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Abstract.

A comprehensive input-output theory is developed for Femiai input fields. Quantum
stochastic differential equations are developed in both lto and Stratonovich forms.
The major technical issue is the development of a formalishichv takes account of
anticommutation relations between the Fermionic drivirgddfiand those system operators
which can change the number of Fermions within the system.

1. Introduction

The introduction of Input-Output formulations in the 194lis3, 4] was a response to the
necessity for a theory of quantum damping which could de#l wavelling wave situations.
A formulation of a photodetector theory was suggested usipgt-output methods {2, 5],
in which the detection of a photon is envisaged as the coioredd an input light field into
an output electron field. However, to do this requires a thedrinputs and outputs with
Fermion fields, and an elementary theory was developedoidth basically satisfactory, this
formulation was not complete, and in particular, could retibed to derive a master equation.
The problem that arises is quite simple: the equations ofandbr system generators are
different, depending on whether a system operator is viesedmmuting or anticommuting
with the fermionic heat bath operators.

In this paper this technical problem is overcome. It is shdww we may define
“restricted” system operators so as to commute with all batrators, and that these internal
system operators all obey a quantum Langevin equation cfathne form.

However, the equations of motion in the original operateoes for the two level atom,
linear and thus exactly soluble. Thus, we have a descripfi@two level system interacting
with a Fermi Bath which is essentially the same as that of enbaic oscillator interacting
with a Bosonic heat bath. The two level atom behaves like enfegr coming to equilibrium
with all the other Fermions.

Itis possible to develop Fermionic quantum stochastigiratgon, and the corresponding
Ito and Stratonovich formulations of quantum stochastftedéntial equations, and finally,
from these, to derive the Master equation in the expected.for

To the best of the author’'s knowledge there have only beenotiver papers dealing
with input-output theory of Fermions, that of Sun and Milbl[i_i’] and that of Searchr al
[:j]. Neither of these attempts a comprehensive input-ddtpmalism; the first concentrates
essentially on counting statistics, while the focus of teeasid paper is on the theory of
Fermions inside and outside of a linear cavity, and does ddtess the quantum stochastic
issues which are the principal topic of this paper.
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2. Beams of Fermions

2.1. Input and Output Fields

We want to consider here non-relativistic Fermi fields, inakhwve shall for simplicity and
clarity make no mention of spin (though this is always préseRermion, it plays no essential
rble in their non-relativistic description). For simptic we shall also consider propagationin
only one dimension. A Fermi field can then be written:

r TZ 1 ‘

D Ex)= 1 dke'®* Y4 k) (1)
whered ) is the destruction operator, with anticommutation reladio

&) &) = &k K)

dK);d&)L = & k);d k9% =0 2
leading to the equal time anticommutation relation,

D x);DY x)h = & A): ©)
The dispersion relation

! = hk’=2m (4)

follows from non-relativistic mechanics, and ensurest;x) obeys the time dependent
Schradinger equation
D (5 h® @D
]h@ tix) _ h” @D ix)

5
@t 2m @x? ®)
In the situation we wish to consider an input field radiatimgia system, which itself radiates
an output field in the opposite direction. In that case, it @renappropriate to consider the
field as being defined on the half-lile x < 1 , for which an appropriate expansion is

r—z,
2 1
D (x)= — dk coskx)e” “d k) (6)
0
which can also be written
r—7,
1 i ! i 1
D (;x) = > dk ®* 'Pq, k) + e MY k) (7)
0
where
din k) = doue k) = dk): (8)
We can also define
r—z
1 7! N
Din i) = = dke 94, k)
r ZO
17 —
D out (Gx) = 2_ dke Hext t)dout k) (9)
0
and the boundary condition
D in 0)  Doue (50) = O: (10)

follows from (8).
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2.2. Dispersion

Matter waves are dispersive; in fact the group and phaseiiewdiffer by a factor of 2 for all
frequencies. This means that the simple propagation aéstatas in light beams is not valid
here—there is no solution analogous to the solution of theedimensional wave equation
which can be written in the form

A (x)= Ay E+ x=v): (12)
We will therefore limit our considerations to very narrownblavidth situations. In order to

judge what sort of bandwidth can be considered “narrow” uketconsider the correlation
functions.

2.3. Correlation Functions of Propagating Fermion Beams

We want to consider correlation functions

G ™M (xi7tix2it) = DY (@ ;x1)D (ix2)i (12)
and
G @ (x1t %2t iX3itixait) = DY ®1;4)D Y &2 jt2)D ®37t)D (ajts)i (13)

These are analogous to the similarly defined correlationtfans for optical fields.
Let us now consider a stationary narrow bandwidth field, shah

e kakd)i=N k) &k ¥ (14)
where

N k)=10 unless k  k: (15)
Now defining

N (1)d! = N k)dk (16)
then 7

DY (x)D (%5x%i= 2i Al N (1)l [E £ ke x0=t] 17)

If !9;ko are the central frequency and wavenumber of the range, &ncktfitral velocity of
propagation is

v= 1=k (18)
then, provided that the range of frequencies, satisfies

® ) = 1 (19)
we can first write

g()=-e ¥ Y(;x)D O0;x)i (20)
and then we can derive
C® it x%tY) = eloE © & x)=vloqy z é)g gt ¢ u@ (22)

2v @t v

This equation gives the correction due to dispersion of giregagation approximation” to
evaluating the correlation function of a fermion beam at sgparated points. The condition
of validity for such an approximation i$_'§19), which can beenpreted to mean that the size
of individual wavepackets, which is order of magnituge ! , must be very much larger than
the distancex  :’jbetween the points considered.

