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A bstract

A requirem ent form any quantum com putation schem es isthe abil-
iy tom easure single spins. T hispaperexam ines one proposed schem e:
m agnetic resonance force m icroscopy, incluiding the e ects of them al
noise and back-action from m onioring. W e derive a sin pli ed equa-
tion using the adiabatic approxin ation, and produce a stochastic pure
state unraveling which is usefiil for num erical sin ulations.

1 Introduction

Sihgle-spin m easuram ent is an extrem ely In portant challenge, and necessary
for the future successfiil developm ent of several recent spin-based proposals
for quantum nnfom ation processing. [, 2, 3, 4, 5] T here are both direct and
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Indirect single-spin m easurem ent proposals. T he idea behind som e indirect
proposals is to transform the problem of detecting a singlke soin Into the
task ofm easuring charge transoort R, 6], since the ability to detect a singke
charge isnow available. For direct sihgle-soin detection, m agnetic resonance
force m icroscopy M RFM ) has been suggested [/, 8, 9] as one of the m ost
prom ising techniques. To date, theM RFM technigque hasbeen dem onstrated
w ith sensitivity to a v hundred soins [10, 11].

In this paper we discuss how to read out the quantum state of a singke
FoIn using the M RFM technigue based on cyclic adiabatic inversion (CATI).
12,10, 9] In thisCAIM RFM tedchnique, the frequency ofthe soin inversion
In the rotating fram e is In resonance w ih the m echanical vibration of an
ultra thin cantilever, allow ing it to am plify the otherw ise extrem ely weak
force due to the spin. These am pli ed vibrations can then be detected by,
eg., opticalm ethods.

P revious studies B, 9] of the dynam ics of single-spin m easuram ent by
M RFM oonsidered only the unitary evolution of the soin and the cantilever
system , w thout including any e ects of extemal environm ents or m easure-
m ent devices. O nly recently, the e ect of them alnoise environm ent on the
dynam ics of the spin—cantikever system in theM RFM was studied [13]by us-
Ing the C aldeira-1.eggett m aster equation [14] in the high-tem perature 1im it.

T here is, however, a m acroscopic device in the M RFM sstup which m ea—
sures the cantilever m otion and hence provides inform ation about the soin
state. To our know ledge, the back-action of the m easuram ent device and the
e ect of the them alnoise on the dynam ics of the cantilever-soin systam for
the single-soin detection problem by M RFM have not yet been investigated
system atically. In this paper, we Inclide, in our analysis, a m easuram ent de—
vice @ beroptic nterferom eter) to m onitor the position of the cantilever.
W e consider various relevant sources ofnoise and calculate the signaltonoise
ratio ofthe output photocurrent ofthe m easurem ent device. W e also develop
a realistic continuous m easuram ent m odel, and discuss the approxin ations
and conditions to achieve a quantum non-dem olition m easuram ent ofa single
Foin by M RFM . Fially, we present som e sin ulation results of the dynam ics
of the single-spIn m easuram ent process.
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Figure 1: Schem atic diagram ofthe M RFM sstup.

2 The m easurem ent schem e

A schem atic illustration ofthe M RFM setup is shown In Fig 1. A uniform

m agnetic eld, B ¢, points in the positive z-direction. A sihgle soin is placed
In front of the cantikever tip which can oscillate only In the z-direction. A

ferrom agnetic particle (or an all m agnetic m aterdial) m ounted on the can-
tilever tip produces a non-uniform m agnetic eld orm agnetic eld gradient
of (@B ,=QZ )y on the single soin. A sa resul, a reactive foroe (or interaction)
acts back on the m agnetic cantikever tip in the z-direction from the single
Foin. The ordgin is chosen to be the equilbrium position of the cantilkever tip
w ithout the presence of the soin.

In CA T, the cantikver is driven at its resonance frequency to am plify the
otherw ise very an allvibrationalam plitude. T his isachieved by a m odulation
schem e using the frequency m odulation of a rotating radio-frequency RF)
m agnetic eld in the xy plane. In this case, the rotating RF eld can be
represented as By, = Byocosf[! + ! 19, B 4y = By snfl! + ! © g,
where the frequency m odulation ! (t) is a periodic function in time with
the resonant frequency !, ofthe cantilever. In the reference fram e rotating



w ith the B {, the soin—cantilever H am iltonian can be w ritten as
|
@B,

f§z; 1
QZ =

0

Hez ©=H; hpy ! ‘18, hus, g

where ! = g B,=h and !; = g B;=h are repectively the Lam orand Rabi
frequencies, B, nncludes the uniform magnetic eld B, and the m agnetic

eld produced by the ferrom agnetic particle, g and are the g-factor and
the electron or nuclearm agneton, and

~ 1 m!'!? .
H, = — ¥+ — 0 #%2 2
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is the H am iltonian of the cantilever in isolation (ie., w h no externalm ag—
netic eld coupling it to the somn). For ! = !, we arrive at an e ective
cantilever-soin Ham iltonian of the fom

N

Hep ©0=H, 228,+f®S, "S.; 3)

where f(t) = '), = @ =2)@B ,=QZ)y and "= h!;. W e will discuss
In details the rotating picture and adiabatic approxim ation for the spin—
cantilever system in the next section.

