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W e describe the representation ofarbitrary density operators in term s ofexpectation values ofsim ple projection 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 suggesta possible experim entalim plem entation in quantum optics.
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I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

In the realm ofquantum theory a state ofa physical
system ism ostgenerallyexpressedbyitsdensityoperator
%̂. K nowledge ofthis operator gives com plete inform a-
tion ofthe quantum state.Schem eshavebeen proposed
in a num berof�eldsin quantum physicsto determ ine %̂
from m easurem entseitherexplicitely [1,2,3,4,5,6,7]orin-
directly via quasiprobability distributions[8,9,10,11]for
m ixed statesand also forpurestatesonly [12,13].
In thisLetter we describe a generalm ethod ofrepre-

senting any density operator %̂ in term s ofexpectation
valuesofsim pleprojection operators.Sincetheexpecta-
tion valuesofprojectorscan,in principle,bedeterm ined
experim entally thisapproach leadsto schem esforexper-
im entally determ ining the density operator.
O urapproachdi�ersfrom previouslyproposedschem es

in quantum opticsfor determ ining the density operator
in its use ofsim ple projectorswhich projectonto a sin-
gle or a linear superposition of two basis states [2,5].
W e placean em phasison a ’m inim alistic’representation
which com prises the least num ber ofprojection opera-
tors and thus leads to the m oste�cient schem e,it is a
generalization ofthe previousconsiderationsin [2,5].
The plan ofthe paper is as follows. First we intro-

duce the generalidea ofour approach,then,in section
II,we cast it into two speci�c representations and de-
scribe theirrelative virtues.In section IIIwe describe a
quantum opticalim plem entation and weend with a dis-
cussion in section IV.

Letusassum ethatthe Hilbertspacerepresenting the
statesofthephysicalsystem isofcountabledim ension N
and letjm iform = 1;:::;N be any conveniently chosen
orthonorm albasisofthespace.In caseswherethespace
isin�nitein dim ension,allexpressionscontainingN here
and in thefollowing arein�nitealso.O urprim ary aim is
to representthe N 2 � 1 independentdensity m atrix ele-
m ents%nm � hnĵ%jm iin term softhe expectation values

ofsim ple projection operators. Clearly the m atrix ele-
m entscannotbe expressed solely in term softhe N � 1
independent expectation values %m m = hjm ihm ji ofthe
setoftheN basestateprojectorsjm ihm jbecausethevi-
talphaseinform ation ofthecoherences,i.e.thecom plex
nature ofthe o�-diagonalelem ents%nm forn 6= m ,can
notbe derived from the diagonalelem entsalone.
The sim plestpossible generalization ofthe base state

projectors is given by the set of projection operators
which projectontolinearcom binationsoftwobasestates,
e.g. onto c1jni+ c2jm i. The expectation value ofsuch
projectorsrepresentthe phase inform ation ofthe coher-
encesin itsm ostelem entary form .W eshow thatonecan
express%̂ in term sofexpectation valuesofsuch projectors

and how to im plem entitquantum optically.

II.T W O R EP R ESEN TA T IO N S

Forsim plicity letusconsiderthe fjni;jm ig{subspace
which is spanned by any two basis vectors jni and jm i

forn 6= m and de�ne the state

jai� N a(jni+ ajm i); (1)

where N a = 1=
p
1+ jaj2 is a norm alization constant

and a � jajei� isa nonzero coe�cient. A corresponding
nom enclature isused fora second,di�erentstate ofthe
sam esubspacejbi= N b(jni+ bjm i),whereb= jbjei� 6= a.
W edeferm aking any furtherrestriction on the valuesof
a and b,to guarantee independence ofthe expectation
valuesofthe corresponding projectors

Â � jaihaj;

B̂ � jbihbj; (2)

untillater.
Let us assum e the m easurem ents yielding the expec-

tation valuesofthe projectorsjnihnj,jm ihm j,Â and B̂
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havebeen perform ed [14].The�rsttwo expectation val-
uesaresim ply the diagonalelem ents%nn,%m m .W e can
com binethese expectation valuesconveniently as

