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We propose a method based on compressed sensing (CS) to measure the evolution processes of the
states of a driven cavity quantum electrodynamics system. In precisely reconstructing the coherent
cavity field amplitudes, we have to prepare the same states repetitively and each time perform one
measurement with short sampling intervals considering the quantum nature of measurement and the
Nyquist–Shannon sampling theorem. However, with the help of CS, the number of measurements
can be exponentially reduced without loss of the recovery accuracy. We use largely detuned atoms
and control their interactions with the cavity field to modulate coherent state amplitudes according
to the scheme encoded in the sensing matrix. The simulation results show that the CS method
efficiently recovers the amplitudes of the coherent cavity field even in the presence of noise.

I. INTRODUCTION

A measurement usually has destructive consequences
for the quantum state, which prevents repetitive prob-
ing of the quantum system. Even though the quantum
non-demolition measurement allows the measurement of
an observable without destroying the system [1], this
method has limitations. It generally fails in the case
of frequent measurements owing to the quantum Zeno
effect [2, 3]. A typical method of recording the time
evolution of a quantum system is to prepare an ensem-
ble of identical quantum systems and perform only one
measurement for each copy at a different sampling in-
stant. However, this approach requires enormous dis-
crete samplings to reconstruct the original continuous-
time dynamic signals. The minimal sampling rate of this
approach is given by the Nyquist–Shannon sampling the-
orem [4, 5].

Fortunately, the theory of compressed sensing (CS) de-
veloped by mathematicians nearly two decades ago [6–8]
has proven to be able to exactly recover sparse signals
with only a small set of linear random measurements.
As sparsity is a general property of almost all meaning-
ful signals, CS techniques have been widely applied in
various areas, such as medical imaging [9], radar [10, 11],
and geophysics [12]. Recently, accompanying the fast
development of quantum sensing, many attempts have
been made to use CS techniques to improve the speed
of quantum measurements. Most of these quantum CS
schemes concern time-independent signals; e.g., quantum
imaging [13–15], quantum tomography [16–20], and two-
dimensional spectroscopy [21, 22].

To measure time-dependent signals in a compressive
way, one needs to control the dynamics of the quantum
system effectively. In an interesting work [23], the au-
thors proposed a method of compressively measuring the
time-varying magnetic field via a single spin, where a se-
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quence of π-pulses flips the spin according to the require-
ments of the CS theory. However, the spin in Ref. [23] is
along the magnetic field; thus, the Hamiltonians at differ-
ent times commute with each other ([H(t), H(t′)] = 0),
which only covers a particular type of quantum dynam-
ics. On the basis of a cavity quantum electrodynam-
ics (QED) system, we show that the idea of the com-
pressive measurement of the time-dependent signals can
be generalized to a quantum system with the property
[H(t), H(t′)] 6= 0 (t 6= t′) in this work.

The cavity QED system is an essential platform for
quantum computation [24] and quantum sensing [25, 26].
We employ CS techniques to continuously measure the
state of the cavity field driven by a time-varying classical
source. Our purpose is to reconstruct the coherent cavity
amplitude with high accuracy while exponentially reduc-
ing the number of measurements. To this end, we send
sequences of largely detuned atoms through the cavity at
randomly chosen instants during the evolution processes,
such that the cavity field can be controlled according to
the assigned sensing matrix. Each measurement is per-
formed at the end of one complete time evolution process.
With only a small set of under-sampled measurement re-
sults, the convex optimization algorithm can successfully
recover the coherent amplitude even in the presence of
white noise. Our approach expands the application range
of CS techniques in the measurements of quantum sys-
tems.

The paper is arranged as follows. Section II revisits
the theory of CS. Section III briefly introduces the driven
cavity QED system and the Nyquist–Shannon sampling
method for the cavity field. Section IV shows how to ap-
ply CS techniques to the cavity QED system. Section V
presents the recovery results and the error analysis. Sec-
tion VI summarizes our results and discusses the possible
future work.
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II. COMPRESSED SENSING