In the Pollow ing, we brie y describe the basic principle of the single-spin
measuram ent by CAIM RFM . In the case when the adiabatic approxin ation
isexact, the instantaneous eigenstates of the spin H am iltonian in the rotating
fram eoftheB ; eld arethe soin statesparallelorantiparallel to the direction
of the e ective magnetic eld B® () = (";0; f()), denoted as ¥ ()i,
respectively. W e de ne an operator SAS for the com ponent of spin along this
axis. Note that the initial spin state in the laboratory fram e has the sam e
expression as the Iniial state In the rotating fram e. Starting at a general
Iniial spin state (In the laboratory or rotating fram e) of

0)= aj"i+ bj#i 4)

in the §Z representation, we can rew rite this Iniial state In the basis of the
instantaneous eigenstates of $¥ as

0 =a  Oi+t kb ¥ O ©)



where

a. = aoos( ¢=2)+ bsin( ¢=2); (6)
h = asin( ¢=2) + boos( (=2); (7)
and o (0) is the lniial angle between the e ective m agnetic m agnetic

eld and the z-axis direction. This Implies tan[ ()] = B  ®©)=B: &) =
"=f (t). It then Pllows from the adiabatic theorem that the soin state at
tin e t can be w ritten as:
i%e
© = a Jn@iew( L (t)at’)
2
tho¥ Oiee( - @t @)
w here (t) are instantaneous eigenvalues. So the probabilities of nding the
spin to be in the instantaneous eigenstates ¥ (t)i are respectively B, F and
. F. Since the coe cientsa . and b, are tin e independent, the probabilt
ities o ¥ and . F rem ain the sam e at alltin es. T his provides us w ith an
opportunity to m easure the niial spin state probabilities at later tin es.
How do wem easure these spin state probabilities? T he idea is to transfer
the inform ation ofthe soin state to the state of the driven cantikever. In the
Interaction picture in which the state is rotating w ith the Instantaneous eigen—
states of the spin H am iltonian, the soin—cantikever nteraction can be w ritten
as?2 ZASAS cos[ (t)]. A sa resulk, the phase of the driven cantilever vibrations
depends on the ordentation of the spin states. Suppose that the niial state
is a product state of the cantikever and soin parts. At a later tin e, due to
the Interaction between tham , the total state becom es entangled . M onitoring
the phase of the cantilever vibrations w ill give us the lnformm ation about the
FoIn. Num erical sinulations (see Fig. 4 wih reasonable param eters for the
CA I approxin ations) indicate that as the am plitude of the cantilever vibra—
tions increases w ith tim e, the phase di erence in the oscillations for the two
di erent niial spin eigenstates of $ 2 approaches . In otherwords, them ea—
surem ent of the single—spin states can be achieved by m onitoring the phases
of the cantikever vibbrations at som e Jater tin e t. P hasesensitive, opticalho—
m odyne m easuram ents of the cantilkever vibrations can be perform ed using
a beroptic interferom eter. The m ain puryose of this paper is to present
a realistic and detailed analysis of the single-spin m easuram ent schem e, In—



cluding the e ects of the m easurem ent device and other relevant sources of
noise.

3 The rotating picture and adiabatic approx—
In ation
W e assum e an e ective cantikever-soin H am iltonian ofthe form (3) where for

themoment we ket £ (t) and " be arbitrary, and HAZ is the H am iltonian given
by (). It isussfilto group this Into three tem s

Hep ©=H, + Hr+ Hs (O ; )
where
A 2728, ;
Hs () f@8, 'Sy : 10)

T he state of the cantikever-soin system evolves according to the Schrodinger
equation
dj ©i 1. . .
Er EH sz ®F ©O1: 11)
In realistic cases, the soin part of the H am iltonian (rpresenting preces—
sion underthem agnetic eld) givesan evolution which isvery rapid com pared
to the reaction tin e ofthe cantikever. It thereforem akes sense to sw itch to an
Interaction picture In which the state is rotating along w ith this precession.
W e do thisby ntroducing a (partial) tin e translation operator
Z t

N l A
Us ) :exp o Hs @)ad :; 12)

where :: ndicates that the integral is to be taken in a tin eordered sense;
this uniary operator obeys the di erential equation
dls () B

i A N
. EHS ©OUs © : 13)

W e then introduce the state j~ )i in the rotating picture:

T USm7 i 14)



wih j (t)i the solution of the origihal Schrodinger equation (11) at time t.
T he evolution equation for 7 )i is

di~ i dagy ~y dj ©Oi
77 () _ S()j(t)1+Ug(t)j()
dt dt dt
j—/\y A . . j—/\y A . .
= EUS MHs O7 ©1 HUS OHsz ©J ©1
ia 1P, At
= EH zJ 1 N Us ©®HUs ®© J ®O1
ia oo oo2i LB o
= EH 2 ) 1+ TZ Us ©S.Us (©) J7®1i: 15)

W e can de ne a locked spin operator §L )
h i

S UYoS.Usw ; 16)

In tem s of this, the equation ofm otion for §7ibecom es

di“®i 1. .. .. 21 aa s
Er EHZ 1+ TZ Sy I3 O1i: ()

U nfortunately, it isdi cul to get an exact solution for ffs (t) fora general
function f (). Thism eansthat it isalso di cul to derive an exact expression
for §L (t), and the rotating picture (15), whil fomm ally correct, is not very
helpful

However, while we cannot easily nd an exact expression for ﬁs (t) or
general f (t), we can easily nd an approxim ate solution for a large class
of functions. Suppose that " is Jarge and f (t) is slow Iy varying, so that
FOF" FOL=Ff ¢)joriypicalvaliesof £ (t) and £°(t). Then K5 (t) isalso
slow Iy varying, and ifa soin begins in an instantaneous eigenstate ofHAS ),
it will rem ain close to an instantaneous eigenstate ofHAS (t) oralltines by
the adiabatic theorem .