M jai � Trf%̂Âg� N
2

a(%nn + jaj
2
%m m )

= N
2

a(a%nm + a
�
%m n); (3)

where Tristhe trace operation and M jai standsforthe
result associated with a m easurem ent ofthe projector
Â.A corresponding expression isobtained forthe result
M jbi associated with the projector B̂ .Letuswrite%nm
in term s ofits realand im aginary parts %nm � R + iJ
and letusde�ne

m jai �
M jai

2jajN 2
a

= R cos�� J sin�;

and m jbi �
M jbi

2jbjN 2
b

= R cos�� J sin�: (4)

Solving these equationsforR and J yields
�
R

J

�

=
1

sin(�� �)

�
sin� � sin�
cos� � cos�

� �
m jai

m jbi

�

� T

�
m jai

m jbi

�

: (5)

Clearly thisrequires�� �6= k�,wherek isany integer.
This gives the only restriction on the values ofa and b

aside from the trivialrequirem entthata 6= 0 6= b. Ap-
plyingtheoutlined proceduretothefjni;jm ig{subspaces
for1 � n < m � N allowsusto represent %̂ in term sof
expectation valuesofN 2 � 1 di�erentprojectors,due to
the condition Tr %̂ = 1. Note thatthisschem e isintrin-
sically non-recursive.
W ecallthisthe’m inim al’representation asitrequires

thisleastpossiblenum berofprojection operatorsto rep-
resentageneraldensity operatorand alsobecauseitputs
alm ostno restrictionson the states form ing the projec-
tors,nam ely on the coe�cientsa and bofEq.(1).

Though m athem atically satisfactory the m inim alrep-
resentation would be sensitive to experim entalerrorsin
a physicalim plem entation. This sensitivity however is
m inim ized using sensitivity optim ized states,i.e. choos-
ing jaj= jbj= 1 and b= � ia [15].Thissensitivity can
befurtherreduced em ploying threeorm ore(redundant)
states. Letusforexam ple look atthe case ofone m ore
projectorstate jci� N c(jni+ cjm i)where c = jcjei
 in
each fn;m g{subspace.W e �nd that

m jci =
m jaisin(�� 
)� m jbisin(�� 
)

sin(�� �)
; (6)

where m jci isgiven by Eqs.(4,3)with jbireplaced with
jci.Provided the di�erences�� 
,�� 
 and �� � be-
tween the phase anglesofthe states jai,jbiand jciare
not m ultiples of� the overparam eterization introduced

by theextra statecan beused to reducethee�ectofex-
perim entalerrors.Forexam ple,one could estim ate true
valuesofm jai,m jbi and m jci asthepoint(x;y;z)on the
surfacez(x;y)= [xsin(�� 
)� ysin(�� 
)]=sin(�� �)
which is closest to the point (�x;�y;�z) where �x, �y and
�z are the experim entally m easured values ofm jai,m jbi

and m jci.

O ne m ay still go one step further and consider the
particularquadrupletofstates

ja
nm
� i�

1
p
2
(jni� jm i);

jb
nm
� i�

1
p
2
(jni� ijm i); (7)

for n;m = 1;2;:::;N . W e m ention in passing that
all such states are norm alized except for n = m for
which jann+ i �

p
2jni and jann� i;jbnn� i � 0. The set

fjanm� i;jbnm� i :m ;n = 1;:::;N g is an overcom plete ba-
sisoftheHilbertspace.Lettheprojection operators[16]
which project onto these states be Â nm

� � janm� ihanm� j,

B̂ nm
� � jbnm� ihbnm� j, de�ned in analogy to Eq.(2). The

expectation values ofthe 2N 2 � N di�erent projectors
[17]for n � m su�ce to represent an arbitrary m atrix
elem entof%̂ as

%m n = Trf%̂
1

2
[Â nm

+ � Â
nm
� + i(B̂ nm

+ � B̂
nm
� )]g ; (8)

a form that has already been derived in [2,5]. Now the
projectorscan becom bined to form operatorsR̂ nm ,Ĵnm

de�ned as

R̂
nm

� (Â nm
+ � Â

nm
� )=

p
2 = (jnihm j+ jm ihnj)=

p
2;

