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Theinform ationalapproach to continuousquantum m easurem entisderived from POVM form al-

ism fora m esoscopicscattering detectorm easuring a chargequbit.Q uantum Bayesian equationsfor

the qubitdensity m atrix are derived,and cast into the form ofa stochastic conform alm ap. M ea-

surem ent statistics are derived for kicked quantum nondem olition m easurem ents,com bined with

conditionalunitary operations. These resultsare applied to derive a feedback protocolto produce

an arbitrary pure state aftera weak m easurem ent,aswellasto investigate how an initially m ixed

state becom espuri�ed with and withoutfeedback.

PACS num bers:73.23.-b,03.65.Ta,03.67.Lx

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Q uantum m easurem entisusually taughtin textbooks

asan instantaneousprocess.However,in nature,allpro-

cesses take a �nite tim e. Physicalprojective m easure-

m ent(orwave-function collapse)m usttherefore happen

oversom e tim e period,and is often a sequence ofweak

m easurem ents, run for a su�ciently long tim e. W eak

quantum m easurem entsarecharacterized by an intrinsic

uncertainty aboutthe state ofthe m easured system . In

theparlanceofdetectorphysics,thisisequivalentto the

statem ent that the signalcannot be con�dently distin-

guished from thenoisewithoutasu�cientlylongintegra-

tion tim e.Atsom einterm ediatetim e,theeigenstatesof

the m easurem entoperatorcan only be assigned a value

with som e con�dence,determ ined with the probability

ofa given realization ofthedetectoroutput(sim ilarly to

classicalBayesian inference).

In solid statesystem s,thetypically weakcouplingcon-

stantbetween thequantum system and m easuring appa-

ratusim ply thatweak m easurem entswith long m easure-

m enttim esarethe norm .W hilethisisoften frustrating

to experim entalistswho wish to preform projectivem ea-

surem ent for quantum com putation purposes,we view

this situation as an opportunity to discover and im ple-

m ent ideas in quantum m easurem ent that are qualita-

tively di�erent from standard projective m easurem ent.

Although m any resultsin thispaperareabstractand ap-

ply to m any di�erentphysicalsystem sand detectors,the

results willbe discussed in term s ofsolid state physics.

Q uantum detection in m esoscopicstructuresbegan with

the\controlled dephasing" experim entsofRef.1 and re-

lated theoreticalworks,2 which has continued to be an

activeareaofresearch.3 Theparticularm esoscopicstruc-

tureweshallfocuson presently isa quantum pointcon-

tact (Q PC) detector m easuring a double quantum dot

charge qubit (DD),a system that has been extensively

investigated,both theoretically4 and experim entally.5

A generic problem that arises ifone is interested in

m aking a projective m easurem ent, m ade out of m any

weak m easurem ents, is that the dynam ics from the

Ham iltonian evolution com bines in a nontrivial way

with the m easurem ent dynam ics. The way around

this problem is with quantum nondem olition (Q ND)

m easurem ents.6 The Q ND schem e em ployed in this pa-

peristhatofkicked Q ND m easurem ents7,8,9,10,11,12 on a

qubit.Thisideawasdiscussed fortheQ PC in Ref.9,and

wasinspired byasim ilarrotatingQ ND schem eofRef.13.

By turning the detectoron and o� in a tim e scalem uch

fasterthan theRabioscillation period,thedetectorgives

a little inform ation aboutthequantum state.Thequbit

isthen allowed to m akea fullRabioscillation beforethe

next weak m easurem ent,so the m easured observable is

static in tim e from the perspective ofthe m easurem ent

device,e�ectively turning o� Ham iltonian evolution. In

this fashion,the inform ation contained in the qubit is

teased out over m any m easurem ents,or detector kicks.

K icked Q ND m easurem entshave m any advantagesthat

recom m end them asa techniqueofchoiceboth fortheo-

reticaltreatm ent,aswellasforexperim entalim plem en-

tation:

� Theoretically,thekicked m easurem entsm ay bede-

scribed with anon-unitaryquantum m ap.Them ap

isdiscretein thetim eindex,butthem easurem ents

are weak,not projective. The quantum m ap for-

m alism allows for a technically sim ple treatm ent

of the com bined Ham iltonian and m easurem ent-

induced dynam icsin aglobalm anner,in contrastto

continuousm easurem entanalysisusing conditional

di�erentialLangevin equations.

� Thekicking m echanism isconvenient,in thatital-

lowsthem easurem entstrengthstobefully tunable

by adding m orekicks,aswellastheeasy inclusion

ofunitary operationsby sim ply waiting a fraction

ofa Rabiperiod.

� K icked Q ND m easurem ents m ay be im plem ented

in experim entswith severaladvantages.The kicks

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0606676v1
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m ay be accom plished with a pulse generatoron a

Q PC m easuring a DD,and the waiting tim e be-

tween kicks gives external decision circuitry the

needed tim e to process the data in order to do

real-tim e feedback. Also,the pum p variation in-

troduced in Ref.11rem ovestheuninterestingback-

ground signalofthe m easurem ent,and just gives

thebareoutputsignalaseitherpositiveornegative

pum ped current.

The purpose ofthispaperistwo-fold. The �rsttopic

isform al:To startwith thewell-known POVM approach

to generalized m easurem ents, and derive the quantum

Bayesian form alism from it, starting with a scattering

detector. The detectorphysicsallowsa naturaltransla-

tion ofthe abstractPOVM form alism into physicalpro-

cesses,and thequantum Bayesian form alism isrecovered

in theweak coupling lim it.Afterdiscussing kicked-Q ND

m easurem ents,we show how both kicked m easurem ents

and unitary operations m ay be recast in term s ofcon-

form alm aps,and dem onstrate a close parallelwith the

m athem aticsofthe specialtheory ofrelativity.

The second topic is physical: the form alresults are

applied to m akepredictionsusing conditionaloperations

with real-tim e feedback: (1)W e derive an algorithm to

determ inistically produce an arbitrary pure state after

a (random ) weak m easurem entusing feedback. (2) W e

investigate the puri�cation process under m easurem ent

and generalize Jacobs’qubitfeedback protocolto speed

up puri�cation with feedback.14

The paper is organized asfollows. In Sec. II,we de-

rive the quantum Bayesian form alism from POVM sap-

plied toam esoscopicscatteringdetectorin theweakcou-

pling lim it. K icked Q ND m easurem entsare reviewed in

Sec.III,in thecontextofthequantum Bayesian form al-

ism .In Sec.IV we introduce a stereographicprojection

representation,and rewrite the m easurem ent dynam ics

as a stochastic conform alm apping. A close analogy to

special relativity is also discussed. Sec. V com bines

kicked m easurem entswith unitary operations,and calcu-

latesm easurem entstatistics. Sec. VIintroducescondi-

tionalphase shiftsin orderto determ inistically produce

the sam e quantum state after a m easurem ent. In Sec.

VII,we investigate the puri�cation process ofany ini-

tially m ixed density m atrix under kicked m easurem ent.

Sec.VIIIcontainsourconclusions.

