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A bstract

In com puting the spectra of quantum m echanical system s one en-—
counters the Fourier transform s of tin e correlation finctions, as given
by the quantum regression theoram for system s describbed by m aster
equations. Q uantum state di usion @ SD) gives a usefulm ethod of
solving these problem sby unraveling them aster equation into stochas—
tic tra pctordes; but there is no generally acospted de nition ofa time
correlation function fora single Q SD tra Ectory. In thispaperwe show
how Q SD can be used to calculate these spectra directly; by form ally
solving the equations which arise, we arrive at a natural de nition
for a two-tin e correlation finction in Q SD , which depends explicitly
on both the stochastic noise of the particular tra pctory and the tim e
of m easurem ent, and which agrees In the mean wih the ensamble
average de nition of correlation finctions.
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1 Introduction

In quantum optics, a comm on experim ental situation involves a system in
a cavity which is m onitored by m easuring the spectrum of output photons.
In order to com pare theory to experim ent it is necessary to calculate this
output spectrum .

W hat is comm only found is that the intensity of the output soectrum is
given by the Fourder transform of two-tin e correlation functions of system
variables [[]. In the case of a system isolated from its environm ent (apart
from the m easurem ent process itself), these correlation functions are sim ply
the expectation values ofproducts of H eisenberg operators at di erent tin es,
eg., hat)gly)i.

Asiisdi cul to com pltely isolate a system from the environm ent, this
approach does not always succeed. In the case of a quantum open systam
Interacting continually with an extemal reservoir, one Instead describes the
system by a m aster equation, which —wihin the M arkov approxin ation -
can be w ritten In Lindblad fom :
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The L, are a st of environm ent operators which give the collective e ects
of the environm ent, and we have taken h = 1.

The density operator gives the probability for the expected outcom es
ofm easurem ents on the system . In this cass, one can still calculate output
soectra, and nd Fourer transform s of tim e correlation functions; these are
no longer the expectation values of products of H eisenberg operators In the
system H ibert space alone, but are m ore com plicated ob fcts whose form is
given by the quantum regression theorem {8, [[4, B1.

U nfortunately, for com plicated system s equation () can be very di cul
to solve either analytically or num erically. In that case, it is often advan-
tageous to oconsider an unraveling of the m aster equation into individual
quantum tra gctories, each one represented by a single state at every m o—
ment In tin e. O ne of these unraveling techniques is quantum state di usion
@sSD) [B]. In this, the nom alized vector j i representing the pure state of
the systam evolves according to the Q SD equation:
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This is an Ttd stochastic di erential equation, In which the d , represent
Independent com plex W iener processes. T hese satisfy

Mdn)=M @nda)=0 M d,dn)= nndt 3)

where M represents an ensamble average of the noise. Q SD reproduces the
m aster equation In them ean:

M @i )= : 4)

(T his iswhat ism eant by an unraveling ofthem asterequation.) E xpectation
values for operators cbey a sin ilar relationship:

i =TrfS g=M 01 ): 5)

The use 0fQ SD as a practical algorithm to solve m aster equations has
been widely ivestigated []. This includes calculations of output spectra
in quantum optics [g]. W hile it seem s reasonabk that there should be a
relationship between output spectra and tim e correlation functions in Q SD
analogous to that in Schrodinger orm aster equation dynam ics, this hasbeen
di cuk to show, as there is no generally accepted de nition of a tin e cor-
relation fiunction for a singlke Q SD trafctory. Since Q SD is fram ed in tem s
of a nonlinear stochastic di erential equation for an evolving state, it is not
cbvious how to generalize this to products of operators at di erent tim es.

G isin []]has attem pted to provide a H eisenberg picture for stochastically
evolving operators. Sondem ann [§], using the sam e stochastic equations,
has suggested another de nition for tin e correlation functions. In both cases
it is di cul to rwlate this to the usual Q SD fomm alisn . In this paper we
attempt to nd a de niion which arises from the Q SD equation itself.

In section 2 we derive the output spectrum of a quantum m echanical
system , and show its relationship to tim e correlation finctions, as given by
the quantum regression theoram .

