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W e presenta pedagogicaltreatm entofthe form alism ofcontinuousquantum m easurem ent.O ur

aim isto show thereaderhow theequationsdescribing such m easurem entsarederived and m anipu-

lated in adirectm anner.W ealsogiveelem entary background m aterialforthosenew tom easurem ent

theory,and describe furthervariousaspectsofcontinuousm easurem entsthatshould be helpfulto

those wanting to use such m easurem entsin applications. Speci�cally,we use the sim ple and direct

approach ofgeneralized m easurem entsto derive the stochastic m asterequation describing the con-

tinuousm easurem entsofobservables,givea tutorialon stochasticcalculus,treatm ultipleobservers

and ine�cient detection,exam ine a generalform ofthe m easurem ent m aster equation,and show

how them asterequation leadsto inform ation gain and disturbance.To conclude,wegivea detailed

treatm entofim aging theresonance 
uorescence from a single atom asa concrete exam pleofhow a

continuousposition m easurem entarisesin a physicalsystem .

PACS num bers:03.65.Bz,05.45.A c,05.45.Pq

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

W hen m easurem ent is �rst introduced to students of
quantum m echanics,itisinvariably treated by ignoring
any consideration of the tim e the m easurem ent takes:
them easurem entjust\happens," forallintentsand pur-
poses,instantaneously.Thistreatm entisgood fora �rst
introduction,butisnotsu�cientto describetwo im por-
tantsituations. The �rstiswhen som e aspectofa sys-
tem iscontinuallym onitored.Thishappens,forexam ple,
when one illum inates an object and continually detects
the re
ected lightin orderto track the object’sm otion.
In thiscase,inform ation isobtained abouttheobjectat
a �niterate,and oneneedsto understand whathappens
to the object while the m easurem ent takes place. It is
thesubjectofcontinuousquantum m easurem entthatde-
scribessuch a m easurem ent.Thesecond situation arises
because nothing really happens instantaneously. Even
rapid,\single shot" m easurem ents take som e tim e. If
this tim e is notshortcom pared to the dynam ics ofthe
m easured system ,then itisonceagain im portantto un-
derstand both thedynam icsofthe
ow ofinform ation to
the observer and the e�ect ofthe m easurem ent on the
system .

Continuousm easurem enthasbecom eincreasingly im -
portant in the last decade,due m ainly to the growing
interestin theapplication offeedback controlin quantum
system s[1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9,10,11].In feedback con-
trolasystem iscontinuously m easured,and thisinform a-
tion isused while the m easurem entproceeds(thatis,in
realtim e)to m odify thesystem Ham iltonian so asto ob-
tain som e desired behavior. Thus,continuousm easure-
m enttheory isessentialfordescribing feedback control.
Theincreasinginterestin continuousm easurem entisalso
due to itsapplicationsin m etrology [12,13,14,15,16],
quantum inform ation [17, 18, 19], quantum com put-

ing [20,21,22],and itsim portancein understanding the
quantum toclassicaltransition [23,24,25,26,27,28,29].

W hile the im portance of continuous m easurem ent
grows,to date there is really only one introduction to
the subject that could be described as both easily ac-
cessible and extensive, that being the one by Brun in
the Am erican JournalofPhysics[30](som e otherpeda-
gogicaltreatm entscan be found in [31,32,33]). W hile
the analysis in Brun’s work is suitably direct,it treats
explicitly only m easurem entson two-state system s,and
due to theirsim plicity the derivationsused theredo not
easily extend to m easurem ents ofm ore generalobserv-
ables.Since m any applicationsinvolve m easurem entsof
observablesin in�nite-dim ensionalsystem s(such asthe
position ofaparticle),wefeltthatan introductoryarticle
thatderived theequationsforsuch m easurem entsin the
sim plestand m ostdirectfashion would �llan im portant
gap in the literature.Thisiswhatwedo here.Don’tbe
put o� by the length ofthis article| a reading ofonly
a fraction ofthe article is su�cient to understand how
to derive the basic equation that describes continuous
m easurem ent,the m athem atics required to m anipulate
it(the so-called It̂o calculus),and how itcan be solved.
Thisisachieved in SectionsIV,V,and VI.Ifthe reader
isnotfam iliarwith the density operator,then this pre-
lim inary m aterialisexplained in Section II,and general-
ized quantum m easurem ents(POVM ’s)areexplained in
Section III.

The rest ofthe article gives som e m ore inform ation
aboutcontinuousm easurem ents.In Section VIIweshow
how to treat m ultiple, sim ultaneous observers and in-
e�cient detectors, both of which involve sim ple and
quite straightforward generalizations ofthe basic equa-
tion. In Section VIIIwe discuss the m ost generalform
thatthe continuous-m easurem entequation can take. In
Section IX wepresentexplicitcalculationsto explain the
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m eaning ofthe variousterm sin the m easurem entequa-
tion.Sinceourgoalin the�rstpartofthisarticlewasto
deriveacontinuousm easurem entequationin theshortest
and m ostdirectm anner,thisdid notinvolve a concrete
physicalexam ple.In thesecond-to-last(and longest)sec-
tion,we provide such an exam ple,showing in consider-
able detailhow a continuous m easurem ent arises when
the position ofan atom is m onitored by detecting the
photonsitem its. The �nalsection concludeswith som e
pointersforfurtherreading.

II. D ESC R IB IN G A N O B SERV ER ’S STA T E O F

K N O W LED G E O F A Q U A N T U M SY ST EM

A . T he D ensity O perator

Before getting on with m easurem ents,we willbrie
y
review the density operator,since itisso centralto our
discussion. The density operatorrepresentsthe state of
a quantum system in a m ore generalway than the state
vector,and equivalently representsan observer’sstate of
knowledge ofa system .
W hen a quantum state can be represented by a state

vectorj i,thedensity operatorisde�ned astheproduct

� := j ih j: (1)

In thiscase,itisobviousthattheinform ation contentof
thedensity operatorisequivalenttothatofthestatevec-
tor(exceptfortheoverallphase,which isnotofphysical
signi�cance).
The state vector can represent states ofcoherent su-

perposition. The power ofthe density operator lies in
the fact that it can representincoherent superpositions
aswell.Forexam ple,letj �ibea setofstates(without
any particularrestrictions).Then the density operator

� =
X

�

p�j �ih �j (2)

m odelsthe factthatwe don’tknow which ofthe states
j �ithesystem isin,butweknow thatitisin thestate
j �iwith probability p�. Anotherway to say itisthis:
the state vectorj irepresentsa certain intrinsic uncer-
tainty with respectto quantum observables;the density
operatorcan representuncertainty beyond them inim um
required by quantum m echanics. Equivalently,the den-
sity operatorcan representan ensem ble ofidenticalsys-
tem sin possibly di�erentstates.
A stateofthe form (1)issaid to be a pure state.O ne

thatcannotbe written in thisform issaid to be m ixed,
and can be written in the form (2).
Di�erentiatingthedensity operatorand em ployingthe

Schr�odingerequation i�h@tj i= H j i,wecan writedown
the equation ofm otion forthe density operator:

@t� = �
i

�h
[H ;�]: (3)

This is referred to as the Schr�odinger{von Neum ann

equation. O fcourse,the use ofthe density operatoral-
lowsusto write down m ore generalevolution equations
than those im plied by state-vectordynam ics.

B . Expectation V alues

W ecan com puteexpectation valueswith respecttothe
density operatorvia thetraceoperation.Thetraceofan
operator A is sim ply the sum over the diagonalm atrix
elem entswith respectto any com plete,orthonorm alset
ofstatesj�i:

Tr[A]:=
X

�

h�jAj�i: (4)

An im portantproperty ofthe trace is that the trace of
a product is invariantunder cyclic perm utations ofthe
product.Forexam ple,forthreeoperators,

Tr[AB C ]= Tr[B C A]= Tr[C AB ]: (5)

This am ounts to sim ply an interchange in the order of
sum m ations. For exam ple,for two operators,working
in the position representation,we can use the fact thatR
dxhxjxiisthe identity operatorto seethat

Tr[AB ]=

Z

dxhxjAB jxi

=

Z

dx

Z

dx
0hxjAjx0ihx0jB jxi

=

Z

dx
0

Z

dxhx0jB jxihxjAjx0i

=

Z

dx
0hx0jB Ajx0i

= Tr[B A]:

(6)

Note thatthis argum entassum essu�ciently \nice" op-
erators (it fails,for exam ple,for Tr[xp]). M ore general
perm utations [e.g.,ofthe form (5)]are obtained by re-
placem entsofthe form B � ! B C . Using thisproperty,
wecan writetheexpectation valuewith respecttoapure
stateas

hAi= h jAj i= Tr[A�]: (7)

This argum entextends to the m ore generalform (2) of
the density operator.

C . T he D ensity M atrix

Thephysicalcontentofthedensity m atrix ism oreap-
parentwhen wecom putetheelem ents��� 0 ofthedensity
m atrix with respect to a com plete,orthonorm albasis.
Thedensity m atrix elem entsaregiven by

��� 0 := h�j�j�0i: (8)
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To analyze these m atrix elem ents, we willassum e the
sim ple form � = j ih jofthe density operator,though
the argum entsgeneralize easily to arbitrary density op-
erators.
The diagonalelem ents ��� are referred to as popula-

tions,and givethe probability ofbeing in the statej�i:

��� = h�j�j�i= jh�j ij
2
: (9)

Theo�-diagonalelem ents��� 0 (with � 6= �0)arereferred
to as coherences,since they give inform ation about the
relative phase ofdi�erent com ponents of the superpo-
sition. For exam ple,if we write the state vector as a
superposition with explicitphases,

j i=
X

�

c�j�i=
X

�

jc�je
i�� j�i; (10)

then the coherencesare

��� 0 = jc�c� 0jei(�� �� � 0): (11)

Notice thatfora density operatornotcorresponding to
a pure state,the coherences in generalwillbe the sum
ofcom plex num berscorresponding to di�erentstatesin
the incoherentsum . The phaseswillnotin generalline
up,so thatwhile j��� 0j2 = ��� �� 0� 0 fora pure state,we
expect j��� 0j2 < ��� �� 0� 0 (� 6= �0) for a generic m ixed
state.

D . P urity

The di�erence between pure and m ixed statescan be
form alized in anotherway.Notice thatthe diagonalele-
m entsofthe density m atrix form a probability distribu-
tion.Propernorm alization thusrequires

Tr[�]=
X

�

��� = 1: (12)

W e can do the sam e com putation for �2, and we will
de�nethepurity tobeTr[�2].Forapurestate,thepurity
issim ple to calculate:

Tr[�2]= Tr[j ih j ih j]= Tr[�]= 1: (13)

But for m ixed states,Tr[�2]< 1. For exam ple,for the
density operatorin (2),

Tr[�2]=
X

�

p
2
�; (14)

if we assum e the states j �i to be orthonorm al. For
equalprobabilityofbeingin N such states,Tr[�2]= 1=N .
Intuitively,then,we can see thatTr[�2]dropsto zero as
thestatebecom esm orem ixed| thatis,asitbecom esan
incoherent superposition ofm ore and m ore orthogonal
states.

III. W EA K M EA SU R EM EN T S A N D P O V M ’S

In undergraduate courses the only kind of m easure-
m ent that is usually discussed is one in which the sys-
tem is projected onto one of the possible eigenstates
ofa given observable. Ifwe write these eigenstates as
fjni : n = 1;:::;nm axg, and the state of the system
is j i =

P

n
cnjni, the probability that the system is

projected onto jni is jcnj2. In fact,these kind ofm ea-
surem ents,which are often referred to asvon Neum ann

m easurem ents,represent only a specialclass ofallthe
possible m easurem ents that can be m ade on quantum
system s.However,allm easurem entscan bederived from
von Neum ann m easurem ents.
O ne reason that we need to consider a larger class

of m easurem ents is so we can describe m easurem ents
that extract only partialinform ation about an observ-
able. A von Neum ann m easurem ent provides com plete
inform ation| after the m easurem ent is perform ed we
know exactly what the value ofthe observable is,since
the system is projected into an eigenstate. Naturally,
however,there exist m any m easurem ents which, while
reducing on average our uncertainty regarding the ob-
servableofinterest,do notrem oveitcom pletely.
First, it is worth noting that a von Neum ann m ea-

surem ent can be described by using a set ofprojection
operators fPn = jnihnjg. Each ofthese operators de-
scribes what happens on one ofthe possible outcom es
ofthe m easurem ent: ifthe initialstate ofthe system is
� = j ih j,then the nth possible outcom e ofthe �nal
stateisgiven by

�f = jnihnj=
Pn�Pn

Tr[Pn�Pn]
; (15)

and thisresultisobtained with probability

P (n)= Tr[Pn�Pn]= cn; (16)

where cn de�nes the superposition of the initialstate
j i given above. It turns out that every possible m ea-
surem entm ay be described in a sim ilarfashion by gen-
eralizing the set of operators. Suppose we pick a set
ofm m ax operators 
m ,the only restriction being thatP m m ax

m = 1

y
m 
m = I, where I is the identity operator.