T he instantaneous eigenstates of 2} s © are

Hs Oy ©i= Oy ©i 03 ©1; (18)
w here
q_
© = f£2o+";
N " . £ (t) ©
¥ ©i = = j#i o« j"i: (19)
(£ (t) ©F + " (£ () ©F+ "



W e use these Instantaneous eigenvectors and eigenvalues to de ne an approx—
In ation to the unitary operator L/I\s ) :

Ud=1T Hoiw, O " 9+f ¥oiv % 9; @0
w ith the accum ulated phase

©) )at’ : 1)

ol I

0

Note that (t) ocbeysd ()=dt= (t). This In plies that

S T 5w, OF PP+ s ©f § Qv 0F ©
dt h h
+1 %}1\@ 0)e o, P %hv (O)jai ®)
= %-HAS ©ido+ T dj’(;iét)im+ OO
+1 dj’Tt(t)ihv o)E © ; 22)

which has the form of (13) plus som e additional term s. From the de nition
(19) of ¥ ()i, we see

dy (o)1 1 " d©

dy ©O1_ Oy o1 23)

dt 2 2@ dt

Provided that f (t) is slow Iy varying, the addiional term s n (22) will be

an all.
Just as before, we can de ne a rotating picture, now using the uniary

transform ation U2 (),
i U0® 5 ©i: @4)

This gives us a new evolution equation for j i:

dj @i AU @)Y, . ao,.,d] ©OL
= ——J @ t))Y ———
o o0 Oir 0o ——

fa o2 M e
—HzJj ©O1i+ ?Z Us ©)'S.Ug® J ©1



A . (dhv, (B) ] i)
I + 0 —
+ e O0)1 & 'e
v 01 O 0 gom5 mi- (5)

dt

At thispoit, it ishelpfilto introduce a new set of soin operators

A hA

g0 = 51 (¢ O)itw ©0)3+ Jv O)itwy (0)) ;

/\0 ih-/\ . . . I .

0 = EI G O)ibwy O3 3¢ O)iw ©)J ;

A hA

§0 = S G Oiwe 03 ¥ Oiw 0)) : (26)

U sing the de nition (20) J‘brffg (t), we can solve forthe variousterm sin (25):

A A A f(t) A " A A .
Us ©)'S.0s © = msg o Spoos@ () Sysn@ ©) : @7)
A : A, 07 5 dv (037 ; (t). A0 4y _
1 37, (0)1: = © + ¥ )i = © Ug () =
"D 4 0
—— S,sh@ @)+ s ) (28)

h 2() dt

Substituting 26{28) Into 25), we get

D - S5 o %ff—gﬁfj ©1
220 Qwse @) Csne ©) § ol
h © y
PP $9sin@ )+ $cosR ©) J ©i: (9)
h 2() dt * Y

Note that this equation is still exact| it is equivalent to the original
Schrodingerequation (11). However, we can seethat if f (t) " are large, then
(t) willbe a rapidly grow ing function, and the last two tem s of equation
(29) w ill oscillate very rapidly com pared to the st two tem s. O ver a short



period relative to the response tin e of the cantilever they w ill essentially
average away to nothing. In this lin it, therefore, we can reasonably m ake a
rotating-w ave approxin ation, to get the approxin ate evolution equation

dj i i . Aro e
at n Hy 2 = rs, J ©i: 30)
T his isequivalent to m aking an exact adiabatic approxin ation, as described
In section 2. W e can see how this approxin ation com pares to the com plte
Ham iltonian fora reasonable set ofparam eter values in gures 2 and 3. This
set of param eters was chosen to m atch those of Bermm an et al. P], aswasthe
st of tines plotted In  gure 3. Com parson show s that our results m atch
their unitary sin ulations to good precision. For the rest of this paper we
w ill be using the rotating wave approxin ation, and representing states in
the rotating fram e. For sin plicity, we henceforth om it the accent from the
state j 1.
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Figure 2: M ean cantilever position nZ'ivs. t for the com plkte and rotating
wave Ham ittonians.

In this rotating-wave approxin ation, if the soin begins in an instanta-
neous eigenstate ofHAs (t), £ willrem ain In an instantaneous eigenstate at all
tin es. If £ begins in a superposition ofthe two eigenstates, the soin and can—
tilever degrees of freedom w illbecom e entangled, w ith the two com ponents of
the wavefunction corresponding to the two soin directions ram aining undis-
turbed for all tin es. M onitoring the position of the cantilever then serves as
a nondem olition m easurem ent of the spin, aswe would wish.
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Figure 3: T he probability distribution, p (z), of nding the cantilever at posi-
tion z at a range of tin es for the com plete and rotating wave H am iltonians.

11



N ote that the corrections to the adiabatic approxin ation inchide tem s
which can ip the sopin. These tem s must ram ain an all or the system to
be a true nondem olition m easuram ent. T he result of the spin m easuram ent
m anifests tselfasa phase shift in the oscillation ofthe cantilever. W e can
e thisin gure 4.
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Figure 4: M ean cantilkever position nZ'ivs. t or Iniial spin up and down In
the §? direction.
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4 The them al environm ent

U nfortunately, In practice we cannot treat the cantilever as an isolated sys—
tam . It is coupled at least weakly to the vibrationalm odes of the bulk, and
is therefore sub fct to dissipation and them al noise. Since the cantilever
can be treated as a singke ham onic oscillator, we can m odel the e ects of
this them albath by the weltknown Caldeira-L.eggett [14] m aster equation
In the high-tem perature lim i:

= i_[ﬁ/\sz ©; ] lT“‘rzA;fp; g9 ~E;0; 0; G1)

w here the param eters are

V= = 32)
2 mkT
m isthe cantileverm ass, T isthe tem perature, k isB olzm ann’s constant (or
the equivalent or our system ofunits), and is the strength ofthe coupling
to the them albath. W e can Interpret , With units of nverse tine) as
the dissppation rate and ' W ih units of length) as the them al de B roglie
wavelength.

