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A bstract

A requirem entform any quantum com putation schem esistheabil-

itytom easuresinglespins.Thispaperexam inesoneproposed schem e:

m agnetic resonance force m icroscopy,including thee�ectsoftherm al

noise and back-action from m onitoring. W e derive a sim pli�ed equa-

tion usingtheadiabaticapproxim ation,and produceastochasticpure

state unraveling which isusefulfornum ericalsim ulations.

1 Introduction

Single-spin m easurem entisan extrem ely im portantchallenge,and necessary
forthe future successfuldevelopm entofseveralrecentspin-based proposals
forquantum inform ation processing.[1,2,3,4,5]Thereareboth directand
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indirectsingle-spin m easurem entproposals. The idea behind som e indirect
proposals is to transform the problem ofdetecting a single spin into the
task ofm easuring chargetransport[2,6],sincetheability to detecta single
chargeisnow available.Fordirectsingle-spin detection,m agneticresonance
force m icroscopy (M RFM ) has been suggested [7,8,9]as one ofthe m ost
prom isingtechniques.Todate,theM RFM techniquehasbeen dem onstrated
with sensitivity to a few hundred spins[10,11].

In thispaperwe discuss how to read outthe quantum state ofa single
spin using the M RFM technique based on cyclic adiabatic inversion (CAI).
[12,10,9]In thisCAIM RFM technique,thefrequency ofthespin inversion
in the rotating fram e is in resonance with the m echanicalvibration ofan
ultra thin cantilever,allowing it to am plify the otherwise extrem ely weak
force due to the spin. These am pli�ed vibrationscan then be detected by,
e.g.,opticalm ethods.

Previous studies [8,9]ofthe dynam ics ofsingle-spin m easurem ent by
M RFM considered only theunitary evolution ofthespin and thecantilever
system ,withoutincluding any e�ectsofexternalenvironm entsorm easure-
m entdevices.Only recently,thee�ectoftherm alnoise environm enton the
dynam icsofthespin-cantileversystem in theM RFM wasstudied [13]by us-
ing theCaldeira-Leggettm asterequation [14]in thehigh-tem peraturelim it.

Thereis,however,a m acroscopicdevicein theM RFM setup which m ea-
sures the cantilever m otion and hence provides inform ation aboutthe spin
state.To ourknowledge,theback-action ofthem easurem entdeviceand the
e�ectofthetherm alnoiseon thedynam icsofthecantilever-spin system for
thesingle-spin detection problem by M RFM havenotyetbeen investigated
system atically.In thispaper,weinclude,in ouranalysis,a m easurem entde-
vice (a �ber-optic interferom eter)to m onitorthe position ofthe cantilever.
W econsidervariousrelevantsourcesofnoiseand calculatethesignal-to-noise
ratiooftheoutputphotocurrentofthem easurem entdevice.W ealsodevelop
a realistic continuous m easurem ent m odel,and discuss the approxim ations
and conditionstoachieveaquantum non-dem olition m easurem entofasingle
spin by M RFM .Finally,wepresentsom esim ulation resultsofthedynam ics
ofthesingle-spin m easurem entprocess.
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Figure1:Schem atic diagram oftheM RFM setup.

2 T he m easurem ent schem e

A schem atic illustration ofthe M RFM setup isshown in Fig 1. A uniform
m agnetic�eld,B 0,pointsin thepositivez-direction.A singlespin isplaced
in frontofthe cantilever tip which can oscillate only in the z-direction. A
ferrom agnetic particle (or sm allm agnetic m aterial) m ounted on the can-
tilevertip producesa non-uniform m agnetic �eld orm agnetic �eld gradient
of(@B z=@Z)0 on thesinglespin.Asaresult,a reactiveforce(orinteraction)
acts back on the m agnetic cantilever tip in the z-direction from the single
spin.Theorigin ischosen to betheequilibrium position ofthecantilevertip
withoutthepresence ofthespin.

In CAI,thecantileverisdriven atitsresonancefrequency to am plify the
otherwiseverysm allvibrationalam plitude.Thisisachieved byam odulation
schem e using the frequency m odulation ofa rotating radio-frequency (RF)
m agnetic �eld in the x-y plane. In this case,the rotating RF �eld can be
represented as B 1x = B 1cosf[! + �!(t)]tg,B 1y = � B1sinf[! + �!(t)]tg,
where the frequency m odulation �!(t)is a periodic function in tim e with
theresonantfrequency !m ofthecantilever.In thereference fram erotating
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with theB 1,thespin-cantileverHam iltonian can bewritten as

Ĥ SZ(t)= Ĥ Z � �h[!L � ! � �!(t)]̂Sz � �h!1Ŝx � g�

 
@B z

@Z

!

0

Ẑ Ŝz ; (1)

where!L = g�B z=�h and !1 = g�B 1=�h arerespectively theLarm orand Rabi
frequencies, B z includes the uniform m agnetic �eld B 0 and the m agnetic
�eld produced by the ferrom agnetic particle,g and � are the g-factorand
theelectron ornuclearm agneton,and

Ĥ Z =
1

2m
p̂
2 +

m !2
m

2
Ẑ
2 (2)

isthe Ham iltonian ofthecantileverin isolation (i.e.,with no externalm ag-
netic �eld coupling it to the spin). For ! = !L,we arrive at an e�ective
cantilever-spin Ham iltonian oftheform

Ĥ SZ(t)= Ĥ Z � 2�̂Z Ŝz + f(t)Ŝz � "̂Sx ; (3)

where f(t)= �!(t),� = (g�=2)(@B z=@Z)0 and " = �h!1. W e willdiscuss
in details the rotating picture and adiabatic approxim ation for the spin-
cantileversystem in thenextsection.

In thefollowing,webrie
y describethebasicprinciple ofthesingle-spin
m easurem entby CAIM RFM .In thecasewhen theadiabaticapproxim ation
isexact,theinstantaneouseigenstatesofthespin Ham iltonian in therotating
fram eoftheB 1 �eld arethespin statesparallelorantiparalleltothedirection
of the e�ective m agnetic �eld B e�(t) = (";0;� f(t)), denoted as jv� (t)i,
respectively.W ede�nean operator Ŝ0

z forthe com ponentofspin along this
axis. Note thatthe initialspin state in the laboratory fram e hasthe sam e
expression as the initialstate in the rotating fram e. Starting at a general
initialspin state(in thelaboratory orrotating fram e)of

�(0)= aj"i+ bj#i (4)

in the Ŝz representation,we can rewrite thisinitialstate in the basisofthe
instantaneouseigenstatesofŜ0

z as

�(0)= ae�jv+ (0)i+ be�jv� (0)i; (5)
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where

ae� = acos(� 0=2)+ bsin(� 0=2); (6)

be� = � asin(�0=2)+ bcos(� 0=2); (7)

and � 0 � �(0)isthe initialangle between the e�ective m agnetic m agnetic
�eld and the z-axis direction. This im plies tan[�(t)]= B e�

x (t)=B e�
z (t) =

� "=f(t). Itthen followsfrom the adiabatic theorem thatthe spin state at
tim etcan bewritten as:

�(t) = ae�jv+ (t)iexp(�
i

�h

Z t

0

�+ (t
0)dt0)

+be�jv� (t)iexp(�
i

�h

Z
t

0

�� (t
0)dt0); (8)

where�� (t)areinstantaneouseigenvalues.Sotheprobabilitiesof�ndingthe
spin tobein theinstantaneouseigenstatesjv� (t)iarerespectively jae�j2 and
jbe�j

2.Sincethecoe�cientsa e� and be� aretim eindependent,theprobabil-
itiesjae�j2 and jbe�j2 rem ain thesam eatalltim es.Thisprovidesuswith an
opportunity to m easuretheinitialspin stateprobabilitiesatlatertim es.