Then itisin principle possibleto design a m easurem ent
thathasN possibleoutcom es,

�f =

m �
ym

Tr[
m �

y
m ]
; (17)

with

P (m )= Tr[
m �

y
m ] (18)

giving the probability ofobtaining the m th outcom e.
Every one ofthese m ore generalm easurem ents m ay

be im plem ented by perform ing a unitary interaction be-
tween thesystem and an auxiliary system ,and then per-
form ing a von Neum ann m easurem ent on the auxiliary
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system .Thusallpossiblem easurem entsm ay be derived
from the basic postulates ofunitary evolution and von
Neum ann m easurem ent[34,35].
These \generalized" m easurem ents are often referred

to as POVM ’s,where the acronym stands for \positive
operator-valued m easure." The reason forthis is som e-
what technical,but we explain it here because the ter-
m inology is so com m on. Note that the probability for
obtaining a resultin the range[a;b]is

P (m 2 [a;b])=
bX

m = a

Tr
�

m �


y
m

�
= Tr

"
bX

m = a


y
m 
m �

#

:

(19)
The positive operator M =

P b

m = a

y
m 
m thus deter-

m ines the probability that m lies in the subset [a;b]of
its range. In this way the form alism associates a posi-
tiveoperatorwith every subsetoftherangeofm ,and is
thereforea positive operator-valued m easure.
Letusnow putthisintopracticetodescribeam easure-

m entthatprovidespartialinform ation aboutan observ-
able.In thiscase,instead ofourm easurem entoperators

m being projectorsonto a single eigenstate,we choose
them to be a weighted sum ofprojectorsonto the eigen-
statesjni,each onepeaked abouta di�erentvalueofthe
observable.Letusassum enow,forthesakeofsim plicity,
thattheeigenvaluesn oftheobservableN takeon allthe
integervalues.In thiscasewecan choose


m =
1

N

X

n

e
�k(n�m )

2
=4jnihnj; (20)

where N is a norm alization constant chosen so thatP 1

m = �1

y
m 
m = I. W e have now constructed a m ea-

surem entthatprovidespartialinform ation abouttheob-
servable N . Thisisillustrated clearly by exam ining the
case where we startwith no inform ation aboutthe sys-
tem .In thiscasethedensity m atrix iscom pletely m ixed,
so that � / I. After m aking the m easurem entand ob-
taining the resultm ,the state ofthe system is

�f=

m �
ym

Tr[
m �

y
m ]

=
1

N

X

n

e
�k(n�m )

2
=2jnihnj: (21)

The�nalstateisthuspeaked abouttheeigenvaluem ,but
has a width given by 1=

p
k. The larger k,the less our

�naluncertainty regarding the value ofthe observable.
M easurem entsfor which k is large are often referred to
asstrongm easurem ents,and converselythoseforwhich k
issm allareweakm easurem ents[36].Thesearethekinds
ofm easurem ents that we willneed in order to derive a
continuousm easurem entin the nextsection.

IV . A C O N T IN U O U S M EA SU R EM EN T O F A N

O B SERVA B LE

A continuousm easurem entisonein which inform ation
iscontinually extracted from a system . Anotherway to

say thisisthatwhen oneism aking such a m easurem ent,
the am ountofinform ation obtained goesto zero asthe
duration ofthe m easurem entgoesto zero.To construct
a m easurem ent like this,we can divide tim e into a se-
quence ofintervals oflength �t, and consider a weak
m easurem ent in each interval. To obtain a continuous
m easurem ent,wem akethestrength ofeach m easurem ent
proportionalto thetim einterval,and then takethelim it
in which the tim e intervalsbecom ein�nitesim ally short.

In whatfollows,we willdenote the observable we are
m easuringby X (i.e.,X isaHerm itian operator),and we
willassum e thatithasa continuousspectrum ofeigen-
values x. W e willwrite the eigenstates as jxi,so that
hxjx0i = �(x � x0). However,the equation that we will
derive willbe valid form easurem entsofany Herm itian
operator.

W enow dividetim eintointervalsoflength �t.In each
tim e interval,we willm ake a m easurem entdescribed by
the operators

A(�)=

�
4k�t

�

� 1=4 Z 1

�1

e
�2k�t(x��)

2

jxihxjdx: (22)

Each operatorA(�)a G aussian-weighted sum ofprojec-
tors onto the eigenstates ofX . Here � is a continuous
index,so that there isa continuum ofm easurem entre-
sultslabeled by �.

The �rst thing we need to know is the probability
density P (�) ofthe m easurem ent result � when �t is
sm all. To work this out we �rst calculate the m ean
value of�. Ifthe initialstate isj i=

R
 (x)jxidx then

P (�)= Tr[A(�)yA(�)j ih j],and wehave

h�i=

Z 1

�1

�P (�)d�

=

Z 1

�1

�Tr[A(�)yA(�)j ih j]d�

=

r
4k�t

�

Z 1

�1

Z 1

�1

�j (x)j2e�4k�t(x��)
2

dxd�

=

Z 1

�1

xj (x)j2 dx = hX i:

(23)
To obtain P (�)wenow write

P (�)= Tr[A(�)yA(�)j ih j]

=

r
4k�t

�

Z 1

�1

j (x)j2e�4k�t(x��)
2

dx:

(24)

If �t is su�ciently sm all then the G aussian is m uch
broader than  (x). This m eans we can approxim ate
j (x)j2 byadeltafunction,which m ustbecentered atthe
expected position hX i so that h�i = hX i as calculated
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above.W ethereforehave

P (�)�

r
4k�t

�

Z 1

�1

�(x � hX i)e�4k�t(x��)
2

dx

=

r
4k�t

�
e
�4k�t(��hX i)

2

:

(25)

W e can also write� asthe stochasticquantity

�s = hX i+
�W
p
8k�t

; (26)

where �W is a zero-m ean, G aussian random variable
with variance �t. This alternate representation as a
stochastic variable willbe usefullater. Since it willbe
clearfrom context,wewilluse� interchangeably with �s

in referring to them easurem entresults,although techni-
cally weshould distinguish between theindex � and the
stochasticvariable�s.
A continuous m easurem ent results if we m ake a se-

quence of these m easurem ents and take the lim it as
�t� ! 0 (or equivalently,as �t� ! dt). As this lim it

istaken,m ore and m ore m easurem entsare m ade in any
�nite tim e interval,but each is increasingly weak. By
choosing thevarianceofthem easurem entresultto scale
as�t,wehaveensured thatweobtain a sensiblecontin-
uum lim it. A stochastic equation ofm otion resultsdue
to the random natureofthe m easurem ents(a stochastic
variable isone that
uctuatesrandom ly overtim e). W e
can derive thisequation ofm otion forthe system under
this continuous m easurem entby calculating the change
induced in the quantum state by the single weak m ea-
surem entin the tim e step �t,to �rst orderin �t. W e
willthus com pute the evolution when a m easurem ent,
represented by the operatorA(�),is perform ed in each
tim e step.Thisproceduregives

j (t+ �t)i/ A(�)j (t)i

/ e
�2k�t(��X )

2

j (t)i

/ e
�2k�tX

2
+ X [4khX i�t+

p
2k�W ]j (t)i:

(27)

W e now expand the exponential to �rst order in �t,
which gives

j (t+ �t)i/ f1� 2k�tX 2 + X [4khX i�t+
p
2k�W + kX (�W ) 2]gj (t)i: (28)

Notethatwehaveincluded thesecond-orderterm in �W
in the power series expansion for the exponential. W e
need to include this term because it turns out that in
the lim it in which �t � ! 0,(�W ) 2 � ! (dW )2 = dt.
Because ofthis,the (�W )2 term contributes to the �-
naldi�erentialequation. The reason forthiswillbe ex-
plained in thenextsection,butfornow weask thereader
to indulge usand acceptthatitistrue.
To take the lim itas�t! 0,we set�t= dt,�W =

dW and (�W )2 = dt,and the resultis

j (t+ dt)i/ f1� [kX2� 4kX hX i]dt+
p
2kX dW gj (t)i:

(29)
This equation does not preserve the norm h j i ofthe
wave function, because before we derived it we threw
away the norm alization. W e can easily obtain an equa-
tion that does preserve the norm sim ply by norm aliz-
ing j (t+ dt)i and expanding the result to �rst order
in dt (again, keeping term s to order dW 2). W riting
j (t+ dt)i= j (t)i+ dj i,the resulting stochastic dif-
ferentialequation isgiven by

dj i= f� k(X � hX i)2dt+
p
2k(X � hX i)dW gj (t)i:

(30)
Thisisthe equation we have been seeking| itdescribes
theevolution ofthestateofasystem in atim eintervaldt
given thatthe observerobtainsthe m easurem entresult

dy = hX idt+
dW
p
8k

(31)

in thattim e interval. The m easurem entresultgivesthe
expected valuehX iplusa random com ponentdueto the
width ofP (�),and wewritethisasa di�erentialsinceit
correspondstotheinform ationgainedin thetim einterval
dt. As the observerintegrates dy(t) the quantum state
progressively collapses,and thisintegration isequivalent
to solving (30)forthe quantum -stateevolution.
Thestochastic Schr�odingerequation (SSE)in Eq.(30)

is usually described as giving the evolution conditioned

upon the stream ofm easurem entresults. The state j i
evolvesrandom ly,and j (t)iiscalled thequantum trajec-

tory [33].The setofm easurem entresultsdy(t)iscalled
the m easurem entrecord. W e can also write this SSE in
term softhe density operator� instead ofj i. Rem em -
bering thatwem ustkeep allterm sproportionalto dW 2,
and de�ning �(t+ dt)� �(t)+ d�,wehave

d� = (dj i)h j+ j i(dh j)+ (dj i)(dh j)

= � k[X [X ;�]]dt

+
p
2k(X � + �X � 2hX i�)dW :

(32)

Thisisreferred toasastochasticm asterequation (SM E),
which also de�nesa quantum trajectory �(t).ThisSM E
was�rst derived by Belavkin [1]. Note that in general,
the SM E also includes a term describing Ham iltonian
evolution asin Eq.(3).
The density operator at tim e t gives the observer’s

state ofknowledgeofthe system ,given thatshehasob-
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tained them easurem entrecord y(t)up untiltim et.Since
the observerhas access to dy but not to dW ,to calcu-
late �(t)she m ustcalculate dW ateach tim e step from
them easurem entrecord in thattim estep along with the
expectation value ofX atthe previoustim e:

dW =
p
8k(dy� hX idt): (33)

By substitutingthisexpression in theSM E [Eq.(32)],we
can write the evolution ofthe system directly in term s
ofthem easurem entrecord,which isthenaturalthing to
do from the pointofthe view ofthe observer.Thisis

d� = � k[X [X ;�]]dt

+ 4k(X � + �X � 2hX i�)(dy� hX idt):
(34)

In Section VI we willexplain how to solve the SM E
analytically in a specialcase,but it is often necessary
to solve it num erically. The sim plest m ethod ofdoing
this is to take sm alltim e steps �t,and use a random
num bergeneratorto selecta new �W in each tim estep.
O nethen uses�tand �W in each tim estep to calculate
�� and adds this to the current state �. In this way
we generate a speci�c trajectory for the system . Each
possiblesequenceofdW ’sgeneratesadi�erenttrajectory,
and the probability thata given trajectory occursisthe
probability thatthe random num bergeneratorgivesthe
corresponding sequence ofdW ’s. A given sequence of
dW ’sisoften referred to asa \realization" ofthe noise,
and wewillreferto theprocessofgenerating a sequence
ofdW ’sas\picking a noiserealization".Furtherdetails
regarding the num ericalm ethods for solving stochastic
equationsaregiven in [37].
Iftheobserverm akesthecontinuousm easurem ent,but

throwsaway theinform ation regardingthem easurem ent
results,theobserverm ustaverageoverthedi�erentpos-
sible results. Since � and dW are statistically indepen-
dent,hh�dW ii= 0,wherethedoublebracketsdenotethis
average(asweshow in Section V B 3).Theresultisthus
given by setting to zero allterm s proportionalto �dW
in Eq.(32),

d�

dt
= � k[X [X ;�]]; (35)

wherethedensityoperatorhererepresentsthestateaver-
aged overallpossiblem easurem entresults.W enotethat
the m ethod we have used above to derive the stochastic
Schr�odinger equation is an extension of a m ethod ini-
tiallydeveloped byCavesand M ilburn toderivethe(non-
stochastic)m asterequation (35)[38].