A feature ofthis equation is that it doesn’t necessarily preserve the posi—
tivity of on short tin e scales (though at long tin es it iswelllbehaved) [L7].
T his arises because of the approxin ations which are m ade In the derwation,
which becom e Invalid at very short tines. W hile this m ay be physically
unin portant, it can be inconvenient; in particular, ifwe w ish to unravel the
evolution iInto a stochastic Schrodinger equation R3] (@s we will in section
6), i is necessary to start with a m aster equation in Lindolad form , [16]

X h i
H; 1+ oty LY £ g (33)
J

|
o e

for some Hem tian H and set of general Lindolad operators fﬁjg. The
C aldeira-L.eggett equation (31) isnot ofthis form , which iswhy it can violate
positivity of

T he exact quantum B rownian m otion m aster equation was shown [L7]not
to have the Lindblad fom , but rather requires tin e-dependent coe cients

13



to ensure the positivity of the density m atrix at short tim es. However, by
kesping m ore temm s from the high— or m edium -tem perature-lin it expansion
in a consistent way, D iosi [L8] has shown that the C aldeira-1.eggett equation
can be replaced by another m aster equation which is of Lindblad fom , and
which agreesw ith it exospt at very short tim es when the equation’s validity
isquestionabl in any case. This isdone by adding a tem to (31) ofthe fom
(m ¥=20%)PB; P; 1l. The procedure is analogous to com pkting the square.
Ifwe choose the ansatz
L=aZ+ Bp (34)

with realA ;B , plug it Into the equation (33), and equate it to the Caldeira—
Leggett equation (31) plus the additional term , we get
_ = @=h; 1 EE;E; 1 Bpib 0
+iAB( Z p+7ip + Ip+2pF & B)

2
= (=h)Hs, ©; 1 Z—mQrz;rz; 1] %ﬁﬁ;ﬁﬁ; 1
+le©Z“ o 7 p+ &) (35)
which In plies that

q
A = m=2";

qi
B = n %=2h%;
H = He; O+ (o =2)@p+ %) HI ©: (36)

So the Lindblad operator for this equation is

q
L= .= @=Y2+ i(=h)p ; 37)

and the e ective H am iltonian, going to the rotating picture and m aking use
of the approxim ation derived in section 3, is

1 2

2'm 722 2 M= OFS°+ (.=2)Cp+ pL) : (38)

m

A 1

In order for the cantilever to be an e ective m easurem ent device, the loss
ratemust bevery Iow: !, o -
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5 The e ectsofm onitoring

In order to serve as a measuram ent schemne, we must have some way of
m onitoring the m otion of the cantilever. Because of the m icroscopic scale
of the m otion, this is not so easily done. One approach is to use optical
Interferom etry to m easure the cantilever position.

Asshown in gurel, the cantilever form s one side ofan opticalm icrocav—
ity and the cleaved end of the ber fomm s the other side. A s the cantilever
m oves, the resonant frequency of the caviy changes. Because the tim escale
of the cantilever’'s m otion is very long com pared to the optical tin escale, we
can treat the e ects of this In the adiabatic 1im it. The caviy m ode is also
sub et to driving by an extemal laser, and hasa very high lossrate. The fill
m aster equation [19] for the cantilever-soin—cavity system in the interaction
picture is

= gﬁgz ©; 1+ 20 1Y vt 1P
iE @+ a)+ aa(+ 7); 1
+ ( =2) 2a & &da 3) ; (39)

where HASZ (t) and { are the Ham iltonian and Lindblad operator for the
cantilever and spin given by egns. (37) and (38), E is the strength of the
laserdriving, isthe detuning from the \neutral" cavity frequency, isthe
coupling strength of the cantilever to the cavity m ode, and . isthe loss rate
of the cavity.

Suppose now that we perform hom odyne m easurem ent [15, 20] on the
light which escapes from the cavity. W e would lke to replace the equation
(39) above w ith an equation for the conditional evolution of , conditioned
on the output photocurrent I, (t) . T he conditional evolution equation for our
system then becom es R0, 21] (n b calculus fom )

da = ﬁﬁgz ©; K¥t+ 20 £¥ fF v ae
iE @+ a)+ &%a( + 7); 1t
+(=2) 24 & 4a %A dt
P a+r 4 m+di dw,; 40)
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where 0 e 1 is the detector e ciency and dW . is a real stochastic
di erential varable which obeys the statistics

M AW ]=0; M dW.dW.]= & s)dt: @1)

T his noise is related to the output photocurrent [L5, 20, 21]

" #
dw .
dt

L=  cedd+ @i+ e

; 42)

where isa constant giving the device's range of response.

W e want to operate in the \bad caviy" lin i where . 'n . This
m eans that the cavity m ode w ill approach equilbrium on a tin escale very
short com pared to that of the cantilever’s m otion, so that the cavity m ode
can be adiabatically elin nated [19, 20, 21] from this equation, laving an
equation In tem s of the spin and cantilever position alone.

Let the detuning vanish ! 0 and the coupling to the cantilkever be
very an all. Tfwe initially neglect this coupling altogether, we can solve for
the steady-state of the cavity m ode in isolation from the cantilever:

iE @+ 4); 1+ (~2) 28 & 4a & = 0;

a + & m+ éi = 0; 43)
whith Impliesthat = Joih ¢j where &3 g1 = (] o1 is a coherent state
w ith

2ik
0= : (44)

C
Now let us restore the coupling between the cantilkever and the caviy
m ode. If this coupling is very sm all, then the state of the caviy m ode will
ram ain very close to the state j ¢i. In this case, it is very useful to sw itch
to a displaced lasis [19, 20, 21] for the cavity mode. W e switch from the
operators 4;4Y to displaced operators

6 a 07
5 o4 L ; 45)
and displaced num ker states
Bbni= nhi: (46)
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Obviously Pi= j oi,and jli= &7 oi oJ oi.