The Nyquist–Shannon theorem states that to exactly
recover a continuous-time signal, the sampling frequency
should be at least twice the signal’s highest frequency [4,
5]. If the signal has a sparse representation in a set of
known bases, the CS theory allows a much lower sampling
frequency than that required by the Nyquist–Shannon
theorem. Before applying the CS techniques to the cavity
QED system, we briefly introduce the basic knowledge of
CS theory in this section. In the linear measurement
models, the signal to be measured can be modeled using
an N -dimensional vector ~x ∈ RN , and the measurement
is formulated as an M ×N matrix A acting on ~x:

~y = A · ~x, (1)

where the M -dimensional vector ~y ∈ RM is the mea-
surement results and M is the number of measurements.
If M = N and A is a full-rank matrix, the signal
can be uniquely and exactly reconstructed according to
~x = A−1 · ~y. However, we suppose the number of mea-
surements M is smaller than the dimension N of the
signal. In that case, there are infinite numbers of ~x sat-
isfying Eq. (1), and it is thus difficult to tell which one
is the actual signal without further information. Fortu-
nately, real-world signals are generally structured, and
sparsity is one of the essential prior characteristics of the
signals. A signal is called S-sparse if it has no more than
S (S � N) non-zero components. The CS technique
takes advantage of sparsity to recover the signal from an
appreciable reduced number of samplings.

Mathematically, theory says if two conditions are sat-
isfied, (1) ~x is S-sparse and (2) A satisfies the restricted
isometry property (RIP) of order 2S, then the unique S-
sparse ~x can be exactly recovered by solving the convex
optimization problem:

~x = arg min ‖~x′‖1 suject to ~y = A · ~x′, (2)

where ~x′ is the recovered signal and ‖~x′‖1 :=
∑
i |x′i| is

the l1-norm of vector ~x′. The RIP of order S requires A
satisfying

(1− δS)‖~x‖22 ≤ ‖A · ~x‖22 ≤ (1 + δS)‖~x‖22 (3)

for all S-sparse vectors ~x. Here, ‖~x‖22 is the l2-norm
or Euclidean distance of ~x, and δS ∈ (0, 1) is an S-
dependent number [6, 27]. The RIP of order 2S is a
sufficient condition of the sensing matrix A for success-
fully recovering the unique S-sparse signal, which can be
intuitively understood as a restriction on A such that it
approximately preserves the distance between any two
S-sparse vectors. A smaller δS corresponds to A being
more similar to an isometry transformation. It is usu-
ally difficult to construct a matrix that strictly satisfies
the RIP. However, it has been proved that a random ma-
trix can satisfy the RIP with very high probability [6],
which makes the application of CS techniques extremely
convenient.

There are various recovery algorithms suitable for solv-
ing the convex optimization problem of Eq. (2). We use
the orthogonal matching pursuit (OMP) algorithm [28],
which is accurate and efficient for the goals of this work.
If the signal is not sparse in the bases in which we perform
the measurements, we first find an orthogonal transfor-
mation Φ such that ~xΦ = Φ · ~x is sparse. The trans-
formation Φ is generally known for a class of signals in
prior. For instance, the images are usually sparse after
wavelet transformation. As a result, we can reformulate
the constraint in the optimization problem of Eq. (2)
as ~y = AΦ · ~x′Φ, where the transformed sensing matrix
AΦ = A · Φ−1 is a random matrix satisfying the RIP as
long as A is random.

Notwithstanding that the goal of CS is to reduce the
number of linear measurements M as much as possible,
it is evident that M cannot be made arbitrarily small to
extract sufficient information of the signal. If the sensing
matrix A satisfies the RIP of order 2S with δ2S ∈ (0, 1

2 ],
then the lower bound of M is given by

M ≥ C · S log2(
N

S
), (4)

where C is a constant [27]. This theorem shows that CS
can reduce the number of linear measurements from the
order of O(N) to the order of O(logN).

Furthermore, as the idea of CS is to extract the infor-
mation of only the most significant elements of the signal,
CS techniques naturally resist low noise in the signal. In
the presence of low noise with strength ε in the signal, we
can generalize the convex optimization problem of Eq. (2)
as

~x = arg min ‖~x′‖1 suject to ‖~y −A · ~x′‖22 ≤ ε. (5)

The noise resistance property is another advantage of the
CS techniques for our purpose of reconstructing the time
evolution of the cavity field.