V . A N IN T R O D U C T IO N T O ST O C H A ST IC

C A LC U LU S

Now thatwe have encountered a noise processin the
quantum evolution,we willexplore in m ore detailthe
form alism forhandling this. Itturns outthatadding a

white-noise stochastic process changes the basic struc-
ture ofthe calculusfortreating the evolution equations.
There is m ore than one form ulation to treat stochastic
processes,butthe one referred to asIt̂o calculus isused
in alm ostalltreatm entsofnoisy quantum system s,and
so thisistheonewedescribehere.Them ain alternative
form alism m ay be found in Refs.[37,39].

A . U sage

First,let’s review the usualcalculus in a slightly dif-
ferentway.A di�erentialequation

dy

dt
= � (36)

can be instead written in term sofdi�erentialsas

dy = �dt: (37)

The basic rule in the fam iliar determ inistic calculus is
that(dt)2 = 0.To seewhatwem ean by this,wecan try
calculating the di�erentialdz forthe variable z = ey in
term softhe di�erentialfordy asfollows:

dz = e
y+ dy � e

y = z
�
e
� dt � 1

�
: (38)

Expandingtheexponentialand applyingtherule(dt)2 =
0,we�nd

dz = z�dt: (39)

This is,ofcourse,the sam e result as that obtained by
using the chain rule to calculate dz=dy and m ultiplying
through by dy.Thepointhereisthatcalculusbreaksup
functionsand considerstheirvalueswithin shortintervals
�t. In the in�nitesim allim it,the quadratic and higher
orderterm sin �tend up being too sm allto contribute.
In It̂o calculus,we have an additionaldi�erentialel-

em ent dW ,representing white noise. The basic rule of
It̂o calculus is that dW 2 = dt,while dt2 = dtdW = 0.
W e willjustify this later,but to use this calculus,we
sim ply note that we \count" the increm ent dW as ifit
were equivalentto

p
dtin deciding whatordersto keep

in series expansions offunctions ofdt and dW . As an
exam ple,considerthe stochasticdi�erentialequation

dy = �dt+ � dW : (40)

W eobtain thecorrespondingdi�erentialequation forz =
ey by expanding to second orderin dy:

dz = e
y
�
e
dy � 1

�
= z

�

dy+
(dy)2

2

�

: (41)

O nly the dW com ponent contributes to the quadratic
term ;the resultis

dz = z

�

� +
�2

2

�

dt+ z� dW : (42)

Theextra �2 term iscrucialin understanding m any phe-
nom ena thatarisein continuous-m easurem entprocesses.
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B . Justi�cation

1. W iener Process

To seewhy allthisworks,let’s�rstde�nethe W iener

process W (t)asan \ideal" random walk with arbitrarily
sm all,independent steps taken arbitrarily often. (The
W ienerprocessisthusscale-freeand in factfractal.) Be-
ing a sym m etric random walk,W (t) is a norm ally dis-
tributed random variablewith zero m ean,and wechoose
thevarianceofW (t)to bet(i.e.,thewidth ofthedistri-
bution is

p
t,asis characteristic ofa di�usive process).

W e can thuswritethe probability density forW (t)as

P (W ;t)=
1

p
2�t

e
�W

2
=2t
: (43)

In view ofthecentral-lim ittheorem ,any sim plerandom
walk gives rise to a W iener process in the continuous
lim it,independent ofthe one-step probability distribu-
tion (so long asthe one-step varianceis�nite).
Intuitively,W (t)isa continuousbuteverywhere non-

di�erentiable function. Naturally,the �rstthing we will
wanttodoistodevelop theanalogueofthederivativefor
theW ienerprocess.W ecan startby de�ning theW iener
increm ent

�W (t):= W (t+ �t)� W (t) (44)

corresponding to a tim e increm ent �t. Again,�W is
a norm ally distributed random variable with zero m ean
and variance �t. Note again that this im plies that the
root-m ean-square am plitude of�W scalesas

p
�t. W e

can understand this intuitively since the variances add
for successive steps in a random walk. M athem atically,
wecan write the varianceas




(�W )2

��
= �t; (45)

where the double angle brackets hhii denote an ensem -
ble average over allpossible realizations ofthe W iener
process. This relation suggests the above notion that
second-orderterm sin �W contribute atthe sam e level
as �rst-order term s in �t. In the in�nitesim allim it of
�t� ! 0,we write�t� ! dtand �W � ! dW .

2. It̂o Rule

W enow wantto show thattheW ienerdi�erentialdW
satis�esthe It̂o rule dW 2 = dt. Note thatwe wantthis
tohold withouttheensem bleaverage,which issurprising
since dW is a stochastic quantity,while dtobviously is
not.To dothis,considertheprobability density function
for(�W )2,which wecan obtain by a sim pletransform a-
tion ofthe G aussian probability density for�W [which
isEq.(43)with t� ! �tand W � ! �W ]:

P
�
(�W )2

�
=

e�(�W )
2
=2�t

p
2� �t(�W ) 2

: (46)

In particular,the m ean and varianceofthisdistribution
for(�W )2 are




(�W )2

��
= �t (47)

and

Var
�
(�W )2

�
= 2(�t)2

; (48)

respectively. To exam ine the continuum lim it,we will
sum the W ienerincrem entsoverN intervalsofduration
�tN = t=N between 0 and t.Thecorresponding W iener
increm entsare

�W n := W [(n + 1)�tN ]� W (n�tN ): (49)

Now considerthe sum ofthe squared increm ents

N �1X

n= 0

(�W n)
2
; (50)

which correspondsto a random walk ofN steps,wherea
single step hasaverage value t=N and variance 2t2=N 2.
According to the centrallim ittheorem ,forlarge N the
sum (50)isa G aussian random variablewith m ean tand
variance 2t2=N . In the lim it N � ! 1 ,the variance of
thesum vanishes,and thesum becom estwith certainty.
Sym bolically,wecan write

Z t

0

[dW (t0)]2 := lim
N ! 1

N �1X

n= 0

(�W n)
2 = t=

Z t

0

dt
0
: (51)

Forthistohold overanyinterval(0;t),wem ustm akethe
form alidenti�cation dt = dW 2. This m eans that even
though dW is a random variable,dW 2 is not,since it
hasno variancewhen integrated overany �nite interval.

3. Ensem ble Averages

Finally,weneed to justify a relation usefulforaverag-
ing overnoiserealizations,nam ely that

hhydW ii= 0 (52)

fora solution y(t)ofEq.(40).Thism akesitparticularly
easy to com pute averages of functions of y(t) over all
possible realizations ofa W iener process,since we can
sim ply set dW = 0, even when it is m ultiplied by y.
W e can see this as follows. Clearly,hhdW ii = 0. Also,
Eq.(40)isthe continuum lim itofthe discreterelation

y(t+ �t)= y(t)+ ��t+ ��W (t): (53)

Thus,y(t)dependson �W (t� �t),butisindependent
ofW (t),which givesthe desired result,Eq.(52). M ore
detailed discussionsofW ienerprocessesand It̂o calculus
m ay be found in [39,40]
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V I. SO LU T IO N O F A C O N T IN U O U S

M EA SU R EM EN T

Thestochasticequation(32)thatdescribesthedynam -
ics ofa system subjected to a continuous m easurem ent
isnonlinearin �,which m akesitdi�cultto solve.How-
ever,itturnsoutthatthisequation can be recastin an
e�ectively equivalentbutlinearform .W enow derivethis
linearform ,and then show how touseittoobtain acom -
plete solution to the SM E.To do this,we �rstreturn to
the unnorm alized stochastic Schr�odinger equation (29).
W riting thisin term softhem easurem entrecord dy from
Eq.(31),we have

j~ (t+ dt)i= f1� kX
2
dt+ 4kX dygj~ (t)i; (54)

where the tilde denotesthatthe state isnotnorm alized
(hence the equality here). Note thatthe nonlinearity in
thisequation isentirely due to the factthatdy depends
upon hX i (and hX i depends upon �). So what would
happen ifwe sim ply replaced dy in this equation with
dW =

p
8k? Thiswould m ean thatwe would be choosing

them easurem entrecord incorrectly in each tim estep dt.
Butthe rangesofboth dy and dW arethe fullrealline,
soreplacingdy by dW =

p
8k stillcorrespondstoapossible

realization ofdy. However,we would then be using the
wrongprobability density fordy becausedy and dW =

p
8k

havedi�erentm eans.Thus,ifweweretousedW =
p
8k in

place ofdy we would obtain allthe correcttrajectories,
butwith the wrong probabilities.
Now recallfrom Section IIIthatwhen weapply am ea-

surem entoperatortoaquantum state,wem ustexplicitly
renorm alize it. Ifwe don’t renorm alize,the new norm
containsinform ation aboutthe priorstate:itrepresents
the prior probability that the particular m easurem ent
outcom e actually occured. Because the operationsthat
result in each succeeding tim e intervaldt are indepen-
dent,and probabilitiesforindependent eventsm ultiply,
this statem ent rem ains true after any num ber of tim e
steps.Thatis,aftern tim e steps,the norm ofthe state
records the probability that the sequence of m easure-
m ents led to that state. To put it yet another way,it
recordstheprobabilitythatthatparticulartrajectoryoc-
curred. Thisisextrem ely useful,because itm eansthat
wedonothavetochoosethetrajectorieswith thecorrect
probabilities| wecan recovertheseattheend m erely by
exam ining the �nalnorm !
To derivethelinearform oftheSSE weusetheobser-

vationsabove.W e startwith the norm alized form given
by Eq.(30),and write itin term sofdy,which gives

j (t+ dt)i= f1� k(X � hX i)2dt

+ 4k(X � hX i)(dy� hX idt)gj (t)i:

(55)
W e then replacedy by dW =

p
8k (thatis,we rem ovethe

m ean from dy ateach tim e step).In addition,wem ulti-
ply thestateby thesquarerootoftheactualprobability
forgetting thatstate(the probability fordy)and divide

by the square root ofthe probability for dW . To �rst
orderin dt,the factorwem ultiply by istherefore

s

P (dW )

P (dy)
= 1+

p
2khX idW � khX i2dt: (56)

Theresulting stochasticequation islinear,being

j~ (t+ dt)i= f1� kX
2
dt+

p
2kX dW gj~ (t)i: (57)

The linearstochastic m asterequation equivalentto this
linearSSE is

d~� = � k[X [X ;~�]]dt+
p
2k(X ~� + ~�X )dW : (58)

Because ofthe way we have constructed this equation,
the actualprobability at tim e tfor getting a particular
trajectory is the product of(1) the norm ofthe state
at tim e tand (2) the probability that the trajectory is
generated by the linear equation (the latter factor be-
ing the probability forpicking the noise realization that
generatesthe trajectory.) Thism ay sound com plicated,
butitisactually quitesim plein practice,aswewillnow
show. Further inform ation regarding linear SSE’s m ay
be found in the accessible and detailed discussion given
by W isem an in [32].
W e now solve the linear SM E to obtain a com plete

solution to a quantum m easurem entin the specialcase
in which the Ham iltonian com m uteswith the m easured
observable X . A technique thatallowsa solution to be
obtained in som e m ore generalcases m ay be found in
Ref.[41]. To solve Eq.(58),we include a Ham iltonian
ofthe form H = f(X ),and write the equation as an
exponentialto �rstorderin dt.The resultis

~�(t+ dt)= e
[�iH =�h�2kX

2
]dt+

p
2kX dW ~�(t)

� e
[iH =�h�2kX

2
]dt+

p
2kX dW

;
(59)

which follows by expanding the exponentials (again to
�rstorderin dtand second orderin dW )to seethatthis
expression isequivalentEq.(58).W hatwehavewritten
isthe generalization ofthe usualunitary tim e-evolution
operatorunderstandard Schr�odinger-equation evolution.
The evolution for a �nite tim e tis easily obtained now
by repeatedly m ultiplying on both sides by these expo-
nentials. W e can then com bine allthe exponentials on
each side in a single exponential,since allthe operators
com m ute.Theresultis