II. D ER IVA T IO N O F T H E Q U A N T U M

B A Y ESIA N FO R M A LISM FR O M P O V M

Theform alism used in thispaperiscalled thequantum

Bayesian approach15 because it m ay be considered asa

generalization ofclassicalBayesian inference. An anal-

ogous approach to quantum m easurem ent that is bet-

ter known in the quantum inform ation com m unity has

been given the unfortunate nam e ofpositive operator-

valued m easure(POVM )form alism .16,17 In thissection,

thequantum Bayesian form alism fora solid statesystem

isderived from POVM s.

Consider a bipartite system com posed of A and B ,

where the statesofB are expressed in the orthonorm al

basisjQ iB ,and the statesofA are expressed in the or-

thonorm albasisjjiA .A unitary transform ation thaten-

tanglesthe statesin A with the statesin B is given by

j iA j0iB !
X

Q

M Q j iA jQ iB ; (1)

where we consider an initialstate j iA in A,described

by a density operator�A ,an initialstatej0iB in B ,and

haveintroduced them easurem entoperatorsM Q thatare

indexed by the statesin B ,and operate in A. The nor-

m alization ofthe statesgivesthe com pletenessrelation,
P

Q
M

y

Q
M Q = 1. Now m ake a projective m easurem ent

on B alone,and �nd the resultQ .Any m easurem entof

thiskind m ay be described asa POVM in A.The prob-

ability of�nding the resultQ ,called P (Q ),is given by

P (Q )= Tr(�A M
y

Q
M Q ); (2)

while the outcom e ofthis m easurem entprepares a new

density operator ofA,conditioned on the outcom e Q ,

and isgiven by

�
0
A =

M Q �A M
y

Q

Tr(�A M
y

Q
M Q )

: (3)

This de�nes a m apping �0A = $(�A ) from density oper-

ators to density operators,known as a super-operator,

which isnotunitary in general.

W hiletheaboveresultsarestandard generalizationsof

projective m easurem ent on A,the abstractform ulation

obscures how to practically apply the POVM to a spe-

ci�c physicalsystem .W e now considersuch a system in

thesolid-state:the quantum pointcontact(Q PC),m ea-

suring thestateofa doublequantum dot(DD),in order

to seehow thePOVM translatesinto physicallanguage.

The Coulom b interaction between the DD and Q PC al-

tersthetransportpropertiesoftheQ PC,and can thusbe

used to detectwhich quantum dottheDD electron occu-

pies.TheQ PC isdescribed with thehelp ofa scattering

m atrix Sj thatdependson thephysicalstateoftheDD.

Following Averin and Sukhorukov,18 the unitary evolu-

tion ofthe totalstate during the scattering process is

com prised ofthe state ofan individualelectron (system

B )incidentfrom the leftelectrode,jiniB ,and the state

ofthe DD (system A),�j1iA + �j2iA ,evolving as

jiniB (�j1iA + �j2iA )! (4)

�(r1jLiB + t1jRiB )j1iA + �(r2jLiB + t2jRiB )j2iA ;

wherejL;RiB representscatteringstatesoftheQ PC that

haveeitherbeen reected ortransm itted,and thetrans-

m ission and reection am plitudestj and rj areelem ents
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ofthe scattering m atrix Sj:

Sj =

�
rj �tj
tj �rj

�

: (5)

Thestateofthe\logical"qubitoftheDD,isnow entan-

gled with the\ancilla" qubitoftheleft/rightposition of

the Q PC electron,and this com prisesthe bipartite sys-

tem .Usingtheevolved state(4),wecan now read o�the

m easurem entoperators,M Q ,ofthisunitary operation in

the (j0iA ;j1iA )basis,

M L =

�
r1 0

0 r2

�

; M R =

�
t1 0

0 t2

�

; (6)

and easily verify thatM
y

L
M L + M

y

R
M R = 1 from proba-

bilityconservation.Countingtheelectron in thecollector

ofthe Q PC givesa random outcom e,Q = 1 ifthe elec-

tron iscounted,orQ = 0 ifthe electron isnotcounted,

and m akes a projective m easurem ent on the B part of

the Hilbertspace. Equation (2)givesthe probability of

counting the electron (ornot),

P (1)= �11T1 + �22T2; P (0)= �11R 1 + �22R 2; (7)

where �ij are the elem entsofthe DD density m atrix in

the j1;2ibasis,Tj = jtjj
2,R j = jrjj

2,and Tj + R j = 1.

The density m atrix ofthe DD qubit m ay be updated,

given the outcom e ofthe m easurem entwith Eq.(3). If

Q = 1,so an electron iscounted,then

�
0
11 = T1�11=P (1); �

0
22 = 1� �

0
11;

�
0
12 = (�021)

� = t1t
�
2 �12=P (1)

= �12 e
i�

q

�011�
0
22=�11�22; (8)

where�= Arg(t1t
�
2);whileifQ = 0,so an electron isnot

counted,orequivalently,a holeiscounted,then

�
0
11 = R 1�11=P (0); �

0
22 = 1� �

0
11;

�
0
12 = (�021)

� = r1r
�
2 �12=P (0)

= �12 e
i�

q

�011�
0
22=�11�22; (9)

where�= Arg(r1r
�
2).

The results (8,9) have a naturalinterpretation as a

quantum Bayesform ula:Thediagonaldensity m atrix el-

em entsareinterpreted asclassicalprobabilities,and are

updated according to the classicalBayesform ula,while

theo�-diagonalelem entshavea m oreexoticrule.15 Note

thatiftheinitialDD qubitstateispure,itrem ainspure

afterthem easurem ent.Thisisbecausewhilethe entan-

glem entenlarged thee�ectiveHilbertspacewhich would

lead to decoherence if the entangled inform ation went

undetected,the m easurem ent ofthe Q PC electron col-

lapsesthe 2-particlestate back down to a di�erentpure

DD state.

Itisinstructiveto contrastthePOVM procedurewith

thewellknown\decoherence"approachtoquantum m ea-

surem entin thism ostsim ple case.The decoherenceap-

proach correspondsto explicitly averaging the elem ents

ofthe density m atrix over allpossible outcom es ofthe

detector. In thiscase,the two possible outcom esofthe

m easurem ent(8,9)areused to obtain

h�
0
11i= P (0)�011(0)+ P (1)�011(1)= �11 (10)

forthe diagonalelem ents(�22 = 1� �11),and

h�
0
12i= P (0)�012(0)+ P (1)�

0
12(1)= (t1t

�
2+ r1r

�
2)�12 (11)

for the o�-diagonalelem ents (�21 = ��12),in agreem ent

with Averin and Sukhorukov.18,19 The new o�-diagonal

m atrix elem ents are reduced because jt1t
�
2 + r1r

�
2j� 1,

resultingin e�ectivedecoherence,whilethediagonalm a-

trix elem entsarepreserved.Thepredictiveadvantageof

thequantum Bayesian approach com esfrom notaverag-

ingoverthem easurem entresults,butratherconditioning

the quantum density m atrix on the resultobtained in a

particularphysicalrealization.