In section 3 we derive a quantum output spectrum using Q SD , and show
how i leads to a naturalde niion of a two-tin e correlation function for a
single Q SD trapctory. Unlke the correlation functions which arise in the
m aster equation derivation, these Q SD functions depend explicitly on the



m easuram ent tim e and the noise. O n average, however, these dependencies
vanish, and the resul agrees w ith the usualde nition of a tim e correlation
function.

In section 4 we look brie y at altemative unravelings, and discuss the
use of these techniques for the practical com putation of spectra. Finally, In
section 5 we sum m arize our results and draw conclusions.

2 Spectra and tin e correlation functions

Consider a rather idealized m odel of an experin ental sstup for m easuring
the output spectrum of a quantum m echanical system . Suppose we have
a system with Ham ittonian H; and H ibert space H ; weakly coupled to an
output m ode w ith Ham iltonian H, = !bband H ibert space H ,. W e assum e
weak ocoupling to m Inin ize the perturbation of the system evolution. For
sim plicity we assum e a linear interaction: H; = g+ ) where the operator
g represents a physical quantity of the system , lke position for exam ple, b
and ¥ are the annihilation and creation operators for the output m ode, and
isan all
T he totalH am iltonian of the system plus output m ode is

H=H,;+H,+H; (6)

and operates on the combined H ibert space H; H ,. Let the system degrees
of freedom also be coupled to an environm ent, described by a set of environ—
m ent operators L, acting on H ;. The system plus output m ode obeys the
m aster equation (I) with Ham itonian (g).

If the output m ode is niially in the ground state, so that the niial
density m atrix isofthe fom = o, Pih0j we can approxin ate at Jater
tin es

oo PiM0F+ o Pihli+ 1o A0+ 0 Jdig+ O (P); ()

where the ;; are tin edependent operators on H ;; we have explicitly sspa—

rated the system and output m ode degrees of freedom and neglected allbut

the 1rst excited state of the output mode. W e then have 1; 10 and
11 2, and can rewrite equation {l]) in the om
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L is the tin e evolution superoperator restricted to the system degrees of
freedom :
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To lowest order, oy evolves according to a nom alm aster equation, w ith no
reference to the output m ode at all. T he other com ponents ;3 represent the
weak signal tranam itted via the interaction w ith the output m ode.
W e can solve these equations:
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where SEf = expl (b t)) isthe time evolution superoperator from time
t; to tine t, given by (§). The excitation of the output m ode is what is
m easured, SO0 we are interested in the expectation value Hbi = Trfldb g =
Trf ;;9. We nd this by taking the trace of equation {[J). Equation {I])
preserves the trace, so In taking the trace of @) the factor exp (L (£ )
hasno e ect, and m ay be dropped. T hus,
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w here the last equality de nesthetwo-tin e correlation function hg t)g ) ig sy -
Note that hg () g igrr is determ ined by the evolution operator S§ of the
reduced m ixed state (g, In accordance w ith the quantum regression theorem
Q]. W e see that the expected output has the form of a Fourer transform of
a two-tin e correlation function; this is just like the result in classical physics
B1. Exam ining output m odes at di erent frequencies ! gives the spectrum
ofthe systam .

3 Spectra and tim e correlations in Q SD

W e can calulate the results of section 2 with QSD by using relation {§).
W e solve the Q SD equation @) for a state in the combined H ibert space
H =H, H,, startingwih an initialcondition ji= j ii. By averaging
bl overm any trapctories we reproduce {L3). Thiswas done in [§] for
the case of second ham onic generation.

How can we Interpret Ho'bi ¢, for a singke trafctory? Let's exam Ine a
little m ore closely the evolution @). W e can separate the com ponents of

J 1= 3 o®iPi+ . ©iji+ 0 (%); (14)

w here we again neglect all excited states of the output m ode above the rst.
T he iniial condition is

Jo@1i= J oL J10)i= 0: 15)

The Q SD equation becom es a pair of coupled equations
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N ote that {I§) is identicalto the usualQ SD equation forthe system alone to

rst order In . Just as In section 2, this approxin ation gains an extra order
of In accuracy for free. Thus, the system degrees of freedom have the usual
quantum state di usion behavior, essentially unin uenced by the interaction
w ith the output m ode. Exactly as n {§), we have an aln ost unperturbed
system , w ith a weak signal tranam itted to the outside world.