The correction in{21) is relevant to the measurement of tioreelation functions by
delayed coincidence measurements, when the delay is idduceallowing one beam to
propagate further than the other.
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2.4. Thermal correlation functions for Fermionic beams

In the optical case a thermal light beam is considered to hes§&an, and the factorizable
property of Gaussian moments leads to a relationship betwsteand 2nd order correlation
functions which is the characteristic of the “bunched” mataf thermal light. It is difficult
to define what might be considered to be a “Gaussian” Ferntaia,shut ahermal Fermion
state can be defined.

In this case of a thermal state we have

nd k)d k)i = &k ¥N k) (22)
Y k) K)dkD)dk™i= [k K) & KO & ) & N kN KI):
(23)
Here, if
N (1)d! = N ()dk; (24)
then
N (!)=1=xph!=kT)+ 1]: (25)

The antisymmetric requiremel’.ﬁ_{ZS) is in fact the naturalagy of the Gaussian factorization
property of photon beams (there would be aign on the RHS oﬂ_(23) in the case of photons
instead of a sign.) It leads to the relationship
G® &iitixeitixaitaixaity) = G it ix3i)G Y kot ixaity)

G x1itixaits)G M (ot ix3it): (26)
The corresponding formula for a Gaussian Boson beam diffelssby having a positive sign

rather than a negative sign on the right hand side.
In the case of stationary statistics, evaluated with tinffleidince atx = 0, we have for

g? () 6P 0i50;e+ ;0;e+ ;0;0) (27)
gP ()= O;t0;t+ ) (28)
that
g (r=9" g ) g or (29)
=3P 0)F g of (30)
Clearly g (0) = 0, corresponding to perfect antibunching, as expected frdferanion
beam.

3. Interaction of a System with a Fermionic heat bath

In order to fix our ideas, let us consider the ionization of ammaunder the influence of an
impingent electron beam. The Hamiltonian is

H=Hgs+t Hmpme+ Hp ¢ (31)

Here, H 4 is the free atom Hamiltonian, whose precise form will be tgfen. The bath

Hamiltonian, corresponding to a field orkalf line, 0 < x < 1 , can be written
Z 1

Hg = dkh! k)d k)dk) (32)

0
where in this case, for an electron of mass

! k) = hk®=2m : (33)
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The Fermion operatorsk) are as in the previous section. Finally, the interactiomiseived

as representing the absorption or emission of an electrmhisawritten
1
Hpe= 1 dk k) d'k)e é&dk) (34)
0
Heree; &’ are system operators. The actionddfon a system state increases the number of
constituent electrons by 1.

3.1. Fermionic and Bosonic System Operators

The commutation relations for the system operators depenith@ systems being studied.
In the usual case of a Boson bath [1] the system and bath opgrammute at equal times.
However, when dealing with a Fermionic bath the situatiafifferent, depending on whether
a system operator can be considered as changing the nunfbemoions which make up the
system or not. The separation inteySrem” and “bath” tends to obscure the fact that the
system does have an internal structure, and that (for exgraplion and a neutral atom must
have different numbers of constituent electrons. An opesich as, which can be regarded
as removing an electron from the neutral atom, must anticot@with all bath operators,
since it must be composed of an odd number of creation andudéen operators. On the
other hand, there are operators (such as,) which do not change the number of constituent
electrons, and hence commute with the bath operators at tqes. We thus conclude that
these are two kinds of system operators.

a) Bosonic—these commute with all bath operatang);d¥ ) (at equal times)
b) Fermionic—these anticommute with all bath operatoks ;d¥ ) (at equal times)

We will use the notatioa;; ¢ etc. for the system operators to emphasize that such operat
may anticommute with the bath operators, and hence are notserilgsndependent of them.
We will shortly introduce “restricted” system operatordieh are independent of and hence
commute with the bath operators.

3.2. Derivation of Quantum Langevin Equations

Because all Fermion fields of interest are massive, andftirer¢he wave propagation is
dispersive it is not quite as easy to derive quantum Langeyirations as in the optical case.
Added to this is the complication that some of the systematpes are Fermionic, and others
Bosonic.

The operatoe which occurs in the interaction Hamiltonian must be Ferriupsince it
changes the number of constituent electrons in the systefin hysing this, we derive the
equation of motion for k).

ak)= il Kdk) e (35)
which we can integrate to get

Z t
dki=e *OE Ddki) k) e 0 Degha (36)
to
We now define
1 T
dw) D (0)= — dk d k;t) (37)
2 2,
r

din (©) = zi dke *®E Id ;) (38)
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The quantityd (t) is a genuine Heisenberg operator for the timavhereasd;, (t) depends

only on the initial valuesi ;t,), of the destruction operators. We now write the equation of

motion for an arbitrary system operatar
. 1

&= Bt dk k) &;d ke &k)dk) (39)
0
i
= = B&jH sys]
1
+ dk k) d&) kel B;d] dk) (40)

0
where theop signs apply ifa is Fermionic, and the bottom signs applyifs Bosonic.