~�(t;W )= e
[�iH =�h�2kX

2
]t+

p
2kX W ~�(0)

� e
[iH =�h�2kX

2
]t+

p
2kX W

;
(60)

where the �nalstates ~�(t;W ) are param eterized by W ,
with

W =

Z t

0

dW (t0): (61)
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TheprobabilitydensityforW ,beingthesum oftheG aus-
sian random variablesdW ,isG aussian.In particular,as
in Eq.(43),attim e tthe probability density is

~P (W ;t)=
1

p
2�t

e
�W

2
=(2t)

: (62)

Thatis,attim et,W isa G aussian random variablewith
m ean zero and variancet.
As we discussed above,however,the probability for

obtaining �(t)isnottheprobability with which itisgen-
erated by picking a noise realization. To calculate the
\true" probability for�(t)we m ustm ultiply the density
P (W ;t)by thenorm of~�(t).Thus,theactualprobability
for getting a �nalstate �(t) (that is,a speci�c value of
W attim e t)is

P (W ;t)=
1

p
2�t

e
�W

2
=(2t)Tr

h

e
[�4kX

2
]t+

p
8kX W

�(0)
i

:

(63)
At this point,X can just as wellbe any Herm itian

operator. Let us now assum e that X = Jz for som e
quantum num ber j ofthe angular m om entum . In this
caseX has2j+ 1eigenvectorsjm i,with eigenvaluesm =
� j;� j+ 1;:::;j. Ifwe have no inform ation about the
system atthestartofthem easurem ent,sothattheinitial
state is �(0) = I=(2j + 1), then the solution is quite
sim ple.In particular,�(t)isdiagonalin theJz eigenbasis,
and

hm j�(t)jm i=
e�4kt(m �Y )

2

N
(64)

whereN isthenorm alization and Y := W =(
p
8kt).The

trueprobability density forY is

P (Y;t)=
1

2j+ 1

jX

n= �j

r
4kt

�
e
�4kt(Y �n)

2

: (65)

W e therefore see that after a su�ciently long tim e,the
density forY issharply peaked aboutthe 2j+ 1 eigen-
values ofJz. This density is plotted in Fig.1 for three
valuesoft.Atlongtim es,Y becom esvery closetooneof
these eigenvalues. Further,we see from the solution for
�(t) that when Y is close to an eigenvalue m ,then the
stateofthesystem issharplypeaked abouttheeigenstate
jm i.Thus,weseethataftera su�ciently long tim e,the
system isprojected into oneofthe eigenstatesofJz.
Therandom variableY hasa physicalm eaning.Since

we replaced the m easurem ent record dy by dW =
p
8k

to obtain the linear equation,when we transform from
the raw probability density ~P to the true density P

this transform s the driving noise process dW back intop
8kdy =

p
8khX (t)idt+ dW ,being a scaled version of

them easurem entrecord.Thus,Y (t),aswehavede�ned
it,isactually the outputrecord up untiltim e t,divided
by t.Thatis,

Y =
1

t

Z t

0

hJz(t)idt+
1

p
8kt

Z t

0

dW : (66)

FIG .1: Here we show the probability density for the result

ofa m easurem entofthe z-com ponentofangularm om entum

for j = 2,and with m easurem ent strength k. This density

is shown for three di�erent m easurem ent tim es: dot-dashed

line:t= 1=k;dashed line:t= 3=k;solid line:t= 10=k.

Thus,Y is the m easurem ent result. W hen m aking the
m easurem ent the observer integrates up the m easure-
m entrecord,and then dividestheresultbythe�naltim e.
The resultisY ,and the closerY isto one ofthe eigen-
values,and the longerthe tim e ofthe m easurem ent,the
m ore certain the observer is that the system has been
collapsed onto theeigenstatewith thateigenvalue.Note
thatasthe m easurem entprogresses,the second,explic-
itly stochastic term convergesto zero,while the expec-
tation value in the �rst term evolves to the m easured
eigenvalue.

V II. M U LT IP LE O B SERV ER S A N D

IN EFFIC IEN T D ET EC T IO N

It is not di�cult to extend the above analysis to de-
scribe what happens when m ore than one observer is
m onitoringthesystem .ConsidertwoobserversAliceand
Bob,who m easure the sam e system . Alice m onitors X
with strength k,and Bob m onitors Y with strength �.
From Alice’s point ofview,since she has no access to
Bob’sm easurem entresults,shem ustaverageoverthem .
Thus,as far as Alice is concerned,Bob’s m easurem ent
sim ply induces the dynam icsd�1 = � �[Y;[Y;�1]]where
�1 is her state ofknowledge. The fulldynam ics ofher
state ofknowledge,including her m easurem ent,evolves
according to

d�1 = � k[X [X ;�1]]dt� �[Y [Y;�1]]dt

+
p
2k(X �1 + �1X � 2hX i1�1)dW 1;

(67)

wherehX i
1
:= Tr[X �1],and her m easurem entrecord is

dr1 = hX i
1
dt+ dW 1=

p
8k. Sim ilarly, the equation of
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m otion forBob’sstate ofknowledgeis

d�2 = � �[Y [Y;�2]]dt� k[X [X ;�2]]dt

+
p
2�(Y �2 + �2Y � 2hY i2�2)dW 2;

(68)

and hism easurem entrecord isdr2 = hY i2 dt+ dW 2=
p
8�.

W ecan also considerthestateofknowledgeofa single
observer,Charlie,who hasaccessto both m easurem ent
records dr1 and dr2. The equation for Charlie’s state
of knowledge, �, is obtained sim ply by applying both
m easurem entssim ultaneously,giving

d� = � k[X [X ;�]]dt+
p
2k(X � + �X � 2hX i�)dV1

� �[Y [Y;�]]dt+
p
2�(Y � + �Y � 2hY i�)dV2;

(69)
wherehX i := Tr[X �]. Note that dV1 and dV2 are in-
dependent noise sources. In term s ofCharlie’s state of
knowledgethe two m easurem entrecordsare

dr1 = hX idt+
dV1
p
8k
;

dr2 = hY idt+
dV2
p
8�

:

(70)

In generalCharlie’s state ofknowledge �(t) 6= �1(t) 6=
�2(t),but Charlie’s m easurem ent records are the sam e
asAlice’sand Bob’s.Equating Charlie’sexpressionsfor
the m easurem entrecordswith Alice’sand Bob’s,weob-
tain therelationship between Charlie’snoisesourcesand
thoseofAlice and Bob:

dV1 =
p
8k(hX i

1
� hX i)dt+ dW1;

dV2 =
p
8�(hY i

2
� hY i)dt+ dW2:

(71)

W e note that in quantum optics,each m easurem ent is
often referred to as a separate \outputchannel" forin-
form ation,and so m ultiple sim ultaneous m easurem ents
are referred to as m ultiple output channels. M ultiple
observerswere �rsttreated explicitly by Barchielli,who
givesa rigorousand m athem atically sophisticated treat-
m entin Ref.[42]. A sim ilarly detailed and considerably
m oreaccessibletreatm entisgiven in Ref.[43].
W e turn now to ine�cientm easurem ents,which can

betreated in thesam eway asm ultipleobservers.An in-
e�cientm easurem entisonein which theobserverisnot
able to pick up allthe m easurem ent signal. The need
to consider ine�cient m easurem ents arose originally in
quantum optics,where photon counterswillonly detect
som e fraction ofthe photonsincident upon them . This
fraction,usually denoted by �,isreferred to asthe e�-
ciency ofthe 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 easurem ents,
wherethestrengthsofeach ofthem sum to thestrength
ofthesinglem easurem ent.Thuswerewritetheequation

fora m easurem entofX atstrength k as

d� = � k1[X [X ;�]]dt+
p
2k1(X � + �X � 2hX i�)dV1

� k2[X [X ;�]]dt+
p
2k2(X � + �X � 2hX i�)dV2;

(72)
where k1 + k2 = k. W e now give the observer access
to only the m easurem ent with strength k1. From our
discussion above,theequation fortheobserver’sstateof
knowledge,�1,is

d�1 = � (k1 + k2)[X [X ;�1]]dt

+
p
2k1(X �1 + �1X � 2hX i1�1)dW 1

= � k[X [X ;�1]]dt+
p
2�k(X �1 + �1X � 2hX i1�1)dW 1;

(73)

where,asbefore,the m easurem entrecord is

dr1 = hX i
1
dt+

dW 1
p
8k1

= hX i
1
dt+

dW 1
p
8�k

; (74)

and

� =
k1

k1 + k2
=
k1

k
(75)

isthe e�ciency ofthe detector.

V III. G EN ER A L FO R M O F T H E ST O C H A ST IC

M A ST ER EQ U A T IO N

Before looking at a physicalexam ple ofa continuous
m easurem entprocess,itisinteresting to ask,whatisthe
m ostgeneralform ofthe m easurem entm asterequation
when the m easurem entsinvolveG aussian noise? In this
section wepresentasim pli�ed version ofan argum entby
Adler[45]thatallowsone to derive a form thatisclose
to thefully generaloneand su�cientform ostpurposes.
W ealsodescribebrie
y theextension thatgivesthefully
generalform ,the detailsofwhich havebeen worked out
by W isem an and Diosi[46].
Under unitary (unconditioned) evolution, the

Schr�odinger equation tells us that in a short tim e
intervaldt,the state vector undergoes the transform a-
tion

j i� ! j i+ dj i=

�

1� i
H

�h
dt

�

j i; (76)

where H is the Ham iltonian. The sam e transform ation
applied tothedensityoperatorgivestheSchr�odinger{von
Neum ann equation ofEq.(3):

� + d� =

�

1� i
H

�h
dt

�

�

�

1+ i
H

�h
dt

�

= � �
i

�h
[H ;�]dt:

(77)
To be physical,any transform ation ofthe density oper-
atorm ustbe com pletely positive. Thatis,the transfor-
m ation m ustpreservethe factthatthe density operator
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hasonly nonnegativeeigenvalues.Thisproperty guaran-
teesthatthedensity operatorcan generateonly sensible
(nonnegative) probabilities. (To be m ore precise,com -
plete positivity m eansthatthetransform ation fora sys-
tem ’sdensity operatorm ustpreservethepositivity ofthe
density operator| thefactthatthedensity operatorhas
no negativeeigenvalues| ofany largersystem containing
thesystem [34].) Itturnsoutthatthem ostgeneralform
ofa com pletely positivetransform ation is

� � !
X

n

A n�A
y
n; (78)

where the A n are arbitrary operators. The Ham ilto-
nian evolution abovecorrespondstoasinglein�nitesim al
transform ation operatorA = 1� iH dt=�h.
Now let’sexam ine the transform ation fora m oregen-

eral,stochastic operatorofthe form

A = 1� i
H

�h
dt+ bdt+ cdW ; (79)

where b and c are operators. W e willuse this operator
to \derive" a M arkovian m asterequation,then indicate
how itcan be m ade m ore general.W e m ay assum e here
thatb isHerm itian,since we can absorb any antiherm i-
tian part into the Ham iltonian. Putting this into the
transform ation (78),we�nd

d� = �
i

�h
[H ;�]dt+ [b;�]+ dt+ c�c

y
dt+

�
c� + �c

y
�
dW ;

(80)
where [A;B ]+ := AB + B A isthe anticom m utator. W e
can then take an average over allpossible W iener pro-
cesses,which again wedenoteby thedoubleanglebrack-
ets hhii. From Eq.(52), hh�dW ii = 0 in It̂o calculus,
so

dhh�ii= �
i

�h
[H ;hh�ii]dt+ [b;hh�ii]

+
dt+ chh�iicydt: (81)

Since the operator hh�ii is an average over valid den-
sity operators, it is also a valid density operator and
m ustthereforesatisfy Tr[hh�ii]= 1.Hence we m usthave
dTr[hh�ii]= Tr[dhh�ii]= 0. Using the cyclic property of
the trace,thisgives

Tr
�
hh�ii

�
2b+ c

y
c
��
= 0: (82)

Thisholdsforan arbitrary density operatoronly if

b= �
cyc

2
: (83)

Thus we obtain the Lindblad form [47] of the m aster
equation (averaged overallpossible noiserealizations):

dhh�ii= �
i

�h
[H ;hh�ii]dt+ D [c]hh�iidt: (84)

