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A bstract

In com puting thespectra ofquantum m echanicalsystem sone en-

counterstheFouriertransform softim ecorrelation functions,asgiven

by the quantum regression theorem forsystem sdescribed by m aster

equations. Q uantum state di�usion (Q SD) gives a usefulm ethod of

solvingtheseproblem sbyunravelingthem asterequation intostochas-

tictrajectories;butthereisno generally accepted de�nition ofa tim e

correlation function forasingleQ SD trajectory.In thispaperweshow

how Q SD can beused to calculate these spectra directly;by form ally

solving the equations which arise,we arrive at a naturalde�nition

fora two-tim e correlation function in Q SD,which dependsexplicitly

on both thestochastic noiseoftheparticulartrajectory and thetim e

of m easurem ent, and which agrees in the m ean with the ensem ble

average de�nition ofcorrelation functions.
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1 Introduction

In quantum optics,a com m on experim entalsituation involves a system in

a cavity which ism onitored by m easuring the spectrum ofoutputphotons.

In order to com pare theory to experim ent it is necessary to calculate this

outputspectrum .

W hatiscom m only found isthattheintensity oftheoutputspectrum is

given by the Fouriertransform oftwo-tim e correlation functions ofsystem

variables [1]. In the case ofa system isolated from its environm ent (apart

from them easurem entprocessitself),thesecorrelation functionsaresim ply

theexpectation valuesofproductsofHeisenbergoperatorsatdi�erenttim es,

e.g.,hq(t2)q(t1)i.

Asitisdi�culttocom pletely isolateasystem from theenvironm ent,this

approach doesnot always succeed. In the case ofa quantum open system

interacting continually with an externalreservoir,one instead describesthe

system by a m aster equation,which -within the M arkov approxim ation -

can bewritten in Lindblad form :

_� = �i[H ;�]+
X

m

�

Lm �L
y
m �

1

2
fL

y
m Lm ;�g

�

: (1)

The Lm are a setofenvironm entoperatorswhich give the collective e�ects

oftheenvironm ent,and wehavetaken �h = 1.

The density operator� gives the probability forthe expected outcom es

ofm easurem entson the system . In thiscase,one can stillcalculate output

spectra,and �nd Fouriertransform softim e correlation functions;these are

no longerthe expectation valuesofproductsofHeisenberg operatorsin the

system Hilbertspacealone,butarem orecom plicated objectswhoseform is

given by thequantum regression theorem [2,14,4].

Unfortunately,forcom plicated system sequation (1)can bevery di�cult

to solve either analytically or num erically. In that case,it is often advan-

tageous to consider an unraveling of the m aster equation into individual

quantum trajectories,each one represented by a single state at every m o-

m entin tim e.Oneoftheseunraveling techniquesisquantum statedi�usion

(QSD)[5].In this,the norm alized vectorj irepresenting the pure state of

thesystem evolvesaccording to theQSD equation:

dj i= �iH j idt+
X

m

�

hL
y
m iLm �

1

2
L
y
m Lm �

1

2
hL

y
m ihLm i

�

j idt
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+
X

m

�

Lm � hLm i

�

j id�m : (2)

This is an It̂o stochastic di�erentialequation,in which the d�m represent

independentcom plex W ienerprocesses.Thesesatisfy

M (d�m )= M (d�m d�n)= 0; M (d��m d�n)= �m ndt; (3)

where M representsan ensem ble average ofthe noise. QSD reproducesthe

m asterequation in them ean:

M (j ih j)= �: (4)

(Thisiswhatism eantbyan unravelingofthem asterequation.) Expectation

valuesforoperatorsobey a sim ilarrelationship:

hÔi� = TrfÔ �g = M (hÔi ): (5)

The use ofQSD asa practicalalgorithm to solve m aster equationshas

been widely investigated [5]. This includes calculations ofoutput spectra

in quantum optics [6]. W hile it seem s reasonable that there should be a

relationship between outputspectra and tim e correlation functionsin QSD

analogoustothatin Schr�odingerorm asterequation dynam ics,thishasbeen

di�cultto show,asthere isno generally accepted de�nition ofa tim e cor-

relation function fora singleQSD trajectory.SinceQSD isfram ed in term s

ofa nonlinearstochastic di�erentialequation foran evolving state,itisnot

obvioushow to generalizethisto productsofoperatorsatdi�erenttim es.