3.2.1. The white noise approximation To obtain Langevin equations we must make
approximations. There are two principal approximations.
a) The interaction is weak, and the free motiore@ is proportional toe * oF,
b) The frequency!, is rather large. Since the equatian,(40) is homogeneous this
means that the main contribution from the integrals willwoghere! ) 1.

We can thus write an approximate expression forkhategrals in [-4_'0) by evaluating the
c-number k) atky;i.e.,

Z 1 Z 1
&k Kk)dk) ko) dkdk) 2 (Kko)d@m: (41)
0 0
provided (k) is a smooth function of around! ) = ! o. From {36)
r—7z,
dO=da®+ — & kle HOC e at’ (42)
T . dk (1)
—dn®+ —  a® dl—/— " k(1 )e ! Ve
2 d!
(43)
and provided k (! )) anddk (! )=d! are smooth arount = ! 5, we can again approximate:
A
p—"°¢ dk (!
d) = dpn + 2 t Vet k() ) (44)
to ar .,
that is
o dk (1 o)
A = dn O+ = k(o) — e (45)
2 dly
Before finally substituting to derive the quantum Langejonations, notice that
h i Z
1 N 0
din ©;d ) = - dke * ®E© (46)
+ 0
A |
_ 1 g ES we (47)
2 da!

and if this is being used mostly at frequency 0, then we can approximate to get

h b dk(lo)
.

din ©);d, ©) ) (48)
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We want a noise input with anticommutator normalized to  £); we therefore define

1

| 2
- 28 TG, (49)
d!yo
so that {4d) becomes
1
&k G)dk) e+ £ ) (50)
0
where
2 dk(lo)
=2 k(! 51
(Yo) O, (51)
Using this approximation, the interaction Hamiltonian edso be approximated by
n o
Hpe e+ Pofv g ¢ & Set P00 (52)
and this is a form which will be useful in the remainder of théper.
3.2.2. Fermionic quantum Langevin equations Now substitute into:_-@O) to get
. n o n @]
a= Hl BiHosl ¢ et P © S+ P=tv 1) kel (53)

Equations:f53) are the Fermionic quantum Langevin equsfionthe full system operators.
At this stage all we know is that th&, (t) are determined by theé k;t;), whose statistics are
determined from the initial state of the Fermionic heat battd that

fn @0 €) , = € O (54)

The validity of (53) andi(54) is restricted to situations ihieh the interaction is rather weak,
and in which the time dependence @f) in the case of no interaction is * °, for some
rather large! o.

3.2.3. “Out” operators  As in the case of Bosonic quantum white noise, we can defing “ou
operators, by considering solutions Qf_:(35) in terms ofimal condition at a timey; > t
Thus, [36) becomes

Z
dk;t) = e ¥ W€ B,y + ke H ®E Dea0)qtd (55)
t
and we define
r TZ .
doue © = = dke * ®E gkt (56)
0
and from [5b) and!(43)
dout (©)  Gh ®
T2y 2,
= = &’ &k ke W Oerdgr (57)
2 o
and using the same methods as{in (44} to (45)
P_— dk (! o)

dout®) dn®= 2 k(o) el): (58)

-0
or, in terms offy, (t); foue @),
P

four® =" e®: (59)
We can derive “time reversed” quantum Langevin equationerims of these “out” noises.
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3.2.4. Commutation Relations between System and Input Operators The operators
d®);d (t), defined by :g'a._‘7), commute (anticommute) with all Bosonicr(fienic) system
operators at the same time, since these describe indepelatgaes of freedom. Thus, using
(#5) and [(49), we can say thatdftt) is an arbitrary system operator

BO;AD] =0 =) BOfnO] = %p‘[a(t);e(t)] (60)
If we rewrite (59) as
£in (0) + ép e = four © ép Te® (61)
it is easy to rewrite the quantum Langevin equatt_o_r:l (53) e“thut” form
a= E:.L BiH sl i Set Pt
5eY +PEY 0 Biel (62)

3.3. Restricted System Operators

Because the bath operators do not commute with those syspematorsa which are
Fermionic, we have different forms for the quantum Langegjnation depending on whether
or not the operator under consideration is Fermionic.

We shall introduce a different set of system operatorsedadlstricted system operators,
which do not have this problem, that is, the equations of omotake the same form for all
restricted system operators.

To do this we introduce the operatorin the bath space, which anticommutes with all
bath operators.

L;dk)} = L;d &) =0 (63)

This operator is easy to construct explicitly.#fiis any bath state with a definite numbgr
of bath Fermions, then we define

Ipi= ( 1P* A (64)

Clearly 1 is Hermitian,I? = 1, andI commutes with all system operators.
We now defineestricted system operators x by

Ix if = is Fermionic

X = . . .
® if %is Bosonic

(65)
Independently of whethet is Fermionic of Bosonicx commutes with all bath operators.
Theserestricted System operators;, are to be contrasted with tifell system operators.
Thex are the more physical operators, since they are the onesithatp in the Hamiltonian.
The restricted system operators are necessary when we avisinsider operations on the
reduced density operatog,s Tx £ .

