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W e present a pedagogical treatm ent of the form alism of continuous quantum m easurem ent. O ur
ain isto show the reader how the equations describing such m easurem ents are derived and m anipu-—
lated In a directm anner. W e also give elem entary background m aterial for those new tom easurem ent
theory, and describe further various aspects of continuous m easurem ents that should be helpfiilto
those wanting to use such m easurem ents in applications. Speci cally, we use the sim ple and direct
approach of generalized m easurem ents to derive the stochastic m aster equation describing the con—
tinuousm easurem ents of cbservables, give a tutorial on stochastic calculus, treat m ultiple observers
and ine cient detection, exam ine a general form of the m easurem ent m aster equation, and show
how them aster equation leads to Inform ation gain and disturbance. To conclude, we give a detailed
treatm ent of in aging the resonance uorescence from a single atom as a concrete exam ple ofhow a
continuous position m easurem ent arises in a physical system .

PACS numbers: 03.65Bz,0545A c,0545P g

I. NTRODUCTION

W hen measurem ent is rst ntroduced to students of
quantum m echanics, it is nvariably treated by ignoring
any consideration of the tin e the m easurem ent takes:
the m easurem ent jist \happens," for all ntents and pur-
poses, Instantaneously. T his treatm ent isgood fora rst
Introduction, but isnot su cient to describbe two in por-
tant situations. The zst iswhen som e aspect ofa sys—
tem iscontinually m onitored. T hishappens, orexam ple,
when one illum inates an ob gct and continually detects
the re ected light in order to track the ob fct’s m otion.
In this case, inform ation is obtained about the ob fct at
a nite rate, and one needs to understand w hat happens
to the ob fct whik the m easurem ent takes place. It is
the sub fct of continuous quantum m easurem ent that de—
scribes such a m easurem ent. T he second situation arises
because nothing really happens instantaneously. Even
rapid, \sihngle shot" m easurem ents take some tine. If
this tim e is not short com pared to the dynam ics of the
m easured system , then it is once again in portant to un—
derstand both the dynam ics ofthe ow of nform ation to
the observer and the e ect of the m easurem ent on the
system .

C ontinuous m easurem ent has becom e increasingly in -
portant in the last decade, due m ainly to the grow ing
Interest in the application of feedback control in quantum
system s [1,14,13,14,15,1€,17,18,19,110,[11]. In feedback con—
trola system is continuously m easured, and this inform a—
tion is used while the m easurem ent proceeds (that is, in
realtin e) to m odify the system Ham iltonian so asto ob—
tain som e desired behavior. T hus, continuous m easure—
m ent theory is essential for describing feedback control.
T he Increasing Interest in continuousm easurem ent isalso
due to its applications in m etrology [12,113,114,[15,/16],
quantum Inform ation [17, [18, [19], quantum ocom put-

ng RG,121,122], and its In portance In understanding the
quantum to classicaltransition 23,124,125,126,127,128,129].

W hile the inportance of continuous m easurem ent
grow s, to date there is really only one introduction to
the sub fct that could be describbed as both easily ac—
cessble and extensive, that being the one by Brun In
the Am erican Joumal of P hysics [30] (som e other peda-
gogical treatm ents can be found in [31,132,133]). W hilke
the analysis in Brun’s work is suitably direct, it treats
explicitly only m easurem ents on tw o-state system s, and
due to their sim plicity the derivations used there do not
easily extend to m easurem ents of m ore general ocbserv—
ables. Sihce m any applications involve m easurem ents of
observables in in nite-din ensional system s (such as the
position ofa particlk), we £l that an introductory article
that derived the equations for such m easurem ents in the
sin plest and m ost direct fashion would llan in portant
gap iIn the literature. This iswhat we do here. D on't be
put o by the length of this artjc]e| a reading of only
a fraction of the articke is su cient to understand how
to derive the basic equation that describes continuous
m easuram ent, the m athem atics required to m anipulate
it (the so—called It6 calculus), and how it can be solved.
This is achieved in Sections[IV],[V], and [ 1. Tfthe reader
is not fam iliar w ith the densiy operator, then this pre—
lim inary m aterdal is explained in Section [T, and general-
ized quantum m easurem ents POVM ’s) are explained in
Section [IT1.

The rest of the article gives som e m ore inform ation
about continuousm easurem ents. In Section [V I we show
how to treat multiple, sinulaneous observers and in-
e cient detectors, both of which involve simple and
quite straightforward generalizations of the basic equa—
tion. In Section [V III we discuss the m ost general m
that the continuousm easurem ent equation can take. In
Section [IX] w e present explicit calculations to explain the
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m eaning of the various tem s in the m easurem ent equa-
tion. Since ourgoalin the rstpart ofthisarticke wasto
derive a continuousm easurem ent equation in the shortest
and m ost direct m anner, this did not involre a concrete
physicalexam ple. In the second-to-last (@nd longest) sec—
tion, we provide such an exam pl, show Ing in consider-
able detail how a continuous m easurem ent arises when
the position of an atom is m onitored by detecting the
photons it em its. The nal section concludes w ith som e
pointers for further reading.

II. DESCRIBING AN OBSERVER'S STATE OF
KNOW LEDGE OF A QUANTUM SYSTEM

A . The D ensity O perator

Before getting on w ih m easurem ents, we willbrie y
review the densiy operator, since i is so central to our
discussion. T he density operator represents the state of
a quantum system in a m ore generalway than the state
vector, and equivalently represents an observer’s state of
know kdge ofa system .

W hen a quantum state can be represented by a state
vector j i, the densiy operator is de ned as the product

= j ih @)

In this case, it is obvious that the inform ation content of
the density operator is equivalent to that ofthe state vec—
tor (except for the overallphase, which is not ofphysical
signi cance).

T he state vector can represent states of coherent su—
perposition. The power of the density operator lies in
the fact that it can represent incoherent superpositions
aswell Forexam ple, ket j ibe a set of states w ithout
any particular restrictions). T hen the density operator

X
= p3Jj ih J @)

m odels the fact that we don’t know which of the states
j  ithe system is In, but we know that it is In the state
j  iwih probability p . Another way to say it is this:
the state vector j i represents a certain intrinsic uncer—
tainty with respect to quantum observables; the density
operator can represent uncertainty beyond them inin um
required by quantum m echanics. Equivalently, the den—
sity operator can represent an ensem bl of identical sys—
tem s In possbly di erent states.

A state ofthe om [I) is said to be a pure state. O ne
that cannot be w ritten in this form is said to be m ixed,
and can be w ritten in the orm [J).

D i erentiating the density operatorand em ploying the
Schrodingerequation ih@.j i= H j i,wecan writedown
the equation ofm otion for the density operator:

Q. = i . 7. 3
t = h E'I ’ ]- ( )

This is referred to as the Schrodinger{von Neum ann
equation. O f course, the use of the density operator al-
Iow s us to w rite down m ore general evolution equations
than those in plied by state-vector dynam ics.

B . Expectation Valies

W e can com pute expectation valuesw ith respect to the
density operator via the trace operation. T he trace ofan
operator A is sin ply the sum over the diagonalm atrix
elem ents w ith respect to any com plete, orthonom al set
of states j 1i:

X

TrA]l= h A7 i @)

An im portant property of the trace is that the trace of
a product is Invariant under cyclic perm utations of the
product. For exam ple, for three operators,

TrABC]= TrBCA]= Tr[CAB]: 5)

This am ounts to sin ply an interchange in the order of
summ ations. For exam ple, for two operators, working
# the position representation, we can use the fact that
dx hx ki is the identity operator to see that
Z

TrRB ] dxhx AB ki
Z

Z

dx  dx"mxp ¥UHxPB ki
7

=  dx? dxIx’B kikp ¥ ©)
Z

= axmx"BAaxi

= TrBA]:

N ote that this argum ent assum es su ciently \nice" op—

erators (i fails, for exam ple, or Trixpl). M ore general
perm utations kg. ofthe form [J)] are cbtained by re—
placem ents of the form B ! BC . Usihg this property,
w e can w rite the expectation value w ith respect to a pure
state as

Mi=h Aji=TrA I: (7)

T his argum ent extends to the m ore general form [2) of
the density operator.

C. The Density M atrix

T he physical content of the density m atrix ism ore ap—
parent when we com pute the elem ents o ofthe density
matrix wih respect to a com plete, orthonom al basis.
T he density m atrix elem ents are given by

o =h j3%: ®)



To analyze these m atrix elem ents, we w ill assum e the
simpl orm = j ih jof the densiy operator, though
the argum ents generalize easily to arbitrary density op—
erators.

T he diagonal elem ents are referred to as popula—
tions, and give the probability ofbeing in the state j i:

=hjji=H3if: ©)

The o -diagonalelem ents o with 6 9 are referred
to as ooherences, since they give Inform ation about the
relative phase of di erent com ponents of the superpo—
sition. For example, if we write the state vector as a
superposition w ith explicit phases,

X X

ji=  cii= £ E 4 (10)

then the coherences are

o= £ cop! o), 11)
N otice that for a density operator not corresoonding to
a pure state, the coherences In general w ill be the sum
of com plex num bers corresponding to di erent states in
the .ncoherent sum . The phases w ill not In general line
up, so that while § of = o o or a pure state, we
expect § o < o0 (6 9 fora generic m ixed
state.

D . Purity

T he di erence between pure and m ixed states can be
formm alized in another way. N otice that the diagonalele-
m ents of the density m atrix form a probability distribu-—
tion. P roper nom alization thus requires

X
Tr[ 1= = 1: 12)

W e can do the sam e com putation for 2, and we will

de nethepurity tobe Tr[ ?]. Fora pure state, the purity
is sin ple to calculate:

Tr[%]= Tr[ th j ih J= Tr[ 1= 1: 13)

But ©rm ixed states, Tr[ 2] < 1. For example, ©r the
density operator in [2),

2q_ X 2,
Tr[“] i 14)

if we assum e the states 7 1 to be orthonom al. For
equalprobability ofbeing n N such states, Tr[ 2]= 1=N .
Intuitively, then, we can see that Tr[ ] drops to zero as
the state becom esm orem Jxed| that is, as it becom es an
incoherent superposition of m ore and m ore orthogonal
states.

III. W EAK M EASUREMENTS AND POVM 'S

In undergraduate courses the only kind of m easure—
m ent that is usually discussed is one In which the sys-
tem is profcted onto one of the possble eigenstates
of a given observable. If we write these eigenstates as
fhi:n
isji= o G i, the probability that the system is
progcted onto i is 5, F. In fact, these kind of m ea—
surem ents, which are often referred to as von N eum ann
m easuram ents, represent only a special class of all the
possble m easurem ents that can be m ade on quantum
system s. H ow ever, allm easurem ents can be derived from
von N eum ann m easurem ents.

One reason that we need to consider a larger class
of measurem ents is so we can descridbe m easurem ents
that extract only partial nform ation about an observ—
able. A von Neum ann m easurem ent provides com plete
inform ation| after the m easurement is performed we
know exactly what the valie of the ocbservable is, since
the system is progcted into an eigenstate. Naturally,
however, there exist m any m easurem ents which, whike
reducing on average our uncertainty regarding the ob-
servable of interest, do not rem ove i com pletely.