E quation ) is interesting, In that all of the expectation valies in this
equation are calculated w ith regpect to Jj o1, so this isa driven lnear equation
w ith tin edependent coe cients. G iven the solution j ()i, we can nd
Jj 1 ®©1, at least In principle.

W e om ally integrate {14) to get

Jolt)i= T (; 0)27olt)is 18)

where T ( ; 0)2 is the tin eevolution operator from tine g to tine . k&
explicitly depends on the noise  and the initial state j ¢i, since the Q SD
equation is nonlinear. G iven this tim eevolution operator, the solution to

o i :

t
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T he output spectrum is then
ZZtZt +0 t © 0 40 0.0
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where the and ( have been suppressed for conciseness. T his expression
resam bles a Fourer transform of som e kind of correlation function, just as
was the case In section 2; but this correlation function is de ned for a sihgle
QSD trafectory.

W e can bring this rather closer to the treatm ent In section 2 by introduc-
Ing the progctor

P

jih F
= PooPih0j+ Py Pihlj+ Pypjlih0j+ Py jlihl g (21)

w here these partial proctors P ;5 are operatorson H ;. These are related to
our earlier treatm ent by

Poo= Joith 0F Por= Joih 1F Pio= Ji1ih ¢F Pui= J1ih 15 22)



and to section 2 by
=M Py): 23)

These P are not them selves profctors; however, Pg, = Pgy + O (?), and
therefore can be considered a profctor to good approxin ation.
W e de ne a tin e evolution superoperator for these partial pro gctors

S(i o)fP =T (;oZP TY(; 0)2: (24)
T his is related to the superoperator for the m aster equation by
M S(; o0)i)Poo=SZPop=exp@t t)) Po: (25)
W e shall need the follow ing solutions:
Poo® = S ( ; 0)gPoo 0); (26)
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In orderto com pute the output signallibi ) wem akeuse oftheequality:
P11 (®) = PioPor: @8)
In thisway, we obtain the follow Ing expression for the output signal:

}bybl © = TrfP10P01g (29)
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N ote that the two central operators T5'T % can not be replaced w ith Tttomy .

A cocordingly, In analogy wih ({13) we de ne a m easurem ent-dependent
tw o-tin e correlation function rQ SD :

C C2iiC1itui) Tr S(; 0)5, G2Poo () S ( ; o)y, ®oo ©)S1)  (30)

Note that thisassumes gy < 4; orty > t an analogous expression can be
form ed. This fuinction C In Q SD has the nice feature that it is the trace ofa



product of tw o operators, each involving one ofthetimnest; and t,, sin ilarto
correlation fiinctions of classical stochastic processes which are products of
the random variables at di erent tin es ]) . However, it also has the strange
feature that the \ nal" tin e t appears in thisde nition. Thisiswhy we tem
C a m easuram ent-dependent correlation function, rather than a true corre-
Jation function. Note that in perfect analogy with the quantum regression
theoram , C O4;5;01;4 ;) isdeterm ined by the evolution operatorsS ( ; O)E
of the reduced system 's pure state j o (©)i.

It rem ainsto establish the relation between the function C (62;t2;(§1;t1;t)
and the QRT correlation function introduced in section 2. For this purpose
wenote that P,; = j 1ih ;jprovides an equivalent expression for the output
signal:

Wbl () = TrfP1:g
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U sing this relation ) we can derive an equivalent orm of the fiinction C :
C B2iti01itit) =
Tr S(; o), G28(; o) Poo)S1) (32)

N ote that in section 2 it was possibl to ram ove the tin e evolution super-
operator S, as it did not a ect the trace. This is not true in the single
tra pctory case, as explained above; so the function C depends explicitly on
tin e, as m entioned above. N everthelss, taking the m ean over the noise of
C (OAz;tz;OAl;tl;t), one recovers the correlation flinction derived for m ixed
states from the quantum regression theorem :

M € C2iti01itit) =10, )0 @)igrr - 33)

N ote that the dependence on the naltin e t vanishes in them ean.