The above POVM analysis is not di�cult to extend

to M \ancilla" qubits,orQ PC electrons.The basisjQ i

isnow spanned by M qubits,each being projected to ei-

ther0or1.Ratherthan �nd theprobability ofobtaining

a given sequence of0sand 1sin the output,ithappens

thatitissu�cientto�nd theprobabilityofjustobtaining

the totalchargen =
P M

i= 1
Q i,given M attem pts,where

Q i = (0;1). In other words,sequence does notm atter,

only the totalnum ber ofcounted electrons. This m ap-

ping isillustrated in Fig.1,wheretheancilla outcom e1

or0,ism apped respectively into eithercounting an elec-

tron,ornotcounting an electron in the currentstream .

The generalization ofthe quantum Bayesian rules (7-9)

forM ancillaqubitsisdonebyreplacingthesuccessprob-

abilitiesTj,and the failure probabilitiesR j = 1� Tj by

theprobability P (m ;M jj)to m easurem electronsin M

attem pts,underthe condition thatthe qubitisin state

jji,

P (m ;M jj)=

�
M

m

�

T
m
j (1� Tj)

M �m
; (12)

which isthe binom ialdistribution.

W hile this is su�cient for the diagonal m atrix ele-

m ents,the o�-diagonalm atrix elem ents get a di�erent

phase shift after each electron is m easured. The total

phase shiftis �(m ;M )= M � + m (� � �),which isde-

term inisticif� = �.Thesym m etricquantum pointcon-

tact has the property that � = � = 0,2,4 so this sim -

pli�cation willbe m ade in the rest ofthe paper. For

m any electrons M ,the currentis determ ined by m =M .

The physically relevantweak-coupling (weakly respond-

ing)lim itcorrespondsto (T1 � T2)=(T1 + T2)� 1. Ap-

pealing to the centrallim ittheorem ,we treatthe detec-

torshotnoise in the G aussian approxim ation with little

lostinform ation.20 The Q PC detectorise�cient,in the

sense thatno inform ation aboutthe DD qubitislostin

thenoisy currentoutput.4,15 Thisisanalogousto saying

in the logicallanguagethatno ancilla qubitwasleftun-

projected,and thatthe unitary operationsdid nothide

any qubitinform ation in the phase ofthe ancilla qubits

thatisdestroyed afterprojection in the left/rightbasis.
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FIG .1:W eak entangling ofa logicalqubitwith m any ancilla qubits,followed by projective m easurem enton theancilla qubits

can be m apped onto the m easurem entofa quantum double dotby the transportelectronsofa quantum pointcontact. Two

given m easurem entrealizationsareshown,depending on whetherthelogicalqubitstateiseitherj1iorj0i.Therandom ancilla

result1 ism apped onto m easuring an electron in the currentcollector(denoted with a �lled circle),while the random ancilla

result0 ism apped onto notm easuring an electron in thecurrentcollector,orequivalently,m easuring a hole (denoted with an

em pty circle).The factthatthestatesj1iand j2iofthelogicalqubitalterstheprobability ofprojecting theancillasto 0 or1,

allowsa weak POVM m easurem enton the logicalqubit.

O ne m anifestation ofan e�cient detector in the de-

phasing approach, is that the m easurem ent rate coin-

cideswith the m easurem ent-induced dephasing rate.4,15

Ref. 18 related the m easurem ent rate to one of the

R�enyi entropies, or the statistical overlap O 1;2 =
P

m
[P (m ;M j1)P (m ;M j2)]1=2,and showed that for the

sym m etric Q PC it coincides with the reduction ofthe

o�-diagonalm atrix elem ents. It is one feature of the

quantum Bayesian approach thatthisparticularm easure

com esoutin a naturalway. To see this,we �rstnote a

generalproperty ofthe density m atrix,j�12j�
p
�11�22,

that sim ply com es from the density m atrix eigenvalues

being bounded between zero and one.Next,weconsider

an initially pure state (j�12j=
p
�11�22)and notice that

the elem entsofthe density m atrix aftera m easurem ent,

�0,obey the relation

�
�
�
�

�012

�12

�
�
�
��

s

�011�
0
22

�11�22
: (13)

The aboverelation isvalid forevery given m easurem ent

outcom e,soitisalsovalid afteraveragingoverthedistri-

bution ofresults,hO (m )i =
P

m
P (m ;M )O (m ),where

O is any observable,and P (m ;M ) = �11P (m ;M j1)+

�22P (m ;M j2).Using the classicalBayesrule forthe di-

agonalelem ents,taking O = j�012=�12j,and the factthat

jhO ij� hjO ji,we obtain the generalized e�ciency rela-

tion
�
�
�
�

�
�012

�12

��
�
�
��

X

m

p
P (m ;M j1)P (m ;M j2): (14)

Noticethisrelation isquitegeneral,asno particularup-

date rule for the o�-diagonalm atrix elem ent has been

invoked.Therefore,a detectorreaching theupperbound

(14)can naturally becalled ideal,or100% e�cient.(For

theappropriatede�nition ofe�ciency foran asym m etric

detectorsee,e.g.,Refs.15,21.)

Thusfar,wehavefocused only on thedynam icsofthe

m easurem ent process,and have neglected the Ham ilto-

nian evolution ofthe DD qubit. This evolution rotates

thequantum state,and continually changesthee�ective

m easurem entbasis,which typicallyruinsthedesired con-

tinuousm easurem ent.Theway to getaround thisboth-

ersom edetailiswith Q ND m easurem ents,thesubjectof

the nextsection.

III. K IC K ED Q N D M EA SU R EM EN T S

Theunifying them ebehind allQ ND schem esisto cou-

plethem easurem entapparatusto thequbitwith an op-

eratorthatisan approxim ate constantofm otion ofthe

m easured quantum system .6 In this way, the detector

onlym easuresthestatein thedesired �xed basis,and the

internalquantum dynam ics that would otherwise spoil

the desired m easurem ent is circum vented. The speci�c

schem e we em ploy in this paper is that ofkicked Q ND

m easurem ents,introduced by V.Braginsky et al.7 and

K .Thorne etal.8 forthe harm onic oscillator.In Ref.9,

thisidea isintroduced fortwo-state system sby m aking

an analogy to a cat playing with a string that m oves

in a circle. In the kicked Q ND m ode, the cat sits in

one spot waiting for the string to com e to it,and only

then bats at it. The m otion in a circle com es from the

sim ple Ham iltonian evolution ofa two-state system . If

H = ��z=2+ �� x=2 isthe qubitHam iltonian,where �

isthe tunnelcoupling energy,and � isthe energy asym -

m etry,then unitary evolution fora tim e tisgiven by

U = exp[� it(��z + �� x)=2]= 1cos(E t=2) (15)

� i�z(�=E )sin(E t=2)� i�x(�=E )sin(E t=2);

where E =
p
�2 + � 2,and ~ = 1 throughoutthe paper.