Here,we havede�ned the Lindblad superoperator

D [c]� := c�c
y �

1

2

�
c
y
c� + �c

y
c
�
; (85)

where \superoperator" refers to the fact that D [c]op-
erates on � from both sides. This is the m ost general
(M arkovian)form ofthe unconditioned m asterequation
fora singledissipation process.
Thefulltransform ation from Eq.(80)then becom es

d� = �
i

�h
[H ;�]dt+ D [c]�dt+

�
c� + �c

y
�
dW : (86)

Thisisprecisely thelinearm asterequation,forwhich we
already considered the specialcase ofc=

p
2kX forthe

m easurem entpartsin Eq.(58). Again,thisform ofthe
m aster equation does not in generalpreserve the trace
ofthe density operator,since the condition Tr[d�]= 0
im plies

Tr
�
�
�
c+ c

y
�
dW

�
= 0: (87)

W ecould interpretthisrelation asa constrainton c[45],
butwewillinstead keep can arbitrary operatorand ex-
plicitly renorm alize� ateach tim estep by adding a term
proportionalto the left-hand side of(87). The resultis
the nonlinearform

d� = �
i

�h
[H ;�]dt+ D [c]�dt+ H [c]�dW ; (88)

wherethe m easurem entsuperoperatoris

H [c]� := c� + �c
y �



c+ c

y
�
�: (89)

W hen cisHerm itian,them easurem entterm sagain give
precisely the stochasticm asterequation (32).
M oregenerally,we m ay haveany num berofm easure-

m ents,som etim esreferred toasoutputchannels,happen-
ing sim ultaneously.The resultis

d� = �
i

�h
[H ;�]dt+

X

n

(D [cn]�dt+ H [cn]�dW n): (90)

Thisisthesam easEq.(88),butthistim esum m ed (inte-
grated)overm ultiplepossiblem easurem entoperatorscn,
each with a separate W iener noise process independent
ofallthe others.
In view ofthe argum ents ofSection (VII),when the

m easurem entsareine�cient,wehave

d� = �
i

�h
[H ;�]dt+

X

n

(D [cn]�dt;+
p
�nH [cn]�dW );

(91)
where �n is the e�ciency ofthe nth detection channel.
The corresponding m easurem entrecord forthe nth pro-
cesscan be written

dr(t)=



cn + cyn

�

2
dt+

dW n
p
4�n

: (92)

Again,fora single,position-m easurem entchannelofthe
form c =

p
2kX ,we recover Eqs.(31) and (74) if we

identify drn=
p
2k asa rescaled m easurem entrecord.
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The SM E in Eq.(91) is su�ciently generalfor m ost
purposeswhen one is concerned with m easurem entsre-
sulting in W ienernoise,butisnotquitethem ostgeneral
form for an SM E driven by such noise. The m ost gen-
eralform isworked outin Ref.[46],and includesthefact
thatthenoisesourcesm ay alsobecom plex and m utually
correlated.

IX . IN T ER P R ETA T IO N O F T H E M A ST ER

EQ U A T IO N

Though we now have the generalform ofthe m aster
equation (91),theinterpretation ofeach ofthem easure-
m ent term s is not entirely obvious. In particular,the
H [c]� term s (i.e.,the noise term s) represent the infor-
m ation gain due to the m easurem entprocess,while the
D [c]� term srepresentthe disturbance to,orthe backac-
tion on,thestateofthesystem dueto them easurem ent.
O fcourse,asweseefrom thedependenceon thee�ciency
�,the backaction occurs independently ofwhether the
observer uses or discards the m easurem ent inform ation
(corresponding to � = 1 or0,respectively).
To exam ine the roles ofthese term s further,we will

now consider the equations ofm otion for the m om ents
(expectation valuesofpowersofX and P )ofthecanoni-
calvariables.In particular,wewillspecializeto thecase
ofa singlem easurem entchannel,

d� = �
i

�h
[H ;�]dt+ D [c]�dt+

p
�H [c]�dW : (93)

Foran arbitrary operatorA,wecan usethem asterequa-
tion and dhAi= Tr[A d�]to obtain following equation of
m otion forthe expectation valuehAi:

dhAi= �
i

�h
h[A;H ]idt

+

�

c
y
Ac�

1

2

�
c
y
cA + Ac

y
c
�
�

dt

+
p
�


c
y
A + Ac� hAi



c+ c

y
��

dW :

(94)

Now wewillconsiderthee�ectsofm easurem entson the
relevantexpectation valuesin two exam plecases:a posi-
tion m easurem ent,corresponding to an observable,and
an antiherm itian operator,corresponding to an energy
dam ping process. Aswe willsee,the interpretation dif-
fersslightly in the two cases.Forconcretenessand sim -
plicity,wewillassum ethesystem isaharm onicoscillator
ofthe form

H =
P 2

2m
+
1

2
m !

2
0 X

2
; (95)

and considerthe lowestfew m om ents ofX and P . W e
willalsom akethesim plifying assum ption thattheinitial
state is G aussian,so that we only need to consider the
sim plest�vem om ents:them eanshX iandhP i,thevari-
ancesVX and VP ,whereV� :=



�2
�
� h�i

2,and thesym -
m etrized covariance CX P := (1=2)h[X ;P ]+ i� hX ihP i.

These m om entscom pletely characterizearbitrary G aus-
sian states(including m ixed states).

A . Position M easurem ent

In thecaseofa position m easurem entoftheform c=p
2kX asin Eq.(58),Eq.(94)becom es

dhAi= �
i

�h
h[A;H ]idt� kh[X ;[X ;A]]idt

+
p
2�k[h[X ;A]+ i� 2hX ihAi]dW :

(96)

Using thisequation to com pute the cum ulantequations
ofm otion,we�nd [5]

dhX i=
1

m
hP idt+

p
8�kVX dW

dhP i= � m !
2
0 hX idt+

p
8�kCX P dW

@tVX =
2

m
CX P � 8�kV2X

@tVP = � 2m !20 CX P + 2�h2k� 8�kC2X P

@tCX P =
1

m
VP � m !

2
0 VX � 8�kVX CX P :

(97)

Noticethatin thevarianceequations,thedW term svan-
ished,due to the assum ption ofa G aussian state,which
im pliesthe following relationsforthe m om ents[48]:



X 3

�
= hX i

3 + 3hX iVX
1

2



[X ;P 2]+

�
= hX ihP i

2 + 2hP iCX P + hX iVP

1

2
h[X ;[X ;P ]+ ]+ i= hX ihP i

2 + 2hX iCX P + hP iVX :

(98)
For the reader wishing to becom e better acquainted
with continuous m easurem ent theory,the derivation of
Eqs. (97) is an excellent exercise. The derivation is
straightforward,theonly subtlety beingthesecond-order
It̂o term sin the variances.Forexam ple,the equation of
m otion forthe position variancestartsas

dVX = d


X

2
�
� 2hX idhX i� (dhX i)2: (99)

The last,quadratic term is im portantin producing the
e�ectthatthem easured quantity becom esm orecertain.
In exam ining Eqs.(97),we can sim ply use the coe�-

cientsto identify the source and thusthe interpretation
ofeach term .The�rstterm in each equation isduetothe
naturalHam iltonian evolution oftheharm onicoscillator.
Term soriginating from theD [c]� com ponentarepropor-
tionalto kdtbutnot�;in fact,theonly m anifestation of
this term is the �h2k term in the equation ofm otion for
VP .Thus,a position m easurem entwith rate constantk
producesm om entum di�usion (heating)atarate�h2k,as
is required to m aintain the uncertainty principle as the
position uncertainty contractsdue to the m easurem ent.
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There arem ore term shere originating from the H [c]�
com ponentofthe m asterequation,and they are identi-
�able since they are proportionalto either

p
�k or �k.

The dW term s in the equations forhX i and hP i repre-
sentthe stochastic nature ofthe position m easurem ent.
Thatis,during each sm alltim e interval,the wave func-
tion collapsesslightly,butwe don’tknow exactly where
itcollapsesto. Thisstochastic behaviorisprecisely the
sam ebehaviorthatwesaw in Eq.(26).Them oresubtle
pointherelieswith thenonstochasticterm sproportional
to �k,which cam e from the second-order term [for ex-
am ple,in Eq.(99)]where It̂o calculus generates a non-
stochastic term from dW 2 = dt. Notice in particular
theterm ofthisform in theVX equation,which actsasa
dam ping term forVX .Thisterm representsthecertainty
gained via the m easurem entprocess. The othersim ilar
term sare lessclearin theirinterpretation,butthey are
necessary to m aintain consistency ofthe evolution.
Notethatwehavem adetheassum ption ofa G aussian

initialstatein derivingtheseequations,butthisassum p-
tion is not very restrictive. Due to the linear potential
and the G aussian POVM forthe m easurem entcollapse,
these equations of m otion preserve the G aussian form
ofthe initialstate. The G aussian POVM additionally
converts arbitrary initialstates into G aussian states at
long tim es. Furtherm ore,the assum ption ofa G aussian
POVM isnotrestrictive| undertheassum ption ofsu�-
ciently high noise bandwidth,the central-lim ittheorem
guarantees that tem poral coarse-graining yields G aus-
sian noise for any POVM giving random deviates with
bounded variance.

B . D issipation

The position m easurem ent above is an exam ple ofa
Herm itian m easurem ent operator. But what happens
when the m easurem ent operator is antiherm itian? As
an exam ple,we willconsider the annihilation operator
forthe harm onicoscillatorby setting c=

p

 a,where

a =
1

p
2x0

X + i
x0
p
2�h

P (100)

and

x0 :=

r
�h

m !0
: (101)

The harm onic oscillator with this type ofm easurem ent
m odels,forexam ple,the �eld ofan opticalcavity whose
output is m onitored via hom odyne detection,where the
cavityoutputism ixed onabeam splitterwith anotherop-
tical�eld.(Technically,in hom odynedetection,the�eld
m ustbe the sam easthe �eld driving the cavity;m ixing
with other�eldscorrespondstoheterodyne detection.) A
procedurevery sim ilarto theoneabovegivesthefollow-
ing cum ulantequationsforthe conditioned evolution in

thiscase:

dhX i=
1

m
hP idt�




2
hX idt

+

r

2�

m !0

�h

�

VX �
�h

2m !0

�

dW

dhP i= � m !
2
0 hX idt�




2
hP idt

+

r

2�

m !0

�h
CX P dW

@tVX =
2

m
CX P � 


�

VX �
�h

2m !0

�

� 2�

m !0

�h

�

VX �
�h

2m !0

� 2

@tVP = � m !
2
0 CX P � 


�

VP �
m !0�h

2

�

� 2�

m !0

�h
C

2
X P

@tCX P =
1

m
VP � m !

2
0 VX � 
CX P

� 2�

m !0

�h
CX P

�

VX �
�h

2m !0

�

:

(102)

The m om entequationsseem m ore com plex in thiscase,
butarestillfairly sim ple to interpret.
First, consider the unconditioned evolution of the

m eanshX i and hP i,where we average over allpossible
noiserealizations.Again,sincehh�dW ii= 0,wecan sim -
ply setdW = 0 in theaboveequations,and wewilldrop
the double angle bracketsforbrevity. The Ham iltonian
evolution term sare ofcourse the sam e,butnow we see
extra dam ping term s. Decoupling these two equations
givesan equation ofthe usualform forthe dam ped har-
m onicoscillatorforthe m ean position:

@
2
thX i+ 
@thX i+

�

!
2
0 +


2

4

�

hX i= 0: (103)

Notethatweidentify thefrequency !0 hereastheactual
oscillation frequency !
 ofthe dam ped oscillator,given
by ! 2


 = ! 2
0 � 
2=4,and nottheresonancefrequency !0

thatappearsthe usualform ofthe classicalform ula.
Thenoiseterm sin theseequationscorrespond to non-

stationarydi�usion,ordi�usion wherethetransportrate
dependson thestateofthesystem .Notethatundersuch
a di�usive process,the system willtend to com e to rest
in con�gurationswherethedi�usion coe�cientvanishes,
an e�ectclosely related to the\blowtorch theorem " [49].
Here,thiscorrespondsto VX = �h=2m !0 and CX P = 0.
The variance equations also contain unconditioned

dam ping term s (proportionalto 
 but not �). These
dam ping term scause the system to equilibrate with the
sam e variance valuesasnoted above;they also produce
the extra equilibrium value VP = m !0�h=2. The condi-
tioning term s (proportionalto �) m erely accelerate the
settling to the equilibrium values.Thus,weseethatthe



14

essentiale�ectofthe antiherm itian m easurem entopera-
tor is to dam p the energy from the system ,whether it
is stored in the centroids or in the variances. In fact,
whatweseeisthatthism easurem entprocessselectsco-
herent states, states that have the sam e shape as the
harm onic-oscillatorground state,butwhosecentroidsos-
cillatealongtheclassicalharm onic-oscillatortrajectories.