How dowem easurethesespin stateprobabilities? Theideaistotransfer
theinform ation ofthespin stateto thestateofthedriven cantilever.In the
interactionpictureinwhich thestateisrotatingwiththeinstantaneouseigen-
statesofthespin Ham iltonian,thespin-cantileverinteraction can bewritten
as2�Ẑ Ŝ0

zcos[�(t)].Asa result,thephaseofthedriven cantilevervibrations
dependson theorientation ofthespin states.Supposethattheinitialstate
isa productstate ofthe cantileverand spin parts. Ata latertim e,due to
theinteraction between them ,thetotalstatebecom esentangled.M onitoring
thephaseofthecantilevervibrationswillgiveustheinform ation aboutthe
spin. Num ericalsim ulations(see Fig.4 with reasonable param etersforthe
CAIapproxim ations)indicatethatastheam plitudeofthecantilevervibra-
tionsincreaseswith tim e,thephasedi�erencein theoscillationsforthetwo
di�erentinitialspin eigenstatesofŜ0

z approaches�.In otherwords,them ea-
surem entofthesingle-spin statescan beachieved by m onitoring thephases
ofthecantilevervibrationsatsom elatertim et.Phase-sensitive,opticalho-
m odyne m easurem ents ofthe cantilever vibrations can be perform ed using
a �ber-optic interferom eter. The m ain purpose ofthis paper is to present
a realistic and detailed analysisofthe single-spin m easurem entschem e,in-
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cluding the e�ectsofthe m easurem entdevice and otherrelevantsourcesof
noise.

3 T he rotating picture and adiabatic approx-

im ation

W eassum ean e�ectivecantilever-spin Ham iltonian oftheform (3)wherefor
them om entweletf(t)and "bearbitrary,and Ĥ Z istheHam iltonian given
by (2).Itisusefulto group thisinto threeterm s

Ĥ SZ(t)= Ĥ Z + Ĥ I + Ĥ S(t); (9)

where

Ĥ I � � 2�̂Z Ŝz ;

Ĥ S(t) � f(t)̂Sz � "̂Sx : (10)

Thestateofthecantilever-spin system evolvesaccording to theSchr�odinger
equation

dj (t)i

dt
= �

i

�h
Ĥ SZ(t)j (t)i: (11)

In realistic cases,the spin partofthe Ham iltonian (representing preces-
sionunderthem agnetic�eld)givesanevolutionwhichisveryrapidcom pared
tothereaction tim eofthecantilever.Itthereforem akessensetoswitch toan
interaction picture in which thestate isrotating along with thisprecession.
W edo thisby introducing a (partial)tim etranslation operator

ÛS(t)� :exp�
i

�h

�Z t

0

Ĥ S(t
0)dt0

�

:; (12)

where ::indicates that the integralis to be taken in a tim e-ordered sense;
thisunitary operatorobeysthedi�erentialequation

dÛS(t)

dt
= �

i

�h
Ĥ S(t)ÛS(t): (13)

W ethen introducethestatej~ (t)iin therotatingpicture:

j~ (t)i� Û
y

S(t)j (t)i; (14)
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with j (t)ithe solution ofthe originalSchr�odingerequation (11)attim e t.
Theevolution equation forj~ (t)iis

dj~ (t)i

dt
=

dÛ
y

S(t)

dt
j (t)i+ Û

y

S(t)
dj (t)i

dt

=
i

�h
Û
y

S(t)Ĥ S(t)j (t)i�
i

�h
Û
y

S(t)Ĥ SZ(t)j (t)i

= �
i

�h
Ĥ Zj~ (t)i�

i

�h

h

Û
y

S(t)Ĥ IÛS(t)
i

j~ (t)i

= �
i

�h
Ĥ Zj~ (t)i+

2i�

�h
Ẑ
h

Û
y

S(t)ŜzÛS(t)
i

j~ (t)i: (15)

W ecan de�nea locked spin operator ŜL(t)

ŜL(t)�
h

Û
y

S(t)ŜzÛS(t)
i

; (16)

in term softhis,theequation ofm otion forj~ ibecom es

dj~ (t)i

dt
= �

i

�h
Ĥ Zj~ (t)i+

2i�

�h
Ẑ ŜL(t)j~ (t)i: (17)

Unfortunately,itisdi�culttogetan exactsolution for ÛS(t)forageneral
function f(t).Thism eansthatitisalsodi�culttoderivean exactexpression
for ŜL(t),and the rotating picture (15),while form ally correct,isnotvery
helpful.

However,while we cannot easily �nd an exact expression for ÛS(t) for
generalf(t),we can easily �nd an approxim ate solution for a large class
offunctions. Suppose that " is large and f(t) is slowly varying,so that
jf(t)j;"� jf0(t)=f(t)jfortypicalvaluesoff(t)and f0(t).Then Ĥ S(t)isalso
slowly varying,and ifa spin beginsin an instantaneouseigenstateofĤ S(t),
itwillrem ain close to an instantaneouseigenstate ofĤ S(t)foralltim esby
theadiabatictheorem .

TheinstantaneouseigenstatesofĤ S(t)are

Ĥ S(t)jv� (t)i= �� (t)jv� (t)i� � �(t)jv� (t)i; (18)

where

�(t) =
q

f2(t)+ "2 ;

jv� (t)i =
"

q

(f(t)� �(t))2 + "2
j#i�

f(t)� �(t)
q

(f(t)� �(t))2 + "2
j"i: (19)
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W eusetheseinstantaneouseigenvectorsand eigenvaluestode�nean approx-
im ation to theunitary operator ÛS(t):

Û
0
S(t)= Î
 jv+ (t)ihv+ (0)je

� i�(t) + Î
 jv� (t)ihv� (0)je
i�(t)

; (20)

with theaccum ulated phase

�(t)�
1

�h

Z t

0

�(t0)dt0: (21)

Notethat�(t)obeysd�(t)=dt= �(t).Thisim pliesthat

dÛ 0
S(t)

dt
= �

i

�h
�(t)̂I
 jv+ (t)ihv+ (0)je

� i�(t) +
i

�h
�(t)̂I
 jv� (t)ihv� (0)je

i�(t)

+ Î

djv+ (t)i

dt
hv+ (0)je

� i�(t) + Î

djv� (t)i

dt
hv� (0)je

i�(t)

= �
i

�h
Ĥ S(t)Û

0
S(t)+ Î


djv+ (t)i

dt
hv+ (0)je

� i�(t)

+ Î

djv� (t)i

dt
hv� (0)je

i�(t)
; (22)

which hasthe form of(13)plussom e additionalterm s.From the de�nition
(19)ofjv� (t)i,wesee

djv� (t)i

dt
= �

1

2

"

�2(t)

df(t)

dt
jv� (t)i: (23)

Provided that f(t) is slowly varying,the additionalterm s in (22) willbe
sm all.