From the perspectiveofthe qubit,the m easurem entap-
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FIG .2: (color online). (After Ref.11). Visualization ofthe

kicked Q ND m easurem entschem e.A voltagepulseisapplied

to the quantum point contact on a tim e scale �V � �q,fol-

lowed by a quiet period of zero voltage bias, lasting for a

Rabioscillation period �q,followed by anotherpulse,and so

on.Theup/down variation isdepicted,wherethekickscom e

every halfperiod,and thesign ofthevoltagepulsealternates

with every kick. In this schem e,qubit read-out is by sim -

ply m easuring the sign ofthe current,and correspondsto an

elem entary quantum pum p.

paratusonly m easuresatapproxim ately discrete points

in tim e. In thisreduced problem ,by choosing the wait-

ing tim ebetween kicksto be�q = 2�=E (orsom einteger

m ultiple n thereof),the unitary evolution (15)becom es

U ! (� 1)n. The operatorwe wantto m easure is then

static in tim e,and is thus a Q ND m easurem ent. (The

evolution isalso sim pleifn isa half-integer,especially if

� = 0).However,from the pointofview ofthe detector,

theon/o�pulselastsm uch longerthan any detectortim e

scale,so m any electronspassthrough the Q PC.If�0 is

the tim e scale ofthe Q PC electron correlation,�V the

tim escaleofthepulseduration,and �q istheRabioscil-

lation period,then the considered tim e scale ordering is

�0 � �V � �q.
22

A pum p variation on kicked Q ND m easurem entswas

given by B�uttikerand the authorsin Ref.11,where in-

stead ofgiving the sam e kick every Rabioscillation,the

experim entalistgivesa sequence ofvoltage kicks to the

Q PC with a pulse generator,alternating in sign,every

half oscillation period (see Fig. 2). In this scenario,

we have shown that if� = 0,qubit readout is accom -

plished by pum ping current: the kicks provide one AC

currentsource,and the dynam ics ofthe qubit provides

another (intrinsically quantum m echanical) AC current

source,thatneverthelesscausesa netDC currentow in

theQ PC.23,24 Therearetwo lim iting casesthesystem is

driven into:Eitherthequbitoscillationsareofthesam e

phasewith the pum p oscillations,pum ping positivecur-

rent,orthe qubitoscillationsareofopposite phasewith

the qubitoscillations,pum ping negativecurrent.

To characterize the result ofeach m easurem ent kick,

the param eters of the m easurem ent process with an

ideal Q PC detector are speci�ed by the currents, I1

and I2, produced by the detector when the qubit is

in state j1i or j2i, and the detector shot noise power

SI = eI(1 � T) (where T is the transparency).26 The

typicalintegration tim e needed to distinguish the qubit

signal from the background noise is the m easurem ent

tim e TM = 4SI=(I1 � I2)
2. Shifted,dim ensionlessvari-

ables m ay be introduced by de�ning the current origin

atI0 = (I1 + I2)=2,and scaling the currentperpulse as

I� I0 = x(I1 � I2)=2,so I1;2 are m apped onto x = � 1.

The weak static coupling (perpulse)between Q PC and

DD im plies that the kick duration �V is less than the

m easurem ent tim e TM . W e take x to be norm ally dis-

tributed with varianceD = TM =�V .Thetypicalnum ber

ofkicksneeded to distinguish thetwo statesisD ,where

weassum eD � 1.

Them easurem entresultI afterN kicksis

I =
1

N

NX

n= 1

xn; (16)

and we seek the conditional probability distribution

P (I;N j�) of m easuring the dim ensionless current I,

starting with a given density operator � prepared be-

fore the �rstkick. The functions P (I;N jj) are de�ned

asclassicalprobability distributionsofthe currentwith

m ean I = � 1 (ifj = � 1)and variance �2 = D =N ,the

G aussian equivalentof(12),

P (I;N j1) �
1

p
2�D =N

exp

�

�
(I � 1)2

2D =N

�

;

P (I;N j2) �
1

p
2�D =N

exp

�

�
(I + 1)2

2D =N

�

; (17)

and the notation Pj(xn)isadopted forthe j = 1;2 dis-

tributions ofthe nth kick. The probability density of

m easuring the resultxn afterone kick isdeterm ined by

the state ofthe qubitjustbefore the m easurem ent,and

isgiven by the analog of(7),

P (xn)= �
(n)

11 P1(xn)+ �
(n)

22 P2(xn): (18)

Thedensity m atrix ofthequbitisupdated based on the

inform ation obtained from them easurem entthatjustoc-

curred.Thisisdonewith the quantum Bayesian update

rules,15 thatde�nesanon-unitary quantum m ap directly

analogousto Eqs.(8,9),

�
(n+ 1)

11 =
�
(n)

11 P1(xn)

�
(n)

11 P1(xn)+ �
(n)

22 P2(xn)
;

�
(n+ 1)

12 = �
(n)

12

q

�
(n+ 1)

11 �
(n+ 1)

22 =�
(n)

11 �
(n)

22 ;

�
(n+ 1)

22 = 1� �
(n+ 1)

11 ; �
(n+ 1)

12 = (�
(n+ 1)

21 )�: (19)

Thisquantum m ap isaprobabilistic,non-unitaryrelative

oftheunitarym apsstudied in kickedquantum chaos.27,28

TheadvantageofQ ND m easurem entin theBayesian ap-

proach is seen by using Eqs.(19) to express the condi-

tionalprobability density P (xn)in term softheresultof

the preceding kick xn�1 .Itfollowsfrom (18,19)that

P (xn)=
�
(n�1)

11 P1(xn�1 )P1(xn)+ �
(n�1)

22 P2(xn�1 )P2(xn)

P (xn�1 )
:

(20)
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Thisrecursiverelation helpsin thecalculation ofthe(un-

conditional)probability distribution P (I;N j�)of�nding

current I,starting with the density m atrix �,after N

kicks,given by

P (I;N j�)=

Z NY

n= 1

dxnP (xn)�

 

I �

NX

i= 1

xi=N

!

: (21)

Each application of(20) generates a denom inator that

cancelsthe probability density im m ediately preceding it

in (21).M aking N iterationsof(20)gives

P (I;N j�)=

Z NY

n= 1

dxn [�11P1(x1):::P1(xN )+ �22P2(x1):::P2(xN )]�(I�

NX

i= 1

xi=N )= �11P (I;N j1)+ �22P (I;N j2);

(22)

where �11;�22 are the diagonalm atrix elem ents ofthe

originaldensity m atrix,and the N G aussians com pose

to form one G aussian with a variance N tim es sm aller.

As N is increased,the two qubit states can be distin-

guished with greater statisticalcon�dence,and eventu-

ally the distributions lim it to delta-functions,giving ei-

therI = 1with probability�11,orI = � 1with probabil-

ity�22.A one-sigm acon�denceisobtained when N = D ,

aspreviously stated.

It is worthwhile to point out severalfeatures ofthe

aboveQ ND m easurem ent.First,N weak m easurem ents

sim ply com pose to m ake an N -tim es strongerm easure-

m ent. Second,the Q ND m easurem ent output only in-

volves the diagonaldensity m atrix elem ents. It is for

this reason that the output of a quantum nondem oli-

tion m easurem ent is equivalent to noisy classicalm ea-

surem ent,wherethedetected \classicalprobabilities"are

given by the diagonal density m atrix elem ents in the

preferred m easurem ent basis. In spite of the classical

nature ofthe detector output,the qubitstate prepared

aftertheN m easurem entscan bededuced from theout-

com eoftherandom variableI.Tocharacterizethepost-

m easurem entdensity m atrix,we note anotherrecursion

relation from (19),

�
(n+ 1)

11 =�
(n+ 1)

22 = [�
(n)

11 =�
(n)

22 ][P1(xn)=P2(xn)]

= [�
(n)

11 =�
(n)

22 ]exp(2xn=D ): (23)

This resultm ay be com posed N tim es,and the update

oftheo�-diagonalm atrix elem ent(19)followsfrom (23).