III. NYQUIST–SHANNON SAMPLING OF THE
DRIVEN CAVITY FIELD

Techniques used for the instantaneous measurement of
the coherent field or the average photon number inside
the microwave cavity have been well developed; e.g., ho-
modyne detection [29] and quantum non-demolition mea-
surement [30, 31]. Continuous probing of the varying
cavity field not only provides more information about the
dynamics of the quantum system but also is helpful to the
quantum precision measurement of external parameters.
However, an efficient method of continuously interrogat-
ing the cavity QED system is still lacking owing to the
fragility of the quantum system. To this end, we adopt
CS techniques to accelerate the sampling processes. For
preparation, this section introduces the driven cavity sys-
tem with the usual continuous measurement procedure
without CS techniques.
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The system that we are interested in is a mi-
crowave cavity driven by a classical time-dependent
radio-frequency field, the Hamiltonian of which in the
rotating frame is

H(t) = if(t)(e−i∆ta† − ei∆ta). (6)

Here, a(a†) is the annihilation (creation) operator of the
cavity field, and ∆ = ωd−ω0 is the detuning between the
driving field frequency ωd and the cavity mode ω0. The
amplitude of the driving field f(t) is assumed to be a real
function of time. The evolution operator corresponding
to H(t) is given by

U(t, t0) = eiφ(t,t0)D[α(t, t0)], (7)

where exp[iφ(t, t0)] is a global phase factor with

φ(t, t0) =

∫ t

t0

ds

∫ s

t0

ds′f(s)f(s′) sin [∆(s− s′)] (8)

and D[α] ≡ exp[αa† − α∗a] is the displacement operator
with the time-dependent parameter

α(t2, t1) =

∫ t2

t1

dsf(s)e−i∆s. (9)

It is straightforward to find that α(t2, t1) satisfies the
relation α(t3, t1) = α(t3, t2) + α(t2, t1) with t3 ≥ t2 ≥
t1. The cavity is assumed to be initially prepared in the
vacuum state |ψ(t0)〉 = |0〉; the average photon number
n̄(t) = 〈ψ(t)|a†a|ψ(t)〉 = |α(t, t0)|2 is then a function of
time, where |ψ(t)〉 = U(t, t0)|ψ(t0)〉.

The coherent state amplitude α of a steady field
can be obtained from a balanced homodyne measure-
ment [29, 32]. However, the continuous measurement
of the amplitude of a varying photon field is not easy
because the measurements inevitably perturb the quan-
tum state and alter its photon statistics even with the
help of the quantum non-demolition measurement [33].
Moreover, the repeated measurement of the cavity field
can freeze the evolution of the cavity state owing to the
quantum Zeno effect [34, 35].

Therefore, it is impossible to make all the measure-
ments within one unitary evolution in recovering the con-
tinuous signal α(t, t0) within an interval t ∈ [t0, tN ]. In-
stead, one straightforward approach is to prepareN iden-
tical initial states repetitively and each time let the sys-
tem evolve according to Eq. (7) until a different moment
tn ≡ nτB (n = 1, 2, . . . , N) when the measurement is
carried out. Here, τB is the uniform sampling interval,
which is chosen as τ−1

B ≥ 2B according to the Nyquist–
Shannon sampling theorem. The sampling sequence is
illustrated in Fig. 1(a). The total number of measure-
ments is then N = tN/τB. The resource consumed in the
experiments linearly grows with the number of measure-
ments N , which is proportional to the bandwidth of the
signal.
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Figure 1. Schematic illustration of the sampling processes
of the state of the cavity field driven by a time-dependent
signal: (a) the Nyquist–Shannon sampling sequence with uni-
form sampling interval τ−1

B = 2B; (b) the CS sampling scheme
requires M samplings each at the end of one complete evo-
lution process, during which the phase of the field is altered
through interaction with K largely detuned atoms passing
through the cavity at randomly chosen moments.

In the language of signal processing, the time-domain
discretized coherent state amplitude α(t, t0) is rep-
resented by an N -dimensional column vector ~α =
(α1, . . . , αN )T with components αn ≡ α(tn, t0), which
is the signal that we aim to recover. The above Nyquist–
Shannon sampling procedure is a trivial version of linear
measurement described by Eq. (1), where ~α corresponds
to the vector ~x, ~y is an N -dimensional column vector,
each component of which is measured in one experiment.
We therefore have yn = αn, and A is a trivial N×N unit
matrix without considering experimental error.