Just as before,we can de�ne a rotating picture,now using the unitary
transform ation Û 0

S(t),

j� (t)i�
�

Û
0
S(t)

�y
j (t)i: (24)

Thisgivesusa new evolution equation forj� i:

dj� (t)i

dt
=

d(Û 0
S(t))

y

dt
j (t)i+ (Û 0

S(t))
ydj (t)i

dt

= �
i

�h
Ĥ Zj

� (t)i+
2i�

�h
Ẑ
h

(Û 0
S(t))

y
ŜzÛ

0
S(t)

i

j� (t)i
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+ Î


 

jv+ (0)i
dhv+ (t)j

dt
e� i�(t)

+jv� (0)i
dhv� (t)j

dt
ei�(t)

!

Û
0
S(t)j� (t)i: (25)

Atthispoint,itishelpfulto introducea new setofspin operators

Ŝ
0
x =

�h

2
Î
 (jv+ (0)ihv� (0)j+ jv� (0)ihv+ (0)j) ;

Ŝ
0
y =

i�h

2
Î
 (jv� (0)ihv+ (0)j� jv+ (0)ihv� (0)j) ;

Ŝ
0
z =

�h

2
Î
 (jv+ (0)ihv+ (0)j� jv� (0)ihv� (0)j) : (26)

Usingthede�nition (20)for Û 0
S(t),wecan solveforthevariousterm sin (25):

(Û 0
S(t))

y
ŜzÛ

0
S(t)= �

f(t)

�(t)
Ŝ
0
z �

"

�(t)

�

Ŝ
0
x cos(2�(t))� Ŝ

0
y sin(2�(t))

�

: (27)

Î


 

jv+ (0)i
dhv+ (t)j

dt
e� i�(t) + jv� (0)i

dhv� (t)j

dt
ei�(t)

!

Û
0
S(t)=

i"

�h�2(t)

df(t)

dt

�

Ŝ
0
x sin(2�(t))+ Ŝ

0
y cos(2�(t))

�

: (28)

Substituting (26{28)into (25),weget

dj� (t)i

dt
= �

i

�h
Ĥ Zj� (t)i+

2i�

�h
Ẑ
f(t)

�(t)
Ŝ
0
zj
� (t)i

+
2i�

�h
Ẑ

"

�(t)

�

Ŝ
0
x cos(2�(t))� Ŝ

0
y sin(2�(t))

�

j� (t)i

+i
"

�h�2(t)

df(t)

dt

�

Ŝ
0
x sin(2�(t))+ Ŝ

0
y cos(2�(t))

�

j� (t)i:(29)

Note that this equation is stillexact| it is equivalent to the original
Schr�odingerequation (11).However,wecan seethatifjf(t)j;"arelarge,then
�(t)willbe a rapidly growing function,and the lasttwo term sofequation
(29)willoscillatevery rapidly com pared to the�rsttwo term s.Overa short
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period relative to the response tim e ofthe cantilever they willessentially
averageaway to nothing.In thislim it,therefore,wecan reasonably m akea
rotating-waveapproxim ation,to gettheapproxim ateevolution equation

dj� (t)i

dt
� �

i

�h

�

Ĥ Z � 2�(f(t)=�(t))̂ZŜ0
z

�

j� (t)i: (30)

Thisisequivalentto m aking an exactadiabaticapproxim ation,asdescribed
in section 2.W e can see how thisapproxim ation com paresto the com plete
Ham iltonian forareasonablesetofparam etervaluesin �gures2and 3.This
setofparam eterswaschosen to m atch thoseofBerm an etal.[9],aswasthe
set oftim es plotted in �gure 3. Com parison shows thatourresults m atch
their unitary sim ulations to good precision. For the rest ofthis paper we
willbe using the rotating wave approxim ation,and representing states in
the rotating fram e. Forsim plicity,we henceforth om itthe accentfrom the
statej� i.
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Figure 2: M ean cantileverposition hẐivs. tforthe com plete and rotating
waveHam iltonians.

In this rotating-wave approxim ation,ifthe spin begins in an instanta-
neouseigenstateofĤ S(t),itwillrem ain in an instantaneouseigenstateatall
tim es.Ifitbeginsin asuperposition ofthetwoeigenstates,thespin and can-
tileverdegreesoffreedom willbecom eentangled,with thetwocom ponentsof
the wavefunction corresponding to the two spin directionsrem aining undis-
turbed foralltim es.M onitoring theposition ofthecantileverthen servesas
a nondem olition m easurem entofthespin,aswewould wish.
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Figure3:Theprobability distribution,p(z),of�ndingthecantileveratposi-
tion z ata rangeoftim esforthecom pleteand rotating waveHam iltonians.
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Note thatthe correctionsto the adiabatic approxim ation include term s
which can 
ip the spin. These term s m ust rem ain sm allforthe system to
be a true nondem olition m easurem ent. The resultofthe spin m easurem ent
m anifestsitselfasa � phaseshiftin theoscillation ofthecantilever.W ecan
seethisin �gure4.
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Figure4:M ean cantileverposition hẐivs.tforinitialspin up and down in
the Ŝ0

z direction.
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4 T he therm alenvironm ent

Unfortunately,in practice we cannottreatthe cantileverasan isolated sys-
tem .Itiscoupled atleastweakly to thevibrationalm odesofthebulk,and
is therefore subject to dissipation and therm alnoise. Since the cantilever
can be treated asa single harm onic oscillator,we can m odelthe e�ects of
thistherm albath by the well-known Caldeira-Leggett[14]m asterequation
in thehigh-tem peraturelim it:

_� = �
i

�h
[Ĥ SZ(t);�]�

i
m

�h
[̂Z;fp̂;�g]�


m

2‘2
[̂Z;[̂Z;�]]; (31)

wheretheparam etersare


m =
�

2m
;

‘ =
�h

2
p
m kT

; (32)

m isthecantileverm ass,T isthetem perature,k isBoltzm ann’sconstant(or
theequivalentforoursystem ofunits),and � isthestrength ofthecoupling
to the therm albath. W e can interpret 
m (with units ofinverse tim e) as
the dissipation rate and ‘ (with unitsoflength)asthe therm alde Broglie
wavelength.