Using the de�nition I = (1=N )
P N

n= 1
xi,the m easure-

m entofagiven random currentI preparesanew density

m atrix ofthe DD,

�
0=

1

�11 e
 + �22 e

�

�
�11 e

 �12

��12 �22 e
�

�

; (24)

where  = IN =D is the rescaled m easurem ent result,

nam ed therapidityofthem easurem ent,forreasonsgiven

in the Sec.IV. The conditionalquantum dynam ics of

Eq.(24)isillustratedin Fig.3,forallpurestates,andthe

density m atrix isparam eterized as� = (1+
P

i
X i�i)=2,

(a) (b)

(e)(d)

(c)

FIG . 3: (color online). (After Ref. 11). The conditional

evolution ofallinitialpure states,represented on the Bloch

sphere,under continuous Q ND m easurem ent by an e�cient

detector. From (a-e), the rapidity of the m easurem ent is

 = N I=D = (� 1;� :5;0;:5;1) respectively. As the detec-

tor obtains m ore inform ation about the quantum state,we

can with greater statistical certainty distinguish the post-

m easurem entquantum state,so theBloch sphereism oreand

m ore red (j1i) or blue (j2i),depending on the value ofthe

rapidity m easured. The conditionalevolution ofseveralrep-

resentative states is also indicated with black arrows. The

view-point is parallelto the equator ofthe Bloch sphere,so

j1i! North pole,and j2i! South pole.

so (X ;Y;Z)give coordinates on the Bloch sphere. The

X and Y behaviorfollowsfrom Z,which isin turn condi-

tioned on thedetectoroutputI,so thesphereiscolored

according to the conditionalevolution ofZ,

Z
0=

sinh + Z cosh

cosh + Z sinh
: (25)

Ifthe rapidity  ispositive,then statesare \attracted"

toward the North pole,while ifthe rapidity  is nega-
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tive,then statesare \attracted" toward the South pole.

As the rapidity growsincreasingly positive or negative,

webecom em orecon�dentwhich statethequbithascon-

tinuouslycollapsed to,butthisalsodependson theinitial

state.Theconditionalevolution ofseveralrepresentative

statesisindicated with black arrows.

W hilethewholepointofthekicked Q ND proposalwas

to e�ectively turn o� the qubit unitary evolution while

the continuous m easurem ent is taking place, a m uch

m ore interesting situation ariseswhen continuous(non-

unitary)m easurem entsarecom bined with controlleduni-

tary rotations.The kicked m easurem entset-up provides

a sim pleway ofgenerating a single-qubitrotation:wait-

ing. Rather than spacing the pulses by a fullRabios-

cillation aspreviously described,wechooseto waitsom e

fraction r ofa Rabioscillation,twait = r�q,thatde�nes

a phase shift� = 2�r. A single-qubitunitary operation

(expressed in the z-eigenbasis),

U =

�
a � b�

b a�

�

; (26)

m ay beexecuted by choosingr,such thata = cos(�=2)�

i(�=E )sin(�=2),and b= � i(�=E )sin(�=2),by using the

Ham iltonian evolution ofthequbit,Eq.(15).Varying r,

anypointm aybereached on acircleon theBloch sphere,

which is �xed by � and �. In order to reach any pure

state (up to an overallphase)by Ham iltonian evolution

starting with a purestate,thequbitasym m etry � should

also be varied between the kickswith gatevoltages.

IV . P O V M M EA SU R EM EN T A S A

ST O C H A ST IC C O N FO R M A L M A P

Beforeconsidering speci�cexam plesofweak m easure-

m ent,com bined with unitary operations,we �rst refor-

m ulatetheabovesetofweak m easurem ents(18,19),and

unitary operations (26) in an im portant special case:

where the initialstate is pure,the detector is e�cient

(as considered in this paper),so the post-m easurem ent

state is also pure. The initial arbitrary DD state is

de�ned as j i = �j1i+ �j2i,with density m atrix ele-

m ents �11 = j�j2,�12 = ���,�21 = ��12,�22 = j�j2 =

1� �11.Represented ascoordinateson theBloch sphere,

(X ;Y;Z), both m easurem ents and unitary operations

leavethe state on the surface,X 2 + Y 2 + Z 2 = 1.

Now m ake a stereographic projection of the Bloch

sphere onto the com plex plane,with the com plex vari-

able�,de�ned as

� = �12=�22 = (X + iY )=(1� Z)= �=�: (27)

The South pole ofthe Bloch sphere is identi�ed as the

origin ofthe� plane,whiletheNorth poleisidenti�ed as

1 on the� plane.Translatingtheunitary operation (26)

on the qubit into an operation on the com plex variable

�,we�nd the conform alm apping,

�
0=

a� � b�

b� + a�
; (28)

known as a M �obius transform ation. The group algebra

ofunitary rotationsm apsonto thegroup algebra ofcon-

form alM �obiustransform ations.Reference29 pointsout

thatthisproperty can be used to dem onstrate operator

productidentitiesforone qubit.

Translating the non-unitary Bayesian update equa-

tionsforthe density m atrix (19),asan operation on the

com plex coordinate �, we �nd the following stochastic

conform alm apping:

�
0= �

p
P1(x)=P2(x)= � exp(x=D ): (29)

Thisconform alm apping issim ply a random scaletrans-

form ationwith two�xed points:oneat0(theSouth pole,

statej2i)and theotherat1 (theNorth pole,statej1i).

The random variable x is chosen from the probability

distribution (18),which translatesto

P (x)=
�P1(x)+ (��)�1 P2(x)

� + (��)�1
: (30)

Thus, any sequence of weak m easurem ents, com bined

with unitary operationscan be translated into repeated

conform alm apping.W e note thatafteran arbitrary se-

quence of weak m easurem ents and unitary operations,

the de�nition � = �=�,togetherwith the norm alization

ofthestate,j�j2+ j�j2 = 1,im m ediately allowsthewave-

function to be read o� (up to an overallphase). The

inclusion ofasym m etric m easurem ents,where the phase

shift in Eq.(9) is kept for a broaderclass ofscattering

m atrices m ay also be easily included. This phase shift

hasthee�ectoftwisting theBloch sphereproportionally

to the value ofcurrentm easured,which isequivalentto

including phasesin the scalefactor,

�
0= � exp(i�1)exp[x(1+ i�2)=D ]; (31)

where �1;�2 correspond to the continuous lim it of the

totalacquired phase shift �(m ;M ) = M � + m (� � �),

described in Sec.II.The m apping (31)isobviously still

conform al.