First, it is worth noting that a von Neum ann m ea—
surem ent can be described by using a set of pro fction
operators fP, = himj. Each of these operators de-
scribbes what happens on one of the possble outcom es
of the m easurem ent: if the iniial state of the system is

= Jj ih j then the nth possble outcom e of the nal
state is given by

lavl]]
5
Q.
g
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nimj= o tn 15)
= nimj= ;
£ TrP, Pnl
and this result is obtained w ith probability
P n)= TrPn Pnl= G (16)

where g, de nes the superposition of the initial state
j 1 given above. It tums out that every possble m ea—
surem ent m ay be descrbed in a sin ilar fashion by gen—
eralizing the set of operators. Suppose we pick a set
fmpy,ax Operators n , the only restriction being that
12

mmes ¥ = I, where I is the identity operator.
Then i is in principle possible to design a m easurem ent

that hasN possble outcom es,

m i
£ i @
Tr[ o m ]

w ith
Pm)=Trl, 7] (18)

giving the probability of obtaining the m th outcom e.
Every one of these m ore general m easurem ents m ay
be In plem ented by perform ing a uniary interaction be-
tween the system and an auxiliary system , and then per-
form ing a von Neum ann m easurem ent on the auxiliary



system . Thus allpossible m easurem entsm ay be derived
from the basic postulates of uniary evolution and von
N eum ann m easurem ent [34,[35].

T hese \generalized" m easurem ents are often referred
to as POVM ’s, where the acronym stands for \positive
operatorvalied m easure." The reason for this is som e-
what technical, but we explain i here because the ter—
m inology is so common. Note that the probability for
obtaining a result in the range [;b] is

Xb " Xb #
Pm 2 Bgrb)) = Tr n 1-3(1 =Tr 1-3(1 m
m=a m=a
p 19)
The positive operator M = ﬁ —. ¥ n thus deter-

m ines the probability that m lies in the subset [;b] of
its range. In this way the form alism associates a posi-
tive operator w ith every subset of the range ofm , and is
therefore a positive operator-valied m easure.

Letusnow put this into practice to describe am easure—
m ent that provides partial inform ation about an observ-
able. In this case, Instead of ourm easurem ent operators

n being profctors onto a single eigenstate, we choose
them to be a weighted sum ofprofctors onto the eigen—
states 111, each one peaked about a di erent value ofthe
observable. Let us assum e now , for the sake of sin pliciy,
that the eigenvaluesn ofthe cbservable N take on allthe
Integer values. In this case we can choose

1 X k(n m) 224 . . N
m =y e hinjg (20)
n

jghlere N is a nom alization constant chosen so that

m-= 1 »n m = I.Wehavenow constructed a mea-
surem ent that providespartial nform ation about the ob—
servable N . This is illustrated clearly by exam ining the
case where we start w ith no Inform ation about the sys—
tem . In this case the density m atrix is com pletely m ixed,
so that / I. A fter m aking the m easurem ent and ob-
taining the result m , the state of the systam is

X
n_n 17 grem 2o )
Trlnm ol N

The nalstate jsthuspea%ge_d aboutthe eigenvaluem ,but
has a width given by 1= k. The lamer k, the lss our

nal uncertainty regarding the valie of the observable.
M easurem ents for which k is large are often referred to
as strongm easuram ents, and conversely those forwhich k
is an allare weak m easurem ents [36]. T hese are the kinds
of m easurem ents that we w ill need in order to derive a
continuous m easurem ent In the next section.

Iv. A CONTINUOUSMEASUREMENT OF AN
OBSERVABLE

A continuousm easurem ent isone In which inform ation
is continually extracted from a system . Another way to

say this is that when one ism aking such a m easurem ent,
the am ount of inform ation obtained goes to zero as the
duration of the m easurem ent goes to zero. To construct
a m easurem ent lke this, we can divide tine into a se—
quence of Intervals of length t, and consider a weak

measuram ent in each interval. To obtain a continuous
m easurem ent, wem ake the strength ofeach m easurem ent
proportionalto the tin e Interval, and then take the 1im it
In which the tim e intervalsbecom e In nitesin ally short.

In what ollow s, we w ill denote the cbservable we are
measuringby X (ie., X isa Hem itian operator),andwe
w ill assum e that it has a continuous spectrum of eigen—
valies x. W e will write the eigenstates as ki, so that
k%= & #). However, the equation that we will
derive w ill be valid for m easurem ents of any Hem itian
operator.

W enow divide tim e into intervalsoflength t. In each
tin e interval, we w illm ake a m easurem ent describbed by
the operators

A
gk £ TP

A()= —r et ) T yimx: (22)

Each operator A ( ) a G aussian-weighted sum ofprofgc-
tors onto the eigenstates of X . Here  is a continuous
index, so that there is a continuum ofm easurem ent re—
suls labeled by

The st thing we need to know is the probabiliy
density P ( ) of the measurement result when t is
snall. To work this out we st cakulate the mean

valie of . Ifthe niialstateis j i= (%) kidx then
P()=TrRA ()YA ()j ih j, and we have
Z
hi= P ()d
7}
= TrR ( )YA ()j ih Jd
rl—z 7
gt - 71
_ =R 3 (X)j2e4k tx ) ded
1 1
Z
= xj ®)Fdx = X i:
1
(23)

Toobtain P ( ) we now write

TrR ()'A()j ih 7

r K © Z 4 24)
2
= — J &)Fe T ) Tgx:

P ()

If t is su ciently small then the Gaussian is much

broader than (x). This means we can approxim ate
j (x)F by a delta fiinction, which m ust be centered at the
expected position X 1 so that h 1 = WX i as calculated



above. W e therefore have

r
4k t 7
P ( = MK D)e™ tx ) 7 gy
r 1 (25)
_ 4k T e oy 2
W e can also write as the stochastic quantity
. W

8k t

where W is a zero-mean, G aussian random variable
w ih variance t. This alemate representation as a
stochastic variable w ill be usefill later. Since it willbe
clear from context, wewilluse interchangeably wih ¢
In referring to the m easurem ent results, although techni-
cally we should distinguish between the index and the
stochastic variable ;.
A oontinuous m easurem ent resuls if we make a se-
quence of these measurem ents and take the lm it as
t ! 0 (orequivalently, as t ! dt). Asthis lim it

i+ i/ fl

N ote that we have included the second-order term in W
In the power series expansion for the exponential. W e
need to include this temn because i tums out that in
the Imi mnwhich t ! 0, (W)2 ! @ ¢ = dt.
Because of this, the (W ) ? term contrbutes to the -
naldi erential equation. The reason for this w ill be ex—
plained in the next section, but fornow we ask the reader
to Indulge us and accept that it is true.

Totakethe limitas t! O,wesst t=dt, W =
dWi and (W ) 2= dt, and the resul is

4kX hX i]dt+p 2kX dWw gj (©)i:

29)
T his equation does not preserve the nom h j i of the
wave function, because before we derived it we threw
aw ay the nom alization. W e can easily obtain an equa-—
tion that does preserve the nom simply by nom aliz—
ng j (t+ dt)i and expanding the resul to st order
in dt (again, keeping tem s to order dW ?). W rithg
J o+ dbi= j @®i+ dj i, the resulting stochastic dif-
ferential equation is given by

J €+ dpi/ f1 kx?

dji=f kX hX #Hdt+ P 2k X X i)dw gj ©)i:
(30)
T his is the equation we have been seeking| it describes
the evolution ofthe state ofa system in a tim e intervaldt
given that the observer obtains the m easurem ent result

. adw
dy = X idt+ pﬁ (31)

2k tX %+ X BkKX i t+

is taken, m ore and m ore m easurem ents are m ade in any

nie tin e interval, but each is increasingly weak. By
choosing the variance of the m easurem ent result to scale
as t, we have ensured that we obtain a sensble contin—
uum lim it. A stochastic equation ofm otion resuls due
to the random nature of the m easurem ents (a stochastic
variable is one that uctuates random Iy overtine). W e
can derive this equation ofm otion for the system under
this continuous m easurem ent by calculating the change
Induced In the quantum state by the single weak m ea—
surement n thetine step t,to rstorderin t. We
w il thus com pute the evolution when a m easurem ent,
represented by the operator A ( ), is perform ed in each
tin e step. T his procedure gives

e+ 9i/ A()] ©1

2
/eZkt(X) j(t)l

/ e % & 24X MkhX i t+ Xw]j (©)is

W e now expand the exponential to rst oxder in t,
w hich gives

P—
2k W o+ kX (W) %I93 @i ©8)

In that tim e Interval. T he m easurem ent result gives the
expected value iX ipluisa random com ponent due to the
w idth ofP ( ), and we w rite this as a di erential since it
correspondsto the inform ation gained in the tim e Interval
dt. A s the observer integrates dy (t) the quantum state
progressively collapses, and this integration is equivalent
to solving [30) for the quantum -state evolution.

T he stochastic Schrodinger equation (SSE) in Eq. [30)
is usually descrbed as giving the evolution conditioned
upon the stream ofm easurem ent results. The state j 1
evolves random ly, and j ()i is called the quantum trac—
tory [B3]. The set of m easurem ent resuls dy (t) is called
the m easurem ent record. W e can also write this SSE in
tem s of the density operator instead of j i. Remem -
bering that we m ust keep alltemm s proportionalto dW 2,
and de ning (t+ dt) € + d ,wehave

d = (dj Dh J+ j idh J+ @dj D @@h J
= kK K; lldt 32)
P
+ 2k&® + X 2K i )dwW :

T his is referred to as a stochastic m aster equation (SM E),
which also de nesa quantum trafctory (). ThisSME
was rst derived by Belavkin [I]. Note that in general,
the SM E also Includes a tem descridbing Ham iltonian
evolution asin Eq. [3).

The densiy operator at tine t gives the observer's
state of know ledge of the system , given that she has ob—



tained them easuram ent record y (t) up untiltin e t. Since
the observer has access to dy but not to dW , to calcu—
late (t) shemust calculate dW at each tim e step from
the m easurem ent record in that tim e step along w ith the
expectation value ofX at the previous tim e:

pP__
dav = 8k dy KX idb: (33)

By substituting this expression in the SM E Eq. B2)], we
can write the evolution of the system directly in tem s
ofthe m easurem ent record, which is the naturalthing to
do from the point ofthe view ofthe observer. This is

d = kK K;

+ 4k X

l1dt
(34)
+ X 2nX 1 )dy X idb):

In Section V1 we will explain how to solve the SM E
analytically in a special case, but it is often necessary
to solve i num erically. The simplest m ethod of doing
this is to take anall tim e steps t, and use a random
num ber generatorto selectanew W 1n each tin e step.
Onethen uses tand W in each tin e step to calculate

and adds this to the current state In this way

we generate a speci ¢ tra gctory for the system . Each
possble sequence ofdW ’sgeneratesa di erent tra gctory,
and the probability that a given tra fctory occurs is the
probability that the random num ber generator gives the
corresponding sequence of dW ’s. A given sequence of
dW ’s is often referred to as a \realization" of the noise,
and we w ill refer to the process of generating a sequence
of dW ’s as \picking a noise realization" . Further details
regarding the num erical m ethods for solving stochastic
equations are given in [37].