Ĵ
nm

� (B̂ nm
+ � B̂

nm
� )=

p
2 = i(jnihm j� jm ihnj)=

p
2; (9)

ful�lling the orthogonality relations

TrfR̂ nm
R̂
pq
g = (�n;p�m ;q + �n;q�m ;p);

TrfĴnm Ĵpqg = (�n;p�m ;q � �n;q�m ;p);

and TrfR̂ nm
Ĵ
pq
g = 0 ; (10)

for n;m ;p;q = 1;:::;N , where �n;m is the K ronecker
delta. The set fR̂ m n; Ĵm n : n � m g constitutes a
com plete basissetofN 2 operators. Thisoperatorbasis
givesan unique expansion ofany operator Q̂ as

Q̂ =
p
2
�

NX

m = 2

m � 1X

n= 1

rnm R̂
m n + jnm Ĵ

m n
�

+
1
p
2

NX

m = 1

rm m R̂
m m

; (11)

with rnm = TrfQ̂ R̂ m ng=
p
2 = (Q m n + Q nm )=2 and

jnm = TrfQ̂ Ĵm ng=
p
2 = (Q m n � Q nm )i=2. If Q̂ is a
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herm itian operatorrnm and jnm arethe realand im agi-
nary partsofthe m atrix elem entsQ nm � hnĵQ jm i.

Fanointroduced theideaofexpandingthedensity m a-
trix in term s ofan orthogonaloperatorbasis [1],hence
wecallthisan ’operatorbasis’representation.W eintro-
duced thisrepresentation foritsm athem aticalproperties
rather than its physicalcontents. Let us note that the
sensitivity optim ized statesm entioned beforeEq.(6)can
analogously becastinto thiskind oforthogonaloperator
basis,in this sense the operator basis representation is
contained in the m inim alone.

III.Q U A N T U M O P T IC A L R EA LIZA T IO N

Next we describe a possible experim entalschem e for
the reconstruction ofa density operator describing the
stateofasingleoptical�eld m ode[18].Itisastraightfor-
ward m atterto generalize thisto severalopticalm odes.
W eusetheFockstatebasisin which thenum bersofpho-
tons in the m ode under consideration labelthe states
fjm i : m = 0;1;2;:::g. O ur task is to show that the
expectation values ofthe corresponding projection op-
erators Â nm

� , Â, etc. can be obtained experim entally.
W enotefrom theoutsetthattheexperim entally di�cult
partoftheschem eatpresentisthepreparation ofcoher-
ent superpositions oftwo Fock states. However,in the
lightofrecenttheoretical[19,20]and experim entalresults
[21],itisclearthattheproblem ofthepreparation ofthe
probe�eld can and willbe solved.
Thus,since thisisnota fundam entaldi�culty we as-

sum e in the following thatsuch superposition statesare
available.
The expectation value ofthe projection operators in

the representationscan be determ ined using the experi-
m entalsetup depicted in Fig.1 asfollows.

| | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | -
Ifyou areinterested in the �gure,please contactm e via
em ailorfax and send yourfax num ber,then I’llsend the
picture by fax.
O leSteuernagel
em ail:ole@ photon.fta-berlin.de
fax:+ + 49 (germ any)-30-6392 3990
| | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | {

FIG . 1. The setup of our proposed quantum optical

schem e.Lightfrom a com m on �eld sourceisfed into a device

generating the probe �eld jaihajand a device thatgenerates

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.

Theuseofacom m on sourceensuresthattheprobeand signal

�eldsoscillate atthe sam e frequency.

