ 2
Var [0] < R’ (0) ($21)

E[G] ~ T(YT+W¥)
Next, we limit our discussion to the following case [Eq. (9)]:

Lji = /njilej) (el , p35 =0 (i #3), (522)

where |¢;) is the eigenbasis of the Hamiltonian H, 7;; is a transition rate from |e;) to |e;) (we redefined the subscript
of the jump operator from L. to Lj;), and p;; = (ei[p**|¢;). The dynamics of this system is jumps between energy
eigenstates. Therefore, this system corresponds to classical Markov chains and thus we can derive the classical TUR
through the derivation above. Now we only have to consider a scaling for the jump operator. X in Eq. (S18) remains
unchanged with this specific case, i.e., X' is given by Eq. (S19). To calculate Z; (and Z5), we focus on A;(6y)u(6o)

in Eq. (S13), which is calculated into

8291792 SS
o0, (n™)

1
=5 2 i (03 leg) {es| = lei) (il ™) - (523)
i#]

A1 (OO)U(BQ) X

Since we have assumed that the density matrix does not have off-diagonal elements in the energy eigenbasis, we
substitute p* = > p¥* |€;) (€;] to obtain

A1(80)u(B0) =D " mji (555 lej) (e5] — P35 |es) (&) (524)
i#]



Multiplying (ex| and |ex) to Eq. (S24) from left and right, respectively, we obtain

67’€| 277]2 pu |€]> <€]| pn |61 674 |6]€ anlpu ankp?:k
J

i#]

=0. (S25)

The last line of Eq. (S25) holds because p** is the steady-state solution of the Lindblad equation. From Eq. (S25), we
obtain

Var [©] < h'(0)?

E[] — TY '

(S26)

Equation (S26) re-derives the classical TUR bounded by the dynamical activity.

B. Bound by entropy production

We next derive the QTUR bounded by the entropy production. We again limit our discussion to Eq. (S22). Inspired
by Ref. [4], we consider the following modified jump operator in the main text [Eq. (13)]:

iP5 o,
Ljio = n|mji [L+0 (1= [ =2 || ;) (&] (i #5), (527)
M5iPy;
The derivative of Lj; ¢ is
0. 1 753055
ji,0 ==-nii|1— €;) (€] . S28
o0 L; o 2 Uk ( P | J> (€l ( )

Similar to the dynamical activity case considered above, the derivative of Xehez is given by Eq. (S18), where X is

92 - , OL.;o OLL 2
X =Tr | 2Ly, 0,(p" =Ty | S, T 722[ : fniios]
30,50, S0 (p )L s 2. " o0, Nji03 — /iP5
1 91:92 0
By using the following inequality
21,9 o0 @
(a—b) Si(a —b)lng (a>0,b>0),

X is uppder bounded by

: (529)

where

NjiPs;
R=D) mppin T (830)
i#j P35

Y corresponds to the entropy production in classical stochastic thermodynamics.
Next, we calculate Z; (and Z3). We focus on A;(6y)u(6y) in Eq. (S13), which is calculated into

OLo, 0, | o
A1(60)u(6o) x 00, (r™)

1 Nij 055 o 1
= 52%‘ L=y == | l&j) (el 0™ |ei) <6j|—§z77ji
i] Mgl i#j

1 i P55
= 53w (1= ) (5 e el ) il )
i MjiPis



We substitute p* = . o5 |€;) (€;| to obtain

’rll]pss SS SS
A1(80)u(B) o< Y mji <1 - iﬁ) (3 1€5) (€l — P55 lea) (eil)
itg NjiPy;
= 05 (055 1e) (e — P35 lea) (i)
i#£j

where the second line is identical to Eq. (S24). From Eqgs. (S29) and (S31), Z; = Z; = 0 and hence we obtain

Var[0] _ 21/(0)”
E[6]? ~ T%

Equation (S32) is the second result of the main text [Eq. (14)].

