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W e describe the representation of arbitrary density operators in temm s of expectation values of sin ple projction operators.
Two representations are presented which yield non{recursive schem es for experim entally determ ining the density operator of
any quantum system . W e suggest a possible experim ental in plem entation In quantum optics.
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I. NTRODUCTION

In the realn of quantum theory a state of a physical
system ism ost generally expressed by isdensity operator
2. Know ledge of this operator gives com plte Inform a—
tion of the quantum state. Schem es have been proposed
In a number of elds in quantum physics to determ ine 2
from m easurem ents either explicitely {2,345 /641] or in-
directly via quasiprobability distrbutions B)9A0,1] or
m ixed states and also for pure states only [13,13].

In this Letter we describe a generalm ethod of repre—
senting any density operator $ In tem s of expectation
values of sin ple pro fction operators. Since the expecta—
tion values of pro fctors can, In principl, be determ ined
experim entally this approach leads to schem es for exper—
In entally determ ining the density operator.

O urapproach di ers from previously proposed schem es
In quantum optics for determ ining the density operator
In its use of sin ple pro fctors which profct onto a sin—
gk or a linear superposition of two basis states E_Q.’,E]
W e place an em phasis on a 'm inin alistic’ representation
which com prises the least number of profction opera-
tors and thus leads to the m ost e cient scheme, it is a
generalization of the previous considerations in [_2 ,:lﬂ].

The plan of the paper is as llows. First we intro—
duce the general idea of our approach, then, In section
II, we cast i into two speci ¢ representations and de—
scribe their relative virtues. In section ITT we describe a
quantum optical in plem entation and we end w ith a dis—
cussion in section IV .

Let us assum e that the H ibert space representing the
states of the physical system isof countable dim ension N
and ket miform = 1;::5N be any conveniently chosen
orthonomm albasis of the space. In cases w here the space
isin nite in dim ension, allexpressions containing N here
and in the ollow ng are In nite also. O urprin ary aim is
to represent the N 2 1 independent density m atrix ele—
ments %y Fin 1 In tem s of the expectation values

of sim ple profction operators. C learly the m atrix ele-
m ents cannot be expressed sokely in term s of the N 1
Independent expectation values %, , = hin itm J of the
set ofthe N base state pro ectors jn ilm jbecause the vi-
talphase nfom ation of the coherences, ie. the com plex
nature of the o diagonalelem ents $,, forn € m, can
not be derived from the diagonal elem ents alone.

T he sin plest possble generalization of the base state
progctors is given by the set of profction operators
w hich profect onto linear com binationsoftwo base states,
eg. onto g hi+ ¢ i. The expectation valie of such
pro gectors represent the phase inform ation of the coher-
ences in itsm ost elem entary form . W e show that one can
express $ in term s of expectation values of such progctors
and how to im plkm ent it quantum optically.

II.TW O REPRESENTATIONS

For sin plicity let us consider the £hi; m ig{subspace
which is spanned by any two basis vectors 71i and n i
forn € m and de ne the state

Bl N, (hi+ ajni); @)

where N, = 1=p 1+ p7F is a nom alization constant
anda ' isa nonzero coe cint. A corresponding

nom enclature is used for a second, di erent state of the
sam e subspace pi= Ny (it+ bjn i), whereb= bi' 6 a.
W e deferm aking any further restriction on the values of
a and b, to guarantee Independence of the expectation
values of the corresponding pro Ectors

£ aimi;
B Pitbj; @)
until Jater.

Let us assum e the m easurem ents yielding the expec—
tation values of the projctors inj jn im j K and B
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have been perform ed [_1-4] . The 1sttwo expectation val-
ues are sin ply the diagonalelem ents %, Sum - W € can
com bine these expectation valies conveniently as

M i Trf%\Pfg Na2 (%nn + jajz%mm )

= NZ@%n +a %n);i @)

where Tr is the trace operation and M 4; stands for the
result associated with a m easurem ent of the proctor
£.A corresponding expression is obtained for the result
M 4; associated w ith the pJ:ojactorBA . Let uswrie %$n

In tem s of is real and in agihary parts $nnm R+ iJ
and ket usde ne
M ..
m 5y .jalZ:Roos Jsih ;
2aN;
M g1 .
and m g4 > = R oos J sin 4)
2PN
Solving these equations orR and J yields
R _ 1 sin sin m Bi
J sin ( ) cos cos m g3
m s
T e (5)
m Pi

C learly this requires €& k ,where k is any integer.
T his gives the only restriction on the valies ofa and b
aside from the trivial requirement thata € 06 b. Ap—
plying the outlined procedure to the £ hi; in ig{subspaces
forl n<m N allow s us to represent £ in tem s of
expectation values of N 2 1 di erent profctors, due to
the condition Tr $ = 1. Note that this schem e is intrin—
sically non-recursive.

W e callthis the 'm inIn al’ representation as i requires
this Jeast possible num ber of pro fction operators to rep—
resent a generaldensiy operator and also because it puts
aln ost no restrictions on the states form ing the progc—
tors, nam ely on the coe cients a and b ofEq. (l'_)' .