W e now m ake the ansatz of kesping the two lowest displaced number
states P;1i of the cavity m ode and neglecting the rest. R0, 19, 21]W e then
w rite the full density m atrix for the soin—cantikevercavityy system as

= o® PO+ ;® 0+ {® P+ @  Jdhlj; @7)

where ., are operators which act on the H ibert space of the cantilever
and spin, and o, are selfadpint. The reduced density m atrix of the spin—
cantilever alone is cbtained by tracing out the cavity m ode, yielding

sz@= o+t 20 : (48)

Ifwe substitute the de nitions (45) and (47) Into the stochasticm aster equa—
tion (40) and collect temm s, we get a set of coupled equations in the operators

0;1;2

1 A VAN VAN VAT VAN VAT VAN
do = Emgz ©); o1+ 20 (LY L¥L , LD dt
41 E? 2 E . N
s oldt+ @ 1+ 1Z)dtt . odt
(e} C
P
& 1t 1 oTrf i+ Jg dW.; 49)

i A A A A A A A
d, = E[HQZ ©; 1+ 20 ;v f¥L , IYD 4t
A 4i E? L 2 E L A
iz ,dt ———[Fk; 11dt @ o 2Z)dt  (~2) (dt
C C
p y
+7 & 2 1Trf o+ 79 AW 5 (50)
j- A A A A A A
d, = Eu{gz ©); .1+ 20 LY 1YL,  LIYL at
|
43 E2 A 2 E Ay
1 + > H 2:|dt (Z 1 + 1Z )dt c 2dt
C C
€y 2Trf 1+ YgdW . : (51)
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Both ; and , contain dam ping tem s, which in ply that they w illrem ain
an allat alltin esprovided 7 issu ciently anallcom pared to .. (Thisalso
In plies that our ansatz is reasonabl for su ciently snall .)

By m aking use of the above equations, we can nd the evolution equation
for the reduced density m atrix gy :

dsz®) = do®+d 0O
i AN A A\ A< N\ A< N\
= EHSZ ©; sz 1+ 2L sz LY LYL g, sz LYL dt

iE? L, E . y .
— U 521t i1t 1% ok
C C

p

+ &4 l+ 3{ szTIf 1+ {g th: (52)

If we keep only tem s to seocond order in 7 we can neglect the , tem.
T his leaves only the term s proportionalto ; 1, which we need only know
to lrading order in 7. Provided (as we have already assum ed) that the
cantilever m oves slow Iy com pared to the tin escale sst by . and that Z
can be treated as an all, then to leading order d ; vanishes; ; remains in
an approxin ate equilbbriuim state. Ifwe m ake use of this assum ption we can

(@gain to kading order) solve for ;  7:

v 4E A
1t 1 —f27 52937
C
. 4E
1 1 Biszli (63)

2
C
which when inserted into (52) gives us a closed evolution equation for gy :

1 A

dsz © = EHSZ ©; sz 1+ 20 s, LY LYL sz LYL dt
41 E? 8 °E?% ., .
> Z; sz 1dt 3 Z;ilt; sz 1At
C C
p 4 E A VA
+7 &5 4 szt szd 257 Trf 59 dW ¢ : (54)

2
c

(N ote that we have absorbed a factorof 1 Into dW..)
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Exam ning the term s in (54), we see that by elin inating the cavity m ode
we get another e ective tetm In the Ham iltonian, and another Lindblad
operator. W e can therefore w rite this stochastic m aster equation in the form

i A X2 A Vay A Vay Ay AN
dsz ) = ~He ©; sz ket 205 sz LY LLy sz sz LiLy at
=1
q AN N ’ VaY N
+ eg=2 Lz Ril) szt sz @z Rl dW; (55)

where we now m ake the de nitions
aq__

1, = =2 (=YY% + i(=h)p
q -

£, = 8= 3F;
l m !2 AD A N0

H = — n7 2 (f )=
e © 2m92+ 5 @)= ©FfS°
2

n 24 (o=2)Cp+ P7) : (56)

2

C
N ote that the temn 4 E2?Z= ? is a constant force, which jist displaces the
equilbbriim position ofthe cantilever. It can be elim lnated sim ply by chang—
Ing the origin of 7, and is In any case an all for reasonable values of the
param eters. T he output from the hom odyne m easurem ent now corresoonds
to a m easurem ent of the cantilever position N i:

!
8y E A, P

Wi+ W ¢
1
) & at

©7)

L=

A s we chall see iIn the next section, we can further unravel this stochastic

m aster equation (55) into a stochastic Schrodinger equation for pure states.

T his further unraveling provides considerable in provem ent in num erical ef-
ciency, though it does not represent an actualm easurem ent prooess.

6 P ure state unraveling

T he stochasticm asterequation (55) representsthe evolution ofthe cantilever—
SIn system , conditioned on the photocurrent m easurem ent record I.(t). If
we averaged over all possible m easurem ent records, the dW . tem s would
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average to zero, and we would be left w ith an ordinary determm inistic m aster
equation for the cantilever and spin. It is for this reason that the stochastic
m aster equation is therefore often referred to as an unraveling of the average
m aster equation.