IV. COMPRESSED SAMPLING OF THE
DRIVEN CAVITY FIELD

The advantage of adopting CS techniques relies on ex-
ponentially reducing the sampling rate in reconstructing
the dynamic parameters, such as α(t, t0) and f(t). Then,
only M (M � N) samplings are needed to construct a
low-dimensional column vector ~y. The critical step to-
ward recovering ~α is the design and realization of the
sensing matrix A with the experimental feasible quan-
tum control methods.

Mathematically, each row of the sensing matrix ~Am
(m = 1, 2, . . . ,M) acting on the vector ~α yields a linear
combination of the components of the coherent ampli-
tude ~α. Specifically, in the cavity QED setup, such linear
manipulation of the cavity field can be realized by send-
ing an elaborately designed sequence of largely detuned
two-level atoms through the cavity. The effective Hamil-
tonian describing the interaction between the cavity field
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and atom is given by

HA = ξa†a(|e〉〈e| − |g〉〈g|). (10)

Here, |e〉 and |g〉 are the atomic excited and ground
states, respectively. The effective coupling strength ξ =
g2/(ω0−ωa) is defined by the Rabi frequency g, the cav-
ity mode frequency ω0 and the frequency splitting ωa
between the atomic levels.

Each atom is assumed to interact with the cavity
field for a very short time τA before leaving the cavity.
The corresponding evolution operator is exp(−iHAτA).
We also assume that ξ is much larger than the average
strength of the driven field f(t) during τA; thus, the uni-
tary evolution U(t + τA, t) can be neglected when the
atom is interacting with the cavity field. If the atom is
prepared in the initial state |e〉 and the cavity field in the
coherent state |α〉 at the instant that the atom enters the
cavity, the state of the atom–cavity system becomes

e−iHAτA |α〉 ⊗ |e〉 = |αe−iξτA〉 ⊗ |e〉 (11)

once the atom leaves the cavity. It is seen that the atom
does not alter the average photon number n̄ = |α|2 be-
cause the dispersive coupling in Eq. (10) conserves the
photon number. However, the cavity field acquires a
phase factor e−iξτA associated with the atomic state.

Once the atoms are prepared in the excited state |e〉,
they will not evolve because of the dispersive coupling.
As a result, one can only consider the cavity field state,
whose evolution operator is given by a projection on |e〉
as

R(τA) = 〈e|e−iHAτA |e〉 = e−iξτAa
†a. (12)

We use this phase-modulation operator R(τA) as a tool
with which to manipulate the cavity field according to
the arrangement set by the sensing matrix.

Procedures of CS measurements in the cavity QED
system

All the requirements for the CS measurements have
been prepared. We list the main procedures of CS mea-
surements of the cavity field as follows.

(i) Initially prepare the cavity field in the vacuum state
|0〉.

(ii) Drive the cavity field using the classical external
source f(t) from time t0 to tN . During the evolution,
largely detuned two-level atoms prepared in the excited
state pass through the cavity field separately at K ran-
domly chosen moments t1, t2, . . . , tK . All theK moments
should be positive integer multiples of τB. The atom–
photon interaction time can be tuned using the velocity
of the atom and is set at τ∗A = π/ξ, during which the free
evolution of the cavity field can be neglected.

(iii) At time tN , the coherent field amplitude Λf is mea-
sured via homodyne detection, which completes one com-
pressed sampling of a single data point.

(iv) Return to the beginning and repeat steps (i) to (iii)
M times. The M measured results Λmf (m = 1, 2, . . . ,M

labels the mth measurement) form a column vector ~Λf =
(Λ1

f ,Λ
2
f , . . . ,Λ

M
f )T, which is the signal obtained by com-

pressive sampling.
(v) The time-dependent cavity field amplitude is re-

covered by the convex optimization algorithm with the
input ~Λf and the sensing matrix constructed in step (ii).

A schematic illustration of the CS approach is shown
in Fig. 1 (b).