TIfthe cbserverm akesthe continuousm easurem ent, but
throw s aw ay the Infom ation regarding the m easurem ent
resuls, the observerm ust average over the di erent pos—
sble results. Shce and dW are statistically indepen—
dent,ln dW ii= 0, where the double bracketsdenote this
average (@aswe show in SectionZ B 3). The result isthus
given by setting to zero all tem s proportionalto dW
n Eq. [32),

d

ot kK K; 10 (35)
w here the density operator here representsthe state aver—
aged over allpossiblem easurem ent results. W e note that
the m ethod we have used above to derive the stochastic
Schrodinger equation is an extension of a m ethod ini-
tially developed by C avesand M ibum to derive the (hon-—
stochastic) m aster equation [33) B4].

V. AN INTRODUCTION TO STOCHASTIC
CALCULUS

Now that we have encountered a noise process In the
quantum evolution, we will explore in m ore detail the
form alisn for handling this. Tt tums out that adding a

w hitenoise stochastic process changes the basic struc—
ture of the calculus for treating the evolution equations.
T here is m ore than one form ulation to treat stochastic
processes, but the one referred to as It calculus is used
In alm ost all treatm ents of noisy quantum system s, and
o this is the one we describe here. Them ain altemative
form alisn m ay be found in Refs. [37,[39].

A . U sage

First, let’s review the usual calculus in a slightly dif-
ferent way. A di erential equation

dy
— = 36
. (36)
can be instead w ritten in term s of di erentials as
dy= dt: 37)

The basic rule iIn the fam iliar determ inistic calculus is
that dt)? = 0. To see what wem ean by this, we can try
calculating the di erential dz for the variable z = ¥ in
term s of the di erential for dy as follow s:

dz=&""¥ &=3ze % 1. (38)

E xpanding the exponentialand appling the rule (dt)? =
0,we nd

dz = z dt: 39)

This is, of course, the sam e result as that obtained by
using the chain rule to calculate dz=dy and multiplying
through by dy. T he point here is that calculus breaksup
functions and considers theirvaliesw ithin short intervals
t. In the In nitesim al lim i, the quadratic and higher
orderterm s in t end up being too an all to contrbute.
In &6 calculus, we have an additional di erential el-
em ent dW , representing white noise. The basic rule of
6 calculus is that dW 2 = dt, while d2 = dtdw = 0.
W e will justify this later, but to use this calculus, we
sin ply note that wg \count" the increment dWw as if it
were equivalent to dt In deciding what orders to keep
In series expansions of fiinctions of dt and dW . As an
exam ple, consider the stochastic di erential equation

dy= dt+ dw: (40)

W e obtain the corresponding di erentialequation forz =
¥ by expanding to second order in dy:

@dy)?

dz=¢ &% 1=12z dy+ A1)
Only the dW oom ponent contrbutes to the quadratic

term ; the resul is

dt+ z dw : 42)

2
dz= z + —
2

Theextra 2 tem iscrucialin understanding m any phe—
nom ena that arise in continuousm easurem ent processes.



B . Justi cation
1. W iener P rocess

To see why allthisworks, ket’s rst de ne the W iener
process W () as an \ideal" random walk w ith arbitrarily
an all, Independent steps taken arbitrarily often. (The
W Jener process is thus scale-free and in fact fractal) Be-
Ing a symm etric random walk, W (t) is a nom ally dis—
tributed random variable w ith zero m ean, and we choose
the vari ofW (t) to be t (ie., the width ofthe distri-
bution is E, as is characteristic of a di usive process).
W e can thus w rite the probability density forW (t) as

1 )
P W ;t) = p2:ew ‘-2, @3)
t

In view ofthe central-lim it theorem , any sim ple random
walk gives rise to a W dener process in the continuous
lim i, Independent of the one-step probabiliy distribu-—
tion (so long as the one-step variance is nite).

Intuitively, W (t) is a continuous but everyw here non—
di erentiable function. N aturally, the rst thing we will
want to do isto develop the analogue ofthe derivative for
theW ienerprocess. W e can start by de ning the W iener
ncrem ent

Wk =WI(Et+t t W 44)

corresponding to a tine increment t. Again, W is
a nom ally distrbuted random variable w ith zero m ean
and variance t. Note again that this in pli hat the
root-m ean-square am plitude of W scals as t.We
can understand this ntuiively since the variances add
for successive steps in a random walk. M athem atically,
we can w rite the variance as

(W)? = t; 45)

w here the doublk anglk brackets th i denote an ensem —

bl average over all possibl realizations of the W iener

process. This relation suggests the above notion that

second-order term s In W contrbute at the sam e level

as rstorderterm s in t. In the In nitesim al lim it of
t ! O,wewrite t ! dtand W ! odw .

2. IH Ruk

W enow want to show that the W ienerdi erentialdW
satis es the 6 rule dW 2 = dt. Note that we want this
to hold w ithout the ensem ble average, w hich is surprising
sihce dW is a stochastic quantity, while dt ocbviously is
not. To do this, consider the probability density finction
or (W ) 2, which we can obtain by a sin ple transform a—
tion of the G aussian probability density for W Wwhich
isEq. @) witht ! tandWw ! W I:

2_
e(W)—Zt

T @

In particular, the m ean and variance of this distribbution
or (W) ? are

(W)? = ¢ @7)
and
Var (W)?2 =2(1?; 48)

regoectively. To exam Ine the continuum Im i, we will
sum the W iener Increm ents over N intervals of duration

ty = N between 0 and t. T he corresponding W iener
Increm ents are

W,o=WIh+1 ty] W O ty): 49)

Now consider the sum of the squared increm ents

rxl
(W o)%; (50)

n=0

w hich corresponds to a random walk ofN steps, where a

single step has average value t=N and variance 22=N 2.

A ccording to the central lim it theorem , for large N the

sum [50) isa G aussian random variable w ith m ean t and

varance 22=N . In the limt N ! 1 , the variance of
the sum vanishes, and the sum becom estw ith certainty.

Sym bolically, we can w rite

Z N1 Z ¢
i (W )2 =t= 4 1)

n=0

Forthisto hold overany interval (0;t), wem ustm ake the
form al denti cation dt = dW 2. This m eans that even
though dW is a random variable, dW ° is not, shce it
has no variance when integrated over any nite interval.

3. Ensem bk Averages

F inally, we need to justify a relation useful for averag—
Ing over noise realizations, nam ely that

Hy dW di= 0 52)

fora solution y &) of Eq. [40). T hism akes i particularly
easy to com pute averages of functions of y (t) over all
possble realizations of a W iener process, since we can
simply set dW = 0, even when it is muliplied by y.
W e can see this as llows. Clearly, indWw i = 0. A lso,
Eq. [40) is the continuum lin it of the discrete relation

yit+ =yl + t+ W (©): (53)

Thus, y () dependson W (t t), but is Independent
of W (t), which gives the desired result, Eq. [B2). M ore
detailed discussions of W iener processes and Itd calculus
m ay be found in [39,140]



VI. SOLUTION OF A CONTINUOUS
M EASUREMENT

T he stochasticequation [32)) that describes the dynam —
ics of a system sub fcted to a continuous m easurem ent
isnonlinear in , which m akes it di cul to solve. H ow —
ever, it tums out that this equation can be recast in an
e ectively equivalent but linear form . W e now derive this
linear form , and then show how to use it to obtain a com —
plete solution to the SM E . To do this, we rst retum to
the unnom alized stochastic Schrodinger equation [29).
W riting this in termm s ofthe m easurem ent record dy from
Eq. [B1), we have

JY @+ dtyi= £1  kx2dt+ 4kX dygi~ ©)i; (54)

w here the tilde denotes that the state is not nom alized

(hence the equality here). N ote that the nonlinearity in
this equation is entirely due to the fact that dy depends
upon KX i (@nd hX i depends upon ). So what would
happﬁn_jf we sin ply replaced dy in this equation wih
dWw = 8k? Thiswould mean that we would be choosing
the m easurem ent record incorrectly in each tin e step dt.
But the ranges of bothpdy_ and dW are the full real line,
so replacing dy by dWw = 8k still correspondsto a possbke
realization ofdy. However, we would then be us:ingptlE
w rong prokability density fordy because dy and dY/\b=_ 8k
have di erentm eans. Thus, ifweweretouse diW = 8k in
place of dy we would obtain all the correct tra ectories,
but w ith the w rong probabilities.

Now recall from Section[II] that when we apply am ea—
surem ent operatorto a quantum state, wem ust explicitly
renom alize it. If we don’t renom alize, the new nom
contains nform ation about the prior state: it represents
the prior probability that the particular m easurem ent
outcom e actually occured. Because the operations that
result in each succeeding tin e interval dt are indepen-—
dent, and probabilities for independent events m ultiply,
this statem ent rem ains true after any number of time
steps. That is, affer n tim e steps, the nom of the state
records the probability that the sequence of m easure-
ments ked to that state. To put it yet another way, i
records the probability that that particular tra fctory oc—
curred. This is extrem ely usefi1l], because it m eans that
we do not have to choose the tra gctoriesw ih the correct
probaijjtjes| we can recover these at the end m erely by
exam ning the nalnom !

To derive the linear form ofthe SSE we use the cbser—
vations above. W e start w ith the nomm alized form given
by Eq. 30), and w rite it in term s of dy, which gives

j e+ doi= f1 kK KX Hdt

+ 4k X X i) dy WX idtgj @©)i:

o (55)
W e then replace dy by dWw = 8k (that is, we rem ove the
mean from dy at each tim e step). In addition, we m ulti-
ply the state by the square root of the actualprobability

for getting that state (the probability for dy) and divide

by the square root of the probability for dW . To st
order in dt, the factorwe m ultiply by is therefore

s
P (AW )

kX f£dt: (56)
P dy)

p—
1+ 2khX idw

T he resulting stochastic equation is linear, being

Y+ doi= £f1  kx?dt+ kaX dw gj~ )iz G7)
T he linear stochastic m aster equation equivalent to this
linear SSE is
P
d~= kK K;~]dt+ 2kX ~+ ~X )dW : (58)
Because of the way we have constructed this equation,
the actual probability at tim e t for getting a particular
tra pctory is the product of (1) the nom of the state
at tine t and (2) the probability that the tra fctory is
generated by the linear equation (the latter factor be—
Ing the probability for picking the noise realization that
generates the tra gctory.) Thism ay sound com plicated,
but it is actually quite sin ple in practice, aswe w illnow
show . Further nfom ation regarding linear SSE’s m ay
be found in the accessble and detaild discussion given
by W isem an in [32].