X . P H Y SIC A L M O D EL O F A C O N T IN U O U S

M EA SU R EM EN T :A T O M IC SP O N TA N EO U S

EM ISSIO N

To better understand the nature ofcontinuous m ea-
surem ents,we willnow considerin detailan exam ple of
how acontinuousm easurem entofposition arisesin afun-
dam entalphysicalsystem :asingleatom interactingwith
light. Again,to obtain weak m easurem ents,we do not
m akeprojectivem easurem entsdirectly on theatom ,but
rather we allow the atom to becom e entangled with an
auxiliary quantum system | in thiscase,theelectrom ag-
netic �eld| and then m ake projective m easurem entson
theauxiliarysystem (in thiscase,usingaphotodetector).
Itturnsoutthatthisonelevelofseparation between the
system and theprojectivem easurem entisthekey to the
structureoftheform alism .Adding m oreelem entsto the
chain ofquantum -m easurem entdevicesdoesnotchange
the fundam entalstructurethatwepresenthere.

A . M aster Equation for Spontaneous Em ission

W e begin by considering the interaction ofthe atom
with the electrom agnetic �eld. In particular, treating
the �eld quantum m echanically allowsusto treatspon-
taneousem ission.Thesespontaneously em itted photons
can then be detected to yield inform ation about the
atom .

1. Decay ofthe Excited State

W e willgive a brieftreatm entfollowing the approach
ofW eisskopfand W igner[50,51,52].W ithoutgoinginto
detailaboutthequantization oftheelectrom agnetic�eld,
we willsim ply note thatthe quantum description ofthe
�eld involvesassociating a quantum harm onic oscillator
with each �eld m ode(say,each planewaveofaparticular
wavevectork and de�nitepolarization).Then fora two-
levelatom with ground and excited levels jgi and jei,
respectively,theuncoupled Ham iltonian fortheatom and
a single �eld m odeis

H 0 = �h!0�
y
� + �h!

�

a
y
a+

1

2

�

: (104)

Here,!0 isthetransition frequency oftheatom ,! isthe
frequency ofthe�eld m ode,� := jgihejistheatom iclow-
ering operator(so that�y� = jeihejis the excited-state

projector),and a isthe �eld (harm onic oscillator)anni-
hilation operator.Theinteraction between theatom and
�eld isgiven in thedipoleand rotating-waveapproxim a-
tionsby the interaction Ham iltonian

H A F = �h
�
g�

y
a+ g

�
�a

y
�
; (105)

wheregisacouplingconstantthatincludesthevolum eof
them ode,the�eld frequency,and theatom icdipolem o-
m ent. The two term s here are the \energy-conserving"
processescorresponding to photon absorption and em is-
sion.
In theabsenceofexternallyapplied �elds,wecan write

the statevectorasthe superposition ofthe states

j i= cejei+ cgjg;1i; (106)

wheretheuncoupled eigenstatej�;nidenotestheatom ic
state j�i and the n-photon �eld state,and the om itted
photon num ber denotesthe vacuum state: j�i� j�;0i.
Thesestatesform an e�ectively com plete basis,sinceno
otherstatesarecoupled totheseby theinteraction (105).
W ewillalso assum ethattheatom isinitially excited,so
thatce(0)= 1 and cg(0)= 0.
Theevolution isgiven by the Schr�odingerequation,

@tj i= �
i

�h
(H 0 + H A F )j i; (107)

which gives,upon substitution of(106)and dropping the
vacuum energy o�setofthe �eld,

@tce = � i!0ce � igcg
@tcg = � i!cg � ig

�
ce:

(108)

De�ning the slowly varying am plitudes~ce := cee
i!0t and

~cg := cge
i!t,wecan rewritethese as

@t~ce = � ig~cge
�i(!�! 0)t

@t~cg = � ig
�~cee

i(!�! 0)t:
(109)

To decoupletheseequations,we�rstintegratetheequa-
tion for~cg:

~cg(t)= � ig
�

Z t

0

dt
0~ce(t

0)ei(!�! 0)t
0

: (110)

Substituting thisinto the equation for~ce,

@t~ce = � jgj2
Z t

0

dt
0~ce(t

0)e�i(!�! 0)(t�t
0
)
; (111)

which givestheevolution fortheexcited statecoupled to
a single�eld m ode.
Now weneed tosum overall�eld m odes.In freespace,

wecan integrateoverallpossibleplanewaves,labeled by
thewavevectork and thetwopossiblepolarizations� for
each wave vector. Each m ode has a di�erent frequency
!k = ck,and wem ustexpand thebasisso thata photon
can be em itted into any m ode:

j i= cejei+
X

k;�

ck;�jg;1k;�i: (112)
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Putting in the properform ofthe coupling constantsgk
for each m ode in the free-space lim it,it turns out that
the equation ofm otion becom es

@t~ce =

�
d2ge

6�0�h(2�)3

X

�

Z

dk!k

Z t

0

dt
0~ce(t

0)e�i(! k �! 0)(t�t
0
)
;

(113)
wheredge := hgjdjeiisthedipolem atrix elem entcharac-
terizing theatom ictransition strength.Thepolarization
sum sim ply contributesa factorof2,while carrying out
the angularintegration in sphericalcoordinatesgives

@t~ce = �
d2ge

6�2�0�hc3

Z 1

0

d! !
3

Z t

0

dt
0~ce(t

0)e�i(! k �! 0)(t�t
0
)
:

(114)
W e can now note that ~ce(t0) varies slowly on optical

tim e scales. Also,!3 isslowly varying com pared to the
exponentialfactorin Eq.(114),which oscillatesrapidly
(atleastforlargetim est)aboutzero exceptwhen t� t0

and ! � !0. Thus,we willgeta negligible contribution
from the! integralaway from ! = !0.W ewilltherefore
m akethe replacem ent!3 � ! !30 :

@t~ce = �
! 3
0 d

2
ge

6�2�0�hc3

Z 1

0

d!

Z t

0

dt
0~ce(t

0)e�i(! k �! 0)(t�t
0
)
:

(115)
The sam eargum entgives

Z 1

0

d! e
�i(! k �! 0)(t�t

0
) �

Z 1

�1

d! e
�i(! k �! 0)(t�t

0
)

= 2��(t� t
0):

(116)
W e can see from thisthatourargum enthere aboutthe
exponentialfactorisequivalenttotheM arkovianapprox-
im ation,whereweassum ethatthetim ederivativeofthe
quantum state dependsonly on the state atthe present
tim e.Thus,

@t~ce = �
! 3
0 d

2
ge

3��0�hc3

Z t

0

dt
0~ce(t

0)�(t� t
0)

= �
! 3
0 d

2
ge

3��0�hc3
~ce(t)

2
:

(117)

Here,we have splitthe �-function since the upper lim it
ofthet0integralwast,in view oftheoriginalform (115)
forthet0integral,wheretheintegration lim itiscentered
atthepeak oftheexponentialfactor.W ecan rewritethe
�nalresultas

@t~ce = �
�

2
~ce; (118)

wherethe spontaneousdecay rateisgiven by

� :=
! 3
0 d

2
ge

3��0�hc3
: (119)

Thisdecay rateisofcoursede�ned sothattheprobability
decaysexponentially atthe rate�.Also,notethat

@tce =

�

� i!0 �
�

2

�

ce (120)

aftertransform ing outofthe slow variables.

2. Form ofthe M aster Equation

W enow wantto considerthereduced density operator
for the evolution ofthe atom ic state,tracing over the
state ofthe �eld. Here we willcom pute the individual
m atrix elem ents

��� := h�j�j�i (121)

forthe atom icstate.
Theeasiestm atrix elem entto treatistheexcited-level

population,

�ee = cec
�
e: (122)

Di�erentiating thisequation and using (118)gives

@t�ee = � ��ee: (123)

The m atrix elem entforthe ground-statepopulation fol-
lowsfrom sum m ing overallthe otherstates:

�gg :=
X

�

Z

dk~ck;�~c
�
k;�: (124)

Noticethatthestatesjeiand jgiaree�ectively degener-
ate,butwhen weelim inatethe�eld,wewantjeito have
�h!0 m ore energy than the ground state. The shortcut
for doing this is to realize that the latter situation cor-
respondsto the\interaction picture" with respectto the
�eld,where we use the slowly varying ground-state am -
plitudes~ck;� butthestandard excited-stateam plitudece.
Thisexplainswhy weuseregularcoe�cientsin Eq.(122)
buttheslow variablesin Eq.(124).Sincebyconstruction
�ee + �gg = 1,

@t�gg = ��ee: (125)

Finally,the coherencesare

�ge :=
X

�

Z

dk ~ck;�c
�
e; �eg = �

�
ge; (126)

and so the corresponding equation ofm otion is

@t�ge =
X

�

Z

dk ~ck;�

�

i!0 �
�

2

�

c
�
e =

�

i!0 �
�

2

�

�ge:

(127)
W e have taken the tim e derivatives of the ~ck;� to be
zero here. From Eq.(109),the tim e derivatives,when
sum m ed overallm odes,willin generalcorrespond to a
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sum over am plitudes with rapidly varying phases,and
thustheircontributionswillcancel.
Noticethatwhatwehavederived areexactly thesam e

m atrix elem entsgenerated by the m asterequation

@t� = �
i

�h
[H A ;�]+ �D [�]�; (128)

where the form ofD [�]� is given by Eq.(85),and the
atom icHam iltonian is

H A := �h!0jeihej: (129)

That is, the dam ping term here represents the sam e
dam ping asin the opticalBloch equations.

B . P hotodetection: Q uantum Jum ps and the

Poisson P rocess

In deriving Eq.(128), we have ignored the state of
the �eld. Now we willconsiderwhathappens when we
m easure it. In particular,we willassum e thatwe m ake
projective m easurem ents ofthe �eld photon num ber in
every m ode,not distinguishing between photons in dif-
ferentm odes. Itisthisextra interaction thatwillyield
the continuousm easurem entofthe atom icstate.
From Eq.(123),thetransition probability in atim ein-

tervaloflength dtis��eedt= �


�y�

�
dt,wherewerecall

that�y� = jeihejistheexcited-stateprojection operator.
Then assum ing an idealdetectorthatdetectsphotonsat
allfrequencies,polarizations,and angles,there are two
possibilitiesduring thistim e interval:

1.N o photon detected. The detector does not
\click" in this case, and this possibility happens
with probability 1 � �



�y�

�
dt. The sam e con-

struction asabove forthe m asterequation carries
through,so we keep the equations ofm otion for
�ee, �eg, and �ge. However,we do not keep the
sam e equation for �gg: no photodetection im plies
thattheatom doesnotreturn to theground state.
Thus,@t�gg = 0.Thiscaseisthusgenerated by the
m asterequation

@t� = �
i

�h
[H A ;�]�

�

2
[�y�;�]+ : (130)

Thisevolutionisunnorm alizedsinceTr[�]decaysto
zeroatlongtim es.W ecan rem edythisbyexplicitly
renorm alizing the state �(t+ dt),which am ounts
to adding one term to the m aster equation,as in
Eq.(88):

@t� = �
i

�h
[H A ;�]�

�

2
[�y�;�]+ + �



�
y
�
�
�: (131)

2.P hoton detected. A click on the photodetector
occurswith probability �



�y�

�
dt.Theinteraction

Ham iltonian H A F containsa term ofthe form �ay,

which tellsusthatphoton creation (and subsequent
detection)isaccom paniedbyloweringoftheatom ic
state. Thus,the evolution forthistim e intervalis
given by the reduction

�(t+ dt)=
��(t)�y

h�y�i
: (132)

W e can writethisin di�erentialform as

d� =
���y

h�y�i
� �: (133)

The overallevolution is stochastic,with either case oc-
curring during a tim e intervaldtwith the stated proba-
bilities.
W e can explicitly com bine these two probabilities by

de�ningastochasticvariabledN ,called thePoisson pro-
cess. In any given tim e intervaldt, dN is unity with
probability �



�y�

�
dtand zero otherwise. Thus,we can

writetheaverageoverallpossiblestochastichistoriesas

hhdN ii= �


�
y
�
�
dt: (134)