In order to rewrite the Hamiltonian in terms of the restrittgperators, it is necessary
only to rewriteH r,. as

Z 1
Hpe= th dk k) &' k)Ic JdIidk) (66)

0
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3.3.1. Commutation Relations for T (t) Becausel does not commute with ., it is time
dependent, and we re-write is ag). Becauset (t) anticommutes withi k;t), & k;t), we
deduce from|(45) and (47) that

[L@;fn ©h TIe) (67)
[L@);fy, © TIe¥ @) (68)

The commutators off (t) with either restricted system operatatst) or the full system
operatorsx (t) are zero. The fact that () does not commute with, () or £/ (), and is
time dependent, makes the quantum Langevin equationsdaetiricted operators_,-f72), in
general quite different from those for the full operato'giﬂ_)(

However, because(t)? = 1, and because () commutes with system operators of either
kind, all equal times algebraic relations between diffemtstem operators are the same for
both full and restricted system operators.

p
p

p
p

Tclt) =

T =

3.3.2. Langevin equation for I () Using the commutation relations {£7,68), the equation of
motion for I (t) can be deduced by much the same reasoning as above, to be

n (@]
I= F- £ ©c+ i (t)+p_Icyc ; (69)
n p ]
= F- £l ©Ie+ dIfy ©+°  Ice : (70)

Finally, notice thatr (t)> = 1 implies thattz+ ZI = 0. This can be explicitly shown from
(69) by using (67,68).

The initial condition, that is the operatar, ), is determined by the formulag {63,64)
usingd k;t), & k;t), and by definitionfy, (t), £ (), are linear functions ofi k;t),
& k;to). Thus, we can say that

L(o)ifn ©k = Lo)ify ©k = O: (71)

3.3.3. Langevin equations for the restricted system operators Similar reasoning can be
used to deduce that fawl! restricted system operatoss the quantum Langevin equations

take the form
n @) n o

a= Hlb;Hsys] Bid] 5c+p_1fm(t) + Ecy+p_fj3;(t)l Bicl: (72)

This equation can also be deduced by substitutiega, or Ia as the case may be, inl:§_'(53),
and using}(70), together with (67).

The major advantage of the use of restricted system opsra&dhat they are truly
independent of the bath operators evaluated at the same tiifee whole burden of
antisymmetrization required between bath and system isebloy the operatar ), which is
not purely a function off, (), £ (t), but is a dynamical variable whose equation of motion
must be considered alongside that of the system operatermmely the restricted operator
guantum Langevin equatioh {72).

3.3.4. Fermion conservation superselection rule Fermions can only be created and
destroyed in pairs. Hence if 3 is the number of Fermions in the bath, and,s is the
number contained in the system, the quantity

K (15 Neve (73)
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is a conserved quantity. Furthermore, the quantity
Jge (1 (74)
is aBosonic system variable, which therefore possesses the properties

IOIM=J0I0=K; (75)
;O] =0 (76)

In the latter equatiory (t) is an arbitrary restricted system operator, and the chofce o
anticommutator or commutator depends on whether the quonesng full system operator
operatory (t) is Fermionic ¢ ) or Bosonic ( ).

This relationship means that correlation functions iniredv Fermionic full system
operators can be evaluated using only the restricted sysfmmators and the conserved
operatoik . Thus for example, noting thattt) is Fermionic,

e e)i= hI O O )i (77)
= K OIOIE)cE)i (78)
= ¥ ©J OK 2T )i (79)
= ©ct)i: (80)
where we have defined the notation
c Jc; (81)

which amounts in practice to a restricted operator expoassf the full system operatas
Only if there are an odd number of Fermionic system operatotse correlation function
does the nature af come into play, and then we find the relation betweendhberrelation
functions and those involvinginvolves a plus or minus sign, depending on whether the total
number of Fermions in the system is odd or even. Such caoelatnctions are therefore not
likely to be of much physical relevance, and in fact involuterfering states with different
total numbers of Fermions; a violation of the superselaatide.

3.3.5. Properties of solutions The solutions of {(69,72) at time depend on the initial
conditions at timey, and £, ), £, &) for t £t Inthe same way as we derived
(71), we can show that for adl (),

B(t)ifn ®]= B);fy ©1= 0: (82)
From the Langevin equations {69,72) we can show that

BE)ifn ] = BE)if, ©1=0 fory, € (83)

TE)ifn ®k = TE);f, ©L =0 foryy, € (84)

The proof is quite simple; assume the results are true foresemiues of t°. Using the
Langevin equations evaluate the derivative with respestdbthe left hand sides of (B3,84),
and then use the relatioris (83,84) 8= s to show that the results vanish. Hence that the
only solution of the resultant differential equations esponds to the truth of (§3,84).