W e now solve the lnear SME to obtain a com plete
solution to a quantum m easurem ent in the special case
In which the Ham iltonian com m utes w ith the m easured
observable X . A technique that allow s a solution to be
obtained in som e m ore general cases m ay be found In
Ref. [41]. To solve Eq. [58), we include a Ham ilonian
of the orm H = f X ), and write the equation as an
exponentialto rst order in dt. The resul is

oy 2 p—
~(@+ db) = e[ iH =h 2kX “Jdt+ 2kX dW _ ()

_ 59
Jif =h 2kx 2 1de+ P 2kX dW 9)
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which follow s by expanding the exponentials (@gain to

rst order in dt and second order In dW ) to see that this
expression is equivalent Eq. [58). W hat we have w ritten
is the generalization of the usualunitary tim e-evolution
operatorunder standard Schrodingerequation evolution.
The evolution for a nite tine t is easily obtained now
by repeatedly m ultiplying on both sides by these expo-—
nentials. W e can then combine all the exponentials on
each side In a single exponential, since all the operators
comm ute. The resulk is

) p—
[ i =h 2kX 2]+ 2kXW ~(0)

~(GW )= e €0
Jifl =h 2kX 2]t+pﬁxw . (60)

where the nal states ~ ;W ) are param eterized by W ,
w ith

W o= aw ) (61)



T he probability density forW ,being the sum oftheG aus—
sian random variables dW , is G aussian. In particular, as
in Eq. [@3), at tin e t the probability density is

P W ;t) = p—l_ew -ev,
2t

(62)
Thatis,attinet,W isa G aussian random variablew ith
m ean zero and variance t.

A s we discussed above, however, the probability for
obtaining (t) isnot the probability w ith which it is gen—
erated by picking a noise realization. To calculate the
\true" probability for (t) wemust multiply the density
P W ;t) by thenom of ~ (t). T hus, the actualprobability
for getting a nalstate () (that is, a speci c value of
W attimet) is

h p__ i

P W ;t) = pl:e W 2:(2t>Tr ol 4kx 21+ 8kX W ©)

2t

63)

At this point, X can just as well be any Hem itian
operator. Let us now assume that X = J, for some
quantum number j of the angular m om entum . In this

caseX has2j+ 1 eigenvectors in i, w ith eigenvaluesm =
J5 J+ 1;:::;]. If we have no Inform ation about the
system at the start ofthem easurem ent, so that the initial

state s (0) = I=@2j+ 1), then the solution is quite
sin ple. In particular, (t) isdiagonalin the J, eigenbasis,
and
e Kkt Y) 2
mj ©ni= N (64)

o
where N isthe nom alization andY = W =( 8kt). The
true probability density for Y is

r__

X3
4kte 4kt n) ?

P (Y;t) = (65)

23+ 1 e
W e therefore see that after a su ciently long tim e, the
density for Y is sharply peaked about the 27+ 1 eigen—
values of J, . This density is plotted in Fig.[dl for three
valuesoft. At long tin es, Y becom es very close to one of
these eigenvalues. Further, we see from the solution for
(t) that when Y is close to an eigenvalue m , then the
state ofthe system is sharply peaked about the eigenstate
n i. Thus, we see that after a su ciently long tin e, the
system is projcted into one of the eigenstates of J, .
The random variable Y hasa physicalm eaning. SEgnge
we replaced the measurem ent record dy by dw = 8k
to obtain the linear equation, when we transform from
the raw probability density P to the true density P
is transfgm s the driving noise process dW back into
8kdy = 8khX ({)idt+ dW , being a scaled version of
the m easurem ent record. Thus, Y (t), aswe have de ned
it, is actually the output record up until tim e t, divided
by t. That is,
Z ¢ 1 Z ¢
hJ, (t)idt+ p— aw :
0 8kt 0

y -1 (66)
ot

FIG.1l: Here we show the probability density for the result
of a m easurem ent of the z-com ponent of angular m om entum
for j = 2, and wih m easurem ent strength k. This density
is shown for three di erent m easurem ent tin es: dot-dashed
line: t= 1=k; dashed line: t= 3=k; solid line: t= 10=k.

Thus, Y is the m easurem ent resut. W hen m aking the
m easurem ent the observer integrates up the m easure-
m ent record, and then dividesthe resut by the naltime.
The resul is Y, and the closer Y is to one of the eigen-
values, and the longer the tin e of the m easuram ent, the
m ore certain the observer is that the system has been
collapsed onto the eigenstate w ith that eigenvalue. N ote
that as the m easurem ent progresses, the second, explic—
itly stochastic term oconverges to zero, while the expec—
tation value in the st temm evolves to the m easured
eigenvalie.

VII. MULTIPLE OBSERVERS AND

INEFFICIENT DETECTION

Tt is not di cult to extend the above analysis to de—
scrbe what happens when m ore than one observer is
m onitoring the system . C onsidertw o observersA lice and
Bob, who m easure the sam e system . A lice m oniors X
w ith strength k, and Bob moniors Y wih strength
From A lice’s point of view, since she has no access to
Bob’sm easuram ent results, she m ust average over them .
T hus, as far as A lice is concemed, B ob’s m easurem ent
sim ply induces the dynam icsd 1 = Y;¥; 1]l where

1 is her state of know ledge. The fiill dynam ics of her
state of know ledge, Including her m easurem ent, evolves
according to

d;= kK K;ildt Y [¥;]ldt
P— (67)
+ 2kX® 1+ 1X 2R 3 1)dW 15
wherehX i, = TrK 1], and her m easurem ent record is

dr; = IX i dt+ di ;= 8k. Similarly, the equation of



m otion for Bob’s state of know ledge is

d.,= ¥ [I;2ldt

P__
+ 2 ¥ .+ LY

kK K;lldt
2hY 3 o)dW ,;

(68)

and hism easurem ent record isdr, = hY i, dt+ dW =8

W e can also consider the state of know ledge ofa single
observer, Charlie, who has access to both m easurem ent
records dr; and dr,. The equation for Charlie’s state
of know kedge, , is obtained sinply by applying both
m easuram ents sin ultaneously, giving

P—
kK K; Jde+ 2k X + X

P—
¥y; jde+ 2 (¢ + Y

d = 2K 1 )dy

2hy i) dy;

(69)
wherehlX 1 = TrKX ]. Note that dV; and dV, are in—
dependent noise sources. In tem s of Charlie’s state of
know ledge the two m easurem ent records are

. av,
dr1=thdt+ ??;
k

(70)
. dv,
dr, = hy idt+ p? :
In general Charlie’s state of knowledge () 6 1() 6

5 (£), but Charlie’s m easurem ent records are the sam e
as A lice’s and Bob’s. Equating Charlie’s expressions for
the m easurem ent records w ith A lice’s and Bob’s, we ob—
tain the relationship between Charlie’s noise sources and
those of A lice and Bob:

dv; = P 8k (X i, MW i)dt+ dwWy;
p_— (71)
dvp = 8 (i, hri)dt+ dwy:
W e note that In quantum optics, each m easurem ent is
often referred to as a separate \output channel" for in—
form ation, and so muliple sin ultaneous m easurem ents
are referred to as muliple output channels. M ultiple
observerswere rst treated explicitly by Barchielli, who
gives a rigorous and m athem atically sophisticated treat—
ment in Ref. 42]. A sin ilarly detailed and considerably
m ore accessible treatm ent is given in Ref. [43].

W e tum now to ine clent m easurem ents, which can
be treated in the sam eway asm ultiple observers. An in—
e clent m easurem ent is one in which the observer isnot
able to pick up all the m easurem ent signal. The need
to consider ine cient m easurem ents arose origihally in
quantum optics, where photon counters w ill only detect
som e fraction of the photons incident upon them . This
fraction, usually denoted by , is referred to asthe e -
ciency of the detector [44]. A continuous m easurem ent
In which the detector is ine cient can be described by
treating the single m easurem ent as two m easuram ents,
w here the strengths ofeach ofthem sum to the strength
ofthe sihglem easurem ent. T huswe rew rite the equation
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for a m easurem ent of X at strength k as

P
d = kKK; Jld+ 2kX + X 2K i) dy
P
K K; Jldt+ 2ko X + X 2HX 1 ) dy;

(72)

where k; + k; = k. W e now give the observer access
to only the m easurem ent wih strength k;. From our
discussion above, the equation for the ocbserver’s state of
know ledge, 1, is

di= k+ k)X K; (]ldt
P —
+ 2k1(X 1+ X ZhXZL 1)dW1 (73)
= kK K;illdtr
2 k® 1+ 11X 2K i 1)dWq;
w here, as before, the m easurem ent record is
. dWl . dW]_
dr1=hX11dt+ p:=hX11dt+ — (74)
8k, 8 k
and
k k
= 1 - (75)
ki + ko k

is the e ciency of the detector.

VIII. GENERAL FORM OF THE STOCHASTIC

M ASTER EQUATION

Before Iooking at a physical exam ple of a continuous
m easuram ent process, it is Interesting to ask, what is the
m ost general form of the m easurem ent m aster equation
w hen the m easurem ents Involve G aussian noise? In this
section we present a sin pli ed version ofan argum ent by
Adler [45] that allow s one to derive a form that is close
to the fully generalone and su cient form ost purposes.
W e also describe brie y the extension that gives the fully
general form , the details of which have been worked out
by W isem an and D josi [4€].

Under uniary (unconditioned) evolution, the
Schrodinger equation tells us that in a short time
Interval dt, the state vector undergoes the transform a—
tion

Ji ! jJi+dji= 1 1Edt J i (76)
where H is the Ham iltonian. The sam e transform ation
applied to the density operator gives the Schrodinger{von
N eum ann equation ofEq. [3)):

+d = 1 H; ldt:

(77)
To be physical, any transform ation of the densiy oper-
ator m ust be com pktely positive. That is, the transfor-
m ation m ust preserve the fact that the density operator

5 e

H H
i—dt 1+ i—dt =
h h



has only nonnegative eigenvalues. T his property guaran—
tees that the density operator can generate only sensble
(nonnegative) probabilities. (To be m ore precise, com -
pkte positivity m eans that the transform ation for a sys—
tem ’s density operatorm ust preserve the positivity ofthe
density operator| the fact that the density operator has
no negative ejgenvalues| ofany larger system containing
the system [34].) It tums out that the m ost general form

of a com pltely positive transform ation is

X
! A, AY;

n

(78)

where the A, are arbitrary operators. The Ham ilto-
nian evolution above correspondsto a single In nitesin al
transform ation operatorA = 1 iH dt=h.

Now Jet's exam ine the transform ation for a m ore gen—
eral, stochastic operator of the form

H
A=1 1E dt+ bdt+ cdwW ; (79)

where b and ¢ are operators. W e w ill use this operator
to \derive" a M arkovian m aster equation, then indicate
how it can be m ade m ore general. W e m ay assum e here
that b is Hem iian, sihoe we can absorb any antihemm i
tian part into the Ham iltonian. Putting this into the
transfom ation [78), we nd

i
d = E[H; Jdt+ b; ldt+ ¢ ddt+ ¢ + & dwW;

(80)
where R;B ]y, = AB + BA isthe anticomm utator. W e
can then take an average over all possible W iener pro—
cesses, w hich again we denote by the doubl angle brack—
etshii. From Eq. B2), h dW i = 0 in 6 caloulus,
0

di ii= El H ;i ii] dt+ bjl ] dt+ ch id'dt: 81)

Since the operator th i is an average over valid den-
sity operators, it is also a valid densiy operator and
m ust therefore satisfy Trih ii]= 1. Hence wemust have
dTrth i]= Tridh i]= 0. Using the cyclic property of
the trace, this gives

Tr h i 2b+ e = 0: (82)
This holds for an arbitrary densiy operator only if
b= Z° ®3)
2"

Thus we obtain the Lindblad form [47] of the m aster
equation (averaged over all possible noise realizations):

dh i= El H ;i ii]dt+ D [chh i dt: (84)
Here, we have de ned the Lindblad superoperator
1
D] =cd Ecyc+ dec ; (85)
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where \superoperator" refers to the fact that D [c] op—
erates on  from both sides. This is the m ost general
M arkovian) form of the unconditioned m aster equation
for a single dissipation process.