S3. CONTINUOUS MEASUREMENTS
A. Jump measurement
We introduce a jump measurement. The Kraus operator V,, for the jump measurement is
i
Vo =1g—i <H— 2ZL1LC> dt,
(&

Ve = Lcma

Equations (S33) and (S34) satisfy the completeness relation:

ViVo+) Vive =1s.

B. Diffusion measurement

(S31)

(S32)

(933)

(S34)

We introduce a diffusion measurement following Ref. [5]. For simplicity, we consider a one-dimensional case, because
the multidimensional generalization is straight-forward. For the diffusion measurement, the Kraus operator V,, is given

by

Vay = VP(AY) {]IS —iHAt — %LTLN + LAY,

(935)

where AY is the output of the measurement and £(-) is a Gaussian distribution with zero mean and the variance

At. Equation (S35) satisfies the completeness relation:

/ dAY ViyVay =Is.

Therefore, Vay constitutes a valid Kraus operator. The probability of observing the output AY is

P(AY) = Tr [Vayopvl,y|
= P(AV)Tr [p+ (Lp + pLt) AY].

From Eq. (S36), the mean and the variance of AY are
E[AY] = /dAyp(Ay)Ay =Tr [Lp+ pL'] At,

E[AY?] = / dAY p(AY)AY? = At.

(S36)

(S37)

(938)
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FIG. S1. (a) Random trajectory of Y(t) (dashed line) and its expectation E[)(t)] (dashed line) as a function of ¢. Parameters
are A = 1.0, @ = 1.0, and k = 0.1 (b) Var[©y]/E[Oy] for the diffusion measurement (homodyne detection) as a function of
T(Y + U). Parameters are randomly selected from A € [0.1,3.0], 2 € [0.1,3.0], x € [0.1,3.0], and T" = 100. The dashed and
the dotted lines are 1/[4T(Y + ¥)] and 1/[T(Y + V)], respectively.
This implies that the dynamics of AY is given by the following Ito stochastic differential equation:

AY =Tt [Lp + pL'| At + AW, (S39)
where W is the standard Wiener process. The time-evolution of p(t) given the output AY is

p(t+ At) = Vayp(t)Viy,

= P(AY) [p —iHpAt — %LTLpAt + LpAY +ipHAt — % pLTLAt + pLTAY + LpLTAY?| . (S40)

In Eq. (S40), dY? = dt since dW? = dt for any non-anticipating functions [6]. Introducing an unnormalized density
operator p, for At — 0, p is governed by

1 1
dp = (—i[H, pl + LpLt — 5LTLﬁ — 2,3LTL) dt + (Lp+ pLY) d.

The normalized density is given by p = p/Tr[p], which yields

1 1
dp = (i[H, ] — 5LTLp - 5pLTL + LpLT> dt+ [Lp + pL' — pTr (Lp + pL')] dW, (S41)
dY = Tr[Lp + pL']dt + dW. (S42)

Equations (S41) and (S42) are known as the quantum state diffusion.

S4. EXAMPLES
A. Two-level atom

The Lindblad equation of the two-level atom is given by

do _

. 1

where the Hamiltonian H and the jump operator L are defined by

H:AMHQ+%OQ®A+MHM%
L= /i leg) (el
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FIG. S2. Trajectory of pgq(t) = (eg|p(t)|eg) for (a) standard jump measurement and (b) generalized jump measurement. The
trajectories are generated by $1 = 1.0, 2 = 0.2, 83 = 0.1, 21 = 1.0, Q2 = 5.0, and v = 0.1. The additional parameters for the
generalized jump measurement are (44 = 1.0, (ag = 0.2, (ap = —0.3, (a = 0.0, {48 = 0.1, and (g = —0.4.

Here, |e.) and |¢;) are excited and ground states, respectively, A is a detuning between the laser field frequency and
the atomic transition frequency, €2 is the Rabi oscillation frequency, and « is the decay rate. The steady-state density
matrix is

. pzz pzse B ; AA? + k2 + Q2 —2AQ0 + ikQ
PrT e en | T IAT R 202 | —20Q - ikQ @ ’

Ss —

where pf = (€;|p**|€;). In the main text, we performed a computer simulation for the jump measurement. We first
1] J

show a trajectory of J(t) as a function of ¢. As denoted in the main text, it is given by

V(t) :/Otdy:/otdt’[Lp—&-pLT]—k/otdW, (S43)

and its average is

4/RAQ

BRI =L + 0 L = ~ x5 st

(S44)
We plot an example of Y(t) as a function of ¢ in Fig. S1(a), where the solid line is a random realization of Y(t) and
the dashed line is its expectation E[Y(¢)] shown by Eq. (S44).