Also,since dN iseitherzero orone,the processsatis�es
dN 2 = dN .Theselasttwo featuresaresu�cientto fully
characterizethe Poisson process.
Now wecan add thetwoabovepossiblecasestogether,

with a weighting factorofdN forthe second case:

d� = �
i

�h
[H A ;�]dt�

�

2
[�y�;�]+ dt+ �



�
y
�
�
�dt

+

�
���y

h�y�i
� �

�

dN :

(135)

Itisunnecessarytoincludeaweightingfactorof(1� dN )
for the �rst term ,since dN dt= 0. It is easy to verify
thatthism asterequation isequivalentto the stochastic
Schr�odingerequation

dj i= �
i

�h
H A j idt+

�

2

�

�
y
�
�
� �

y
�
�
j idt

+

 

�
p
h�y�i

� 1

!

j idN ;

(136)

again keeping term s to second order and using dN 2 =
dN . Stochastic Schr�odinger equations ofthis form are
popularforsim ulatingm asterequations,sinceifthestate
vectorhasO (n)com ponents,thedensitym atrixwillhave
O (n2)com ponents,and thusism uch m orecom putation-
ally expensive to solve. If s solutions (\quantum tra-
jectories")ofthestochasticSchr�odingerequation can be
averaged togetherto obtain a su�ciently accurate solu-
tion to them asterequation and s� n,then thisM onte-
Carlo-type m ethod is com putationally e�cientforsolv-
ingthem asterequation.Thisideaisillustrated in Fig.2,
which showsquantum trajectoriesforthetwo-levelatom
driven by a �eld according to the Ham iltonian (169) in
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Section X D 1. As m any trajectories are averaged to-
gether,theaverageconvergesto them aster-equation so-
lution for the ensem ble average. (About 20,000 trajec-
tories are necessary for the M onte-Carlo average to be
visually indistinguishable from the m aster-equation so-
lution on the tim e scale plotted here.) Note that the
\Rabioscillations" apparent here are distorted slightly
by thenonlinearrenorm alization term in Eq.(136)from
the usualsinusoidaloscillationsin the absence ofspon-
taneous em ission. However,the dam ping rate in Fig.2
issm all,so the distortion isnotvisually apparent.\Un-
ravellings"[33]ofthisform arem uch easiertosolvecom -
putationally than \quantum -statedi�usion"unravellings
involving dW . O fcourse,itisim portantform ore than
just a num ericalm ethod,since this gives us a powerful
form alism forhandling photodetection.
To handle the case ofphotodetectors with less than

ideale�ciency �,wesim ply com binetheconditioned and
unconditioned stochasticm asterequations,with weights
� and 1� �,respectively:

d� = �
i

�h
[H A ;�]dt+ �

�

2

�

�
y
�
�
� �

y
�;�

�

+
dt

+ (1� �)�D [�]�dt+

�
���y

h�y�i
� �

�

dN

= �
i

�h
[H A ;�]dt+ �D [�]�dt+ ��



�
y
�
�
�dt

� �����y dt+

�
���y

h�y�i
� �

�

dN :

(137)

The Poisson processism odi�ed in thiscasesuch that

hhdN ii= ��


�
y
�
�
dt (138)

to accountforthe factthatfewerphotonsaredetected.

C . Im aged D etection ofFluorescence

1. Center-of-M ass Dynam ics

Now we want to consider how the evolution of the
atom icinternalstatein
uencestheatom iccenter-of-m ass
m otion. To accountforthe externalatom ic m otion,we
usethe center-of-m assHam iltonian

H C M =
p2

2m
+ V (x) (139)

in addition to the internalatom ic Ham iltonian H A . W e
also need to explicitly include the spatialdependence of
the �eld by letting

gk � ! gke
ik�r (140)

in the interaction Ham iltonian (105). In the weak-
excitation lim it,wecan takek to havethevaluekL ofan
externally applied probe �eld (the em itted photons are
elastically scattered from the incident�eld).

FIG .2: Q uantum jum ps in a driven two-levelatom . Top:

evolution of the excited-state probability for a single atom

(quantum trajectory)with jum psto the ground state,corre-

sponding to a detected photon. Four other trajectories are

included to illustrate the dephasing due to the random na-

ture ofthe jum ps. Bottom : ensem ble-averaged excited-state

probability com puted from the m aster equation (solid line),

an average of20 trajectories(dashed line),and an average of

2000 trajectories (dotted line). Tim e ism easured in unitsof

2�=
 [see Eq.(169)],and the decay rate is � = 0:1 in the

sam e units.

To include the centerofm assin the atom ic state,we
can explicitly write the state in term s of m om entum -
dependentcoe�cientsas

j i=

Z

dp  e(p)jp;ei+
X

k;�

 k;�(p)jp;g;1k;�i: (141)

Noticethatthe new interaction Ham iltonian

H A F =
X

k;�

�h
�

gk;�ak;��
y
e
ik�r+ g

�
k;�a

y

k;�
�e

�ik�r
�

(142)

couplesthe state jp;eito the statesjp � �hk;g;1k;�i(in
them om entum basis),giving riseto the atom icm om en-
tum recoilfrom spontaneous em ission. (The additional
recoildue to the absorption ofthe photon com esabout
by exam ining the coupling to the driving �eld.) The
derivation ofthe last section carries through here with
the replacem ent

� � ! �e
�ik L �r: (143)

Sum m ing over allpossible em ission directions,the un-
conditioned m asterequation (128)becom es

@t� = �
i

�h
[H A + H C M ;�]+ �

Z

d
f(�;�)D
�
�e

�ik L �r
�
�;

(144)
where f(�;�) is the norm alized classicalangular distri-
bution for the radiated light,which here represents the
angularprobability distribution fortheem itted photons.
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Applying thesam ereasoning hereasforthequantum -
jum p m asterequation (135),weobtain

d� = �
i

�h
[H A + H C M ;�]dt+

�

2

�

�
y
�
�
� �

y
�;�

�

+
dt

+

Z

d


�
�e�ik�r��yeik�r

h�y�i
� �

�
dN (�;�)

d

;

(145)
where

��
dN (�;�)

d


��

= �


�
y
�
�
f(�;�)dt (146)

asbefore.W ecan sim plify thisequation by carrying out
the angular integral, de�ning dN to be one whenever
m ax[dN (�;�)]= 1.The resultis

d� = �
i

�h
[H A + H C M ;�]dt+

�

2

�

�
y
�
�
� �

y
�;�

�

+
dt

+

�
�e�ik L �r��yeik�r

h�y�i
� �

�

dN

(147)
with

hhdN ii= �


�
y
�
�
dt (148)

as before. The angles � and � are then stochastic vari-
ableswith probability density f(�;�)sin�.

2. Im aging

The above m aster equation (145) is for an angle-

resolving detector. W hat we see is that angle-resolved
detection keeps explicit track ofthe atom ic m om entum
kicks due to spontaneous em ission. An im aging detec-
tor,on the otherhand,givesup resolution ofthe direc-
tion oftheem itted photon wavevectork,thusobtaining
instead som e position inform ation about the atom . An
im aging system operates by sum m ing �elds from m any
directions together and then detecting the resulting in-
terferencepattern.Theprocedureforobtainingthem ea-
surem entoperatorsforthe im aging system isasfollows
[53, 54]. Notice that we can regard the m aster equa-
tion (145) as a norm aljum p processofthe form (135),
with m easurem entoperators

�(�;�)=
p
f(�;�)�eikL zcos�; (149)

where we sum over all possible em ission angles. In
writing down this operator,we are specializing to one-
dim ensionalm otion along the z-axis(x = y = 0),so we
only requirethez-com ponentkcos� ofk.Thisoperator
rangesfrom � 1to 1in cos� and from 0to 2� in �.Thus,
we can write down Fouriercoe�cients,since these func-
tionsarede�ned on a bounded dom ain,with two indices
� and �:

~��� =
�

p
4�

Z 2�

0

d�

Z 1

�1

d(cos�)
p
f(�;�)eikL zcos�e�i�� cos�

e
�i��

: (150)

Ifweconsideran atom whoseradiation pattern isaxially
sym m etric,then perform ing the � integralam ounts to
letting f(�;�)� ! f(�)=2�,since the integralisnonzero
only for� = 0.Carrying thisoutand suppressing the �
dependence,

~�� =
�
p
2

Z 1

�1

d(cos�)
p
f(�)eikL (z���=2)cos� : (151)

Notice that with the norm alization convention for the
Fouriercoe�cientshere,

Z

d
� y(�;�)�(�;�)=
X

�

~�y� ~��; (152)

sothatthesetofm easurem entoperatorsiscom pleteand
properly norm alized in eitherbasis.
Notice that the ~�� operators contain localized func-

tionsofthe position z,and thus correspond to position
m easurem ents. For exam ple,a radiating atom ic dipole
oriented along the z-axishas

f(�)=
3

4
sin2 �; (153)

which givesm easurem entoperatorsofthe form

~�� = �

r
3�2

8

J1(kLz�)

kLz�
; (154)

where z� := z� ��=2,and J1(x) is an ordinary Bessel
function. Notice also that the set ofpossible m easure-
m ent values is not continuous,but rather is discretely
spaced by �=2.

3. G aussian Aperture

Fortheidealim aging system wehaveconsidered here,
theapertureextendsoverthefull4� solid angle(requir-
ing,forexam ple,arbitrarily largelenseson eithersideof
theatom ),though in practiceitisraretocom eanywhere
closeto thisextrem e.Thus,wewillincludethee�ectsof
an aperture thatonly allowsthe im aging system to de-
tectradiated lightwithin a lim ited solid angle (Fig.3).
For m athem aticalconvenience,we willchoose an aper-
ture with a G aussian spatialpro�le. W e consider the
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FIG .3: Basic setup forim 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 ofangular half-width �� and focused by

a lens on a position-sensitive detector,such as a photodiode

array.The atom isconstrained to m ove along the z-axis.

above case ofm otion along the z-axis,with the atom ic
dipoleoriented alongthez-axis.Then photonsgoinginto
any azim uthalangle� areequivalentasfarasproviding
position inform ation about the atom ,since the form of
�(�;�)isindependentof�. Thus,itsu�cesto consider
only the � dependence ofthe aperture,asany � depen-
dencecontributesonlybyreducingthee�ectivedetection
e�ciency ofthe photodetector. Intuitively,one expects
a cam era im aging system to be m oste�ective when ori-
ented norm alto thez-axis,so wechoosethe apertureto
be centered about� = �=2. W e thus take the intensity
transm ission function ofthe apertureto be

T(�)= exp

�

�
2(� � �=2)2

(��)2

�

: (155)

The generalization ofEq.(151)to thiscaseis

~�� =
�
p
2

Z 1

�1

d(cos�)
p
T(�)f(�)eikL (z���=2)cos� :

(156)
If�� issm all,then the integrand isonly appreciable for
� near�=2 due to the G aussian factor. Recentering the
integrand,m aking the sm all-angle approxim ation in the
restoftheintegrand,and extending thelim itsofintegra-
tion,we�nd

~�� = �

r
3

8

Z �=2

��=2

d� cos2 � e�ik L (z���=2)sin � exp

�

�
�2

(��)2
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(��)2
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2

� 2
#

:

(157)
Thus,the m easurem entoperatorin thiscase isactually
G aussian. W e can write the fraction ofphotons trans-
m itted by the apertureasan e�ciency

�� :=

Z 1

�1

d(cos�)T(�)f(�)�
3

4

r
�

2
�� (158)

in thesam eregim eofsm all��.Then theG aussian m ea-
surem entoperators~�� satisfy

X

�

~�y� ~�� = ���
y
�: (159)

This norm alization is sensible,although as we willsee
later, �� turns out not to be the actualm easurem ent
e�ciency.