T he filll transform ation from Eq. [80) then becom es

i
d = E[H;]dt+D[c] dt+ ¢ + & dw: (86)
T his is precisely the linearm asterequatjonpﬁﬂrwhich we
already considered the specialcase ofc=  2kX forthe
m easurem ent parts in Eq. [B8). Agai, this orm of the
m aster equation does not in general preserve the trace
of the density operator, since the condiion Trid 1= 0
In plies

Tr c+d dWi = 0: 87)

W e could Interpret this relation as a constraint on c [45],
but we w ill Instead keep c an arbitrary operator and ex—
plicitly renom alize ateach tin e step by adding a tem
proportional to the left-hand side of [87). The result is
the nonlinear fom

d = Eln-l;]dt+D[c] dt+ H [c] dw ; (88)
w here the m easurem ent superoperator is
HE] =c + & c+ & (89)

W hen c is Hem itian, the m easurem ent term s again give
precisely the stochastic m aster equation [32).

M ore generally, we m ay have any num ber of m easure-
m ents, som etin es referred to as output channels, happen-—
Ing sin utaneously. T he resul is

X

d = ﬁLH; Jdt+ O] dt+ H ] diw,): (90)

n

Thisisthe sam easEq. [88), but thistim e summ ed (inte—
grated) overm ultiple possiblem easurem ent operators g, ,
each with a segparate W iener noise process independent
of all the others.

In view of the argum ents of Section [V 1), when the
m easurem ents are lne cient, we have

X

d = El[_H;]dt+ Okl dti+ nHlgm] di);

n
(91)
where , is the e ciency of the nth detection channel.
T he corresponding m easurem ent record for the nth pro—
cess can be w ritten

dr () = dt+ p : (92)

G+ d
2 a

Again, for B single, position-m easurem ent channel of the
form c = kX , we recover Egs. [3Il) and [Z4) if we
dentify dr, = 2k as a rescaled m easurem ent record.



The SME in Eq. [@l) is su ciently general for m ost
purposes when one is concemed w ith m easurem ents re—
sulting in W ienernoise, but isnot quite the m ost general
form for an SM E driven by such noise. The m ost gen—
eral form isworked out in Ref. [46], and includes the fact
that the noise sourcesm ay also be com plex and m utually
correlated.

IX. INTERPRETATION OF THE M ASTER
EQUATION

Though we now have the general form of the m aster
equation [91l), the interpretation of each ofthe m easure—
ment temm s is not entirely obvious. In particular, the
H [c] tem s (ie. the noise tem s) represent the infor-
m ation gain due to the m easurem ent process, whilke the
D [c] temm s represent the disturbance to, or the backac—
tion on, the state ofthe system due to the m easurem ent.
O foourse, aswe see from the dependence on thee ciency

, the backaction occurs independently of whether the
observer uses or discards the m easurem ent inform ation
(corresponding to = 1 or 0, respectively).

To exam Ine the roles of these tem s further, we will
now consider the equations of m otion for the m om ents
(expectation values ofpowersofX and P ) ofthe canoni-
calvariables. In particular, we w ill specialize to the case
of a single m easurem ent channel,

i P—
d = E[H; ]Jdt+ D [c] dt+ Hc] dw : (93)
Foran arbirary operatorA , we can use them aster equa—
tion and d/Ai= Tr[A d ]to obtain follow ing equation of
m otion for the expectation valuehA i:

dhh i= ghB;H 1 at

¢ dac %CYCA+ACYC at 04)

+Podn+ac mictd dw:

Now we w ill consider the e ects ofm easurem ents on the
relevant expectation values in two exam ple cases: a posi-
tion m easuram ent, corresponding to an observable, and
an antihem itian operator, corresponding to an energy
dam ping process. A s we w ill see, the Interpretation dif-
fers slightly in the two cases. For concreteness and sin —
plicity, wew illassum e the system isa ham onic oscillator
of the form

PR . 12x%;
2m 2

and consider the lowest few moments of X and P . We
w illalso m ake the sin plifying assum ption that the initial
state is G aussian, so that we only need to consider the
sinplest vem om ents: them eanshX iandhP i, the vari-
ancesVy and Vp ,whereV = 2
m etrized covariance Cxp =

93)

h f,andthesym—
(1=2)hKX ;P ;1 KX irP i.
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T hese m om ents com pletely characterize arbitrary G aus—
sian states (hcluding m ixed states).

A . Position M easurem ent

In the case of a position m easurem ent of the form c=
2kX asih Eq. B8), Eq. [04) becom es
i
dni= —hR;H lJidt khK;K;AJ]lidt 96)
+ 2 kBX;Ali 2HX fHAL]dW :
U sing this equation to com pute the cum ulant equations
ofm otion, we nd [5]

1 p—
dX i= —hPidt+ 8 kW dW

m
. 2 . p—
diPi= m!fhX idt+ 8 kCxp dW
2 2 97
@tVX = _Cxp 8 k\& ( )
m
@Ve = 2m !2Cxp + 2h°k 8 kG2,
1 2
@tCXP = —Vp m !OVX 8 k\& Cxp:

m

N otice that in the variance equations, the dW tem svan-
ished, due to the assum ption ofa G aussian state, which
In plies the llow ing relations for the m om ents #4§]:

X3 =1 i+ 3hK iVy

1

> X ;P2], =hx iP i° + 2P iCxp + HX 1iVp
1
EhD(;D(;PLLi=hXj.hPi2+ 2HX iCyp + 1P iVy :

(98)
For the reader wishing to becom e better acquainted
w ith continuous m easurem ent theory, the derivation of
Eqgs. [@7) is an excellent exercise. The derivation is
straightforw ard, the only subtlety being the second-order
O term s In the variances. For exam ple, the equation of
m otion for the position variance starts as
dvy =dx? 2idxi (dx #: (99)
T he last, quadratic term is in portant in producing the
e ect that the m easured quantity becom esm ore certain.
In exam ining Egs. [97), we can sinply use the coe -
cients to identify the source and thus the interpretation
ofeach tem . The rsttem in each equation isdueto the
naturalH am iltonian evolution ofthe hamm onic oscillator.
Tem s orighhating from theD [c] com ponent are propor-
tionalto kdtbutnot ; in fact, the only m anifestation of
this term is the h’k temm in the equation ofm otion or
Vp . Thus, a position m easurem ent w ith rate constant k
producesm om entum di usion (heating) at a rate h?k, as
is required to m aintain the uncertainty principle as the
position uncertainty contracts due to the m easurem ent.



T here are m ore temm s here orighhating from the H [c]
com ponent of the m aster equation, and they are identi-
able since they are proportionalto either = k or k.
The dW tem s in the equations forhX i and P i repre—
sent the stochastic nature of the position m easurem ent.
T hat is, during each am all tin e interval, the wave func-
tion collapses slightly, but we don’t know exactly where
it collapses to. T his stochastic behavior is precisely the
sam e behaviorthat we saw in Eq. 28). Them ore subtle
point here liesw ith the nonstochastic term s proportional
to k, which cam e from the second-order temm [for ex—
ampl, n Eq. 09)] where t6 calculus generates a non—
stochastic tetm from dW 2 = dt. Notice I particular
the tem ofthis form in the Vy equation, which actsasa
dam ping tem forVy . Thistem representsthe certainty
gained via the m easurem ent process. T he other sin ilar
term s are less clear in their interpretation, but they are
necessary to m aintain consistency of the evolution.

N ote that we have m ade the assum ption ofa G aussian
Initial state in deriving these equations, but this assum p—
tion is not very restrictive. D ue to the linear potential
and the Gaussian POVM for the m easurem ent collapse,
these equations of m otion preserve the G aussian form
of the Iniial state. The Gaussian POVM additionally
converts arbitrary iniial states into G aussian states at
long tim es. Furthem ore, the assum ption of a G aussian
POVM isnot restrictive| under the assum ption of su —
ciently high noise bandw idth, the central-lim it theorem
guarantees that tem poral coarsegraining yilds G aus—
sian noise for any POVM giving random deviates w ith
bounded variance.

B . D issipation

T he position m easurem ent above is an exam pl of a
Hem iian m easurem ent operator. But what happens
when the m easurem ent operator is antthemm itian? As
an exam ple, we w ill consider the anniilation operator

for the ham onic oscillator by setting c= - = a, where
1 . Xo
a= p=—X + ip=—P (100)
2x0 2h
and
r
h
Xy = (101)
m !0

T he ham onic oscillator w ith this type of m easurem ent
m odels, for exam ple, the eld ofan optical cavity whose
output is m oniored via hom odyne detection, where the
cavity output ism ixed on a beam splitterw ith another op—
tical eld. (Technically, in hom odyne detection, the eld

m ust be the sam e as the eld driving the cavity; m ixing
w ith other elds correspondsto heterodyne detection.) A

procedure very sin ilar to the one above gives the ollow —
Ing cum ulant equations for the conditioned evolution in
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this case:

1
diX i= —hPidt

—X idt
m . 2
m!o h
+ 2 Vx aw
h 2m !y
dPi= m!flXidt =kPidt
r
m!o
+ 2 CXP dW
2 h
@ Vx = ;cxp Vx om |
0 (1o2)
m!o h
2 VX
h 2m !y
2 mloh
@tVP = m!OCXP VP >
m!o 2
2 TCXP
1 2
@Cxp = ;VP m!on Gp
X P X om 1,

The m om ent equations seem m ore com plex in this case,
but are still airly sin ple to Interpret.

First, consider the unconditioned evolution of the
meanshX i and P i, where we average over all possible
noise realizations. Again, sihceth dWw i= 0,wecan sin -
ply setdW = 0 in the above equations, and we w ill drop
the doubl anglk brackets for brevity. The H am ittonian
evolution temm s are of course the sam e, but now we see
extra dam ping tem s. D ecoupling these two equations
gives an equation of the usual form for the dam ped har-
m onic oscillator for the m ean position:

2

X i+ !5+ X i= 0: (103)

2
QX i+ "
N ote that w e identify the frequency ! ¢ here asthe actual
oscillation frequency ! of the dam ped oscillator, given

by ! 2= 12  2=4,and not the resonance frequency !

that appears the usual form of the classical formula.