For num erical purposes, it is often m uch easier to solre an equation fora
pure state vector rather than a density m atrix R2, 23]. Lk is therefore ussful
to unravel equation (55) still further to an equation which preserves pure
states. W e do this by Introducing a second stochastic process.

F irst, Jet us idealize to perfect detectore ciency e 4 = 1. W e then intro-
duce the new m aster equation

+ @y }I/:ji) sz T sz (ﬁj E/-'\ji) aw e ; (8)

where the Ham iltonian and Lindblad operators are the sam e as in (56) and
we now have two Independent noise processes represented by stochastic dif-
ferential variables dW 1. and dW ,. which satisfy

M EjW jt]= 0 H daw jtdW is = (t S)ijdt : (59)

Ifwe take them ean of (58) over dW ; we recover equation (55).W e can think
of the additional stochastic process as representing a ctitious additional
m easuram ent, whose outcom e we average over to recover the state which is
conditioned on the actualm easurem ent.

However, equation (58) has a great advantage over (55). If g, isinitially
apure state gy = J sz ih gz J i will rem ain a pure state at all tin es, the
state of course depending on the stochastic processes W ; and W ,. W e can
recover the solution of (55) by averaging

sz ©@=My,[0sz ©ih sz ©: (60)

Twould beussfulto replace equation (58) w ith an explicit evolution equa—
tion for j gz i instead of gy . This equation is the quantum state di usion
equation with ralnoise R4, 25]:

dj szi =



X A N, N .
Lj H.ljl J Szldw jt: (61)

+
ol

3

T he nonlinearity of this equation arises to preserve the nom .

7 N um erical sim ulation

W e have simulated this system using the C++ quantum state di usion Ii-
brary R6]to num erically solve both the unitary evolution w ith H am iltonian
(30) and the stochastic equation (61). Allofthe gures in this paper were
generated using this software.

W e chose ourparam etersbased on thosse used by Bem an et al., P]. These
values are (in aroitrary units):

h = !l,=m=1;
= 03;
" = 40090 ;
n = !n=0 = 0:00001;
kg T = 1000020 ; (62)

where Q is the quality factor of the cantilever. The driving force £ () takes

the form

o= 6000+ 300t if0 t  20; ©3)
©1000sin ¢ 20) ift> 20.

Ifwem ake contact w ith physical values for actual cantilevers used in experi-
m ents, we have !, 16s ' andm 10 Y?kg. The value ofky T above then
corresoonds to a tem perature of around 0:1K , which is wihin the bounds
of experim ental feasibility, though rather lower than the tam peratures used
In current experin ents (@round 3K ) [L1]. Sihce = (g =2) (@B,=0@Z )y, the
value of oorresponds to a eld gradient of about 1:5 10T=m, which is
higher than current experin ents by roughly two orders of m agniude [11],
but hopefiilly this too w ill in prove w ith tin e. T he cantilever would undergo
displacam ents of about a nanom eter.

A tematively, rather than increasing the eld gradient we could achieve
sin ilarnum bers by low ering the soring constant ofthe cantilever, for instance
by shrinking them ass ofthe cantilever. Lowering them assby a factor o£100
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has the sam e relative e ect on  as increasing the eld gradient by a factor
often.

W e then m ight ask about realistic param eters for the m onioring. A
typical cavity size L is about a m icrom eter, w ith a laser frequency of ! .
1:4 10°s !. This cavity is generally quite lossy; reasonable qualiy factors
m Ight be In the mnge Q¢ lO{c}OO. The param eter E is a function of the

laserpower, E = P ~h!.= P=hQ.. ForP 1 W and Q. 100 we
have E 16°s '. The coupling between the cantilever and the cavity is
given by a geom etric factor = ! = 14 18@m  st. In arbitrary
units, this gives coe cients
8 E
= 19 10 ;
C
4 E?
= 7 16;
2
v C
o8 %E?2
t = 007: (64)

3
c

The st value is the multiplier n (57); the second gives the equilborium
displacam ent of the cantilever; the third is the coe cient of the Lindblad
operator L 2.

O ne question we can now easily address is how quickly the state of the
spin collapses onto eigenstates of §0. Tn  gure 5 we plot h$%1 orten di erent
tra pctories. W e see that in all ten cases the soin converged to  1=2 quite
quickly, before t= 80.

If we com pare this to the results of gure 4, we see that the son state
collapses ratherm ore quickly than the cantilever oscillations can respond. W e
only get a clear output signalwhen the two phases are well ssparated, which
does not occur until nearly t = 150. G enerically, the di culyy of collapsing
the soin state ismudch less than the di culty of ocbtaining an unequivocal
readout.

The curves depicted In  gure 4 are dealized, w ithout the m easurem ent
noisewhich w illalwv aysbe present in the output current (42) or (57). In gure
6 we show what actual output would look lke for the set of param eters we
are discussing. Note that even w ith the noise, the two phases (rpresenting
FoIn up and soin down) are clarly distinguishable. In the next section, we
derive an expression for the signalto-noise ratio in m ore general situations.
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t

Figure 5: Expectation value lrSASi vs. t In arbitrary units for ten di erent
tra Ectories, show ng the rapid ]ocs]izatjon of the spin, for an initial super-
position state (. 0)i+ ¥ O)i)= 2.

8 Signalto—moise ratio

Since we have to detect the e ect of very weak force on the cantikver by the
single sodn, we need very high resolution for the cantilever position m easure—
m ents and a good control of the various noise sources In the M RFM device.
A sdescribed In section 2, the tiny digolacam ent of the cantilever ism easured
by a beroptic Interferom eter as a phase shift of the interference fringes. W e
shall analyze the quantum and them alnoise in thishom odyne m easurem ent
schem e.