T hough m athem atically satisfactory the m inim al rep—
resentation would be sensitive to experin ental errors in
a physical in plem entation. This sensitivity however is
m inin ized using sensitivity optim ized states, ie. choos-
ing = Pj= landb=  ia [I5]. This sensitivity can
be further reduced em ploying three orm ore (redundant)
states. Let us for exam ple ook at the case of one m ore
profctor state 1 N (ni+ cjn i) where c= gt i
each fn;m g{subspace. W e nd that

m 5 sin ( ) m g sin( )

m s = . M 0)
* sin ( ) (

wherem 4, is given by Egs. 62“_3) wih Ji replaced w ith
Ti. P rovided the di erences , and be-

tween the phase angles of the states i, Ji and i are
not muliples of the overparam eterization introduced

by the extra state can be used to reduce the e ect ofex—
perin ental errors. For exam ple, one could estin ate true
valuesofm 45, m 4; andm y; asthe point (x;y;z) on the
surface z (x;y) = K sin ( ) ysin( ) = sin ( )
which is closest to the point x;y;z) where x, y and
z are the experin entally m easured values ofm 3, m 45
andm ;.

One may still go one step further and consider the
particular quadruplet of states

. 1 .. ..
=S P~ i i)
nm 1 . .

i 19—E (hi i i) ; )
forn;m = 1;2;::53N . We mention in passing that
all such states gre nom alized exoept forn = m for
which ®}"i 27i and "L PN 0. The set

fR" L P"1 tm;n = 1;:u3N g is an overcom plete ba—
sis of the H ibert space. Let the pro fction operators [_1-§‘]
which pro¥ct onto these states be K™ A" et 5,
E™ '™ iHP™ 5 de ned in analgy to Eq. 6'_2). The
expectation values of the 2N 2 N di erent pro-ctors
t_l-j] forn m su ce to represent an arbitrary m atrix
elem ent 0of % as

o Trf%é Ko £ o+ i@t BT )lg; )
a form that has already been derived in gj3]. Now the
proctors can be com bined to form operatorsR"™ , S
de ned as
~nm P - . L P
A" )= 2 = (him j+ mnimj= 2;
Anm P s s . A P
B"™ )= 2 =4ihidmj jninj= 2; )

fom (I§fm
ful Iling the orthogonality relations
Tregen Krag —
Tref™™ frig =

(npmigt niampli

(n;prn;q n;qrn;p);

and TrfR™™ JP9%g = 0; (10)
for n;m;p;qg = 1;u5N, where 5, is the K ronecker

delta. The set FR™"; "2 . p m g constitutes a
com plete basis set of N ? operators. T his operator basis
gives an unique expansion of any operator ¢ as

. p_ X Xt
Q = 2 L R+ ]nmJ/mn
m=2n=1
1 X N
+p= Lnn ROT ; (11)
2 _
m=1
B AN p_
wih rn, = TrfQ m_n_2= Qnn + Qnn )=2 and
hm = TeEQ ™= 2 = Qnn  Qnm)E2. IEQ isa



hemm itian operator r,, and j,, are the realand in agi-
nary parts ofthem atrix ekments O, MmO o i.

Fano Introduced the idea ofexpanding the densiy m a—
trix in tem s of an orthogonal operator basis 'E.'], hence
we callthis an ‘operator basis’ representation. W e intro—
duced this representation for itsm athem aticalproperties
rather than its physical contents. Let us note that the
sensitivity optin ized statesm entioned before E q.('_d) can
analogously be cast into this kind of orthogonaloperator
basis, In this sense the operator basis representation is
contained In them Inim alone.

ITII.QUANTUM OPTICAL REALIZATION

N ext we descrlbbe a possble experin ental schem e for
the reconstruction of a density operator describing the
state ofa single optical eldm ode Il8 Tt isa straightfor-
ward m atter to generalize this to several opticalm odes.
W e use the Fock state basis in which the num bers ofpho-
tons In the m ode under consideration label the states
fimi:m = 0;1;2;:g. Our task is to show that the
expectation values of the corresponding profction op—
erators K™ , X, etc. can be obtained experin entally.
W enote from the outset that the experim entally di cult
part of the scheam e at present is the preparation of coher-
ent superposiions of two Fock states. However, in the
light of recent theoretical l_l-gi ,:_Z-C_i] and experin entalresults
f_Z-]_J'], it is clear that the problem ofthe preparation ofthe
probe eld can and w illbe solved.

T hus, since this is not a undam entaldi culty we as-
sum e in the follow ing that such superposition states are
available.

T he expectation value of the proction operators in
the representations can be determ ined using the experi-
m ental setup depicted in Fig. 1 as follow s.
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FIG. 1. The setup of our proposed quantum optical
schem e. Light from a comm on eld source is fed into a device
generating the probe eld pimjand a device that generates
the signal eld %. The probe and signal elds, which are la—
belled 1 and 2, respectively, are then entangled at the last
beam splitter and analyzed by the photodetectors I and II.
Theuse ofa com m on source ensures that the probe and signal

elds oscillate at the sam e frequency.