We also check the QTUR for the diffusion measurement by generating x, €, and A randomly (ranges of the
parameters are shown in the caption of Fig. S1(b)) and calculate Var[©y]/E[©y]?. As mentioned in the main text,
the lower bound of the diffusion measurement is 1/4 times smaller than that of the jump measurement case, since
h'(0) = 1/2. Figure S1(b) plots Var[©y]/E[Oy]? as a function of Zg(0) = T(T + ¥) with circles. In Fig. S1(b), we
plot the lower bound 1/(4Z¢(0)) with the dashed line. We also plot 1/(Zo(0)), which is the lower bound of the jump
measurement case, with the dotted line. As can been seen, all the realizations are located above 1/(4Z¢(0)), which
verify the QTUR of Eq. (S21) [Eq. (6) in the main text] while some realizations are below 1/(Zg(0)), supporting that
the bound of the diffusion measurement is 1/4 times smaller than the jump measurement case.

B. Three-level thermal machine

We also consider a three-level thermal machine in the main text. We follow a description in Ref. [7]. The Lindblad
equation of the system is given by

dp . 1
b =it A+ Y Lot - g (Tt} (545)
i)
where the Hamiltonian H and the jump operator Lj; are defined by

H =wslep) (ep| +wi lea) (eal, (546)
Lji = /mji lej) (e (0 # j). (S47)



Here, |eg), |€a), and |ep) are energy levels, and 7;; is the transition rate from |e;) to |e;). w1, we, and w3 = wy +wo are
energy gaps between |ea) <> |eg), |eg) > |ea), and |eg) < |eg), respectively. The transition rate fulfills the detailed
balance condition:

th
1
/’79714 — v(nl t—}’l— ) — eﬂlwl, (848)
NAg ny
NAB _ V(ngh + 1) — oPawe (S49)
BA Wtzh ’
th
1
NgB _ (n3 —}|1— ) :eﬁ?,ws’ (850)
"IBg yng

where ntt = (efrer — 1)71, B, is the inverse temperature of rth heat reservoir, and v is the decay rate. The entropy
production of the thermal machine is

3

YrMm = _ZﬁrQra (851)

r=1

where Q, is the heat flux entering from the rth reservoir. Q, is represented by

Q1 =Tr[(D(p, Lag) +D(p, Lga)) H] = w1 (nagpiy — ngaptia) » (S52)
Q2= Tr[(D(p, Lpa) + D(p, Lap)) H| = w2 (NpapSSa — 14B0SE) , (S53)
Qs =Tr[(D(p, Lpg) + D(p, Lyn)) H] = w3 (n8gp} — Ng8r55) » (S54)
Combining Eqs. (S48)—(S54), we obtain
Ytm = —fiw (nAngSg —ngapia) — Bawz (MBapia — NaBPER) — Baws (ntPZSg — B0 B)
o i
_ Z nﬂp Mg
i#]

which is identical to the heat dissipation rate in stochastic thermodynamics. For steady-state, we obtain >y = 3.
We first consider a standard jump measurement [Eq. (15) in the main text]. The dynamics of the density matrix is
given by the stochastic Schrodinger equation:

inL};
dp= | —i[H,p| - %Z {L sz,p} + pTr [LﬂpLﬂ] dt + Z (Tr[szpif.] - p) dNji, (S55)
: ipL,

i#]

where dNj; is a noise increment. dNj; = 1 when the jump from |¢;) to |¢;) occurs in each time interval dt and dNj; = 0
otherwise. Its expectation is given by E[dNj;] = Tr[LﬂpssL ;ldt = njip3dt. The corresponding Kraus operator V,, is
given by