The Ham iltonian for the combined system of the soin, cantilever and
cavity m ode, excluding coupling to the environm ents, in the spin rotating
fram e is

N N ft VAYVAY
H = H, 2Lzs°+hxca>/a
(©)

+hE @%e "'+ ae™%) + h &%a7: (65)

Here ! . is the optical frequency of the cavity mode, ! . is the driving
frequency of the external laser and other termm s and param eters have been
described In section 5. Them aster equation approach in section 4 isvalid In
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Figure 6: Sinulation of photocurrent output in arbitrary units, incluiding
m easuram ent noise, using param eters of section 7. W e have chosen the scale

so that the vertical scale m atches that of gure 4, and also plotted the
signals w ithout the noisy dW =dt com ponents.
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high orm edium tem perature case. Here we analyze the noise in the H eisen—
berg picture, using the quantum Langevin equation approach that isvalid at
any tem perature. R7]

U sing standard techniques, 8, 29]the reservoir (environm ental) variables
m ay be elin nated, In the Interaction picture with respect to h!y4%4, to
give the quantum Langevin equations describing the dynam ics of the whole
system :

O = —pO); (66)
dt ’
®O _ 2h e A £ 40
= - n"hi® —pO hAEaO+W ©+2 05 (t) 67)
kO _ e i+ S)a® ifoa® E+° Lan®; 69
dt 2
ds? )
= =0 (69)
as? (v £0) o a0
—= _ = 2 —7 ; 7
- ol 05,0 (70)
ds? () £O L
Y _ 0 4y .
i 2 —(t)z ©S, ©: (71)

In the equations, the usual optical Input noise operator &, (t) is associated
wih the vacuum uctuations of the continuum of electrom agnetic m odes
outside the caviy and is correlation function is given by

el ©i= ¢ B (72)

The random roe W (t) describes the them alnoise m otion (uantum B row —
nian m otion) of the cantilever at tem perature T . For the case of an O hm ic
environm ent, the them al random force correlation is given by R7]

B oW ©i= —F.e B+ Fie D (73)
where '
2 h!

F.(t) = ; d! ! cos(!t) coth ok T ; (74)

F. = ’ d! ' sin(!t); (75)

0
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wih the frequency cuto ofthe reservoir spectrum . W ithout the presence

ofthe extemaldriving force from the spin, the cantilevercavity system can be
characterized by a sam iclassical steady state w ith a new equillbbrium position
for the cantilever, displaced by Z 4 = o= !2) with respect to that
w ith no extemal driving lJaser eld, and the cavity m ode in a coherent state
J stl with the am plitude given by

= = (76)

o =2+ 1]
where = ! _ | J 4F=@m !?) is the cavity mode detuning. By
adjusting either ! or ! ., the detuning can be set to zero = 0. Asa resul,
st = o0 = 2iE = .. Linearizing the quantum Langevin equations about

the steady-state values and renam ing w ith A (t), & ) the operatorsdescribing
the quantum uctuations around the classical steady state, we obtain

LY - 2w an
at m
% = ni?fw PO h [a’M+ am]
it o+ 2 290, (78)
© -
am _ Caw i OZA(t)‘Fp_cajn(t); (79)
dt 2
ds?
o ©0)
at
e R Ty ®1)
dt © r
20
dsét(t) = 2 f_g et Z (08, 0O: ©2)

In the bad cavity lin  where lni(=m); % [fe. st da)=dt) = 0 In
(79)], the dynam ics ofthe eld quadrature, &Y (t) + & (t), adiabatically follow s
that of the cantilever position :

&+ an = iuZA(t)+ 2 A, )+ al ©l: 83)
P— kn in :

C C
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Thus m onitoring this eld quadrature of the caviy m ode via hom odyne
m easuram ent corresponds to a m easuram ent of the cantilever position and
hence the state of the spin. U sing the usual nput-output relation, 28, 29]

=" a0 4 ©4)

wem ay de ne an operator corresponding to the output current

P o+ 2. 0]

f.e@+ & O] p_cEﬁjn © + &, ©: 85)

fout (t)

Equation (85) is sin ilarto (42) with ¢34 = 1. By substituting (83) into (85),
the resultant output current In the bad caviy lim it is given by

8 E .
B )+ &5 0] (86)

£ ) = 2w+

(e}
This equation is also sin ilar to (57) wih e = 1, obtained from m aster
equation approach.

T he Langevin equations for §0 and SAS e ectively decouple from the other
equations, since they do not appear on the right-hand-side of the equations
for the other variables. Because of this, they have no e ect in our estin ate
of the signaktonoise ratio, and we shall drop them henceforth. Taking a
Fourer transform of the lnearized Langevin equations, we nd, from (85),
the Fourer com ponent of the output current as

(

four ) = e it n (! Y o
Loue (1) @ = il + 2 By (1) + & (1)]
S o
2i 0 e} h 0 c v '
m (13 12 1 l=m) @ =2)[a:‘n(-) &n (1]
)
+W () + 6 1S ; 67

where G (! ) is the Fourder transform of G (t) = 2 f ()= (). The Fourder
com ponent of the m ean output current signal is then given by

p

!

S, 1; 88)
m P )3

Pl ()id= .
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w here
D ()= il = 12 1 il 89
) 5 n o 89)
T he output current noise power density spectrum is de ned as
z

d é! hIAout ®© fout (t+ )% ©=0
1 :

= o A TN (0L e )0 5 (90)
t

w here the subscript G () = 0m eans evaluation in the absence ofthe extemal
driving force from the spin and £ . degotes the tin e average over t. To
calculate this noise spectrum , the Fourder transform of the noise correlation
functions (72){ (75) is needed and given by

Sout (1)

M (an (91 = 2 (0 ) » (1)
!