4. SpatialContinuum Approxim ation

Ifan atom isinitially com pletely delocalized,afterone
photon isdetected and the collapseoperator~�� applies,
the atom isreduced to a width oforder

�� =
1

kL ��
=

�

2� ��
: (160)

Since thisism uch largerthan the spacing

�� =
�

kL
=
�

2
; (161)

itise�ectively im possibleto \see"thediscretenessofthe
m easurem entrecord,and itisa good approxim ation to
replacethesetofm easurem entoperatorswith asetcorre-
sponding to a continuousrangeofpossiblem easurem ent
outcom es.Since in the lim itofsm allspacing �x,itisa
good approxim ation to writean integralasa sum

X

n

f(n�x)�x =

Z

dxf(x) (162)

foran arbitrary function f(x),we can m ake the form al
identi�cation

~�� � !
~�(�)
p
��

(163)

to obtain the continuum lim it ofthe position collapse
operators.Thus,wehave

~�(�)=

Z

dzjzihzj�
p
��

1
p p

2� ��
exp

"

�
(z� �)2

4(��)2

#

:

(164)
W e have inserted the identity here to m ake thisexpres-
sionaproperoperatorontheatom iccenter-of-m assstate.
Again,� is now a continuous index with dim ensions of
length,ratherthan an integerindex.
Thus,from the form ofEq.(137),we can deduce the

following form ofthe m aster equation for im aged pho-
todetection through theG aussian aperture:

d� = �
i

�h
[H A + H C M ;�]dt+ �

Z

d
D [�(�;�)]�dt

+ ���


�
y
�
�
�dt

� �

Z

d
T(�)�(�;�)��y(�;�)dt

+

�
~�(�)� ~�y(�)

h~�y(�)~�(�)i
� �

�

dN :

(165)
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Recalling the norm alization
Z

d
T(�)�y(�;�)�(�;�)=

Z

d� ~�y(�)~�(�)= ���
y
�;

(166)
wehaveforthe Poisson process

hhdN ii= �dt

Z

d�


~�y(�)~�(�)

�
= ���



�
y
�
�
dt: (167)

Again,� isa random realnum bercorresponding to the
result ofthe position m easurem ent for a given sponta-
neousem ission event.The probability density for� is

P (�)=



~�y(�)~�(�)

�

��h�
y�i

=
1

h�y�i

Z

dzj e(z)j
2 1
p
2� ��

exp

�

�
(z� �)2

2(��)2

�

;

(168)
thatis,in the case ofa localized atom ic wave packet,a
G aussian probability density with variance(��)2.

D . A diabatic A pproxim ation

So far, we have seen how the internaland external
dynam ics ofthe atom are intrinsically linked. Now we
would like to focus on the external atom ic dynam ics.
To do so,we willtake advantage ofthe naturalsepa-
ration oftim e scalesofthe dynam ics. The internaldy-
nam icsare dam ped atthe spontaneousem ission rate �,
which istypically on the orderof� 107 s�1 . The exter-
naldynam ics are typically m uch slower,corresponding
to kHz orsm alleroscillation frequenciesfortypicallaser
dipoletraps.Theadiabaticapproxim ation assum esthat
the internaldynam ics equilibrate rapidly com pared to
the externaldynam ics,and are thus always in a quasi-
equilibrium statewith respectto the externalstate.

1. InternalQ uasi-Equilibrium

In treating the internaldynam ics,we havenoted that
the atom decays,butnotwhy itwasexcited in the �rst
place.A resonant,driving (classical)laser�eld entersin
the form [55]

H D =
�h


2

�
� + �

y
�
; (169)

where the Rabi frequency 
 characterizes the strength
ofthe laser{atom interaction. In writing down this in-
teraction,we have im plicitly m ade the standard unitary
transform ation to a rotating fram e where H A = 0. W e
have also assum ed the driving �eld propagates along a
norm alto the z-axis,so wehavenotwritten any spatial
dependence ofthe �eld in H D .
Theusualunconditioned m asterequation with thisin-

teraction, but neglecting the external m otion (that is

equivalentto theusual,on-resonanceopticalBloch equa-
tions)is

@t� = �
i

�h
[H D ;�]+ �D [�]�: (170)

This equation im plies that the expectation value ofan
operatorA evolvesas

@thAi= �
i

�h
h[A;H D ]i+ �

�

�
y
A� �

1

2
[�y�;A]+

�

: (171)

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

@t�ee = @t
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@t�eg = @th�i=
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2
h�i:

(172)

Therem aining m atrix elem entsaredeterm ined by �ge =
��eg and �gg =



��y

�
= 1 �



�y�

�
. Setting the tim e

derivativestozero,wecan solvetheseequationstoobtain



�y�

�
� =


2=�2

1+ 2
2=�2
;

h�i� =
� i
=�

1+ 2
2=�2
;

(173)

forthe internalsteady-stateofthe atom .

2. ExternalM aster Equation

To m ake the adiabatic approxim ation and elim inate
the internaldynam ics, we note that there is no e�ect
on the externaldynam icsapartfrom the slow center-of-
m assm otion in thepotentialV (x)and thecollapsesdue
to the detection events. W hen the internaltim escales
dam p m uch m ore quickly than the externaltim e scales,
wecan m akethe replacem ent



�
y
�
�
� !



�
y
�
�
� (174)

in the m asterequation (165). Also,in steady state,the
internalequationsofm otion (172)give



�
y
�
�
=


2=�2

1+ 
2=�2


��

y
�
; (175)

so that the ground- and excited-state populations are
proportional.W hen wealso accountforthe atom ic spa-
tialdependence,this argum entapplies at each position
z,so thatwecan write

j e(z)j
2 =


2=�2

1+ 
2=�2
j g(z)j

2
; (176)

whereweareusing the generaldecom position

hzj i=  e(z)jei+  g(z)jgi (177)
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for the atom ic state vector. Thus,the spatialpro�le of
the atom isindependentofitsinternalstate,so weneed
not assign m ultiple wave functions  g(z) and  e(z) to
di�erentinternalstatesofthe atom .
Furtherm ore,we willtake a partialtrace overthe in-

ternaldegreesoffreedom by de�ningtheexternaldensity
operator

�ext := hej�jei+ hgj�jgi: (178)

Theresultofapplyingthesam epartialtraceon them as-
terequation is

d�ext = �
i

�h
[H C M ;�ext]dt

+ 


Z

d
[1� T(�)]f(�;�)D [e�ik L zcos�]�extdt

+

�
A(�)�extA y(�)

hA y(�)A(�)i
� �ext

�

dN ;

(179)
where

hhdN ii = ��
 dt

~�(�)= :�A(�)


 := �


�y�

�
:

(180)

The form (179) follows from the fact that the density
operator� factorizesinto externaland internalparts,as
wesaw in Eq.(177).Also,Eq.(168)becom es

P (�)=

Z

dzj (z)j2
1

p
2� ��

exp

�

�
(z� �)2

2(��)2

�

; (181)

where  (z)isthe e�ective state-independentwavefunc-
tion forthe atom . W hen the externalstate isnotpure,
wesim ply m akethesubstitution j (z)j2 � ! hzj�extjziin
Eq.(181)to handle this.
Now we have what we want: a m aster equation for

the atom ic center-of-m ass state that exhibits localizing
collapsesdue to a physicalm easurem entprocess. W hat
weessentially haveiscontinuousevolution,with theend
ofeach intervalofm ean length (��
)�1 punctuated by a
POVM -type reduction ofthe form � � ! A(�)�Ay(�).
But note that here there is extra disturbance for the
am ountofinform ationwegain,becausetheapertureonly
picksup a fraction ofthe availableinform ation.W e will
return to thispointshortly.

E. W hite-N oise Lim it

W enow haveaPOVM with aform sim ilartoEq.(22),
butwestillhavea quantum -jum p m asterequation fora
position m easurem ent that does not look like Eq.(32).
However, we can note that the G aussian form of the
collapse operator A(�) is applied to the state after ev-
ery tim e intervalofaverage length �t = (� �
)�1 . In

the regim e of slow atom ic center-of-m ass m otion, the
collapses com e quickly com pared to the m otion. Then
it is a good approxim ation to take the form al lim it
�t � ! 0, while keeping the rate of inform ation gain
constant. (Note that the sam e result arises in hom o-
dynedetection,wheretheem itted lightinterfereswith a
strong phase-reference�eld,withoutany coarse-graining
approxim ation.)

1. Q uantum -State Di�usion

Com paring Eq.(181)with Eq.(24),we see thatthey
arethe sam eifwe identify

4k�t=
1

2(��)2
: (182)

Notethatk hererefersto them easurem entstrength,not
the wave num ber kL ofthe scattered light. Solving for
the m easurem entstrength,

k =
��


8(��)2
=
�2��
(��)2

2�2
: (183)

Repeating the procedure ofSection IV,we can take the
lim it�t� ! 0 with k �xed.The resulting m asterequa-
tion,in \quantum -statedi�usion" form ,is

d�ext = �
i

�h
[H C M ;�ext]dt

+ 


Z

d
[1� T(�)]f(�;�)D [e�ik L zcos�]�extdt

+ 2kD [z]�extdt+
p
2��kH [z]�extdW :

(184)
Theform hereisthesam easin Eq.(32),exceptforan ex-
tra \disturbanceterm " representing theundetected pho-
tons.W ehavealsoadded an extra e�ciency � � to m odel
aperturingin the� direction and othere�ectssuch asthe
intrinsic(quantum )e�ciency ofthe im aging detector.

2. Di�usion Rates

To sim plify them asterequation (184),wewillanalyze
the di�usion rates due to the second and third term s
(proportionalto
 andk,respectively).From theanalysis
of Eqs.(97), recallthat the term 2kD [z]�extdt causes
di�usion in m om entum atthe rate

D k = 2�h2k =
��

4

�h2k2

L
(��)2: (185)

Thisisthedisturbancecorresponding to theinform ation
gain.The relation k = D k=(2�h

2)willbe usefulbelow.
W e can com pute the total di�usion rate due to the

spontaneously em itted photonsasfollows. Each photon
em issioncausesam om entum kickofm agnitude�hkL cos�,
and the spontaneousem ission rate is
. Averaging over
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the angular photon distribution,the di�usion rate be-
com es

D SE = 
�h2k2
L

Z

d
f(�;�)cos2 � =

�h2k2

L

5
: (186)

O n the other hand,the di�usion rate due only to the
detected photonsis

D � = 
�h2k2
L

Z

d
T(�)f(�;�)cos2 �

= 
�h2k2
L

3

4

Z �

0

d� sin3 � cos2 � exp

�

�
2(� � �=2)2

(��)2

�

�
��

4

�h2k2

L
(��)2;

(187)
where we used the fact that �� is sm all. This is pre-
cisely the sam e rate as D k,since they are two di�erent
representationsofthe sam ephysicalprocess.
W e see now that the second and third term s of

Eq.(184) have the sam e e�ect ofm om entum di�usion,
butatdi�erentrates.W ecan form ally com binethem to
obtain

d�ext = �
i

�h
[H C M ;�ext]dt

+ 2ke�D [z]�extdt+
p
2�e�ke�H [z]�extdW ;

(188)
wherethe e�ective m easurem entstrength is

ke� =
D SE

2�h2
=

k2

L

10
; (189)

and the e�ective m easurem ente�ciency is

�e� =
��k

ke�
=
5

4
����(��)

2
: (190)

Notice thatsince �� isassum ed sm all,the apparent e�-
ciency �e� derived from com paring the inform ation rate
tothedisturbancerate,ism uch sm allerthan thephoton-
detection e�ciency of� ���. Evidently,the photons ra-
diated near � = �=2 are m uch less e�ective com pared
to the photons radiated near� = 0 or�. Thisresultis
counterintuitivewhen consideringtypicalim agingsetups
aswehaveconsidered here,butsuggeststhatotherways
ofprocessing the radiated photons (e.g.,m easuring the
phase ofphotonsradiated closerto the z-axis)arem ore
e�ective than cam era-likeim aging.

X I. C O N C LU SIO N

W e have presented whatwe hope isa readily accessi-
ble 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
ofhow to treatsuch m easurem entsand 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 briefoverview of
thisliteratureso asto providea pointerto furtherread-
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 referenceson thesetop-
ics have been given in the introduction. The early pio-
neering work on continuousm easurem entm ay be found
in Refs.[1,56,57,58,59,60,61,62]. Derivations of
continuous m easurem ents driven by G aussian noise in
quantum -opticalsystem s are given in Refs.[5,63,64],
and furtherapplicationsin quantum opticsm ay befound
in Refs.[16,32,33,65,66,67,68]. Derivationsand ap-
plicationsofstochasticSchr�odingerequationswith jum p
(Poisson) processes| developed originally in quantum
optics as a toolfor the sim ulation ofm aster equations
using the \M onte Carlo" m ethod,as in Section X B|
m ay be found in [54,65,66,69,70,71,72,73,74,75].
A treatm entofcontinuousm easurem entin a solid-state
system isgiven in [76],and furtherapplicationsin these
system sm ay befound in [6,77,78,79,80,81,82].Last,
but not least,ifthe reader is interested in treatm ents
ofquantum continuousm easurem entsusing therigorous
m athem aticallanguage of�ltering theory,these m ay be
found in Refs.[1,83,84,85].O therrigoroustreatm ents
aregiven in Refs.[42,57].
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