A probe�eld isprepared in a particularstatej iand
fed into port1 ofthe beam splitter,the signal�eld pre-
pared in the (unknown) state %̂ is fed into port2. The
jointphoton num berprobability distribution ofthe out-
putportsofthe beam splitterisobtained from the pho-
toelectron statistics produced in the photodetectors I

and II for m any repetitions ofthe experim ent, let us
note thatm ultiphoton coincidence countstogetherwith
quantum e�cienciesabove70% havebeen dem onstrated
experim entally [22,23].Ifonechoosesa m ethod thatde-
tects single photons with m ore than 50% quantum e�-
ciency the photon num ber probability distribution can
be recovered from the m easurem ents using the inverse
Bernoullitransform ation discussed by Lee[24].
Furtherm ore a new m ethod developed by M unroe et

al. [25] allows to m easure the photon-num ber statis-
tics from the phase-averaged quadrature-�eld distribu-
tion with single photon and ultrahigh tim e resolution of
the orderof300 fs.Em ploying the corresponding recon-
struction schem es[26]thism ethod yieldsalm ostperfect
photon num berstatistics.
Hencewem ay restrictourconsiderationsto the’true’

jointphoton probability distribution Pj i(p;q)forp and
q photonsm easured by (ideal)photodetectorsI and II,
respectively,which isgiven by

Pj i(p;q)=
p+ qX

n0= 0

p+ qX

m 0= 0

hn
0
ĵ%jm

0
ihp+ q� n

0
j ih jp+ q� m

0
i

� A p(n
0
;p+ q� n

0)A �
p(m

0
;p+ q� m

0): (12)

Here A p(�;�) represents the probability am plitude of
�nding m ode I in the Fock state jpiI if m odes 1 and
2 arein the productFock state j�i1j�i2 and isgiven by

A p(�;�)= (� 1)�

s

p!(�+ �� p)!

�!�!
ei’ � (p� �) ei’ �(p� �)

�

�X

k= 0

�X

l= 0

(� 1)k
�
�

k

��
�

l

�
p

��+ k� l��� k+ l �k+ l;p ; (13)

where�,�arethetransm ittanceand re
ectanceand ’ �,
’� arethecorresponding phasefactorsgenerated by the
beam splitter as de�ned by Cam pos etal. in Ref.[27].
Inserting forj ithespecialprobe�eld statesjanm iwith
n > m ,seeEq.(1),and relabelingp+ q= N + n = M + m
changesEq.(12)into

Pjan m i(p;N + n � p)= C ha
0
ĵ%ja

0
i; (14)

where

ja0i= C � 1=2 [A �
p(N ;n)N ajN i+ A �

p(N ;n)N aa
�jM i]

and C = jA p(N ;n)N aj
2 + jA p(N ;n)N aaj

2 :

(15)

Again weassum ethatthe diagonalelem entsareknown,
forexam pleby thecom parativelysim plem easurem entof
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thephoto countdistribution ofthe�eld alone.Thesam e
isassum ed tobetruefora,which isknown from thestate
preparation process,wecan thus,equivalently to Eq.(3),
usePjan m i(p;N + n � p)to determ inea quantity

M jan m i(N ;p)� 2Refa %M N A p(M ;m )A �
p(N ;n)g ; (16)

where’Re’signi�estherealpart.Using a second linearly
independent probe state jbnm i, by a procedure analo-
gousto Eqns.(4)and (5)weobtain %M N .Thuswe have
translated them inim alrepresentation into an experim en-

talschem e in quantum optics for determ ining the quan-

tum state oflight;the translation ofthe otherrepresen-
tationsalong sim ilarlinesisstraightforward.

Itisinteresting to notethatthe valueofp in Eq.(14)
can be chosen arbitrarily from the interval(0 � p �

N + n).ThisgivesN + n+ 1di�erentwaysofdeterm ining
thevalueofthequantity M jan m i(N ;p)in Eq.(16).Also,
since we require n � m = M � N in Eq.(14) the set
ofm atrix elem ents%(k+ N � M ) k fork = 0;1;2;:::can be
determ ined from justtwoprobabilitydistributionsPjan m i

and Pjbn m i for�xed valuesofn and m .And �nally,since
itisthe di�erence n � m only thatdecideswhich setof
m atrix elem ents are determ ined this im plem entation is
also redundant in the sense that the probe states jasti
with s= t+ n � m areequivalentfort= 0;1;2;:::.
Thisschem e willgive asm any m atrix elem entsofthe

density operatorasdesired and islim ited only by exper-
im entalerrorand the ability to prepare the probe �eld
in suitabletwo-Fock state superpositions.