W W (% = 2 h! 1+ coth
2kg T

(1 + 19; (92)

where In cbtaining (92) the In nite frequency cuto Ilin it ofthe O hm ic ther-
m alressrvoir spectrum , ! 1 ,hasbeen assum ed. A fter som e calculations,

one can then obtain the output noise spectrum as
8

!
Seat (1) = 22<1+4hz‘1j0j22 !
> m [( =2)2+ 121D (1)¥
L, !
+4 2 D )jﬁ ocoth kT (93)

The rsttem in (93), ndependent of frequency, is the contribution from the
shot noise of the photons. The next term is the \back-action" noise on the
position ofthe cantikever by the radiation (photons). Thisback action is due
to the random way in which photonsbounce o the cantikever. The naltem
is the them alnoise, due to the them alB row nian-m otion uctuation ofthe
cantilever. Equation (93) isvalid at alltem peratures. T he assum ptionsm ade
in its derivation are the linearization around the sam iclassical steady state
and the In nite frequency cuto ! 1 .Thehigh (ormedium ) tem perature
Imith!, kg T can be obtained by approxin ating
- h?!2

26T +

h! coth :
2kg T 6kg T

94)
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W e plot these three contrbutions to the noise for the sin ulation param eters
given In section 7. W e see that at the oscillator resonance !, = 1, them al

noise dom nates.

‘ Thermal
sy ‘h‘ Back-action -
I Shot noise -~
1le+06 I
g |
S 10000 | \53\
g i
T i
£ H
§ ////3‘ li\\\\\
0.01 +
0.0001

06 07 08 09 1 11 12 13 14
Frequency (arbitrary units)

Figure 7: W e plot the varous tem s of Syt (1) vs.
of section 7. W e have scaled
noise dom inates.

!, using the param eters
= 1l.Notethatat ! = !, = 1 the them al

Let us de ne the signaktonoise ratio per root Hertz as

I (DR
Sout (1)

SNR (!) (95)

W e are Interested In evaluating SNR (! ) at the frequency equal to the can-

llever vibration frequency, ! = ! . Note that
!
1 1 0
D (1n)3 =202+ 1272 12 7 (96)

where the quality factorQ = m !, = . Asa resul, the m ean output current
signal (88) at ! = !, isenhanced by a factor of Q ~[( =2)*+ !2 17 as
compared wih the ! = 0 case. However, a sin ilar enhancem ent occurs in
the back-action noise and the them al noise temrm s. In other words, driv—
ing the cantilkever at ! = !, ampli es not only its vibration am plitudes
due to the the driving force, but also the noise am plitude due to the back-
action radiation pressure and them alBrownian m otion (seeFig.7). W e nd
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SNR (! = !, ) can be written as

Lo ) 1S
SNR (!, ) = M (97)
N ('n)
where
| |
—2)2 + 12 1272 p22 4 hi,
Ny L0 ] mlg T, JoF | L) om
42 3.7 Q [(=2)%+ !2] 2k T
(98)
Wemay st hSASi = (1=2) to estin ate the signalttonoise ratio per root

H z, corresponding respectively to the soin in the two di erent states in the
rotating fram e.

Because the driving force £ (t) isperodic, G (! ) isequalto a sum ofdela
functionsat ! = !, ;3!. ;5,7 Averagihg over a an all Interval about
! n »We can Integrate over the delta finction to get a value (for our sin ulation
param eters) of SNR (!, )  220s ™. Thus, given a bandw idth ofabout 1H z,
this should be easily detectable by ourm easurem ent schem e. A sm entioned
in section 7, we have assum ed a m agnetic eld gradient roughly two orders
of m agnitude greater than current experim ents, and a m uch lower tem per—
ature. A sihgk soin, therefore, would be below the edge of detectability by
current experin ental technigques. Steady im provem ent In the eld strength,
tam perature and soring constant of these experin ents, how ever, should soon
m ake single-spin m easurem ent possible.

If the dom lnant noise source n M RFM ocom es from the them alB rown—
jan m otion of the cantilever, we can estin ate them ininum detectable force
(when the signaltonoise ratio is one) by kesping only the last term of (98).
In this case, with a m easurem ent bandw ith , we cbtain from (97), (98)
and (94) the usual expression of the m Ininum detectable force at the high—
tem perature Iim it !, kg T) as

s
d—- 2kkg T

Fom= N ('n) = ﬁ; (99)

where k = m !fﬂ is the soring constant of the cantilever. W e see, then, that

In provem ent can com e either from raising the oroe oy ncreasing the eld
gradient), lowering the tem perature, or lowering the spring constant.
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9 Conclusion

W e have derived an approxin ate description of single-spin m easurem ent by
m agnetic resonance force m icroscopy, ncliding both them alnoise and m ea—
surem ent back-action, and used it to produce num erical sinm ulations of a
single-soin measurem ent. These simulations use the quantum trafctory
m ethod for open quantum system s. The param eters we assum ed for this
sim ulation were som ew hat optin istic; but given the steady in provem ent in
experin ental technique, we believe that m easurem ents of this type will be
possbl in the near future.

Sihgle-spin m easurem ents would be very usefiil n the construction of
solid-state quantum oom puters, in which the soin of an electron represents
a single qubit of nfom ation. G iven the great Interest in solid-state Inple-
m entations as a possbly scalable realization of quantum com puters, nding
practical ways to m easure single spins would be very useful. The resuls of
our sin ulations suggest that m agnetic resonance foroe m icroscopy is a very
prom ising approach to this di cul problem .
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