A featureofthisequation isthatitdoesn’tnecessarily preservetheposi-
tivity of� on shorttim escales(though atlong tim esitiswell-behaved)[17].
Thisarisesbecauseoftheapproxim ationswhich arem adein thederivation,
which becom e invalid at very short tim es. W hile this m ay be physically
unim portant,itcan beinconvenient;in particular,ifwewish to unravelthe
evolution into a stochastic Schr�odinger equation [23](aswe willin section
6),itisnecessary to startwith a m asterequation in Lindblad form ,[16]

_� = �
i

�h
[Ĥ ;�]+

X

j

h

2L̂j�L̂
y

j � f̂L
y

jL̂j;�g
i

; (33)

for som e Herm itian Ĥ and set of generalLindblad operators fL̂jg. The
Caldeira-Leggettequation (31)isnotofthisform ,which iswhy itcan violate
positivity of�.

Theexactquantum Brownian m otion m asterequation wasshown [17]not
to have the Lindblad form ,but ratherrequires tim e-dependent coe�cients
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to ensure the positivity ofthe density m atrix atshorttim es. However,by
keeping m ore term sfrom the high-orm edium -tem perature-lim itexpansion
in a consistentway,Di�osi[18]hasshown thattheCaldeira-Leggettequation
can bereplaced by anotherm asterequation which isofLindblad form ,and
which agreeswith itexceptatvery shorttim eswhen theequation’svalidity
isquestionablein any case.Thisisdoneby addingaterm to(31)oftheform
� (
m ‘2=2�h

2)[̂p;[̂p;�]].Theprocedureisanalogousto com pleting thesquare.
Ifwechoosetheansatz

L̂ = AẐ + iB p̂ (34)

with realA;B ,plug itinto theequation (33),and equateitto theCaldeira-
Leggettequation (31)plustheadditionalterm ,weget

_� = � (i=�h)[̂H ;�]� A
2[̂Z;[̂Z;�]]� B

2[̂p;[̂p;�]]

+iAB (� 2̂Z�p̂+ Ẑ p̂� + �Ẑ p̂+ 2p̂�Ẑ � p̂̂Z� � �p̂̂Z)

= � (i=�h)[̂H SZ(t);�]�

m

2‘2
[̂Z;[̂Z;�]]�


m ‘
2

2�h2
[̂p;[̂p;�]]

+
i
m

�h
(̂p�Ẑ � Ẑ p̂� � Ẑ �p̂+ �p̂̂Z); (35)

which im pliesthat

A =
q


m =2‘2 ;

B =
q


m ‘
2=2�h2 ;

Ĥ = Ĥ SZ(t)+ (
m =2)(Ẑ p̂+ p̂Ẑ)� Ĥ
0
SZ(t): (36)

So theLindblad operatorforthisequation is

L̂ =
q


m =2
�

(1=‘)Ẑ + i(‘=�h)̂p
�

; (37)

and thee�ective Ham iltonian,going to therotating pictureand m aking use
oftheapproxim ation derived in section 3,is

Ĥ
0
SZ(t)=

1

2m
p̂
2 +

m !2
m

2
Ẑ
2 � 2�(f(t)=�(t))̂ZŜ0

z + (
m =2)(Ẑ p̂+ p̂Ẑ): (38)

In order for the cantilever to be an e�ective m easurem ent device,the loss
ratem ustbevery low:!m � 
m .
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5 T he e�ects ofm onitoring

In order to serve as a m easurem ent schem e, we m ust have som e way of
m onitoring the m otion ofthe cantilever. Because ofthe m icroscopic scale
ofthe m otion,this is not so easily done. One approach is to use optical
interferom etry to m easurethecantileverposition.

Asshown in �gure1,thecantileverform sonesideofan opticalm icrocav-
ity and the cleaved end ofthe �berform sthe otherside. Asthe cantilever
m oves,theresonantfrequency ofthe cavity changes.Because the tim escale
ofthecantilever’sm otion isvery long com pared to theopticaltim escale,we
can treatthe e�ectsofthisin the adiabatic lim it. The cavity m ode isalso
subjecttodrivingbyan externallaser,and hasavery high lossrate.Thefull
m asterequation [19]forthe cantilever-spin-cavity system in the interaction
pictureis

_� = �
i

�h
[Ĥ 0

SZ(t);�]+ 2̂L�L̂y � L̂
y
L̂� � �̂L

y
L̂

� i[E (̂ay + â)+ â
y
â(�+ � Ẑ);�]

+(
c=2)(2̂a�â
y � â

y
â� � �â

y
â); (39)

where Ĥ 0
SZ(t) and L̂ are the Ham iltonian and Lindblad operator for the

cantilever and spin given by eqns.(37) and (38),E is the strength ofthe
laserdriving,� isthedetuning from the\neutral" cavity frequency,� isthe
coupling strength ofthecantileverto thecavity m ode,and 
c isthelossrate
ofthecavity.

Suppose now that we perform hom odyne m easurem ent [15,20]on the
lightwhich escapesfrom the cavity. W e would like to replace the equation
(39)above with an equation forthe conditionalevolution of�,conditioned
on theoutputphotocurrentIc(t).Theconditionalevolution equation forour
system then becom es[20,21](in It̂o calculusform )

d� = �
i

�h
[Ĥ 0

SZ(t);�]dt+
�

2L̂�L̂y � L̂
y
L̂� � �̂L

y
L̂
�

dt

� i[E (̂ay + â)+ â
y
â(�+ � Ẑ);�]dt

+(
c=2)
�

2̂a�ây � â
y
â� � �â

y
â
�

dt

+
p

ced

�

â� + �â
y � ĥa+ â

yi�
�

dW t; (40)
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where 0 � ed � 1 is the detector e�ciency and dW t is a realstochastic
di�erentialvariablewhich obeysthestatistics

M [dW t]= 0; M [dW tdW s]= �(t� s)dt: (41)

Thisnoiseisrelated to theoutputphotocurrent[15,20,21]

Ic(t)= �

"


cedĥa+ â
yi
t
+
p

ced

dW t

dt

#

; (42)

where� isa constantgiving thedevice’srangeofresponse.
W e want to operate in the \bad cavity" lim it where 
c � !m . This

m eans thatthe cavity m ode willapproach equilibrium on a tim escale very
shortcom pared to thatofthe cantilever’s m otion,so thatthe cavity m ode
can be adiabatically elim inated [19,20,21]from this equation,leaving an
equation in term softhespin and cantileverposition alone.

Letthe detuning vanish � ! 0 and the coupling � to the cantileverbe
very sm all. Ifwe initially neglectthiscoupling altogether,we can solve for
thesteady-stateofthecavity m odein isolation from thecantilever:

� i[E (̂ay + â);�]+ (
c=2)
�

2̂a�ây � â
y
â� � �â

y
â
�

= 0;
�

â� + �â
y � ĥa+ â

yi�
�

= 0; (43)

which im plies that � = j�0ih�0j,where âj�0i = �0j�0i is a coherent state
with

�0 = �
2iE


c
: (44)

Now letusrestore the coupling � between the cantileverand the cavity
m ode. Ifthiscoupling isvery sm all,then the state ofthe cavity m ode will
rem ain very close to the state j�0i. In thiscase,itisvery usefulto switch
to a displaced basis [19,20,21]for the cavity m ode. W e switch from the
operators â;̂ay to displaced operators

b̂� â� �0 ;

b̂
y � â

y � �
�
0
; (45)

and displaced num berstates

b̂
ŷ
bjni= njni: (46)
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Obviously j0i= j�0i,and j1i= âyj�0i� ��
0
j�0i.