Gisin [7]hasattem pted toprovideaHeisenberg pictureforstochastically

evolving operators. Sonderm ann [8],using the sam e stochastic equations,

hassuggested anotherde�nition fortim ecorrelation functions.In both cases

it is di�cult to relate this to the usualQSD form alism . In this paper we

attem ptto �nd a de�nition which arisesfrom theQSD equation itself.

In section 2 we derive the output spectrum ofa quantum m echanical

system ,and show itsrelationship to tim e correlation functions,asgiven by

thequantum regression theorem .

In section 3 wederivea quantum outputspectrum using QSD,and show

how itleadsto a naturalde�nition ofa two-tim e correlation function fora

single QSD trajectory. Unlike the correlation functions which arise in the

m aster equation derivation,these QSD functions depend explicitly on the
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m easurem enttim e and the noise. On average,however,these dependencies

vanish,and the resultagreeswith the usualde�nition ofa tim e correlation

function.

In section 4 we look brie
y at alternative unravelings,and discuss the

use ofthese techniquesforthepracticalcom putation ofspectra.Finally,in

section 5 wesum m arizeourresultsand draw conclusions.

2 Spectra and tim e correlation functions

Consider a ratheridealized m odelofan experim entalset-up form easuring

the output spectrum ofa quantum m echanicalsystem . Suppose we have

a system with Ham iltonian H 1 and Hilbertspace H 1 weakly coupled to an

outputm odewith Ham iltonian H 2 = !byband HilbertspaceH 2.W eassum e

weak coupling to m inim ize the perturbation ofthe system evolution. For

sim plicity weassum ealinearinteraction:H I = �q(b+ by)wheretheoperator

q represents a physicalquantity ofthe system ,like position forexam ple,b

and by aretheannihilation and creation operatorsfortheoutputm ode,and

� issm all.

ThetotalHam iltonian ofthesystem plusoutputm odeis

H = H 1 + H 2 + H I (6)

and operateson thecom bined HilbertspaceH 1
 H 2.Letthesystem degrees

offreedom also becoupled to an environm ent,described by a setofenviron-

m entoperatorsLm acting on H 1. The system plusoutputm ode obeysthe

m asterequation (1)with Ham iltonian (6).

Ifthe output m ode is initially in the ground state,so that the initial

density m atrix isofthe form � = �00 
 j0ih0j,we can approxim ate atlater

tim es

� � �00 
 j0ih0j+ �01 
 j0ih1j+ �10 
 j1ih0j+ �11 
 j1ih1j+ O (�3); (7)

where the �ij are tim e-dependentoperatorson H 1;we have explicitly sepa-

rated thesystem and outputm odedegreesoffreedom and neglected allbut

the �rst excited state ofthe output m ode. W e then have �01;�10 � � and

�11 � �2,and can rewriteequation (1)in theform

_�00 = L�00 + O (�2);
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_�01 = L�01 + i��00q+ i!�01 + O (�3);

_�10 = L�10 � i�q�00 � i!�10 + O (�3);

_�11 = L�11 � i�q�01 + i��10q+ O (�4): (8)

L is the tim e evolution superoperator restricted to the system degrees of

freedom :

L�ij = �i[H 1;�ij]+
X

m

�

Lm �ijL
y
m �

1

2
fL

y
m Lm ;�ijg

�

: (9)

To lowestorder,�00 evolvesaccording to a norm alm asterequation,with no

referenceto theoutputm odeatall.Theothercom ponents�ij representthe

weak signaltransm itted via theinteraction with theoutputm ode.

W ecan solvetheseequations:

�00(t)= S
t
0
�00(0); (10)

�01(t)= i�

Z t

0

S
t
t0(�00(t

0)q)ei!(t�t
0)
dt

0= �
y

10(t) (11)

�11(t)= �i�

Z
t

0

S
t
t0(q�01(t

0))dt0+ h:c: (12)

= �
2

Z t

0

Z t0

0

S
t
t0(qS

t0

t00((S
t00

0
�00(0))q))e

i!(t0�t00)
dt

00
dt

0+ h:c:;

where S
t2
t1
= exp(L(t2 � t1))isthe tim e evolution superoperatorfrom tim e

t1 to tim e t2 given by (9). The excitation ofthe output m ode is what is

m easured,so we are interested in the expectation value hbybi= Trfbyb�g =

Trf�11g. W e �nd this by taking the trace ofequation (12). Equation (1)

preserves the trace,so in taking the trace of(12)the factorexp(L(t� t0))

hasno e�ect,and m ay bedropped.Thus,

hb
y
bi(t)= �

2

Z
t

0

Z
t0

0

Tr

�

qS
t0

t00((S
t00

0
�00(0))q)