T he noise tem s in these equations corresoond to non—
stationary di usion, ordi usion where the transport rate
depends on the state ofthe system . N ote that under such
a di usive process, the system will tend to com e to rest
In con gurationsw here the di usion coe cient vanishes,
an e ect closely related to the \blow torch theorem " [49].
Here, this correspondsto Vy = h=2m !y and Cxp = 0.

The variance equations also contain unconditioned
dam ping tem s (roportional to  but not ). These
dam ping tem s cause the systam to equilbrate w ith the
sam e variance values as noted above; they also produce
the extra equilbrium value Vp = m !¢ h=2. The condi
tioning tem s (proportionalto ) merely accelerate the
settling to the equilbrium values. T hus, we see that the



essentiale ect of the antihem itian m easurem ent opera—
tor is to dam p the energy from the system , whether it
is stored in the centroids or in the varances. In fact,
what we see is that this m easurem ent process selects co—
herent states, states that have the sam e shape as the
ham onicoscillator ground state, but w hose centroids os—
cillate along the classicalham onicoscillatortra fctories.

X. PHYSICALMODELOF A CONTINUOUS
M EASUREMENT:ATOM IC SPONTANEOUS
EM ISSION

To better understand the nature of continuous m ea—
surem ents, we w illlnow consider in detail an exam ple of
how a continuousm easurem ent ofposition arises in a fun—
dam entalphysicalsystam : a single atom interacting w ith
light. Agaln, to obtain weak m easurem ents, we do not
m ake pro ctive m easurem ents directly on the atom , but
rather we allow the atom to becom e entangled w ith an
auxiliary quantum system | In this case, the electrom ag—
netic e]d| and then m ake pro fgctive m easuram ents on
the auxiliary system (in this case, using a photodetector) .
Tt tums out that this one level of separation between the
system and the pro fctive m easurem ent is the key to the
structure of the form alisn . A dding m ore elem ents to the
chain of quantum -m easurem ent devices does not change
the fundam ental structure that we present here.

A . M aster Equation for Spontaneous Em ission

W e begin by considering the interaction of the atom
w ith the electrom agnetic eld. In particular, treating
the eld quantum m echanically allow s us to treat spon—
taneous em ission. T hese spontaneously em itted photons
can then be detected to yield inform ation about the
atom .

1. D ecay of the Excited State

W e w ill give a brief treatm ent follow Ing the approach
ofW eisskopfand W igner [BC,[51,/52]. W ithout going into
detailabout the quantization ofthe electrom agnetic eld,
we will sin ply note that the quantum description of the

eld involves associating a quantum hamm onic oscillator
w ih each eldm ode (say, each plane wave ofa particular
wave vectork and de nite polarization). Then fora two-
level atom wih ground and excited levels i and #i,
respectively, the uncoupled H am iltonian forthe atom and
a sihngke eld mode is
1
Ho= h!g Y +nh! aya+5 (104)
Here, !¢ is the transition frequency ofthe atom , ! isthe
frequency ofthe eldmode, = Pihejisthe atom ic low—
ering operator (so that Y = wihejis the excited-state
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progctor), and a is the eld (ham onic oscillator) anni-
hilation operator. T he interaction betw een the atom and

eld is given in the dipole and rotating-w ave approxin a—
tions by the interaction H am itonian

H, =h gYa+g & ; (105)

w here g isa coupling constant that includes the volum e of
them ode, the eld frequency, and the atom ic dipolem o—
ment. The two tem s here are the \energy-conserving"
processes corresponding to photon absorption and em is—
sion.

In the absence ofextemally applied elds, we can w rite
the state vector as the superposition of the states

Ji= ce®it pilis (106)
w here the uncoupled eigenstate j ;nidenotes the atom ic
state j i and the n-photon eld state, and the om itted
photon num ber denotes the vacuum state: j i J ;04
T hese states form an e ectively com plete basis, since no
other states are coupled to these by the interaction [109).
W e willalso assum e that the atom is initially excited, so
that ¢ (0) = 1 and ¢; (0) = O.
T he evolution is given by the Schrodinger equation,
. i .
@tj 1= E(HO"' HAF)j 1; (107)
which gives, upon substitution of [I08) and dropping the
vacuum energy o set ofthe eld,

G = il g

Geeg= 1ilg Igc: (L08)

D e ning the slow Iy varying am plitudes e, = ce'°t and
& = cyet't, we can rew rite these as

igge it oot
ig et

Qe =
@tC’g =

To decouple these equations, we rst integrate the equa—
tion for e;:

(109)

! o)t

zZ t
s®= ig dle@ell ' 110)
0
Substiuting this nto the equation for e,
Z t
S 0
Gee= F deielt ' EE; a11)

0

w hich gives the evolution for the excited state coupled to
a sihgle eld m ode.

Now weneed to sum overall eldm odes. In free space,
we can Integrate over allpossble plane w aves, labeled by
the wave vectork and the two possbl polarizations for
each wave vector. Each m ode has a di erent frequency
'y = ck, and we m ust expand the basis so that a photon
can be em itted into any m ode:

X
Ji= @it
k;

ck; jgflk; i: (112)



Putting in the proper form of the coupling constants gi
for each m ode in the freespace 1im i, it tums out that
the equation ofm otion becom es

b = z Z .

0 Oy il x ' o) EtY,
m . . dt S (t )e H
113)
wheredge = g i is the dipolem atrix elam ent charac-
terizing the atom ic transition strength. T he polarization
sum sin ply contributes a factor of 2, whilke carrying out
the angular Integration in spherical coordinates gives
Z Z
drzge ! 3 - 0 Oym il o) t?,
620hc30d!! Odtee(t)e :
(114)
W e can now note that e t°) varies slow Iy on optical
tin e scales. A lso, ! ® is slow Iy varying com pared to the
exponential factor in Eq. [[14), which oscillates rapidly
(@t least r Jarge tim es t) about zero except when t £

Qe =

and ! !o. Thus, we will get a negligble contribution
from the ! Integralaway from ! = !y. W e w ill therefore
m ake the replacement 13 ! 12:
132 Z Z ¢ . ,
Qo= ——2 d! dtle, e ¢ x P odE D,
e 62 ohe . e (£)
(115)
T he sam e argum ent gives
Z Z
dre it Lot dreitx toet?
0 1
=2 ¢ YH:
(116)

W e can see from this that our argum ent here about the
exponential factor isequivalent to the M arkovian approx—
in ation, where we assum e that the tin e derivative ofthe
quantum state depends only on the state at the present
tim e. T hus,

Z
!03dée t
3 oh&
lodge &

3 ohed 2

Qe = e € B

@17)

Here, we have split the -function since the upper lim it

ofthe t ntegralwast, in view ofthe orighalfom [I15)

or the t° integral, w here the ntegration lin it is centered

at the peak ofthe exponential factor. W e can rew rite the
nalresul as

Gree = Ec’e; (118)
w here the spontaneous decay rate is given by
1 342
= _"07ge | (119)

3 ohdd’
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T hisdecay rate isof course de ned so that the probability
decays exponentially at the rate . A 1so, note that

@eCe = ilo 7 % (120)

after transform ing out of the slow variables.

2. Fom ofthe M aster E quation

W e now want to consider the reduced density operator
for the evolution of the atom ic state, tracing over the
state of the eld. Here we will com pute the individual
m atrix elem ents

=hjji 121)
for the atom ic state.

T he easiest m atrix elem ent to treat is the excited—level
population,

ee = GGt (122)
D i erentiating this equation and using {I118) gives
@t ce = ee* (123)

The m atrix elem ent for the ground-state population fol-
Iow s from summ Ing over all the other states:
X Z
99 * dkex; g

n

124)

N otice that the states i and i are e ectively degener—
ate, but when we elin inate the eld, wewant #i to have
h!y more energy than the ground state. The shortcut
for doing this is to realize that the latter situation cor—
regponds to the \interaction picture" w ith respect to the

eld, where we use the slow Iy varying ground-state am —
plitudes & ; but the standard excited-state am plitude & .
Thisexplainswhy we use reqular coe cients in Eq. ([122)
but the slow variablesin Eq. [124)). Sinceby construction

ee T gg = 1,

@ gg = ce (125)
F inally, the coherences are
X Z
ge & dk &; c.; eg = ge’ (126)
and so the corresponding equation ofm otion is
X Z
@t ge = dkek, l!o E [ l!o E ge*
127)

W e have taken the tin e derivatives of the &; to be
zero here. From Eq. [L09), the tim e derivatives, when
summ ed over allm odes, w ill In general correspond to a



sum over am plitudes w ith rapidly varying phases, and
thus their contributions w ill cancel.

N otice that what we have derived are exactly the sam e
m atrix elem ents generated by the m aster equation

i
@ = E[HA;H D[] (128)

where the form ofD [ ]
atom ic H am iltonian is

is given by Eqg. [B3), and the

H, = h!y®ie] 129)
That is, the dam ping term here represents the same
dam ping as in the optical B loch equations.

B . Photodetection: Q uantum Jum ps and the
P oisson P rocess

In deriving Eq. [128), we have ignored the state of
the eld. Now we will consider what happens when we
measure it. In particular, we w ill assum e that we m ake
pro¥ctive m easurem ents of the eld photon number In
every m ode, not distinguishing between photons in dif-
ferent m odes. Tt is this extra interaction that will yield
the continuous m easurem ent of the atom ic state.

From Eq. [123), the transition probability in a tin e in—
tervaloflength dtis . dt= Y dt,wherewe recall
that ¥ = #ihejisthe excited-state pro fction operator.
T hen assum ing an idealdetector that detects photons at
all frequencies, polarizations, and angles, there are two
possbilities during this tim e interval:

1.N o photon detected. The detector does not
\click" in this case, and this possibility happens
wih probability 1 ¥ dt. The same con-
struction as above for the m aster equation carries
through, so we keep the equations of m otion for

eer egr and ge. However, we do not keep the
sam e equation for 44: no photodetection in plies
that the atom does not retum to the ground state.
Thus, @ 4g = 0. This case isthus generated by the
m aster equation
i
e = (130)

T hisevolution isunnom alized since Tr[ ]decaysto

zero at long tim es. W e can rem edy thisby explicitly

renom alizing the state (¢ + dt), which am ounts
to adding one temm to the m aster equation, as in

Eq. [B9):
@ = —ilﬂ R A A Y (131)
h 2

2.Photon detected. A click on the photodetector
occurs w ith probability ¥ dt. T he interaction
Ham iltonian H,, containsa temm ofthe form &Y,
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w hich tellsusthat photon creation (and subsequent
detection) isaccom panied by low ering ofthe atom ic
state. Thus, the evolution for this tin e Interval is
given by the reduction

t+ dt) = ©~ : (132)
hy i’
W e can w rite this in di erential form as
y
d = 133)

T he overall evolution is stochastic, w ith either case oc—
curring during a tim e interval dt w ith the stated proba-
bilities.

W e can explicitly combine these two probabilities by
de ning a stochastic variable dN , called the P oisson pro—
cess. In any given time Interval dt, dN is unity with
probability ¥ dt and zero otherw ise. Thus, we can
w rite the average over all possible stochastic histories as

IdN i = Y dt: (134)
A lso, since dN  is either zero or one, the process satis es
dN 2 = dN . These last two features are su cient to fillly
characterize the P oisson process.