W e now m ake the ansatz ofkeeping the two lowest displaced num ber
statesj0;1iofthecavity m odeand neglecting therest.[20,19,21]W ethen
writethefulldensity m atrix forthespin-cantilever-cavity system as

�(t)= �0(t)
 j0ih0j+ �1(t)
 j1ih0j+ �
y

1(t)
 j0ih1j+ �2(t)
 j1ih1j; (47)

where �0;1;2 are operators which act on the Hilbert space ofthe cantilever
and spin,and �0;2 are self-adjoint. The reduced density m atrix ofthe spin-
cantileveraloneisobtained by tracing outthecavity m ode,yielding

�SZ(t)= �0(t)+ �2(t): (48)

Ifwesubstitutethede�nitions(45)and (47)intothestochasticm asterequa-
tion (40)and collectterm s,wegetasetofcoupled equationsin theoperators
�0;1;2:

d�0 =
�

�
i

�h
[Ĥ 0

SZ(t);�0]+ 2L̂�0L̂
y � L̂

y
L̂�0 � �0L̂

y
L̂

�

dt

�
4i�E 2


2c
[̂Z;�0]dt+

2�E


c
(Ẑ �1 + �

y

1Ẑ)dt+ 
c�2dt

+
p

ced

�

�1 + �
y

1 � �0Trf�1 + �
y

1g
�

dW t; (49)

d�1 =
�

�
i

�h
[Ĥ 0

SZ(t);�1]+ 2L̂�1L̂
y � L̂

y
L̂�1 � �1L̂

y
L̂

�

dt

� i�Ẑ�1dt�
4i�E 2


2c
[̂Z;�1]dt�

2�E


c
(Ẑ�0 � �2Ẑ)dt� (
c=2)�1dt

+
p

ced

�

�2 � �1Trf�1 + �
y

1g
�

dW t; (50)

d�2 =
�

�
i

�h
[Ĥ 0

SZ(t);�2]+ 2L̂�2L̂
y
� L̂

y
L̂�2 � �2L̂

y
L̂

�

dt

�

 

i� +
4i�E 2


2c

!

[̂Z;�2]dt�
2�E


c
(Ẑ �y1 + �1Ẑ)dt� 
c�2dt

�
p

ced�2Trf�1 + �

y

1gdW t: (51)
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Both �1 and �2 contain dam pingterm s,which im plythattheywillrem ain
sm allatalltim esprovided �Ẑ issu�ciently sm allcom pared to
 c.(Thisalso
im pliesthatouransatzisreasonableforsu�ciently sm all�.)

By m akinguseoftheaboveequations,wecan �nd theevolution equation
forthereduced density m atrix �SZ:

d�SZ(t) = d�0(t)+ d�2(t)

=
�

�
i

�h
[Ĥ 0

SZ(t);�SZ]+ 2L̂�SZ L̂
y � L̂

y
L̂�SZ � �SZ L̂

y
L̂

�

dt

�
4i�E 2


2c
[̂Z;�SZ]dt+

2�E


c
[̂Z;�1 � �

y

1]dt� i�[̂Z;�2]dt

+
p

ced

�

�1 + �
y

1 � �SZTrf�1 + �
y

1g
�

dW t: (52)

Ifwe keep only term s to second order in �Ẑ we can neglect the �2 term .
Thisleavesonly theterm sproportionalto �1� �

y

1,which weneed only know
to leading order in �Ẑ. Provided (as we have already assum ed) that the
cantilever m oves slowly com pared to the tim escale set by 
c and that �Ẑ
can be treated as sm all,then to leading order d�1 vanishes;�1 rem ains in
an approxim ateequilibrium state.Ifwem akeuseofthisassum ption wecan
(again to leading order)solvefor�1 � �

y

1:

�1 + �
y

1 � �
4�E


2c
fẐ ;�SZg ;

�1 � �
y

1 � �
4�E


2c
[̂Z;�SZ]; (53)

which when inserted into (52)givesusa closed evolution equation for�SZ:

d�SZ(t) =
�

�
i

�h
[Ĥ 0

SZ(t);�SZ]+ 2L̂�SZ L̂
y � L̂

y
L̂�SZ � �SZ L̂

y
L̂

�

dt

�
4i�E 2


2c
[̂Z;�SZ]dt�

8�2E 2


3c
[̂Z;[̂Z;�SZ]]dt

+
p

ced

4�E


2c

�

Ẑ �SZ + �SZ Ẑ � 2�SZTrf�SZg
�

dW t: (54)

(Notethatwehaveabsorbed a factorof� 1 into dWt.)
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Exam ining theterm sin (54),weseethatby elim inating thecavity m ode
we get another e�ective term in the Ham iltonian, and another Lindblad
operator.W ecan thereforewritethisstochasticm asterequation in theform

d�SZ(t) = �
i

�h
[Ĥ e�(t);�SZ]dt+

2X

j= 1

�

2L̂j�SZ L̂
y

j � L̂
y

jL̂j�SZ � �SZ L̂
y

jL̂j

�

dt

+
q

ed=2
�

(̂L2 � ĥL2i)�SZ + �SZ (̂L2 � ĥL2i)
�

dW t; (55)

wherewenow m akethede�nitions

L̂1 =
q


m =2
�

(1=‘)Ẑ + i(‘=�h)̂p
�

L̂2 =
q

8�2E 2=
3cẐ ;

Ĥ e�(t) =
1

2m
p̂
2 +

m !2
m

2
Ẑ
2
� 2�(f(t)=�(t))̂ZŜ0

z

+
4�E 2


2c
Ẑ + (
m =2)(Ẑ p̂+ p̂Ẑ): (56)

Note thatthe term 4�E 2Ẑ =
2c isa constantforce,which justdisplaces the
equilibrium position ofthecantilever.Itcan beelim inated sim ply by chang-
ing the origin of Ẑ,and is in any case sm allfor reasonable values ofthe
param eters.Theoutputfrom thehom odynem easurem entnow corresponds
to a m easurem entofthecantileverposition hẐi:

Ic(t)= �

 

�
8ed�E


c
hẐi+

p

ced

dW t

dt

!

: (57)

As we shallsee in the next section,we can further unravelthis stochastic
m asterequation (55)into a stochastic Schr�odingerequation forpurestates.
Thisfurtherunraveling providesconsiderable im provem entin num ericalef-
�ciency,though itdoesnotrepresentan actualm easurem entprocess.