�

ei!(t
0�t00)

dt
00
dt

0+ c:c: (13)

= �
2

Z t

0

Z t0

0

Tr

�

qS
t0

t00(�00(t
00)q)

�

ei!(t
0�t00)

dt
00
dt

0+ c:c:

= �
2

Z t

0

Z t0

0

ei!(t
0�t00)

hq(t0)q(t00)iQ RTdt
00
dt

0+ c:c:;
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wherethelastequalityde�nesthetwo-tim ecorrelationfunctionhq(t0)q(t00)iQ RT.

Note thathq(t0)q(t00)iQ RT isdeterm ined by the evolution operatorSt
0
ofthe

reduced m ixed state�00,in accordancewith thequantum regression theorem

[2].W eseethattheexpected outputhastheform ofa Fouriertransform of

a two-tim ecorrelation function;thisisjustliketheresultin classicalphysics

[9]. Exam ining outputm odesatdi�erentfrequencies ! givesthe spectrum

ofthesystem .

3 Spectra and tim e correlations in Q SD

W e can calculate the results ofsection 2 with QSD by using relation (5).

W e solve the QSD equation (2) for a state in the com bined Hilbert space

H = H 1 
 H 2,starting with an initialcondition j	i= j 0ij0i.By averaging

hbybi	 (t) overm any trajectorieswe reproduce (13). Thiswasdone in [6]for

thecaseofsecond harm onicgeneration.

How can we interpret hbybi	 (t) fora single trajectory? Let’s exam ine a

littlem oreclosely theevolution (2).W ecan separatethecom ponentsof	

j	(t)i= j� 0(t)ij0i+ j�1(t)ij1i+ O (�2); (14)

whereweagain neglectallexcited statesoftheoutputm odeabovethe�rst.

Theinitialcondition is

j�0(0)i= j 0i; j�1(0)i= 0: (15)

TheQSD equation becom esa pairofcoupled equations

dj�0i = �iH 1j�0idt+
X

m

�

hL
y
m i�0Lm �

1

2
L
y
m Lm �

1

2
hL

y
m i�0hLm i�0

�

j�0idt

+
X

m

�

Lm � hLm i�0

�

j�0id�m + O (�2); (16)

dj�1i = �iH 1j�1idt+
X

m

�

hL
y
m i�0Lm �

1

2
L
y
m Lm �

1

2
hL

y
m i�0hLm i�0

�

j�1idt

+
X

m

�

Lm � hLm i�0

�

j�1id�m � i!j�1idt� i�qj�0idt+ O (�3); (17)
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Notethat(16)isidenticaltotheusualQSD equation forthesystem aloneto

�rstorderin �.Justasin section 2,thisapproxim ation gainsan extra order

of� in accuracy forfree.Thus,thesystem degreesoffreedom havetheusual

quantum statedi�usion behavior,essentially unin
uenced by theinteraction

with the output m ode. Exactly as in (8),we have an alm ost unperturbed

system ,with a weak signaltransm itted to theoutsideworld.

Equation (17)isinteresting,in thatallofthe expectation valuesin this

equation arecalculated with respecttoj�0i,sothisisadriven linearequation

with tim e-dependent coe�cients. Given the solution j� 0(t)i,we can �nd

j�1(t)i,atleastin principle.

W eform ally integrate(16)to get

j�0(t2)i= T(�; 0)
t2
t1
j�0(t1)i; (18)

where T(�; 0)
t2
t1
is the tim e-evolution operatorfrom tim e t1 to tim e t2. It

explicitly depends on the noise � and the initialstate j 0i,since the QSD

equation is nonlinear. Given this tim e-evolution operator,the solution to

(17)is

j�1(t)i= �i�

Z t

0

T(�; 0)
t
t0qj�0(t

0)ie�i!(t�t
0)
dt

0
: (19)

Theoutputspectrum isthen

hb
y
bi	 (t)= �

2

Z
t

0

Z
t

0

h 0jT
yt

0

0qT
yt

t0T
t
t00qT

t00

0 j 0ie
i!(t0�t00)

dt
0
dt

00
; (20)

where the � and  0 have been suppressed forconciseness. This expression

resem bles a Fouriertransform ofsom e kind ofcorrelation function,just as

wasthecasein section 2;butthiscorrelation function isde�ned fora single

QSD trajectory.