Ifwe m om entarily let x be a determ inistic variable,

then the setofM �obiusm appingsform a group,and the

set ofdeterm inistic scale transform ations form a di�er-

ent group. A naturalquestion that arises is what (if

any)group isdescribed by thecom position of(28),with

(29)? Am usingly,the answerisprovided by the special

theory ofrelativity. Consider a relativistic four-vector

(X ;Y;Z;T).Asiswellknown,anyelem entoftheLorentz

group m ay be produced by m aking a spatialrotation,

followed by a boostin the(say)Z direction,followed by

anotherspatialrotation.The boostfrom (X ;Y;Z;T)to

(X 0;Y 0;Z 0;T 0)in the Z direction m ay be described asa

hyperbolicrotation

�
T 0

Z 0

�

=

�
cosh sinh

sinh cosh

� �
T

Z

�

; X
0= X ; Y

0= Y;

 = (1=2)log

�
1+ v

1� v

�

; (32)
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wheretherapidity isintroduced in term softhevelocity

param eterv,the physicalvelocity m easured in units of

the speed oflight,c= 1.

To connectthisto spinorform alism ,wefollow thedis-

cussion in Penroseand Rindler,30 and de�neaHerm itian

coordinateoperator,

C =

�
T + Z X + iY

X � iY T � Z

�

: (33)

Translating the boost(32)into an operation on the co-

ordinateoperatorC yields

C
0= A C A

y
; A =

�
e=2 0

0 e�=2

�

: (34)

By �xing T = 1,the celestialsphere X 2 + Y 2 + Z 2 = 1

is de�ned. The celestial sphere is then stereographi-

cally projected,de�ning the com plex variable � = (X +

iY )=(1� Z). In the com plex plane,the boostissim ply

a scaletransform ation,

�
0= � exp: (35)

To extend the analysis to N boosts with rapidities i,

the m apping sim ply com poses the N scalings, to pro-

duce a boostwith rapidity  =
P N

i= 1
i.Thisconform al

m apping is identicalwith (29),the analogousquantum

m easurem ent com position,if = N I=D ,the quantum

m easurem ent param eter,is identi�ed with the rapidity

ofthe boost. Furtherm ore,any spatialrotation ofthe

spherem ay be interpreted asa unitary operation on the

Bloch sphere,which projectsto theM �obiusm apping (up

to an overallphase). Thus,the group described by the

com position of(28),with (29)isthe(restricted)Lorentz

group.

Thedi�erencewith therelativity analogy com eswhen

we recallthat  =
P

i
xi=D is a random variable. The

distribution ofthis random variable (30),explicitly de-

pendson the\space-tim e"coordinates�,and thusbreaks

the Lorentz invariance by introducing a preferred refer-

ence fram e,the Z-axis,with Z = � 1 as the attracting

�xed points. From the quantum m easurem ent point of

view,thisisa consequenceofchoosing to m easurealong

the Z-axis.Therefore,forpure states,the m apping (29,

30)m ay be viewed asa stochasticLorentzsem i-group.

V . C O M B IN ED W EA K M EA SU R EM EN T S A N D

U N ITA R Y O P ER A T IO N S

After having separately described weak m easurem ent

and unitary operations,wenow com binethem .Consider

an experim ent,where N 1 kicksare m ade,followed by a

singlequbitunitary operation U (produced by inserting

a dislocation into the pulse sequence),followed by N 2

kicks.Them easurem entresultsI1 and I2 arede�ned as

I1 =
1

N 1

N 1X

i= 1

xi; I2 =
1

N 2

N 1+ N 2X

i= N 1+ 1

xi: (36)

W e seek the norm alized probability distribution

P (I1;N 1;I2;N 2) of �nding current I1 after N 1 kicks,

and I2 afterN 2 subsequentkicks.Thisdistribution m ay

also be interpreted asjointcounting statistics.

Theanalysisfrom Sec.IIIindicatesthatafterthe�rst

N 1 kicks,them easured currentI1 willoccurwith aprob-

ability given by (22),and preparesa post-m easurem ent

density m atrix �0,given by (24),described with the ra-

pidity ofthem easurem ent = I1N 1=D .Thesubsequent

unitary operation U (26),(characterized by a phase �)

rotatesthe post-m easurem entdensity m atrix,

�
new = U �

0
U

y
: (37)

The following setofN 2 kicksstartwith the density m a-

trix (37),and continue to m easure in the z-basisasbe-

fore.Equation (22)m ay beapplied again with them od-

i�ed initialdensity m atrix (37)to deduce the (uncondi-

tional)probability distribution of�nding resultI1 after

N 1 kicks,and resultI2 afterN 2 kicks,

P (I1;N 1;I2;N 2)= P (I1;N 1j�)� P (I2;N 2j�
new ); (38)

where P (Ii;N ij�) is given in (22),and the new density

m atrix elem ents are given in term s ofthe phase � and

rapidity  as(welet� = 0 forsim plicity),

�
new
11 =

cos2(�=2)�11e
 + sin2(�=2)�22e

� � 2sin(�=2)cos(�=2)Im �12

�11e
 + �22e

�
; �

new
22 = 1� �

new
11 ;

�
new
12 =

Re�12 + (i=2)sin� (�11e
 � �22e

� )+ icos� Im �12

�11e
 + �22e

�
; �

new
21 = (�new12 )�; (39)

and the natural Ham iltonian dynam ics perform s the

unitary operation (15,26). O ne interesting feature of

the result (38,39) is that the outcom e of the �rst N 1

m easurem ents,I1, appears in the expression involving

the variables ofthe second set ofkicks. This im m edi-

ately im plies that the distribution does not factorize,
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P (I1;N 1;I2;N 2) 6= P1(I1;N 1)P2(I2;N 2). The e�ect

com es from the �rst set of m easurem ents preparing a

given density m atrix oftheDD,which a�ectstheresults

ofthe nextsetofm easurem ents. From the distribution

(38),the averagecurrentin each interval,aswellasthe

correlation between the two m ay be calculated:

hI1i = �11 � �22;

hI2i = (�11 � �22)cos� � 2exp(� N1=2D )sin� Im �12;

hI1I2i = cos�: (40)

Also,asN 1;N 2 aretaken toin�nity in (38,39),thedistri-

bution PPM (I1;I2)from m aking sim ple projective m ea-

surem entson the DD isrecovered,

PPM = �11 cos
2(�=2)�(I1 � 1)�(I2 � 1)

+ �11 sin
2(�=2)�(I1 � 1)�(I2 + 1)

+ �22 sin
2(�=2)�(I1 + 1)�(I2 � 1)

+ �22 cos
2(�=2)�(I1 + 1)�(I2 + 1): (41)

Itisnow straightforward to generalizetheresult(38,39)

toanynum berofm � 1dislocationsin thepulsesequence,

each ofwhich hasa phaseshiftof�k (and now � isarbi-

trary),

P (fIj;N jg)=

mY

k= 1

h

�
(k)

11 P (Ik;N kj1)+ �
(k)

22 P (Ik;N kj2)

i

;

(42)

and each density m atrix �(k+ 1) isde�ned in term softhe

density m atrix �(k) afterthe previousdislocation,

�
(k+ 1) = U k

1

D k

 
�
(k)

11 e
k �

(k)

12h

�
(k)

12

i�
�
(k)

22 e
� k

!