In a similar way, one can show that

B () four (O] B);£5,. 01=0 fort € ; (85)
L) four ©) 1

Le);fh,. 0% =0 fore € 4 (86)

(o}
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Noting now {59), we can derive

Bifn©] = u€ t BE)icO) (87)

Bl = ul o Be)idON (88)

TE)ifn ©k = u@ t TE)ie) (89)

Tl ©) = u€ o meddon (90)
From these it also follows that for amgrmionic full system operatog

Bt © = u€ o BE)icOl; (91)

b )ity O € f TeEY i O (92)

These results are derived by writiagt) = g ®)I (), and expanding the commutator using
(8%-190). The corresponding results faBasonic full system operator, which is identical with
its corresponding restricted form, have the same form a$§7

4. Fermionic Quantum White Noise and Quantum Stochastic Differential Equations

The operators;, (t); £], (t), have the idealized anticommutation relatio'p-_s' (54), wheetds
naturally to a formulation of Fermionic quantum white noigéée define a Fermionic Quantum

Wiener Process by
Z t

F (tto) = £ ©)dt; (93)
to
and we assume the averages,

Y (Gt)F Gti=N ¢ %) (94)

F Go)FY Ghi= @ N)E  b) (95)
and the anticommutator, frorh (54)

hF Gite);FY Gito)hi= € %) (96)

We of course also assume the independence of tlperators defined on non-overlapping
time intervals;

Y (Gt)F (siso)i= HF (s;s0)FY (Gito)i

= F Gto)iF (siso)k = 0 (97)
if (s;s0) and (t;tp) are disjoint. In frequency space, this can be obtained btyngri
r—z
fin ) = Zi 11 fo (1)e M4l (98)
with
fo (1)ify 9% = (¢ 19 (99)
B (M9 =N ¢ 19 (100)
heo (ME (91 = @ N) (¢ 19 (101)

The £, (! ) are therefore like idealized Fermion destruction opestbefined on a frequency
range ( 1 ;1 ). In practice, theq k) are the true destruction operators, and the
correspondence between (! ) andd, k) is made via the relationshiig'§49), and is only valid
for a narrow bandwidth around the frequengy The components of;, (t) anddy, (t) outside
this narrow bandwidth have little effect on the solutionst@f quantum Langevin equations.
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Corresponding to the formula for Bosonic white noise, thesity operator which gives
the averageg (§4,05) has the form
FYE0H)F Gt)

w GH)= 1+e exp — (102)

in which
1
N = - (103)
The formulation off (t;ty) as above enables us to develop a formal theory of quantum
stochastic integration and quantum stochastic diffeaéatjuations which is quite simple and
easy to use, and whose use gives essentially the same @sualty exact formulation. We
will also be able to show that the quantum stochastic difféatequations so developed are
exactly equivalent to the master equation for systemsaotigrg with a Fermionic heat bath.
To do this, we partition the time intervat, ;t¢ ), inside which we are interested in treating
the motion, into subintervals at bounded by tinigss ;t;:: 15t £ corresponding to the
increments

£ B1 & (104)

Fi F(oiit)= fin ()at’: (105)
t
Depending on whethes t) is a Bosonic or a Fermionic operatoiF ; will commute or
anticommute withs (t;).
The corresponding joint density operator for the Fermiesjzartitioned this way is then
the direct product

F w Gt 1) w G o1t 2) oy it) W Gito): (106)

This form means that we can consider a trace operation ogétetmion bath to be taken over
each time interval in a discretization; thusgfis some operator which acts on the fermion
bath, we can write

T £Q v 9= Tl e o Tre 1t o) 9T Tma) Trme £Q rg ot (107)
This form is particularly useful in deriving correlationrfation identities.

4.1. Quantum Stochastic Integration

As in the case of classical stochastic integration with eespo white noise, there are two
natural definitions of integration, the Ito and Stratonbvicethods. The definition of these is
relatively straightforward.

4.1.1. Fermionic quantum Ito integral If g(t) is afull system operator (not a restricted
system operator), the Fermionic quantum lto integral isneefiby
Z . %
M  gE)F )= Im g F (108)
t n! i
wheret, < m<b<in<tn =t and the limit is a mean-square limit. A similar definition
is used for [ g°) dF ¥ (%). The advantage of the Ito definition (108) of the integrahiatt
the increment, F ; is seen in the explicit definition on the right hand side, tarbthe future
of t.
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In particular, as is the case for classical and Bosonic sistahintegration,

Z t
O gda & =0; (109)
Zt°t
O gOdaF?E) = o: (110)
to
Further, depending on whethegt) is Bosonic or Fermionic
Z t
» g =0; (111)
Zt°t
O  gF¥E) = o: (112)
to

4.1.2. Fermionic quantum Stratonovich integral The Stratonovich integral can be defined
in the same way as it is for Bosonic noisg [5]
Z . %
(ts (.
S) g )= m  TWFTICG) (113)
to n! 1 s 2

As in the case of classical and Bosonic noise, we cannot ntgkeannection between these
two forms of integral without knowing what kind of stochadtiifferential equation is obeyed
by the system operators.

Simple relations of the kind (109-112) do not hold. For thet fivo we need to establish
the relationship between the two kinds of integral first, tislwill be done in Segt.4.3.