W ecan bring thisratherclosertothetreatm entin section 2by introduc-

ing theprojector

P	 = j	ih	j;

= P00j0ih0j+ P01j0ih1j+ P10j1ih0j+ P11j1ih1j; (21)

where these partialprojectorsPij areoperatorson H 1.These arerelated to

ourearliertreatm entby

P00 = j�0ih�0j; P01 = j�0ih�1j; P10 = j�1ih�0j; P11 = j�1ih�1j; (22)
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and to section 2 by

�ij = M (Pij): (23)

These Pij are not them selves projectors;however,P
2
00 = P00 + O (�2),and

thereforecan beconsidered a projectorto good approxim ation.

W ede�nea tim eevolution superoperatorforthesepartialprojectors

S(�; 0)
t2
t1
P = T(�; 0)

t2
t1
P T

y(�; 0)
t2
t1
: (24)

Thisisrelated to thesuperoperatorforthem asterequation by

M (S(�; 0)
t2
t1
)P00 = S

t2
t1
P00 = exp(L(t2 � t1))P00: (25)

W eshallneed thefollowing solutions:

P00(t)= S(�; 0)
t
0
P00(0); (26)

P01(t)= i�

Z t

0

S(�; 0)
t
t0(P00(t

0)q)ei!(t�t
0)
dt

0= P
y

10(t) (27)

Inordertocom putetheoutputsignalhbybi (t)wem akeuseoftheequality:

P11(t)= P10P01: (28)

In thisway,weobtain thefollowing expression fortheoutputsignal:

hb
y
bi (t) = TrfP10P01g (29)

= �
2

Z t

0

dt
0Tr

�

S(�; 0)
t
t0(P00(t

0)q)y
Z t

0

dt
00
S(�; 0)

t
t00(P00(t

00)q)

�

ei!(t
0�t00)

;

= �
2

Z t

0

dt
0Tr

�

T
t
t0qP00(t

0)Tt
t0
y
Z t

0

dt
00
T
t
t00P00(t

00)qTt
t00
y
�

ei!(t
0�t00)

:

Notethatthetwo centraloperatorsTt
t0
y
Tt
t00 can notbereplaced with T

t00

t0

y
.

Accordingly, in analogy with (13) we de�ne a m easurem ent-dependent

two-tim ecorrelation function forQSD:

C(Ô 2;t2;Ô 1;t1;t)� Tr

�

S(�; 0)
t
t2
(Ô 2P00(t2))S(�; 0)

t
t1
(P00(t1)Ô 1)

�

(30)

Note thatthisassum est1 < t2;fort1 > t2 an analogousexpression can be

form ed.Thisfunction C in QSD hasthenicefeaturethatitisthetraceofa

8



productoftwooperators,each involving oneofthetim est1 and t2,sim ilarto

correlation functionsofclassicalstochastic processes(which areproductsof

therandom variablesatdi�erenttim es[9]).However,italso hasthestrange

featurethatthe\�nal"tim etappearsin thisde�nition.Thisiswhy weterm

C a m easurem ent-dependent correlation function,ratherthan a true corre-

lation function. Note thatin perfectanalogy with the quantum regression

theorem ,C(Ô 2;t2;Ô 1;t1;t)isdeterm ined bytheevolution operatorS(�; 0)
t2
t1

ofthereduced system ’spurestatej�0(t)i.

Itrem ainstoestablish therelationbetween thefunctionC(Ô 2;t2;Ô 1;t1;t)

and the QRT correlation function introduced in section 2.Forthispurpose

wenotethatP11 = j�1ih�1jprovidesan equivalentexpression fortheoutput

signal:

hb
y
bi	 (t)= TrfP11g

= �
2

Z t

0

Z t0

0

Tr

�

S(�; 0)
t
t0

�

qS(�; 0)
t0

t00(P00(t
00)q)

��

ei!(t
0�t00)

dt
0
dt

00+ c:c: (31)

Using thisrelation (31)wecan derive an equivalentform ofthefunction C:

C(Ô 2;t2;Ô 1;t1;t)=

Tr

�

S(�; 0)
t
t2

�

Ô 2S(�; 0)
t2
t1
(P00(t1)Ô 1)

��

; (32)

Note thatin section 2 it was possible to rem ove the tim e evolution super-

operator St
t0,as it did not a�ect the trace. This is not true in the single

trajectory case,asexplained above;so thefunction C dependsexplicitly on

tim e,asm entioned above. Nevertheless,taking the m ean overthe noise of

C(Ô 2;t2;Ô 1;t1;t),one recovers the correlation function derived for m ixed

statesfrom thequantum regression theorem :

M (C(Ô 2;t2;Ô 1;t1;t))= hÔ 2(t2)Ô 1(t1)iQ RT: (33)

Notethatthedependence on the�naltim etvanishesin them ean.