Now we can add the two above possib ke cases together,
w ith a weighting factor of AN for the second case:

d = “H.;iB S[Y; lda+ Y ot
o2 (135)
+ dN :
hy i
Tt isunnecessary to inclide a weighting factorof 1  dN )

for the rst tem , since dN dt = 0. It is easy to verify
that thism aster equation is equivalent to the stochastic
Schrodinger equation

i
dj i= HHA] ldt+ El ¥ ¥ j ldt
: (136)
+ p—— 1 jidN;
hy i

again keeping tem s to second order and using dN ? =
dN . Stochastic Schrodinger equations of this form are
popular for sin ulatingm aster equations, since ifthe state
vectorhasO (n) com ponents, the densiy m atrix w illhave
0 n?) com ponents, and thus ism uch m ore com putation—
ally expensive to solve. If s solutions (\quantum tra—
“ectories") of the stochastic Schrodinger equation can be
averaged together to obtain a su ciently accurate soli—
tion to the m aster equation and s n, then thisM onte—
C arlotype m ethod is com putationally e cient for solv—
ing them asterequation. T his idea is illustrated in F ig.[2,
which show s quantum tra fctordes for the tw o-levelatom
driven by a eld according to the Ham iltonian ({I69) in



Section XD 1. As many trajctories are averaged to-
gether, the average converges to the m asterequation so—
ution for the ensamble average. @A bout 20,000 tra gc—
tories are necessary for the M onteC arlo average to be
visually indistinguishable from the m asterequation so—
ution on the tine scale plotted here.) Note that the
\R abi oscillations" apparent here are distorted slightly
by the nonlinear renom alization term in Eq. [I36) from
the usual sihusoidal oscillations in the absence of spon—
taneous em ission. However, the dam ping rate in Fig.[2
is am all, so the distortion is not visually apparent. \Un-
ravellings" [33] ofthis form arem uch easier to sole com —
putationally than \quantum —state di usion" unravellings
hvolwing dW . O foourse, i is In portant for m ore than
Just a num ericalm ethod, since this gives us a powerfiill
form alism for handling photodetection .

To handle the case of photodetectors w ith less than
deale ciency ,we sinply combine the conditioned and
unconditioned stochastic m aster equations, w ith weights

and 1 , respectively :
d = —i[H dt+ — ¥ v, dt
h A 2 14 +
y
+ 1 )y D[] dt+ FY dN
. * 137)
i
= E[H“ dt+ D[] dt+ Y dt
y
Yat+ - dN :
hy i

T he P oisson process ism odi ed in this case such that

IdN i = Yoodt (138)

to account for the fact that few er photons are detected.

C . Im aged D etection of F luorescence
1. CenterofM ass D ynam ics

Now we want to consider how the evolution of the
atom ic intemalstate In uencesthe atom ic center-ofm ass
m otion. To account for the extemal atom ic m otion, we
use the center-ofm ass H am ittonian

2
Hey = o + V &)

P 139)

in addition to the intemal atom ic Ham iltonian H, . W e
also need to explicitly inclide the spatial dependence of
the eld by lktting

o ! ge*” (140)
in the interaction Ham iltonian [109). In the weak-—
excitation lim it, we can take k to have the value k, ofan
extemally applied probe eld (the em ited photons are
elastically scattered from the incident eld).
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FIG.2: Quantum jmps in a driven two-Jlevel atom . Top:
evolution of the excited-state probability for a single atom

(quantum traectory) wih jim ps to the ground state, corre—
sponding to a detected photon. Four other trafctories are
included to illustrate the dephasing due to the random na-—
ture of the Jum ps. Bottom : ensem bleaveraged excited-state
probability com puted from the m aster equation (solid line),
an average of 20 tra fctordes (dashed line), and an average of
2000 trafctories (dotted line). T im e ism easured In units of
2 = [ee Eq. (I&9)], and the decay rate is = 0: in the
sam e units.

To inclide the center ofm ass in the atom ic state, we
can explicitly write the state in term s of m om entum -
dependent coe cients as

Z
X
ji= dp efP)Ppieit k; P)Pigilk; i+ (141)
k;
N otice that the new interaction H am iltonian
X . .
H,, = h g ag e "+g,a, e** (42
ki
couples the state p;ei to the states p hk;g;%; 1 (in

the m om entum basis), giving rise to the atom icm om en—
tum recoil from spontaneous em ission. (T he additional
recoil due to the absorption of the photon com es about
by exam Ining the coupling to the driving eld.) The
derivation of the last section carrdes through here w ith
the replacam ent

ko (143)
Summ ing over all possble em ission directions, the un—
conditioned m aster equation [[28) becom es

Z

df(; ik , r

)D e i

(144)
where £ ( ; ) is the nom alized classical angular distri-
bution for the radiated light, which here represents the
angular probability distribution for the em itted photons.

i
@t= HEA+HCM;]+



A pplying the sam e reasoning here as for the quantum —
jim p m aster equation [I35), we obtain

d = —i[[-l +Heywj e+ — ¥ Y, . dt
I'Z A cM 2 +
ej.k r yej.k r I ( ;)
+ d F
hy i d
(145)
w here
dN ( ;
d( ) = Y f(; )dt (1406)

asbefore. W e can sin plify this equation by carrying out
the angular integral, de ning dN to be one whenever

maxdN ( ; )]= 1. Theresult is
d = —i[[-l +Heyj; e+ — Y Y, . dt
h A‘ cM ‘ 2 +
elkL r yeJ.k r
+ —_— dN
hy i
147)
w ih
IdN i = Yo dt (148)
as before. The angles and are then stochastic vari-
ables w ith probability density £ ( ; ) sin
Z Z
~ = p= d d(cos )

Ifwe consider an atom whose radiation pattem is axially
sym m etric, then perform ing the  integral am ounts to

ttingf(; ) ! £()=2 ,sihce the Integral is nonzero
only or = 0. Carrying this out and suppressing the
dependence,
Z 4 o
- =P dcos ) f( )&k =2)cos 151)
1

Notice that wih the nomm alization convention for the
Fourier coe cients here,

d Y(;) (;)= ~Y~ (152)
so that the set ofm easurem ent operators is com plete and
properly nom alized In either basis.

Notice that the ~ operators contain localized func—
tions of the position z, and thus correspond to position
m easuram ents. For exam ple, a radiating atom ic dipole
oriented along the z-axis has

3

f()=Zs:ir12 ; (153)
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2. Imaging

The above master equation [I49) is for an angk-
resolving detector. W hat we see is that angleresolved
detection keeps explicit track of the atom ic m om entum
kicks due to goontaneous em ission. An in aging detec—
tor, on the other hand, gives up resolution of the direc—
tion ofthe em itted photon wave vector k, thus cbtaining
Instead som e position inform ation about the atom . An
In aging system operates by summ ing elds from m any
directions together and then detecting the resulting in—
terference pattem. T he procedure for obtaining them ea—
surem ent operators for the In aging system is as follow s
B3, 154]. Notice that we can regard the m aster equa-—
tion [I45) as a nom al jum p process of the form [I39),
w ith m easurem ent operators

(i)=" E(5) dures (149)
where we sum over all possbl em ission angles. In
w riting down this operator, we are specializing to one—
din ensionalm otion along the zaxis k= y = 0), sowe
only require the z-com ponent k cos ofk. This operator
ranges from ltolincos andfrom Oto2 in . Thus,
we can w rite down Fourier coe cients, since these finc—
tions are de ned on a bounded dom ain, w ith two indices

and

r;)é’kchos e i cos e i (150)
which gives m easurem ent operators of the form
r_
3270 k.2
~ = _L; (154)
8 k, z

wherez = z =2, and J x) is an ordinary Bessel
function. Notice also that the set of possible m easure-
m ent values is not continuous, but rather is discretely
spaced by =2.

3. Gaussian Aperture

For the ideal in aging system we have considered here,
the aperture extends over the full4 solid angle (requir-
ng, for exam ple, arbitrarily large lenses on either side of
the atom ), though In practice it is rare to com e anyw here
close to this extrem e. T hus, we w ill include the e ects of
an aperture that only allow s the In aging system to de-
tect radiated light w ithin a lim ited solid anglke Fig.[3).
For m athem atical convenience, we w ill choose an aper-
ture wih a Gaussian spatial pro k. W e consider the



detector

FIG . 3: Basic setup for im aging resonance uorescence from
a single atom as a continuous position m easurem ent. Light
scattered from a probe laser (not shown) is collected by a
G aussian aperture of angular halfw idth and focused by
a lens on a position-sensitive detector, such as a photodiode
array. The atom is constrained to m ove along the z-axis.

above case of m otion along the z-axis, w ith the atom ic
dipok ordented along the z-axis. T hen photons going into
any azimuthalangle are equivalent as far as providing
position inform ation about the atom , sihce the form of

( ; ) is Independent of . Thus, it su ces to consider
only the dependence of the aperture, as any depen-—
dence contributes only by reducing the e ective detection
e ciency of the photodetector. Intuitively, one expects
a cam era In aging system to be m ost e ective when ori-
ented nom alto the z-axis, so we choose the aperture to
be centered about = =2. W e thus take the intensity
tranam ission function of the aperture to be

2/ =2

T()=exp ——— (155)

( ¥

T he generalization of Eq. [I51l) to this case is
zZ, o
~ = p_z dos ) T ()f( )é‘kL (z =2) cos
1

(156)

£ is an all, then the integrand is only appreciable for

near =2 due to the G aussian factor. Recentering the
Integrand, m aking the an allangle approxin ation in the
rest ofthe integrand, and extending the lin its of integra—
tion, we nd

r—_z _, )
~ = § d cog ekrit =2) sin exp
8 ( %
r 5Z y )
— d ej-kL (z =2) exp
8 " ( ?#
r— 2 2
3 k.,
= - ex A
8 P 2 2
(157)

T hus, the m easurem ent operator in this case is actually
Gaussian. W e can write the fraction of photons trans—
m itted by the aperture as an e ciency
Z r__
! 3

£ -
1d(c:os )T ()EC) 1 3

N

(158)
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In thesameregimeofsnall . Then the Gaussian m ea—

surem ent operators ~ satisfy
X
= Yo (159)

T his nom alization is sensble, although as we will see
later, tums out not to be the actual m easurem ent
e cliency.

4. SpatialContinuum A pproxim ation

Ifan atom is initially com pletely delocalized, after one

photon is detected and the collapse operator ~ applies,
the atom is reduced to a w idth of order
— l —
= kL =5 (160)
Since this ism uch larger than the spacing
= = (161)

k., 2
it ise ectively in possible to \see" the discreteness of the
m easuram ent record, and i is a good approxin ation to
replace the set ofm easurem ent operatorsw ith a set corre-
soonding to a continuous range of possible m easurem ent
outcom es. Since in the 1im it of an all spacing x, it isa
good approxin ation to w rite an integralas a sum
X Z
fh x) x=

dx £ (x) (162)

n

for an arbitrary function f x), we can m ake the formm al
identi cation

(163)

to obtain the continuum lim it of the position collapse
operators. T hus, we have
Z ALl #
S, o 1 (z )
deiE o FR=—SP® gy
(164)
W e have inserted the identity here to m ake this expres—
sion a proper operatoron the atom ic center-ofm assstate.
Again, isnow a continuous index wih din ensions of
length, rather than an integer index.