U
y

k
; (43)

where D k = �
(k)

11 e
k + �

(k)

22 e
� k ,the rapidities are k =

IkN k=D ,the initialdensity m atrix before the �rstkick

is�(1),and the m atrix U k haselem ents

(U k)11 = cos(�k=2)� i(�=E )sin(�k=2);

(U k)12 = � i(�=E )sin(�k=2);

(U k)21 = � i(�=E )sin(�k=2);

(U k)22 = cos(�k=2)+ i(�=E )sin(�k=2): (44)

Reference 11 applied these results to violate a Bellin-

equality in tim e.

V I. C O N D IT IO N A L P H A SE SH IFT S A N D

FEED B A C K P R O T O C O LS

In the preceding Section,the phase shift � was cho-

sen beforehand,independently ofthe resultI1. W e can

now use the inform ation gained in the �rstN 1 m easure-

m ents,and m ake a conditionalphase shift,pending the

outcom eofthe random variableI1.Thisisessentially a

feedback protocolthattheexperim entalistcan chooseto

execute,de�ned by a function �(I1),so a di�erentphase

shiftisassigned to every possiblerandom outcom eofthe

continuousm easured current.

K icked Q ND m easurem entprovidesa realisticm echa-

nism forim plem enting generalqubitfeedback protocols.

Thereason forthisistwo-fold:First,asseen in theprevi-

oussection,any com bination ofweak m easurem entsand

unitary operationsm ay beaccom plished with a sequence

ofvoltage pulses to the detector. Second,the feedback

circuitrym usttaketheresultobtained from them easure-

m ent,execute logicaloperations,and com m and the ex-

perim entalapparatustodosom ethingitotherwisewould

nothavedone(likem akeagiven phaseshift).Theintrin-

sic waiting tim e between the kicks provides the needed

tim e delay forallofthe aboveto takeplace.

W e now explicitly �nd the feedback protocol�(I1)to

take a given pure state to any desired pure state after

a weak m easurem ent. As the sim plest case, consider

any pure state on the Z � Y great circle ofthe Bloch

sphere (X = 0;Y 2 + Z 2 = 1),and a sym m etric qubit,

� = 0. Both Ham iltonian evolution,and weak m easure-

m ents(according to (24))do nottakethesestatesoutof

the Z � Y greatcircle.Therefore,knowing the outcom e

I1,aconditionalphaseshiftm ay beapplied todeterm in-

istically prepare any quantum state on the Z � Y great

circle ofthe Bloch sphere. For de�niteness,we choose

to shift to the state j1i. This choice has the advan-

tage thatafter the N 2 � D m easurem ents,the current

willbe I2 = 1 determ inistically. The param etrization

(Y;Z)= (� sin�;cos�) ofthe initialstate is chosen,so

thatifno m easurem entis m ade,the shift to the North

pole m ay be done with a phase shift� = �. The result

(39)isapplied by setting �new11 = 1,and solving for� as

a function ofthe rapidity ,to �nd

tan(�=2)= tan(�=2) exp(� ): (45)

This answer interpolates between two extrem e

strategies:31 (1) If no m easurem ent is m ade, just

m ake the desired phase shift,� = �. (2)Ifa projective

m easurem entism ade,eitherdo nothing ifI1 = 1,orip

the state by applying the phase shift� = � ifI1 = � 1.

Theasym ptoticlim itsin the latercasem ay beobtained

by expanding the inversetangentto obtain

�=2 �

(
tan(�=2)exp(� ) if � 1;and � 6= � �;

�

2
sign(�)�

exp()

tan(�=2)
if � � 1;and � 6= 0:

(46)

The above real-tim e feedback proposalis experim en-

tally prom ising in the kicked schem e. However,it de-

m ands fast tim e resolution and feedback circuitry. An

experim entally sim plerproposalto verify theabovepro-

tocolisto m akem any realizationsofweak m easurem ent,

phase shift,weak m easurem ent,where the phase shiftis

chosen random ly in each realization. After the run is

�nished,the data record m ay be reviewed,and allin-

stances ofphase shifts where condition (45) is approx-

im ately satis�ed are post-selected. In this data subset,



10

the prediction isthatthe following setofN 2 � D kicks

willdeterm inistically �nd I2 = 1.

V II. P U R IFIC A T IO N O F IN IT IA LLY M IX ED

D EN SIT Y M A T R IC ES B Y W EA K

M EA SU R EM EN T

Underrepeated weak Q ND m easurem ents,eventually

allstates collapse to either j1i or j2i,including m ixed

initialstates. However,the states j1i and j2i are both

pure,and thereforeiftheinitialstateism ixed,apuri�ca-

tion occursduring them easurem entprocess.32 Thisphe-

nom enon is especially counter-intuitive from the point

ofview ofthedephasing approach to quantum m easure-

m ent. Jacobs has shown that the average puri�cation

in a given tim e can be increased by the use ofcontinu-

ousfeedback.14 Jacobs’protocolissom ewhatcounterin-

tuitive for the qubit: alwaysuse Ham iltonian evolution

to rotate the state to Z = 0,i.e. perpendicular to the

m easurem entaxis.The purpose ofthissection is(1)To

show how this idea can be easily im plem ented for our

set-up,(2) To dem onstrate that the \equatorialplane"

protocol(i.e. Z = 0) is also optim alfor kicked Q ND

m easurem entswhich haveacontinuousoutputoftunable

m easurem entstrength,and (3)To generalizeJacobs’no-

feedback puri�cation solution to any initialdensity m a-

trix.

Itiswellknown thatany unitary operation preserves

the purity (orentropy)ofthe state. Itis interesting to

notefrom (19),thatduring weak m easurem entthereisa

di�erent preserved physicalquantity,that we nam e the

m urity. Forthe qubit,the purity P and the m urity M

arede�ned as

P = X
2 + Y

2 + Z
2
; M = (X 2 + Y

2)=(1� Z
2): (47)

Ifthe purity P = 1,then the m urity M = 1,reecting

the statem ent m ade in Sec.II that if the initialstate

is pure, the post-m easurem ent state is also pure. W e

note thatP m ay be expressed in term sofM and Z by

P = M (1� Z2)+ Z 2.Afterone kick,the changein the

purity,�P ,(orpuri�cation)isgiven by

�P = P
0
� P = (1� M )[(Z0)2 � Z

2]; (48)

where we have used the fact that m urity does not

change during m easurem ent. Application ofthe quan-

tum Bayesian update rules(19)yieldsZ 0= [�11P1(x)�

�22P2(x)]=(�11P1(x) + �22P2(x)) (also given in (25)),

where x is the m easurem ent result,so the puri�cation

is

�P = (1� P )

�

1�
1

[cosh(x=D )+ Z sinh(x=D )]2

�

:

(49)

Severalobservations are in order: First,ifP = 1,the

puri�cation �P is autom atically 0,while the �rst (de-

term inistic)factorism axim alifP = 0.Second,ifx = 0,

the second (random ) factor is zero,so there is no pu-

ri�cation,which corresponds to no gained inform ation.