4.2. Ito quantum stochastic differential equation
We will define the Ito quantum stochastic differential equmbbeyed by aestricted system
operatora as

i
—k

(Mda= ha;Hsys]dt+ 5(1 N) 2cdac adc dJdca dt

+ EN 2cac  ac¥ cda dt

P oI 0+ DAY O I Bycl: (114)
This can be written in the alternative form
(Dda= =Bl yaldt+ nzib;c] 5 aice dt )
* SN cikicl, ikicl, dt
P p

TRiYIIdF @+ dFY@®IR;cl: (115)

These definitions are made with foresight; using them we stitbw how to connect the
Ito and Stratonovich definitions of the quantum stochasffer@ntial equation, ultimately
showing that the Fermionic Langevin equations as derived@hre then to be interpreted as
Stratonovich quantum stochastic differential equations.
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4.3. Connection between Ito and Stratonovich integrals

We write the termy (ti, 1) in the definition of the Stratonovich integral as
gtr1)= g)+ gti); (116)

where g (t ;) is to be calculated using the Ito quantum stochastic difféaeequation(114).

Since g(t ;) is to be used iri_(_1_13), only the terms involving the noise afms will be
significant, since in the limit terms involving: ; as well as a noise operator vanish.

The conversion formula will differ, depending on whetles Fermionic or Bosonic; we
will consider first the Fermionic case. The quantum stoébalfferential equation!(114) is
written for the restricted system operators, but we carewrit

gGir1) = ITEr1)9Es1) (117)
=K Jr1)gE1) (118)
=K gtiq1): (119)

Sinceg is a restricted system operator, it obeys the quantum sstictdifferential equation
(114), which means that we can write for the stochastic ffarga ;)
n o]
P P

It 1) homasic = K Tic'll Fi+ o F [If;cl (120)
n p p @)
=K TPgidll Fi+ - F JIUgcl (121)
n O
=K p_@;cYL JI F i+ P—r 713 gick (122)
n p p @)
=K TBicYkK F i+ F 'K gick (123)
n p p (]
=K? "k Fi 0 F Jgick (124)
- P r. Por {iclk (125)
From {94,95) we can write in stochastic integrals
F/F;=N tj (126)
F:FJ/= (@01 N)ty (127)
and the anticommutation relations also give
F;F;= F/F/=0: (128)

Carrying out similar reasoning for other integrals, we fihdttwe can write

Fermionic integrand g:

Z Z P—N Z

S g ) =@ g ) — g ;e at (129)
Ztot Ztot b-— a N ) Z ¢

S o e =0 d g > b )ict)l at’; (130)
Ztot Ztot p— a N) EO t

S gaF'D)=1OD g’ ) — BE);d 1 a%  (131)
to to to
Z ¢ Z . p_N Z ¢

S) F'Org)=1O F'O)gC) — ;)1 at’: (132)
to to to

Notice that stochastic integrals use the full operatowhile the correction terms all use the
restricted system operatogsc.
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Bosonic integrand g: In this case the restricted operatpis identical with the full system
operatorg, so we can write everything in terms @f

Z . Z p_N Z ¢

S gOaF ) =@ gdF )+ b (1);ct®)1at; (133)
to to to
Z Z ¢ P a N) Z ¢

S o Dg) =D F g — B E)icE)] (134)
to to
Z Z . p— @ N) Z t

S gOaFE ) =0 g)aF’ )+ —— & ;& ) 1at%; (135)
to to to
Z ¢ Z . p_N Z

S F'Org)=1O F'EO)g) — b );c )1at: (136)
to to to

4.4. Stratonovich quantum stochastic differential equation

We want to write the Stratonovich equivalent of the quanttoufsastic differential equations
(114;1156), from which we see that the Ito integrals to be edied into Stratonovich integrals
correspond to making the choices

sOF © ! Fae ~cY(t>]I<t>dF(t>; (137)

F'OgO! TTEFYOIOBO;cOL (138)
The combinationsa () ; & ©ITO andI (t) B®©; c(t)]thus form the appropriate Fermionic

N n (@]
— cikidl, dikicl,
and this is precisely the negative of the third line 'of {1M8hjch leads to the Stratonovich
form

(139)

n o

i
(S)da= Eb,Hsys]dt+ Ecyb,c] Eb,cy]c dt

p— p

Bic']IdF )+ dF Y (@I Rkjcl: (140)

This corresponds exactly to the Langevin equation for te&ricted system operator as given

equatron

5. The master equation for the system density operator

In the Heisenberg picture, the density operator is timepedeent, and takes the form

This corresponds to an assumption that the initial dengigrator in the Schrodinger picture
can be factorized into barh and a system term.
Using this density operator, we would say that

ha ()i = Trsys fa sys ©a; (142)
d gs®
a

d
—ha)i= T
) Loys s

dat

(143)
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On the other hand, the quantum stochastic differential &mugl114) can be used in
conjunction with the fact that the means of the Ito integaaszero to show that
d

i = Ao _
a:ha(t)l— h[a'HSYS]+2(1 N) 2dac adc J&ca

+ EN 2cacd  acd a (144)

from which we deduce, since this equation is true for anyicet system operatar

d i
f = E [ sys;H sys]+ E (l N )f2C sysCY sysCYC é]C sysg

N
tof2d gae o g ey (145)