W hile the de�nition (30)arisesnaturally in thisderivation,and hasthe

correctaveragebehavior,itsdependenceon trem ainsa puzzling and rather

annoying feature.Itispossibleto m akea di�erentde�nition,closely related

to that of(30),which avoids this problem . Since the operator S(�; 0)
t
t2

in the de�nition (32)vanishes in the m ean,we can de�ne a true two-tim e

correlation function:

hÔ 2(t2)Ô 1(t1)iQ SD � Tr

�

Ô 2S(�; 0)
t2
t1
(P00(t1)Ô 1)

�

: (34)
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In this way the \�naltim e" t disappears and the correlation function is

form ally identicalto the QRT case (but for vectors instead ofm atrices).

M oreover,the correlation function then appearsasa scalarproductoftwo

vectors:

hÔ 2(t2)Ô 1(t1)iQ SD = hT
t2
t1
Ô 1�0(t1)ĵO 2�0(t2)i: (35)

Onecan considerthisnew de�nition tobean averageover\future"noise,

i.e.,noiseaftert2.

hÔ 2(t2)Ô 1(t1)iQ SD = M (C(Ô 2;t2;Ô 1;t1;t))�(t0);t1< t2< t0< t: (36)

Certainly,this once again reproduces the QRT correlation function in the

m ean,and givesexactly thesam ehbybi (t) fora singletrajectory:

M (hÔ 2(t2)Ô 1(t1)iQ SD )= hÔ 2(t2)Ô 1(t1)iQ RT: (37)

W hile this de�nition rem oves the dependence on the �naltim e t,this

two-tim e correlation function stillhas som e interesting features,related to

the factthatthe QSD tim e-evolution superoperator(24)doesnotpreserve

thetrace.In particular,wenotethatifthesecond operatorÔ 2 istheidentity

Î,then

hÎ(t2)Ô 1(t1)iQ SD 6= hÔ 1(t1)i; (38)

contrary to the case ofthe QRT.IfÔ 1 = Î no such di�culty arises. Since

unravelingsofthem asterequation do notgenerically preservethetrace,this

featurewillarisein any sim ilarderivation.Thism ightbeoneargum entfor

using an unraveling speci�cally chosen to preserve the trace,such as that

used by Gisin in hisdiscussion ofaHeisenberg pictureforQSD [7,8].In any

case,thedesired relation doeshold in them ean:

M (hÎ(t2)Ô 1(t1)iQ SD )= M (hÔ 1(t1)i): (39)

Fortunately,correlation functionsofthe above form would notarise in any

physically reasonablem easurem entschem e,since Î doesnotdescribe an in-

teraction.

The de�nition ofthe two-tim e correlation function (34),and itsrelation

to the quantum regression theorem (37)are the m ain resultsofthisarticle.

Thecentrallineofargum entscan besum m arized asfollows:

�11 = M (P11)= M (P10P01)6= M (P10)M (P01)= �10�01 (40)

10



4 A lternative unravelings and practical cal-

culations

W hilethede�nition (34)arisesnaturally from theQSD analysisofthisprob-

lem ,itisnotthe only possible de�nition ofa tim e correlation function for

a single trajectory;indeed,there are an in�nite num berofsuch de�nitions,

corresponding to di�erentunravelings[10].

Onesuch alternativeunraveling hasalready been proposed by Gisin asa

possible de�nition ofa tim e-correlation function forindividualtrajectories,

aswellasproviding a sortofHeisenberg picture corresponding to QSD [7].

Herewewillsuggestyetanothersuch alternativeunraveling.

In particular, rather than solving the Lindblad m aster equation itself

and then solving fortheoutputspectrum ,onem ightinstead begin with the

expression (13)and attem pttounravelthetim e-correlation function directly.