Finally,the�rstfactorisbetween [0;1],whilethesecond

factorcould benegativeorpositive,im plying thateither

puri�cation orfurtherm ixing ispossiblein a given run.

Theaveragepuri�cation isgivenbyaveraging(49)over

the distribution ofx,given in Eq.(18),to yield

h�P i= (1� P )[1� f(D ;Z)]; (50)

where

f(D ;Z)= e
� 1

2D

Z 1

�1

dx
p
2�D

exp(� x2=2D )

cosh(x=D )+ Z sinh(x=D )
:

(51)

It is straightforward to check that 0 � f � 1, so

there is nonnegative average puri�cation for all den-

sity m atrices.33 Changing variables to  = x=D , it is

also straightforward to check asym ptotic lim its. Tak-

ing D ! 0,the projective lim it,f(0;Z) = 0 is recov-

ered,so h�P i= 1� P ,im plying that the �nalstate is

pure with unitprobability.The opposite lim it,D ! 1 ,

corresponds to an vanishingly weak m easurem ent, so

f(1 ;Z)= 1,orh�P i= 0,giving no puri�cation.

Theresults(50,51)allow usto �nd theoptim um aver-

agepuri�cation strategy forone kick.The beststrategy

on average is to rotate the density m atrix to where the

puri�cation (50) is m axim um . These point(s) m ay be

found by m axim izing h�P ion theBloch ball,underthe

constraintthatD and P are�xed.TheP constraintsim -

ply reectsthe factthatunitary operationsdo notalter

the purity. This problem is equivalentto m inim izing f

with respectto Z,by solving df=dZ = 0,which leadsto

the equation

�

Z 1

�1

d
exp(� D 2=2)sinh

(cosh + Z sinh)2
= 0: (52)

The solution is im m ediate because at the point Z = 0,

the integrand is odd,so the integralis zero. The fact

that f is m inim ized at Z = 0 is seen by noting that

the integrand ofd2f=dZ 2(Z = 0)isnonnegative.There-

fore,theaveragepuri�cation ism axim ized by applying a

phase shift after the �rstm easurem entthatrotatesthe

qubitto theequatorialplaneoftheBloch ballbeforethe

m easurem ent. This result is in agreem entwith Jacobs,

who considered puri�cation from a two-outcom ePOVM

ofvariablestrength (and also thestochasticSchr�odinger

equation lim it).14 O urapproach isfrom the com plim en-

tary perspective ofa continuous outcom e m easurem ent

ofvariablestrength.

Results (50,51) have a sim pler form in the large D

lim it,for very weak m easurem ents. The average puri�-

cation h�P iand the noise in the puri�cation,h(�P ) 2i,

aregiven to leading orderin D �1 as

h�P i= (1� P )(1� Z2)=D ;

h(�P )2i= 4(1� P )2Z 2=D : (53)

In orderto com pare puri�cation with and withoutfeed-

back,we�rstconsiderJacobs’feedbackprotocolZ = 0at
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every tim estep.Equation (53)im pliesthatforthisfeed-

back protocolthe puri�cation noisevanishes.Therefore,

the dynam icalpuri�cation isdescribed by the determ in-

istic rate equation dP =dN = (1 � P )=D . Solving the

equation with initialcondition P0 yields
14

hPN i= 1+ (P0 � 1)exp(� N =D ); (54)

showing an exponentialapproach to a pure state,with

rateD �1 .

In the no feedback case,the purity afterN kicksm ay

be found from the m urity relation P 0 = M [1� (Z0)2]+

(Z 0)2,where Z 0 isgiven in (25).Averaging thisrelation

overthe distribution (22)yieldsthe averagepurity after

N kicks,34

hPN i=

r
D

2�N
exp

�

�
N

2D

� Z 1

�1

d exp

�

�
D 2

2N

�
M (cosh + Z sinh)2 � (M � 1)(sinh + Z cosh)2

cosh + Z sinh
: (55)

After som e m anipulation,the above integralexpression

m ay be sim pli�ed to

hPN i = 1� (M � 1)(Z2 � 1)

r
D

2�N
exp(� N =2D )

�

Z 1

�1

d
exp(� D 2=2N )

cosh + Z sinh
: (56)

For large N =D ,the dom inant dependence com es from

the term outside the integral,and the N =D dependence

inside the integrand m ay be neglected.In thislim it,the

purity m ay be approxim ated as

hPN i� 1� �(1� M )
p
1� Z2

p
D =(2�N )exp(� N =2D );

(57)

yielding an approach to purity with rate(2D )�1 ,halfas

fastasthefeedback case,in agreem entwith Jacobs.The

result (56) generalizes Jacobs’no-feedback puri�cation

result to arbitrary initialstates. Before concluding,we

pointoutthatW isem an and Ralph haverecently shown

thatthe advantage offeedback for puri�cation depends

on how thequestion isform ulated.35 Ifinstead ofasking

about the average puri�cation for a �xed tim e,we ask

about the average tim e taken to reach a given purity,

then the no feedback caseisactually better.

V III. C O N C LU SIO N S

The quantum Bayesian approach to the problem of

quantum m easurem ent has been derived from POVM

form alism ,applied to a m esoscopic scattering detector.

By considering an elem entary scattering event,m easure-

m ent operators associated with the successfulor failed

detection ofthe electron in the currentcollectorcan be

identi�ed. W e recoverthe quantum Bayesian form alism

in the continuouscurrentapproxim ation.

K icked Q ND m easurem entshavebeen analyzed within

the quantum Bayesian form alism .W e derivea quantum

m ap representation that,whilediscretein thetim eindex,

describesa sequenceofweak m easurem ents.Unitary op-

erations (easily im plem ented by waiting a fraction ofa

Rabiperiod),togetherwith kicked m easurem ents,can be

represented asa sequenceofconform alm appings,where

theunitary m apsaredeterm inistic,and the kicked m ea-

surem ent m aps are stochastic. A close analogy exists

between these quantum m apsand the Lorentz transfor-

m ationsofspecialrelativity.

W e have calculated the m easurem ent statistics asso-

ciated with com bined weak m easurem ents,and unitary

operations.Theseresultsareapplied to�nd thefeedback

protocolthatdeterm inisticallytakesagiven purestateto

any otherdesired pure state aftera weak m easurem ent,

using conditionalphaseshifts.

Next,we have investigated the processofpuri�cation

ofm ixed density m atrices under kicked Q ND m easure-

m ent. The concept of\m urity" (the physicalquantity

that is preserved under m easurem ent) has been intro-

duced,and applied to calculatethechangein thestate’s

purity associated with a m easurem ent.Puri�cation with

and withoutfeedback hasalso been investigated.

W estressthatkicked Q ND m easurem entsprovidesan

experim entallyviablewayofim plem entingideasin quan-

tum feedback: Any com bination ofweak m easurem ents

and unitary operations can be accom plished by apply-

ing a sequenceofvoltagepulsesto the detector,and the

intrinsic quiet tim e between kicks allows the necessary

processing tim e forfeedback to occur.
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