6. Quantum stochastic differential equations in the interaction picture

For a discussion of many aspects of input-output theory adsantageous to formulate
an appropriate quantum stochastic differential equati@ory in the interaction picture, as
explained in Chap.11 oﬁ_:[5] in the case of Bosonic noise. lohsa situation, the time-
dependent state vectors can be written in terms of the éwnlaperato (;ty) as

Jiti=U Eit)] it (146)

In much the same way as for Bosonic noise, we can wrg@onovich quantum stochastic
differential equation for the evolution operator corresging to the Hamiltonian:_(i’»l) in the
form

p

(S)dU ) = —H U Gt der T Det T

TdF e U (Gh): (247)

Our aim now is to transform this to a corresponding Ito forne &gsume there exists an Ito
equation in the form

DU )= ©dc+ O YO+ YO © U Gitw); (148)
and from this derive the relationship between the Stratmficand Ito integrals.
A Stratonovich integral of the evolution operator is defibgd

z
X U U &
(S) dF ©U ()= I F i%: (149)
We now expres¥ i, ; in terms ofU; using the Ito quantum stochastic differential equation
(128), and neglecting terms of order of magnitud€~ and higher, we get
Z

X

1
S) dF (5)U (8) = Iim F 1+5 s FYOU ) (150)
X 1
= ],Jml Fy > i@ N)t; U@ (151)
7 . z

=@ drEUE S0 N)  EUE)ds: (152)

Similarly
z z z

1
S) dFYE)U @)= dFY(s)U (s) EN Y (s)U (s)ds: (153)
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Using these relations, we can then convert the Stratonaetmtum stochastic differential
equation to the equivalent Ito form

(D dU (Gto) = ElH e t %eey+ %eye U tt) at
+ Prarvme+r PaF O U G); (154)
The full density operator at timecan be written
® = U Gito) o)UY Eito) (155)
and so obeys the quantum stochastic differential equation
d ®= —i[Hsys; ©1] i[ ) ;iee’ ) M[ ©);c'el dt
h 2 2
«dFY () (DdF e’ dF (t) OdF Y (e
+ P e+ oF 0 © (156)

6.1. Alternative derivation of the master equation

To derive the master equation from the evolution equati(@@X]still requires us to use the
restricted system operators as follows. Firstly, note ttafor the product operators we have

de= d¢; e = o; (157)

and of course the restricted operator forntaf < is H s itself. These operators are therefore
proportional to the identity in the bath space, and we catewfor example

T [ @'k =T [ ©;c’l = On £ ©gicc’l = [ &s©ic] (158)

However, for the terms on the second line of (156) this is monediately possible, since
ande? do act in the bath space, since they do not commute with trsesoiWe therefore have
to convert to restricted system operators . In the intesagticture the operatarintroduced
in (64) is time independent, so we can write, for example

T oFY(t) ©dF e = Tr cdrY(®) ©GF ) I
=cT IAFY() ®CF ©OI &
=cTp dF ©OI*°dFYM) @© o
= 1 N)c g (159)

The trace over the last line q-fZ]:!56) gives zero, so we degeadrathe master equation in the
form (145).

6.2. Correlation functions

From the density operator one can in principle compute alietation functions for the
restricted system operators. Using the relationships étvthe operator forms, a and
a, as applied in Sect.3.3.4 it is then possible compute theetagion functions for the full
system operators.

The importance of the full system operators comes from thedrte compute the
correlation functions of the output operators which arisesause of the relationship-_'(59)

between outputs, inputs and the full system operators.
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6.2.1. Vacuum input \\e can compute
D

E
p

P/ fu0 TTew :  (160)

hfy

Y Ofuei= £ ©)
The simplest case is if the input field corresponds to the waigin which case we get

he! O o ©i= he el (161)

= ¥ O)ch)i (162)

If we want the number counting correlation function, thenfime in much the same way as
the Bosonic case that for thiere ordered correlation function, in which® > t
hEY, O£ ) four OV foue i= I O Oe)em)i (163)
= i) O)e)ch)i: (164)

6.2.2. White noise input Let us consider again the correlation _fgnct'hﬂﬁut ) four @1iin
the case that the input is non-vacuum, andder t°. In this case!(160) becomes
E

D
nEY, O ©i= £ P TEE) fm T e® (165)
= P fn Pew (166)
= Prerr o Pew dtg =dt: (167)

Here we will considetlF (t) to be an Ito increment, but there will be no difference betwee
an Ito and a Stratonovich version of the increment in thigtda except when the two times
tandt®are equal.