W hat form would such an unraveling take? In QSD,one unravels the

density operatorevolution into m any trajectories,each consisting ofa single

state,and with a m ean � = M (j ih j).Thisworksbecause � isherm itian:

� = �y.Foratim ecorrelation function,thisisno longersu�cient.Theform

given by thequantum regression theorem is

hq(t2)q(t1)iQ RT = Tr

�

qS
t2
t1
(�(t1)q)

�

; (41)

where S
t2
t1
is the tim e-evolution superoperatorde�ned by the m aster equa-

tion (1);however,the \initialstate" �(t1)q isnotherm itian. Therefore the

evolution from t1 to t2 cannotbeunraveled in term sofpurestates.

Onecan,however,considerapairofvectorsj iandj�isuchthatM (j ih�j)

doesreproducethecorrectevolution.Such adiadequation isquiteanalogous

to theusualQSD equation.

Onepairofcoupled equationsthatdo thejob are

jd i=

�

�iH + hL
y
i�L �

1

2
L
y
L �

1

2
hL

y
i�hLi 

�

j idt+ (L � hLi )j id�;

hd�j= h�j

�

iH + L
y
hLi �

1

2
L
y
L �

1

2
hL

y
i�hLi 

�

dt+ h�j(Ly
� hL

y
i�)d�

�
:(42)

Itisnothard to show that

M (dj ih�j)= L(j ih�j); (43)
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sothishasthecorrectevolution in them ean.Ifj i= j�ithen thesecoupled

equations reduce to the ordinary QSD equation (2). Note thatin general,

however,thenorm alization ofj iand j�iisnotpreserved.

The technique forcalculating tim e correlation functionsisasfollows. If

the initialdensity m atrix isa pure state,�(0)= j 0ih 0j,then one begins

with both states equalj i = j�i = j 0i,and evolves them to tim e t1 ac-

cording to (42),which is equivalent to the QSD equation (2). At tim e t1,

m ultiply h�(t1)j! h�(t1)jqand continuetoevolvethediad accordingto(42).

Attim e t2,m ultiply j (t2)i! qj (t2)iand take the trace. The m ean over

m any such trajectoriesequalsthetim e-correlation function (41).

Thispairofequations(42)sharesm any propertiesin com m on with the

QSD equation (2),butunlike QSD isnotuniquely de�ned. Since only the

com positediad j ih�jisim portant,thenorm and phasecan beshifted arbi-

trarily between these two states. Di�osihaslikened thisto a gauge freedom

[10]. M any such pairsofequationsare therefore possible,aswellasothers

with properties radically di�erent from QSD;just as QSD is one ofm any

unravelingsofthem asterequation,albeitwith uniquesym m etry properties.

To solve foroutputspectra,ofcourse,one m uststillFouriertransform the

calculated tim ecorrelation functions.

In fact,onecan seethattherearetwo distinctapproachesto com puting

output spectra using QSD.One is to use the de�nition (34)or alternative

de�nitionssuch as(42)to calculatethetim e-correlation function,averaging

overm any runs,and taking theFouriertransform (13).

Alternatively,onecan solvetheQSD equation fortheentiresystem plus

output m ode;the state is then in the larger Hilbert space H 1 
 H 2. This

isessentially the approach taken by Schack etal. [6],who have also shown

thatthese techniques can be used to calculate otherquantities ofinterest,

such asthespectrum ofsqueezing.

Both approachesappeartohavetheiradvantagesand disadvantages,and

to be roughly equalin com putationaldi�culty. It is likely that the best

approach willvary from problem to problem .

Notealsothatifwehadunraveled them asterequation (1)usinganunrav-

eling otherthan QSD,an exactly analogousargum entwould have followed.

W e would be able to resolve the equation forthe system plusoutputm ode

into a pairofcoupled equations,onecorresponding to theunperturbed evo-

lution ofthe system alone,the otherto an outputsignalcom pletely driven

by thesystem .Thus,thistypeofargum entcould beused to de�nea notion
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oftim ecorrelation functionsforsingletrajectoriesin any unraveling,such as

theQuantum M onteCarlo techniquesortheorthojum psofDi�osi[4,11,12].

These Quantum M onte Carlo (or Quantum Jum p) techniques deserve

furthercom m ent,asthere have already been a num berofpaperspublished

on their use in the calculation of tim e correlation functions [13,14,15].

These arerelevantto ourcurrentdiscussion,since itcan beshown thatthe

equationsforQuantum Jum psbecom eidenticaltothoseforQSD in thecase

ofheterodynem easurem ents[16].