Sensing matrix

We now take the mth measurement as an example to
illustrate how to construct the sensing matrix A based
on the dynamic evolution of the cavity state. The initial
state of the cavity field is the vacuum state |ψ(t0)〉 = |0〉,
and the K injected atoms are always in the product state
|E〉 ≡ ⊗Kj=1|e〉j . Before the first atom enters the cavity at
the randomly chosen moment tm1 , the cavity field evolves
into a coherent state

|ψm(tm1 )〉 = U(tm1 , t0)|ψ(t0)〉 = |α(tm1 , t0)〉. (13)

At tm1 , the first atom starts interacting with the cavity
field for a short interval τ∗A. When the interaction ends,
the sign of the cavity field amplitude is flipped as

R(τ∗A)|ψm(tm1 )〉 = | − α(tm1 , t0)〉. (14)

Here, the role of the excited state atom is akin to the
π-pulse that flips the spin in the NMR system. As in
Ref. [23], the varying magnetic field is detected using CS
techniques, where the spin is flipped by the π-pulses serv-
ing as a time-domain modulation of the magnetic field
signal. In our work, the excited state atoms alter the sign
of the field amplitude, which is the modulation of the in-
tegrated signal of the external parameter f(t) [Eq. (9)].
We note that τ∗A = π/ξ is not a unique option; any value
except τA equaling integer multiplies of 2π/ξ will work,
and we here consider only the simplest case.
U(tmj+1, t

m
j ) and R(τ∗A) alternately govern the subse-

quent time evolution according to the randomly gen-
erated time sequence tm1 , t

m
2 , . . . , t

m
K . We can use the

method of induction to derive the expression of the cav-
ity state. Generally, the state of the cavity field when
the jth atom leaves the cavity can be written as

|ψm(tmj )〉 = eiΘ
m
j |Λmj 〉, (15)

where Λmj is the coherent state amplitude at tmj and Θm
j

is an accumulated global phase. During the subsequent
evolution from tmj to tmj+1, the cavity is first driven by
U(tmj+1, t

m
j ) and then interacts with the (j + 1)th atom.

Therefore, when the (j+ 1)th atom leaves the cavity, the
state of the cavity field reads

|ψm(tmj+1)〉 = R(τ∗A)U(tmj+1, t
m
j )|ψm(tmj )〉

= eiΘ
m
j+1 | − [Λmj + α(tmj+1, t

m
j )]〉, (16)
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from which it is straightforward to find the recursive re-
lation Λmj+1 = −Λmj − α(tmj+1, t

m
j ).With the initial value

Λm1 = −α(tm1 , t
m
0 ), we find

Λmj =

j∑
k=1

(−1)j−k+1α(tmk , t
m
k−1). (17)

The accumulated global phase can be derived similarly
as Θm

j =
∑j
k=1 Im

[
α(tmk , t

m
k−1)Λm∗k−1

]
, though it is not

related to this work.
Finally, the cavity freely evolves from tmK to the end

time tN (where tN is the same for all M measurement
processes), and the final state reads

|ψm(tN )〉 = U(tN , t
m
K)|ψm(tmK)〉 = eiΘ

m
K+1 |Λmf 〉. (18)

Here, we denote tmK+1 ≡ tN and

Λmf =

K+1∑
k=1

(−1)K−k+1α(tmk , t
m
k−1). (19)

It is seen from Eq. (17) that the CS signal Λmf is a
linear combination of the K + 1 randomly split segments
of the original signal α(t, t0). To express Λmf with the
components of the discretized signal ~α = (α1, . . . , αN )T,
we define the increase in α(t, t0) during a step of evolution
τB by βn ≡ α(nτB, (n − 1)τB), and thus αn =

∑n
l=1 βl.

In this manner, Eq. (17) can be rewritten in the form

Λmf = ~Am · ~β, (20)

Here, ~β = (β1, β2, . . . , βN )T is an N -dimensional col-
umn vector and ~Am = (Am1 ,Am2 , . . . ,AmN ) is a row vector
whose elements are

Amn =

K+1∑
k=1

(−1)K−k+1Hm
k (nτB), (21)

where n = 1, . . . , N,m = 1, . . . ,M and

Hm
k (t) =

{
1, tmk−1 < t ≤ tmk ,
0, otherwise.