6 Pure state unraveling

Thestochasticm asterequation(55)representstheevolutionofthecantilever-
spin system ,conditioned on the photocurrentm easurem ent record Ic(t). If
we averaged over allpossible m easurem ent records,the dW t term s would

19



averageto zero,and wewould beleftwith an ordinary determ inisticm aster
equation forthecantileverand spin.Itisforthisreason thatthestochastic
m asterequation isthereforeoften referred to asan unravelingoftheaverage
m asterequation.

Fornum ericalpurposes,itisoften m uch easierto solvean equation fora
pure state vectorratherthan a density m atrix [22,23].Itisthereforeuseful
to unravelequation (55) stillfurther to an equation which preserves pure
states.W edo thisby introducing a second stochasticprocess.

First,letusidealizeto perfectdetectore�ciency e d = 1.W ethen intro-
ducethenew m asterequation

d�SZ(t) = �
i

�h
[Ĥ e�(t);�SZ]dt+

2X

j= 1

�

2L̂j�SZ L̂
y

j � L̂
y

jL̂j�SZ � �SZ L̂
y

jL̂j

�

dt

+
2X

j= 1

�

(̂Lj � ĥLji)�SZ + �SZ (̂Lj � ĥLji)
�

dW jt; (58)

where theHam iltonian and Lindblad operatorsarethe sam e asin (56)and
we now have two independentnoise processesrepresented by stochastic dif-
ferentialvariablesdW 1t and dW 2t which satisfy

M [dW jt]= 0; dW itdW js = �(t� s)�ijdt: (59)

Ifwetakethem ean of(58)overdW 1twerecoverequation (55).W ecan think
ofthe additionalstochastic process as representing a �ctitious additional
m easurem ent,whose outcom e we average overto recoverthe state which is
conditioned on theactualm easurem ent.

However,equation (58)hasagreatadvantageover(55).If�SZ isinitially
a pure state �SZ = j SZih SZj,itwillrem ain a pure state atalltim es,the
state ofcourse depending on the stochastic processes W 1 and W 2. W e can
recoverthesolution of(55)by averaging

�SZ(t)= M W 1
[j SZ(t)ih SZ(t)j]: (60)

Itwouldbeusefultoreplaceequation(58)withanexplicitevolutionequa-
tion forj SZiinstead of�SZ. Thisequation isthe quantum state di�usion

equation with realnoise[24,25]:

dj SZi = �
i

�h
Ĥ e�(t)j SZidt+

1
p
2

X

j

�

2hL̂y

jiL̂j � L̂
y

jL̂j � jĥLjij
2
�

j SZidt
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+
1
p
2

X

j

�

L̂j � ĥLji
�

j SZidW jt: (61)

Thenonlinearity ofthisequation arisesto preserve thenorm .

7 N um ericalsim ulation

W e have sim ulated this system using the C++ quantum state di�usion li-
brary [26]to num erically solveboth theunitary evolution with Ham iltonian
(30)and the stochastic equation (61). Allofthe �guresin thispaperwere
generated using thissoftware.

W echoseourparam etersbased on thoseused byBerm an etal.,[9].These
valuesare(in arbitrary units):

�h = !m = m = 1;

� = 0:3;

" = 400:0;


m = !m =Q = 0:00001;

kB T = 10000:0; (62)

where Q isthequality factorofthe cantilever. The driving forcef(t)takes
theform

f(t)=
�
� 6000+ 300t if0� t� 20;
1000sin(t� 20) ift> 20.

(63)

Ifwem akecontactwith physicalvaluesforactualcantileversused in experi-
m ents,wehave!m � 105s� 1 and m � 10� 12kg.ThevalueofkB T abovethen
corresponds to a tem perature ofaround 0:1K,which is within the bounds
ofexperim entalfeasibility,though ratherlowerthan the tem peraturesused
in currentexperim ents (around 3K)[11]. Since � = (g�=2)(@Bz=@Z)0,the
value of� corresponds to a �eld gradientofabout1:5� 107T=m ,which is
higher than current experim ents by roughly two orders ofm agnitude [11],
buthopefully thistoowillim provewith tim e.Thecantileverwould undergo
displacem entsofabouta nanom eter.

Alternatively,ratherthan increasing the �eld gradientwe could achieve
sim ilarnum bersbyloweringthespringconstantofthecantilever,forinstance
by shrinking them assofthecantilever.Loweringthem assby afactorof100
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hasthe sam e relative e�ecton � asincreasing the �eld gradientby a factor
often.

W e then m ight ask about realistic param eters for the m onitoring. A
typicalcavity size L isabouta m icrom eter,with a laserfrequency of!c �
1:4� 1015s� 1.Thiscavity isgenerally quitelossy;reasonablequality factors
m ight be in the range Q c � 10{100. The param eter E is a function ofthe

laserpower,E =
q

P
c=�h!c =
q

P=�hQ c. ForP � 1�W and Qc � 100 we

have E � 1013s� 1. The coupling between the cantilever and the cavity is
given by a geom etric factor � = !c=L � 1:4� 1021(m � s)� 1. In arbitrary
units,thisgivescoe�cients

8�E


c
= 1:9� 103 ;

4�E 2


2c
= 7� 102 ;

v
u
u
t
8�2E 2


3c
= 0:07: (64)

The �rst value is the m ultiplier in (57);the second gives the equilibrium
displacem ent ofthe cantilever;the third is the coe�cient ofthe Lindblad
operator L̂2.

One question we can now easily addressishow quickly the state ofthe
spin collapsesontoeigenstatesofŜ0

z.In �gure5weplothŜ
0
ziforten di�erent

trajectories. W e see thatin allten casesthe spin converged to � 1=2 quite
quickly,beforet= 80.

Ifwe com pare thisto the results of�gure 4,we see thatthe spin state
collapsesratherm orequicklythanthecantileveroscillationscanrespond.W e
only geta clearoutputsignalwhen thetwo phasesarewellseparated,which
doesnotoccuruntilnearly t= 150.Generically,the di�culty ofcollapsing
the spin state is m uch less than the di�culty ofobtaining an unequivocal
readout.

The curves depicted in �gure 4 are idealized,withoutthe m easurem ent
noisewhich willalwaysbepresentin theoutputcurrent(42)or(57).In�gure
6 we show whatactualoutputwould look like forthe setofparam eterswe
are discussing. Note thateven with the noise,the two phases(representing
spin up and spin down)are clearly distinguishable. In the nextsection,we
derivean expression forthesignal-to-noiseratio in m oregeneralsituations.
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Figure 5: Expectation value hŜ0
zi vs. t in arbitrary units for ten di�erent

trajectories,showing the rapid localization ofthe spin,foran initialsuper-
position state(jv+ (0)i+ jv� (0)i)=

p
2.

8 Signal-to-noise ratio

Sincewehaveto detectthee�ectofvery weak forceon thecantileverby the
singlespin,weneed very high resolution forthecantileverposition m easure-
m entsand a good controlofthevariousnoisesourcesin theM RFM device.
Asdescribed in section 2,thetiny displacem entofthecantileverism easured
by a�ber-opticinterferom eterasaphaseshiftoftheinterferencefringes.W e
shallanalyzethequantum and therm alnoisein thishom odynem easurem ent
schem e.