IV .D ISC U SSIO N

W e exam ined the requirem ents for representing any
density operatorin term sofexpectation valuesofsim ple
projection operators. W e gave two di�erent represen-
tations: the m inim alrepresentation which requires the
leastnum berofprojectorsand the operatorbasisrepre-
sentation which gives the expansion ofany operator in
term s ofan operator basis. O ur results are applicable
to any physicalsystem whosestatespaceisofcountable
dim ension N which need notbe �nite.
W e showed how the expectation values could be de-

term ined experim entally forthe caseofa singlem odeof
an optical�eld.An im portantpointaboutourm ethod is
thatitisnotrecursive,in contrasttosom eotherm ethods
fordeterm ining the density operatorofthe optical�eld
[6,12,13]forwhich the calculation ofallbuta selectfew
m atrix elem entsinvolvesthepreviously calculated values
ofotherm atrix elem entsand resultsin theaccum ulation
ofexperim entalerrors.

This work was supported by M ax{Planck{G esellschaft.
O le Steuernagelthanks Harry Paul,Yacob Ben{Aryeh,

RobertLynch,T�am asK iss,UlfLeonhardt,and M laden
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nn

+ isnot.However,forbrevity,

we also referto the latterasa projectorin thispaper.

[17]These are N +
P

N

n< m
4 = N + 2N (N � 1) projectors to

representthe diagonaland o�{diagonalterm sof�̂.

[18]G ale’sproposed experim entalschem e[2]forspeci�cally de-

term iningthedensityoperatorofaspin usingcom binations

ofStern{G erlach spin �ltersisanotherpossibleexperim en-

talrealization ofthe representationspresented above.

[19]S.Ya.K ilin and D .B.Horoshko,Phys.Rev.Lett74,5206

(1995).

[20]A.S.Parkins,P.M arte,P.Zollerand H.J.K im ble,Phys.

Rev.Lett 71,3095 (1993).A recent list ofapproaches to

the production ofcoherent superposition Fock states can

be found in: A.S.Parkins etal.,Phys.Rev.A 51,1578

(1995)and in [19].

[21]K .An,J.J.Childs,R.R.D asariand M .S.Feld,Phys.

Rev.Lett.73,3375 (1995).

[22]M .D .Petro�,M .G .Stapelbroek,and W .A.K leinhans,

Appl.Phys.Lett.51,406 (1987).

4



[23]P.G .K wiat,A.M .Steinberg,R.Y.Chiao,P.H.Eberhard,

and M .D .Petro�,Phys.Rev.A,R867 (1993)

[24]C.T.Lee,Phys.Rev.A.48,2285 (1993).Seealso T.K iss,

U. Herzog and U. Leonhardt, "Com pensation of losses

in photodetection and in quantum {state m easurem ents",

Phys.Rev.A 52,no.3 (1995),and [6].

[25]M .M unroe,D .Boggavarapu,M .E.Anderson,and M .G .

Raym er,Phys.Rev.A 52,R924 (1995).

[26]G . M . D ’Ariano, U. Leonhardt, and H. Paul, "Hom o-

dyne detection ofthe density m atrix",accepted asa Rapid

Com m .in Phys.Rev.A;and U.Leonhardt,H.Paul,and

G .M .D ’Ariano,"Tom ographic reconstruction ofthe den-

sity m atrix via pattern functions", accepted as a regular

article in Phys.Rev.A.

[27]R.A.Cam pos,B.E.A.Saleh and M .Teich,Phys.Rev.A

40,1371 (1989).

5



This figure "fig1-1.png" is available in "png"
 format from:

http://arxiv.org/ps/quant-ph/9510014v1

http://arxiv.org/ps/quant-ph/9510014v1