The treatm ent ofGardiner,Parkins,and Zoller [14]is particularly in-

teresting in this context. Their de�nition ofthe tim e correlation function

involves de�ning an auxiliary vectorj�;tiwhich isdriven by the evolution

ofthequantum jum p vectorj�;ti,butdoesnotin turn a�ectit.

Asstated in thatpaper[14]theirequationsareratherdi�erent.In par-

ticular,they areconsidering only realnoise,and have notgoneto theweak

coupling lim itwe have assum ed in thispaper,where the outputhasa neg-

ligibly weak e�ect on the system over short tim es. W isem an and M ilburn

[16]havegeneralized thistreatm entto considerthecaseofheterodynem ea-

surem ents,introducing com plex noiseand showing thatthislim itisexactly

equivalentto theQuantum StateDi�usion equation.In thelim itofhetero-

dyne m easurem ent with weak coupling to the externalm ode,the equation

forj�;tibecom estheQSD equation (2),and thetwo vectorsj�;tiand j�;ti

obey apairofcoupled equationsidenticalto(16)and (17).Theoutputspec-

trum isgiven by them ean ofh�;tj�;ti,justasin (20).From this,onecould

follow an argum ent exactly analogousto thatofsection 3 in this paperto

arriveata de�nition ofa two-tim ecorrelation function identicalto (34).

5 C onclusions

In calculating quantum opticalspectra,a com m on approach isto calculate

thequantum tim ecorrelation function and derivethespectrum by takingits

Fouriertransform . This tim e correlation function has a form given by the

quantum regression theorem ,and requiresa solution ofthem asterequation.

Quantum state di�usion provides in m any cases an e�cient m ethod of

solving the m asterequation. Buthitherto,an appropriate de�nition ofthe

tim ecorrelation function fora singleQSD trajectory hasbeen lacking,m ak-

ing QSD lessusefulforthecalculation ofspectra.
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In thispaperwehavederived such a de�nition in a straightforward way,

quite analogous to the derivation in the case ofthe fullm aster equation.

This correlation function in the m ean has the form given by the quantum

regression theorem ,and the equations for it are very close to the original

QSD equation,up to O (�2)in theinteraction strength.

This de�nition can be used as a practicalnum ericaltoolin com puting

quantum opticalspectra. Otherpossible de�nitionsand theirpotentialfor

practicalusehavebeen brie
y discussed.

Finally,letusdiscuss the m eaning ofourresultin the sim ple case ofa

dam ped harm onicoscillatoratzero tem perature.Thestationary solution is

the ground state. Hence,once the system has reached this state,nothing

happens,and it is clear thatthe spectrum ofthe dam ped oscillator is not

contained in the evolution ofits state vector. Nevertheless,the quantum

regression theorem tellsusthatallspectra,in particulartheonecorrespond-

ing to the position 
uctuation,are contained in the evolution operatorfor

thecorresponding m asterequation.Sim ilarly,theresultspresented heretell

us that the spectra are also contained in the stochastic evolution operator

T(�; 0)
t2
t1
ofthe QSD description ofthe dam ped oscillator. The physics

behind thisisthatwhenevera spectrum ism easured,thesystem ’senviron-

m entischanged,henceitsdynam icsisperturbed.Forexam ple,to m easure

thespectrum ofposition 
uctuations,som ething likeweak position m easure-

m entshave to beapplied,and theground stateisno longerstationary [17].

However,in contrastto standard quantum m easurem ents,thisperturbation

can bem adearbitrarilysm all(correspondingtosm allam plitudesofthem ea-

sured spectrum )overan arbitrarily long period oftim e. To �rstorder,the

system ’sevolution isuna�ected,butitsstatesactslikeasourceforthesignal,

asre
ected by ourequations(16)and (17).Hence the una�ected evolution

operator(LiouvilleoperatororQSD propagatororotherstochasticpropaga-

tor[4,13])containsthe inform ation aboutspectra thatcannotactually be

m easured withouta�ecting (i.e.,weakly perturbing)thesystem ’sevolution.
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Figure 1. The interaction between a quantum system with Ham iltonian

H 1 interacting with an external�eld m odeH 2 = !bybvia an interaction po-

tentialH I = �q(by + b). The coupling ofthe system to the environm ent is

m odeled by a single environm entoperatorL.Dotted linesrepresentHam il-

tonian term sand dashed linesrepresentcoupling to theenvironm ent.
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