(22)

When all M measurements are complete, the infor-
mation that we obtained about ~α is compressed into
the vector ~Λf = (Λ1

f ,Λ
2
f , . . . ,Λ

M
f )T. By arranging the

M row vectors ~Am into an M × N dimensional matrix
A = [ ~A1, ~A2, . . . , ~AM ], we can express the CS measure-
ment of the cavity field in the form

~Λf = A · ~β. (23)

A comparison with Eq. (1) reveals that ~Λf plays the role
of the measurement results ~y, A the sensing matrix, and
~β the signal ~x. Once we successfully obtain the recov-
ered result ~β′, which should coincide with ~β with high

accuracy, the coherent field amplitude can be straight-
forwardly reconstructed using αn =

∑n
l=1 β

′
l.

So far, we have systematically introduced the CS ap-
proach to measure the time-dependent cavity field, es-
pecially describing how to construct the sensing matrix
with coherent operations. It is noted that the meth-
ods used in this cavity QED setup can be generalized
to other systems of circuit QED, optomechanics, and
nitrogen-vacancy centers for monitoring specific dynamic
variables.

V. RECOVERY RESULTS

In this section, we take two representative driving pro-
tocols as examples to demonstrate the numerical simu-
lation of the signal recovery via CS techniques in cav-
ity QED setups. In the first protocol, we design the
driving field f(t) as periodical square pulses with period
τ = (tN − t0)/5 and a 20% duty cycle [upper row in
Fig. 2(a)]. In the second protocol, the driving field f(t)
is a randomly generated smooth function of time [upper
row in Fig. 2(b)]. The original values of the real and
imaginary parts of α(t, t0) are calculated using Eq. (9)
with respect to the two cases and shown by blue dashed
lines in the middle and bottom rows of Fig. 2, respec-
tively.

As mentioned in Sec. II, besides dramatically reduc-
ing the sampling number, another advantage of CS is
its robustness against noise. In consideration of practi-
cal cases, we add white noise to the magnitude of the
driving strength as fξ(t) = f(t) + 0.05ω0ξ, where ξ is
a stochastic variable uniformly distributed in [−1, 1]. In
the simulation, we randomly generate an M ×N sensing
matrix A according to Eq. (21) and then apply A to ~βξ
in obtaining the sample vector ~Λf. Here, ~βξ is the signal
mixed with noise.

To solve the optimization problems defined in Eq. (5),
~βξ should be transformed into a sparse representation in
advance. We assume the signals ~βξ are sparse in the dis-
crete cosine bases, and the corresponding transformation
Φ is expressed by

Φij =

√
2− δ1,i
N

cos
[ π

2N
(i− 1)(2j − 1)

]
, i, j = 1, 2, . . . , N.

Equation (23) can then be rewritten as ~Λf = (AΦ−1) ·
(Φ~βξ), where Φ~βξ is a sparse vector and AΦ−1 remains
a random matrix. The choice of sparse representation is
usually not unique, and the use of different sparse repre-
sentations (e.g., discrete Fourier bases and Walsh bases)
will result in different sparsity of the signal Φ~βξ. How-
ever, finding the representation with minimum sparsity
is not the goal of this work, and the discrete cosine bases
work well for the signals driven by the two different pro-
tocols here.

The total evolution time is fixed and discretized into
N = 1000 uniform intervals, which is the number of mea-
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Figure 2. (color online) Recovered amplitudes of the coherent cavity field driven by (a) periodical squared and (b) randomly
generated protocols. The time-dependent driving fields f(t) are shown in the upper row. The middle and bottom rows are
the real and imaginary parts of the coherent amplitudes; the red solid lines correspond to the signals ~α′ recovered taking the
CS approach in the presence of noise, and the blue dashed lines correspond to the original signals calculated using Eq. (9).
The recovered signals coincide with the original signals with mean-squared error (MSE) less than 5 × 10−4. We choose the
Nyquist–Shannon sampling interval to be ω−1

0 and set the total sampling times as N = 1000. The numbers of CS measurements
are M = 220 and M = 200 for driving protocols (a) and (b), respectively. The detuning between the driving field and cavity
mode frequencies is set as ∆ = 0.02ω0.

surements required by the Nyquist–Shannon sampling
theorem. In the discrete cosine bases, the sparsity of ~βξ is
approximately S = 50 for the periodic square wave driv-
ing protocol and S = 40 for the randomly driving pro-
tocol. Therefore, the numbers of measurements needed
for the CS approach are estimated as ∼ S log2(N/S) as
M = 220 (M = 200) in the first (second) protocol. Each
row of the sensing matrix A comprises N elements of ±1
with a total of K randomly flips of 1↔ −1. In the sim-
ulation, we set K = 30 (K = 20) for the first (second)
protocol.