The Ham iltonian for the com bined system ofthe spin, cantilever and
cavity m ode,excluding coupling to the environm ents,in the spin rotating
fram eis

Ĥ = Ĥ Z � 2�
f(t)

�(t)
Ẑ Ŝ

0
z + �h!câ

y
â

+�hE (̂aye� i!0t+ âe
i!0t)+ �h�âyâẐ: (65)

Here !c isthe opticalfrequency ofthe cavity m ode,!0 � !c isthe driving
frequency ofthe externallaser and otherterm s and param eters have been
described in section 5.Them asterequation approach in section 4 isvalid in
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Figure 6: Sim ulation ofphotocurrent output in arbitrary units,including
m easurem entnoise,using param etersofsection 7.W ehavechosen thescale
� so that the verticalscale m atches that of�gure 4,and also plotted the
signalswithoutthenoisy dW =dtcom ponents.
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high orm edium tem peraturecase.Hereweanalyzethenoisein theHeisen-
bergpicture,using thequantum Langevin equation approach thatisvalid at
any tem perature.[27]

Usingstandardtechniques,[28,29]thereservoir(environm ental)variables
m ay be elim inated, in the interaction picture with respect to �h!0âyâ, to
give the quantum Langevin equationsdescribing the dynam icsofthe whole
system :

dẐ(t)

dt
=

1

m
p̂(t); (66)

dp̂(t)

dt
= � m !

2

m Ẑ(t)�
�

m
p̂(t)� �h�ây(t)̂a(t)+ Ŵ (t)+ 2�

f(t)

�(t)
Ŝ
0
z(t);(67)

dâ(t)

dt
= � (i!c� i!0 +


c

2
)̂a(t)� i�Ẑ(t)̂a(t)� iE +

p

câin(t); (68)

dŜ0
z(t)

dt
= 0; (69)

dŜ0
x(t)

dt
= 2�

f(t)

�(t)
Ẑ(t)Ŝ0

y(t); (70)

dŜ0
y(t)

dt
= � 2�

f(t)

�(t)
Ẑ(t)Ŝ0

x(t): (71)

In the equations,the usualopticalinputnoise operator âin(t)isassociated
with the vacuum 
uctuations ofthe continuum ofelectrom agnetic m odes
outsidethecavity and itscorrelation function isgiven by

ĥain(t)̂a
y

in(t
0)i= �(t� t

0): (72)

Therandom force Ŵ (t)describesthetherm alnoisem otion (quantum Brow-
nian m otion)ofthe cantileverattem perature T.Forthe case ofan Ohm ic
environm ent,thetherm alrandom forcecorrelation isgiven by [27]

hŴ (t)Ŵ (t0)i=
�h�

�
[F r(t� t

0)+ iF i(t� t
0)]; (73)

where

F r(t) =
Z




0

d! ! cos(!t)coth

 
�h!

2kB T

!

; (74)

F i(t) =
Z




0

d! ! sin(!t); (75)
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with 
 thefrequency cuto� ofthereservoirspectrum .W ithoutthepresence
oftheexternaldrivingforcefrom thespin,thecantilever-cavitysystem canbe
characterized byasem i-classicalsteadystatewith anew equilibrium position
forthe cantilever,displaced by Zst = � �j�stj

2=(m !2
m )with respectto that

with no externaldriving laser�eld,and thecavity m odein a coherentstate
j�stiwith theam plitudegiven by

�st=
� iE


c=2+ i�
; (76)

where � = ! c � !0 � �2j�stj
2=(m !2

m ) is the cavity m ode detuning. By
adjusting either!0 or!c,thedetuning can besettozero �= 0.Asaresult,
�st = �0 = � 2iE =
c. Linearizing the quantum Langevin equations about
thesteady-statevaluesand renam ingwith Ẑ(t),â(t)theoperatorsdescribing
thequantum 
uctuationsaround theclassicalsteady state,weobtain

dẐ(t)

dt
=

1

m
p̂(t); (77)

dp̂(t)

dt
= � m !

2

m Ẑ(t)�
�

m
p̂(t)� �h�[�0â

y(t)+ �
�
0
â(t)]

+ Ŵ (t)+ 2�
f(t)

�(t)
Ŝ
0
z(t); (78)

dâ(t)

dt
= �


c

2
â(t)� i��0Ẑ(t)+

p

câin(t); (79)

dŜ0
z(t)

dt
= 0; (80)

dŜ0
x(t)

dt
= 2�

f(t)

�(t)
[Zst+ Ẑ(t)]̂S0

y(t); (81)

dŜ0
y(t)

dt
= � 2�

f(t)

�(t)
[Zst+ Ẑ(t)]̂S0

x(t): (82)

In thebad cavity lim itwhere
c � !m ;(�=m );�Ẑ [i.e.,set(dâ(t)=dt)= 0 in
(79)],thedynam icsofthe�eld quadrature,ây(t)+ â(t),adiabatically follows
thatofthecantileverposition:

â
y(t)+ â(t)= � i

4��0

c

Ẑ(t)+
2
p

c
[̂ain(t)+ â

y

in(t)]: (83)
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Thus m onitoring this �eld quadrature of the cavity m ode via hom odyne
m easurem ent corresponds to a m easurem ent ofthe cantilever position and
hencethestateofthespin.Using theusualinput-outputrelation,[28,29]

âout(t)=
p

câ(t)� âin; (84)

wem ay de�nean operatorcorresponding to theoutputcurrent

Îout(t) =
p

c�[̂aout(t)+ â

y

out(t)]

= �f
c[̂a(t)+ â
y(t)]�

p

c[̂ain(t)+ â

y

in(t)]g: (85)

Equation (85)issim ilarto (42)with ed = 1.By substituting (83)into (85),
theresultantoutputcurrentin thebad cavity lim itisgiven by

Îout(t)= �

 
� 8�E


c
Ẑ(t)+

p

c [̂ain(t)+ â

y

in(t)]

!

: (86)

This equation is also sim ilar to (57) with ed = 1, obtained from m aster
equation approach.

TheLangevin equationsforŜ0
x and Ŝ

0
y e�ectively decouplefrom theother

equations,since they do notappearon the right-hand-side ofthe equations
forthe othervariables. Because ofthis,they have no e�ectin ourestim ate
ofthe signal-to-noise ratio,and we shalldrop them henceforth. Taking a
Fouriertransform ofthe linearized Langevin equations,we �nd,from (85),
theFouriercom ponentoftheoutputcurrentas

Îout(!) = �
�
c

(i! � 
c=2)

( �

i! +

c

2

�

[̂ain(!)+ â
y

in(!)]

�
2i��0

p

c

m (!2
m � !2 � i�!=m )

"
�h��0

p

c

(i! � 
c=2)
[̂ayin(!)� âin(!)]