A probe eld isprepared In a particular state j i and
fad into port 1 of the beam splitter, the signal eld pre—
pared in the (unknown) state % is fad into port 2. The
pint photon num ber probability distrdbution of the out—
put ports of the beam splitter is obtained from the pho-—
toelectron statistics produced in the photodetectors I
and II for m any repetitions of the experim ent, lt us
note that m ultiphoton coincidence counts together w ith
quantum e ciencies above 70% have been dem onstrated
experin entally 1_2-55,:_2-1_’:] If one chooses a m ethod that de—
tects single photons w ith m ore than 50% quantum e —
ciency the photon num ber probability distrdoution can
be recovered from the m easurem ents using the inverse
Bemoulli transbm ation discussed by Lee 4]

Furthem ore a new method developed by M unroe et
al l_2§‘;] allows to measure the photon-number statis—
tics from the phaseaveraged quadrature- eld distribu-
tion with single photon and ultrahigh tin e resolution of
the order of 300 5. Em ploying the corresponding recon—
struction schem es t26] thism ethod yilds aln ost perfect
photon num ber statistics.

Hence wem ay restrict our considerations to the "true’
Pint photon probability distrdbution P ; (p;q) forp and
g photons m easured by (deal) photodetectors I and II,
respectively, which is given by

Ra R4
Py ;(piq) = m’Bntp+ g n’9ih p+rg m%i
n%=0m %0
0. 0 0. 0 .
Aphptg n)A mGp+qg mo): 12)
Here A, (; ) represents the probability am pliude of

nding mode I in the Fock state pi; if modes 1 and
2 are In the product Fock state j i; ji, and is given by
S

1+ U, .
Ag(;)= (1 PHY Bl v e gt e )

X X . e
1 +k 1 k+ 1 ; 13
(1) K 1 k+ Lp 13)

k=010

where , arethetranam ittance and re ectanceand’ ,
! are the corresponding phase factors generated by ‘Ehe
beam splitter as de ned by Campos et al. In Ref. IZ?].
Inserting for j ithe specialprobe eld states A"™ iw ith
n>m,seekq. 6]4') andre]abe]jngp+q= N+n=M +m
changesEq. C_12I

Pynn s @;N + n p)= Cha’®p%i; 14)
w here
Bli= C 7 B NN Ni+ A (N ;n)N.a M i]
and c= jb*p(N;n)Naf+ ﬁp(N;n)Naaf :

13)

A gain we assum e that the diagonalelem ents are known,
for exam ple by the com paratively sin plem easurem ent of



the photo count distrbbution ofthe eld alone. The sam e
isassum ed to be true fora, which isknown from the state
preparation process, we can thus, equivalently to Eq. (.3),
usePyon ; /N + n p) to determ ine a quantity

M gen s N ;p)  2Refa%yy Ap M jm)A, N ;n)g; (16)
where 'R e’ signi esthe realpart. U sing a second linearly
Independent probe state '™ i, by a procedure analo-
gous to Egns. @) and ('ld) we obtain %y y - Thuswe have
transhted the m inIn al representation into an experin en—
tal schem e in quantum optics for determ ining the quan-
tum state of light; the translation of the other represen—
tations along sin ilar lines is straightforward.

Tt is interesting to note that the valie of p in Eq. {14)

can be chosen arbitrarily from the Interval (0 o)
N +n). ThisgivesN + n+ 1di erentwaysofdetenn ning
the value ofthe quantity M 4nn ; N ;p) In Eq. €16) A Iso,
since we require n m=M N i Eq. Cl4 the set
ofmatrix elements 3,y m)x ©rk = 0;1;2;:::can be
determ ined from just two probability distributionsP 4an 5
and P 4pw ; for xed valuesofn andm . And nally, since
it isthe di erencen m only that decides which set of
m atrix elem ents are determ ined this In plem entation is
also redundant in the sense that the probe states H°%i
wih s= t+ n m areequivalent ort= 0;1;2;::.

T his schem e will give as m any m atrix elem ents of the
density operator as desired and is lim ited only by exper—
In ental error and the ability to prepare the probe eld
In suitable two-Fock state superpositions.

IV .D ISCUSSION

W e exam Ined the requirem ents for representing any
density operator in term s of expectation values of sin ple
progction operators. W e gave two di erent represen—
tations: the m inim al representation which requires the
Jeast num ber of pro fctors and the operator basis repre—
sentation which gives the expansion of any operator in
tem s of an operator basis. O ur results are applicable
to any physical system whose state space is of countable
din ension N which need not be nite.

W e showed how the expectation valies could be de-
term ined experin entally for the case ofa single m ode of
an optical eld. An In portant point about ourm ethod is
that it isnot recursive, in contrast to som e otherm ethods
for detem Ining the density operator of the optical eld
[6',:_1_ _lé for which the calculation of allbut a select few
m atrix elem ents nvolves the previously calculated values
of otherm atrix elem ents and results in the accum ulation
of experim ental errors.
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