The real and imaginary parts of ~βξ are separately re-
covered from the real and imaginary parts of ~Λf, respec-
tively, via the OMP algorithm. We denote the recovered
signal as ~β′, and the coherent field amplitudes ~α are then
obtained straightforwardly according to αn =

∑n
l=1 β

′
l

and are shown by red solid lines in the middle and bottom
rows of Fig. 2, corresponding to the two driving proto-
cols. We see that the recovered field amplitudes coincide
well with the theoretically calculations even in the pres-
ence of noise. The MSE of both the real and imaginary
parts of ~α are less than 5× 10−4.

In Fig. 2, the number of measurementsM is set around
the theoretical lower bound, which is large enough to
guarantee the effectiveness of CS. Nonetheless, as the
sensing matrix A is randomly generated, we cannot guar-
antee the recovery is successful every time, even though
the failure case is rare. We want M to be as small as
possible meanwhile maintaining good recovery quality.
To this end, we need to check the probability of success-
ful recovery with respect to different values of M and K.
For every parameter combination of {M,K}, we carry
out 1000 simulations and sum the MSEs of the real and
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Figure 3. (color online) Probability of successful recovery for
the randomly driving protocol as a function of M . Different
numbers of flips K during a single measurement are presented
with different colored markers.

imaginary parts of each ~β′. We judge the recovery to be
successful if the MSE is less than 2 × 10−3; otherwise,
the recovery has failed. The probabilities of successful
recovery for the randomly driving protocol are shown in
Fig. 3. When M ≥ 220, the success probability quickly
converges to above 99.5%, and if we lower the success
criterion of the MSE to 5× 10−3 the success probability
stabilizes at 1 for M ≥ 180.

Another important result obtained from Fig. 3 is that
K has an approximate optimal value for the success prob-
ability at a fixedM . This result can be roughly explained
in that each column of Φ−1 is an orthogonal vector of
the discrete cosine bases, and then if the row vectors of
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A are almost homogeneously filled with 1 or −1 (small
K case), or almost alternately filled with 1 and −1 (large
K case), then the magnitudes of many elements of AΦ−1

will be greatly canceled, which yields a poor quality sens-
ing matrix AΦ−1. In the randomly driving case, the suc-
cess probability roughly increases with K when K is less
than 10 and then decreases rapidly when K is larger than
20. This favorable result implies that we only need a
small number of atoms to modulate the cavity field in
each measurement, and the error introduced by the im-
perfect control of the atom–photon interaction thus does
not have an appreciable effect.

VI. CONCLUSIONS AND OUTLOOK

We proposed a measurement approach based on CS
techniques to monitor the dynamic evolution of a driven
cavity QED system. Taking this approach, the time-
varying coherent state of the cavity field can be probed
and reconstructed with high accuracy but with an ex-
ponentially reduced number of measurements compared
with the number required by the Nyquist–Shannon sam-
pling theorem. The key issue is the realization of the
random sensing matrix via experimental realizable quan-
tum operations. We suggest that sending a sequence of

largely detuned two-level atoms through the cavity at
time points indicated by the sensing matrix can modu-
late the cavity field in the designed CS method.

The simulation results show that the reconstructed am-
plitudes of the coherent cavity field coincide well with
the original amplitudes. Even in the presence of weak
white noise, the error can still be suppressed with MSE
no more than 5 × 10−4. Additionally, the dependence
of the probability of successful recovery on the numbers
of measurements and the number of atoms in a single
measurement was investigated, further strengthening the
fact that CS techniques can greatly reduce the volume of
resources consumed in experiments without affecting the
recovery accuracy.

In summary, the quantum measurement method de-
veloped in this work reveals the great potential of CS
techniques in quantum sensing and metrology, and more
efforts should made to incorporate the ingenious concept
of CS with the precise quantum control and measurement
techniques.
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