Vii = LiiVAt (i #j), (S56)
, i
Vo=1Is—i |H - ZL}iLﬁ At. (S57)

In the main text, we consider the following observable:

Oc=> Rj / AN, (S58)

i#£]

where R;; € R and Rj; = —R;; for all ¢ and j. Using Eq. (S27), we find that the following relation holds:
EoldNji] — BoldNij] = Tr | Ljiop™L;o| = Tr [Lijop™L; ] dt
0SS LSS
10 (1= 2229 )| st — oy (140 (1— [ 22050 ) | ey
njipii nljpj]
= (1+0) (njins; — mizp5;) dt

= (14 6) [Eg—o[dNi] — Eg—o[dN;;]] dt. (S59)




Therefore, O¢ satisfies the scaling condition of Eq. (5) and thus the QTUR of Eq. (14) holds for ©¢.
In the main text, we also consider a generalized jump measurement. First, note that the Lindblad equation is
invariant under the following transformation:

L;'i = (Lji + ¢jils), (S60)
7 N +
H =H- ; [GiLsi = i) (S61)
177

where (;; € C is a parameter. (j; = 0 for all 7 and j recovers the standard jump measurement. The Lindblad equation
remains unchanged when we replace H and Lj; with H' and L;Z, respectively. With this transformation, the stochastic
Schrédinger equation is given by

. 1 lpL
dp = | —i[H', p] — 3 Z {L/TLWP} + pTIr [L;-ipL;.TZ} dt + Z (Tr J L } ) dN;, (S62)
i#] i#]

where d/\/j(i is a noise increment, whose meaning is identical to dAj;. The expecation of dj\/ /. is ]E[d/\/'j’z] =

Tr[L;-Z-pSSL;-TZ-]dt. The corresponding Kraus operators are given by

Vi, = L VAt

=(Lj+ CjiHS) VAL, (S63)
Vi=Ig—i ZL;TZL;Z At
L lsﬁy
=5 i | B o 3" [l — GiLly] — 5 SO(E + GiIs) (L + Gulls) | . (S64)
L l#] i#]

We can easily show that Eqs. (S63) and (S64) satisfies Vj Vi + Z#] Vi=1L

iiVji
As mentioned above, the Lindblad equation of Eq. (S45) remains unchanged under the transformation of Egs. (S60)

and (S61). However, a quantum trajectory of the transformed stochastic Schrodinger equation becomes different

from the standard jump measurement case. Quantum trajectories of the standard jump measurement [Eq. (S55)] are

transitions between the energy eigenstates |€4), |ep), and |e,) (Fig. S2(a)). On the other hand, for the generalized

jump measurement [Eq. (S62)], quantum trajectories are not jumps between the energy eigenstates (Fig. S2(b)).
From Eq. (S60), the mean of the noise increment d\; is

E[dN,] = Tr [L;-ipSSL;Ti] dt
= (Tr [Lj,»pSSLH +Tr [Ljip™C] + Tr {CjiPSSLL} + Tr [¢jip™ }Z]) dt
= Tr [LjipSSLH dt + |¢l* dt
= E[dNji] + [¢al* dt. (S65)

In the second line, we used the fact that p* is diagonal in the energy eigenbasis. Again, we consider an observable
O, where dNj; is replaced with dN7;:

=> Ry / dN;,
i#]
where Rj; = —R;;. Using Eq. (S59) and (S65), we calculate Eq. (S59) for dA; as follows:
Eg [dN7;] — Eq [dN};] = Eq [dNji] — Eg [dNj] + il dt — |Gy dt
= (1 +0) (Bo=o [dNji] — Eo=o [AN;]) + |Gal* dt — |Giy | dt
= (1+0) (Eo=o [dN,] — Bomo [AN]] = [Gil® dt + 163 * dt ) + |Gl dt =[Gy .
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Therefore when [(j;| = [(;;| for all ¢ and j, the observable ©f satisfies the scaling condition and thus it obeys the
QTUR of Eq. (S32) [Eq. (14)].
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