Thus it is necessary to compute’ (°) dF (t)i wheret < t° For a general full system
operatora (%) we can write (where;  t+ t, for brevity)

e F ©)i=
Trys Tre s Trew, aU €50)U @it F O ©U “@;ou ' ey)
(168)

The evolution operatar (% t;) contains no dependence on the noise in the integyal ), so
we can than write

et F @i=
Trys @Tre,o U E5t)Tre,, U ki) F O ©U ‘@t U ')
(169)

We now write the infinitesimal form
U U+ = HlH syst %c@y+ %e}e t

+ Pop Y e+ P-r K)e? (170)
Now computing the trace over the intervia}t; ) (;t+ 1), and keep only terms of order
t, we get
Tree) U @i F O ©U Yin = p_N & Ot (171)
so that
te () F iz © N Trye aTry o Uit ©OU T¢hu)  t (172)

Taking account of the fact that faf < tthe average obviously vanishes, we get
E)dF ©i= T Nul® the®);el] idt: (173)
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Using this result we get
he! O feue @i= @ N)h )i Nhreodi+N ¢ ©O): (174)

The result is valid for alt; t" the case for > t%is given by the complex conjugate of that for
t< £

7. Examples

7.1. The two-level ion

We consider a two level system in which we have a lower enegl lith an even number of
electrons and an upper level with an odd number of electrdresiee the terminology “ion”.
The system interacts with an electron field, and thus may beried by the choices

c = (175)
g = *; (176)
Hoem o 2 @
so that
e =1 ~; (178)
g=1" < (179)
J = ,; (180)
c=J = ; ¥= *g= * (181)

Quantum Langevin equations for the full system operators Using the usual commutation
relations in :£5_'3), we get the explicit equations of motion

+ + P -

== &t o~ £5, ©; (182)
“ = aes o~ PTee; (183)
= w1l TR0 T~ £l 0: (184)

the equation for, is not linear, it solution follows from the other equationsusing identity
[~+ i~ 1= o~

This solvability arises because a two level ion is in factsame thing as another Fermion
degree of freedom, that is, in this case the operatprs are like Fermion creation and
destruction operators singg ¢’ 1= 1 and they anticommute with the bath Fermion operators.
This is exactly the same situation as for a harmonic oseillaiteracting with a Bose input

field, which is exactly solvable in the same way.

Stratonovich quantum stochastic differential equations for the restricted system operators
These take the form, frorh (140)

S)d * = il 3 e+ PTAaEY M @ L); (185)
®d = @+ e+ Pt ,or o; (186)
®)d , = (Lt Ddt+ 22" Y@ )F O+ 2 TEFEIQC L) (187)
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Note that from Seat.3.3.4 the quantity which multipliesth# noise termst. , is in this case
the conserved operatar. Thus the first two equations are again exactly solvable.
It is surprising to see the apparent difference betweendfma bf the set of equations

transformation from the full system operators to the rewd system operators involves the
time dependent operatorz (t), and this accounts for the apparent difference. Moreovereo
the conserved nature &f = I , is noted, one sees that the only difference between the
two sets of equations is a sign change when the total numbesrafions is odd, which is of
course of no consequence.

Ito quantum stochastic differential equations for the restricted system operators These
take the form, from!(115),

p

Ma * = il 5 Tdt+ T TAEY () (@ L); (188)
Md = @+ e+ Pt or ©; (189)
Md , = (L+1 2a)ae+2°" * @y O+2X FYO T ,) :  (190)

7.2. The harmonic oscillator

The harmonic oscillator coupled to a fermion bath is a pnoblghich cannot be solved
exactly, in the same way as the two level atom coupled to a iodmath is not exactly
solvable. In this case we have harmonic oscillator creaimhdestruction operatosga?,

c =a; (191)
c  =aY; (192)
Hgs= hla’a; (193)
so that
e =Ia & (194)
& =1a" &; (195)
J=( 1}%; (196)
a = Ja; @)Yy = a¥J: (297)

Quantum Langevin equations for the full system operators Using the usual commutation

relations in :@3), we get the explicit equation of motion
n @) n o
p

a=  dla 2e%atl sat £,0) EaY+p_fj-‘g(t) 28 : (198)

Stratonovich quantum stochastic differential equations for the restricted system operators
We get the form, from: (140)

(S)da= i+ ade P—1ar @ (199)
The difference between the_equations for the full and theicésd operators is now quite
dramatic. The simple form of (199) is deceptive, since iblres the time dependent operator
I, whose equation of motion is not solvable.



Input and output in damped quantum systems I11: Fermionic.. 21

Ito quantum stochastic differential equations for the restricted system operators e get,
from (115),

a ) p

D da = i+ — adt TIdF ) (200)

Dd a¥a =  f@ N)ala+Ngdt D a'IdF () © adry@I (201)

Using the last equation, we can find the equation of motiotHfermean numbet () to be
n) = fd XN)n@w+Ng (202)

with the stationary solution
N

e = : 203
s = T (203)
For Fermionic noise at a predominant frequengyve know that
1
and this yields the correct result for the harmonic osaHat
1
ng = WL: (205)

8. Conclusions

This paper answers what is in some sense an academic exehoaedo we deal with the
Fermion inputs and outputs that are so common in the reatiwnining up in electronic and
many other systems. The two previous treatme'_rhtg [8, 7] gaepanswers, the first dealing
only with counting statistics, the second dealing only witiminteracting particles in cavities.
The treatment given here is compatible with both.

As coherent Fermion physics becomes more important, fonplain highly degenerate
trapped cold Fermi vaporf_s: [6] this kind of formalism will ungbtedly become more relevant.
I look forward to that time.
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