+ Ŵ (!)+ G(!)Ŝ0
z]

#)

; (87)

where G(!) is the Fourier transform ofG(t) = 2�f(t)=�(t). The Fourier
com ponentofthem ean outputcurrentsignalisthen given by

jhÎout(!)ij= �
c

 
2�
p

cj�0j

m

!
jG(!)j

jD (!)j
hŜ0

zi; (88)
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where

D (!)=
�

i! �

c

2

� �

!
2

m � !
2 � i!

�

m

�

: (89)

Theoutputcurrentnoisepowerdensity spectrum isde�ned as

Sout(!) =
�Z

d� e
i!�hÎout(t)̂Iout(t+ �)iG (t)= 0

�

t

=
1

2�

�Z

d!
0
e
� i(!+ !0)thÎout(!

0)Iout(!)iG (!)= 0

�

t

; (90)

wherethesubscriptG(t)= 0m eansevaluation in theabsenceoftheexternal
driving force from the spin and f� � � gt denotesthe tim e average overt. To
calculate thisnoise spectrum ,theFouriertransform ofthenoise correlation
functions(72){(75)isneeded and given by

ĥain(!)̂a
y

in(!
0)i = 2��(! + !

0); (91)

hŴ (!)Ŵ (!0)i = 2��h�!

"

1+ coth

 
�h!

2kB T

! #

�(! + !
0); (92)

wherein obtaining (92)thein�nitefrequency cuto� lim itoftheOhm icther-
m alreservoirspectrum ,
! 1 ,hasbeen assum ed.Aftersom ecalculations,
onecan then obtain theoutputnoisespectrum as

Sout(!) = �
2


2

c

8
<

:
1+ 4

 
�h�2
cj�0j2

m

! 2
1

[(
c=2)2 + !2]jD (!)j2

+4

 
�2
cj�0j

2�

m 2

!
�h!

jD (!)j2
coth

 
�h!

2kB T

! )

: (93)

The�rstterm in (93),independentoffrequency,isthecontribution from the
shotnoise ofthe photons. The nextterm isthe \back-action" noise on the
position ofthecantileverby theradiation (photons).Thisback action isdue
totherandom wayin which photonsbounceo�thecantilever.The�nalterm
isthetherm alnoise,dueto thetherm alBrownian-m otion 
uctuation ofthe
cantilever.Equation (93)isvalid atalltem peratures.Theassum ptionsm ade
in itsderivation are the linearization around the sem i-classicalsteady state
and thein�nitefrequency cuto�
! 1 .Thehigh (orm edium )tem perature
lim it�h!m � kB T can beobtained by approxim ating

�h! coth

 
�h!

2kB T

!

� 2kB T +
�h2!2

6kB T
: (94)
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W eplotthesethreecontributionsto thenoiseforthesim ulation param eters
given in section 7.W e see thatatthe oscillatorresonance !m = 1,therm al
noisedom inates.
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Figure 7:W e plotthe variousterm sofSout(!)vs. !,using the param eters
ofsection 7.W ehavescaled 
c� = 1.Notethatat! = !m = 1 thetherm al
noisedom inates.

Letusde�nethesignal-to-noiseratio perrootHertzas

SNR(!)=
jhÎout(!)ij
q

Sout(!)
: (95)

W e are interested in evaluating SNR(!)atthe frequency equalto the can-
tilevervibration frequency,! = !m .Notethat

1

jD (!m )j
=

1

[(
c=2)2 + !2
m ]1=2

 
Q

!2
m

!

; (96)

wherethequality factorQ = m !m =�.Asa result,them ean outputcurrent
signal(88)at! = !m is enhanced by a factorofQ
c=[(
c=2)2 + !2

m ]
1=2 as

com pared with the ! = 0 case. However,a sim ilarenhancem ent occurs in
the back-action noise and the therm alnoise term s. In other words,driv-
ing the cantilever at ! = !m am pli�es not only its vibration am plitudes
due to the the driving force,butalso the noise am plitude due to the back-
action radiation pressureand therm alBrownian m otion (seeFig.7).W e�nd
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SNR(! = !m )can bewritten as

SNR(!m )=
jG(!m )jhŜ0

zi
q

N (!m )
(97)

where

N (!m )=
[(
c=2)2 + !2

m ]

4�2
cj�0j2

 
m !2

m

Q

! 2

+
�h2�2
cj�0j2

[(
c=2)2 + !2
m ]

+ ��h! m coth

 
�h!m
2kB T

!

:

(98)
W e m ay set hŜ0

zi = � (1=2) to estim ate the signal-to-noise ratio per root
Hz,corresponding respectively to the spin in the two di�erentstatesin the
rotating fram e.

Becausethedriving forcef(t)isperiodic,G(!)isequaltoa sum ofdelta
functions at ! = !m ;3!m ;5!m ;:::. Averaging over a sm allintervalabout
!m ,wecan integrateoverthedeltafunction togetavalue(foroursim ulation
param eters)ofSNR(!m )� 220s� 1=2.Thus,given abandwidth ofabout1Hz,
thisshould beeasily detectableby ourm easurem entschem e.Asm entioned
in section 7,we have assum ed a m agnetic �eld gradientroughly two orders
ofm agnitude greaterthan current experim ents,and a m uch lowertem per-
ature. A single spin,therefore,would be below the edge ofdetectability by
currentexperim entaltechniques. Steady im provem entin the �eld strength,
tem peratureand spring constantoftheseexperim ents,however,should soon
m akesingle-spin m easurem entpossible.

Ifthe dom inantnoise source in M RFM com esfrom the therm alBrown-
ian m otion ofthecantilever,wecan estim ate them inim um detectable force
(when thesignal-to-noiseratio isone)by keeping only thelastterm of(98).
In this case,with a m easurem ent bandwith ��,we obtain from (97),(98)
and (94)the usualexpression ofthe m inim um detectable force atthe high-
tem peraturelim it(�h!m � kB T)as

Fm in =
q

N (!m )�� =

s

2kkB T��

Q!m
; (99)

where k = m !2
m isthe spring constantofthe cantilever. W e see,then,that

im provem entcan com e eitherfrom raising the force(by increasing the �eld
gradient),lowering thetem perature,orlowering thespring constant.
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9 C onclusion

W e have derived an approxim ate description ofsingle-spin m easurem entby
m agneticresonanceforcem icroscopy,including both therm alnoiseand m ea-
surem ent back-action, and used it to produce num ericalsim ulations ofa
single-spin m easurem ent. These sim ulations use the quantum trajectory
m ethod for open quantum system s. The param eters we assum ed for this
sim ulation were som ewhatoptim istic;butgiven the steady im provem entin
experim entaltechnique,we believe that m easurem ents ofthis type willbe
possiblein thenearfuture.

Single-spin m easurem ents would be very usefulin the construction of
solid-state quantum com puters,in which the spin ofan electron represents
a single qubitofinform ation. Given the greatinterestin solid-state im ple-
m entationsasa possibly scalablerealization ofquantum com puters,�nding
practicalwaysto m easure single spinswould be very useful. The resultsof
oursim ulationssuggestthatm agnetic resonance force m icroscopy isa very
prom ising approach to thisdi�cultproblem .
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