Thus, from the om ofEq. [I37), we can deduce the
ollow ing form of the m aster equation for in aged pho-
todetection through the G aussian aperture:

Z

~( ) =

a = Elﬁwﬂm;]dw dD[(;)] dt
+ y dt
Z
AT() (;) Y(;)d
~ ~Y
O 7O
ey ()~ ()i

(165)



R ecalling the nom alization

Z Z
dT() Y(;) (;)= d ~¥()~()= v
(166)
we have for the P oisson process
Z
HAN = dt d ~Y()~() = Yoo dt: (167)

Agaln, isa random realnumber corresponding to the
result of the position m easurem ent for a given sponta—
neous am ission event. T he probability density for is

~ ()~ ()
hZY i
@ 7 .
o
168)
that is, in the case of a localized atom ic wave packet, a
G aussian probability density w ith variance ( ¥.

1
dz j — ex]
I Z]e(Z)sz2— P 20

D . A diabatic A pproxim ation

So far, we have seen how the intemal and extemal
dynam ics of the atom are intrinsically linked. Now we
would lke to focus on the extemal atom ic dynam ics.
To do so, we will take advantage of the natural sepa—
ration of tin e scales of the dynam ics. The intemal dy—
nam ics are dam ped at the spontaneous em ission rate ,
which is typically on the order of 10 s'! . The exter-
nal dynam ics are typically much slower, corresponding
to kH z or am aller oscillation frequencies for typical laser
dipolk traps. T he adiabatic approxin ation assum es that
the intemal dynam ics equilbrate rapidly com pared to
the extermal dynam ics, and are thus always In a quasi-
equilbriim state w ith respect to the extemal state.

1. IntermalQ uasiE quilibrium

In treating the Intemaldynam ics, we have noted that
the atom decays, but not why it was excited In the st
place. A resonant, driving (classical) laser eld enters In
the form [B5]

h
H,=— + Y ; (169)
2

where the Rabi frequency  characterizes the strength
of the laser{atom interaction. In writing down this in-
teraction, we have in plicitly m ade the standard unitary
transform ation to a rotating frame where H, = 0. We
have also assum ed the driving eld propagates along a
nom alto the z-axis, so we have not w ritten any spatial
dependence ofthe ed in H, .

T he usualunconditioned m aster equation w ith this in—
teraction, but neglecting the extermal m otion (that is
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equivalent to the usual, on—resonance opticalB loch equa—
tions) is
i
@ = EBD;H D[]: (L70)
This equation In plies that the expectation value of an
operator A evolves as
[Y AL

QA i= Elha;HD i+ YA : @171)

N

This gives the follow Ing equations of m otion for the
density-m atrix elem ents:

i
@t ee = Q¢ Y = —nhi y Y ;
i 2 @72)
@t egZ@th i=7 Y Y Eh i:
The rem aining m atrix elem ents are determ ned by g =
og @A gg = vo=1 Y Setting the time
derivativesto zero, w e can solve these equationsto obtain

2 2

1+2 2= 2/
1=
1+2 2= 2"

@73)
hi =

for the intermal steady-state of the atom .

2. ExtermalM aster E quation

To m ake the adiabatic approxin ation and elin inate
the intemal dynam ics, we note that there is no e ect
on the extemal dynam ics apart from the slow center-of-
m assm otion In the potentialV (x) and the collapses due
to the detection events. W hen the intemal tin escales
dam p much m ore quickly than the extemal tin e scales,
we can m ake the replacem ent

¥ [ 174)
in the m aster equation [I65). A lso, in steady state, the
intemal equations ofm otion [172) give

Vo= — Y a75)

so that the ground- and excited-state populations are
proportional. W hen we also account for the atom ic spa—
tial dependence, this argum ent applies at each position
z, SO that we can w rite

2_ 2
Je@f = 53 @7 176)
w here we are using the general decom position
hzj i= @)®i+ 4@ PL @77)



for the atom ic state vector. Thus, the spatial pro ke of
the atom is Independent of is intemal state, so we need
not assign multiple wave functions 4 (z) and . (z) to
di erent intemal states of the atom .

Furthem ore, we w ill take a partial trace over the in—
temaldegrees of freedom by de ning the externaldensity
operator

ext =] i+ hyj pi: 178)
T he result of applying the sam e partialtrace on them as—
ter equation is

i
d ext = HEZ_ICM; ext AL
+ d L T()E(; )DE™**% ] gedt
A y
() extA (.) e AN ;
MY ()A ()i
(179)
where
HdN i = dt
~()=1: A() (180)

The orm [[79) Pllows from the fact that the density
operator factorizes into external and intemal parts, as
we saw in Eq. [I77). A Iso, Eq. [168) becom es

Z

1
P()= dzj (Z)jzpz_— exp (;(72)2 ; (181)
where (z) is the e ective state-independent wave func—

tion for the atom . W hen the extemal state is not pure,
we sin ply m ake the substitution j (z)F ! hzjexeiin
Eq. [I8])) to handk this.

Now we have what we want: a m aster equation for
the atom ic center-ofm ass state that exhibits localizing
collapses due to a physicalm easurem ent process. W hat
w e essentially have is continuous evolution, w ith the end
ofeach ntervalofmean length ( ) ! punctuated by a
POVM ~ype reduction of the form V' A() B().
But note that here there is extra disturbance for the
am ount of nform ation we gain, because the aperture only
picks up a fraction ofthe available nform ation. W e w ill
retum to this point shortly.

E. W hiteN oise Lim it

W enow haveaPOVM wih a orm sin ilarto Eq. [22),
but we still have a quantum —jum p m aster equation for a
position m easurem ent that does not look lke Eg. 32).
However, we can note that the Gaussian form of the
collapse operator A () is applied to the state after ev—
ery tine interval of average length t = ( yt. In
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the regin e of slow atom ic center-ofm ass m otion, the
collapses com e quickly com pared to the motion. Then
it is a good approxin ation to take the formm al lin it

t ! 0, whilke keeping the rate of nfom ation gain
constant. (N ote that the sam e result arises in hom o—
dyne detection, where the am itted light interferesw ith a
strong phasereference eld, w ithout any coarse-graining
approxin ation.)

1. Quantum -State D 1 usion

Comparing Eq. [I81) with Eq. [24), we see that they
are the sam e if we identify

4k t=

TR : 182)

N ote that k here refers to the m easuram ent strength, not
the wave num ber k; of the scattered light. Solving for
the m easurem ent strength,

(183)

8( ) 272

R epeating the procedure of Section [IV], we can take the
Imi t ! Owihk xed. The resultingm aster equa—
tion, in \quantum -state di usion" fom , is

i
N E_ICM 7 ext]dt

d ext =
h
Z

+ d L T()If(; )DE™r2™s ] . dt

r—
+ 2kD 2] extdt+ 2 KH 2] exedW :

(184)
T he form here isthe sam easin Eq. [32), except foran ex—
tra \disturbance term " representing the undetected pho-—
tons. W e have also added an extra e ciency tom odel
aperturing in the direction and othere ects such asthe
Intrinsic (quantum ) e ciency of the in aging detector.

2. D1i usion Rates

To sin plify them aster equation [I84)), we willanalyze
the di usion rates due to the second and third tem s
(foroportionalto andk, respectively). From the analysis
of Egs. [97)), recall that the term 2KkD [z] ex: dt causes
di usion In m om entum at the rate

Dy = 2h’k = " Wk (¥ (185)
T his is the disturbance corresponding to the inform ation
gain. The relation k = D k=(2h2) willbe usefilbelow .

W e can com pute the total di usion rate due to the
spontaneously em itted photons as follow s. Each photon
em ission causesam om entum kick ofm agniudehk, cos ,
and the spontaneous am ission rate is . A veraging over



the angular photon distrbution, the di usion rate be—

com es
Z 2. 2
h
k> d f(; )oos® = 5kL:

Dy = (186)

On the other hand, the di usion rate due only to the
detected photons is

z
D = hk* dT()Ff(; )ood
Z
= thLZE d si® ocof exp u
4 ( f
Rk (0 F;
187)

where we used the fact that is samall. This is pre—
cisely the sam e rate as D i, since they are two di erent
representations of the sam e physical process.

W e see now that the second and third tem s of
Eqg. [184) have the sam e e ect of m om entum di usion,
but at di erent rates. W e can form ally com bine them to
obtain

i
dext= EE_ICM; ext]dt

| S —
+ Zke D [Z] extd-t+ 2 e ke H [Z] extdW 7

(188)
w here the e ective m easurem ent strength is
D.: K

ke = = —; 189
e . 0 189)

and the e ective m easurem ent e ciency is
N T (190)

e ke 4 .

N otice that since is assum ed am all, the apparent e —
ciency . derived from com paring the nform ation rate
to the disturbance rate, ism uch an aller than the photon—
detection e ciency of . Evidently, the photons ra-
diated near = =2 are much lss e ective com pared
to the photons radiated near = 0 or . This resul is
counterintuitive when considering typical im aging sstups
aswe have considered here, but suggests that otherways
of processing the radiated photons (eg. m easuring the
phase of photons radiated closer to the z-axis) are m ore
e ective than cam era-lke In aging.
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XI. CONCLUSION

W e have presented what we hope is a readily accessi-
bl introduction to continuous m easurem ents in quan-—
tum system s. If you have read and digested m ost of
the above, you should have a good basic understanding
of how to treat such m easurem ents and m anipulate the
equations that describe them . There is now a consid—
erable literature discussing such m easurem ents in a va—
riety of system s, and here we give a brief overview of
this literature so as to provide a pointer to fiirther read—
ing. W e have already m entioned that continuous m ea—
surem ent has m any applications in areas such as feed—
back controland m etrology, and references on these top—
ics have been given in the introduction. The early pio—
neering work on continuousm easurem ent m ay be found
n Refs. [U, 156, 157, 158, |59, 160, |61, 162]. D erivations of
continuous m easurem ents driven by G aussian noise in
quantum -optical system s are given in Refs. [5, |63, [64],
and further applications in quantum opticsm ay be found
In Refs. [16,132,133,165,166,167,68]. D erivations and ap—
plications of stochastic Schrodinger equationsw ith jum p
(P oisson) prooesses| developed origihally in quantum
optics as a tool for the sin ulation of m aster equations
using the \M onte Carb" method, as in Section X BI|
may be found in [B4, 165, 66, 169,170,171,172,173,174,75].
A treatm ent of continuous m easurem ent in a solid-state
system is given in [7€], and further applications in these
system sm ay be found i [6,177%,178,179,180,181,182]. Last,
but not least, if the reader is interested in treatm ents
of quantum continuousm easurem ents using the rigorous
m athem atical language of Yering theory, these m ay be
found In Refs. [1,183,184,[85]. O ther rigorous treatm ents
are given In Refs. 42,157].
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