W hile the de nition () arises naturally in this derivation, and has the
correct average behavior, its dependence on t rem ains a puzzling and rather
annoying feature. It ispossible to m ake a di erent de nition, closely related
to that of ), which avoids this problm . Since the operator S ( ; O)E2
in the de nition @) vanishes In the mean, we can de ne a true twotine
correlation fiinction:

0, )01 @)igsp  Tr C2S (5 o)f Pop (a)C1) (34)



In this way the \ nal tine" t disappears and the correlation finction is
form ally identical to the QRT case (ut for vectors instead of m atrices).
M oreover, the correlation function then appears as a scalar product of two
vectors:

10, ()81 t)igsp = M2, o ()P, o ()i (35)

O ne can consider thisnew de nition to be an average over \fiiture" noise,
ie., noise aftert,.

0, ()0 (t)igso = M C C2itiC1it;b) ©m<t<t<ts (36)

Certainly, this once again reproduces the QRT ocorrelation function in the
m ean, and gives exactly the sam e o'bi ¢, for a single tra ctory:

M 60, )0, (t)igsp) = 0, ()0 )igrr : (37)

W hile this de nition rem oves the dependence on the naltime t, this
tw o-tin e correlation function still has som e interesting features, related to
the fact that the Q SD tin e-evolution superoperator £4) does not preserve
the trace. In particular, we note that ifthe sscond operator 3, isthe dentity
f, then

hf )01 (t)igsp 6 101 )15 (38)
contrary to the case ofthe QRT. fJ; = T no such di culy arses. Since
unravelings of the m aster equation do not generically preserve the trace, this
feature w ill ardse In any sin ilar derivation. T hism ight be one argum ent for
using an unraveling speci cally chosen to preserve the trace, such as that
used by G isin in his discussion of a H eisenberg picture ©rQ SD j,[§1. In any
case, the desired relation does hold In them ean:

M Gf )0 )igsp) =M B0 )1): 39)

Fortunately, correlation functions of the above form would not arise In any
physically reasonable m easurem ent schem e, sihce £ does not describe an in-
teraction.

The de nition of the two-tin e correlation function (34), and its relation
to the quantum regression theorem @) are the m ain results of this articlke.
T he central line of argum ents can be sum m arized as follow s:

11=M P11)=M P10P01) € M P10)M Po1) = 10 o1 (40)
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4 A Iernative unravelings and practical cal-
culations

W hilethede nition B4) arises naturally from the Q SD analysis ofthis prob—
Jem , it is not the only possbl de nition of a tin e correlation function for
a single tragctory; Indeed, there are an In nite number of such de nitions,
corresponding to di erent unravelings [L0]].

O ne such altemative unraveling has already been proposed by G isin as a
possbl de nition of a tin ecorrelation function for ndividual tra fctories,
as well as providing a sort of H eisenbery picture corresponding to Q SD  []]1.
Here we w ill suggest yet another such altemative unraveling.

In particular, rather than solving the Lindblad m aster equation itself
and then solving for the output spectrum , one m ight instead begin w ith the
expression {13) and attem pt to unravel the tin e-correlation finction directly.

W hat om would such an unraveling take? In Q SD, one unravels the
density operator evolution into m any tra gctories, each consisting ofa single
state, and with amean =M (j ih ). Thisworksbecause ishem itian:

= Y_ Fora tin e corelation finction, this isno longer su cient. T he fom
given by the quantum regression theorem is

ht)at)iorr = Tr oS ( @)Q) ; (41)

w here SEf is the tim eevolution superoperator de ned by the m aster equa—
tion (l); however, the \initial state" (5 )q is not hem itian. T herefore the
evolution from t to t, cannot be unraveled in tem s of pure states.

O necan, however, considera pairofvectorsj iand j isuchthatM (j ih Jj
does reproduce the correct evolution. Such a diad equation is quite analogous
to the usualQ SD equation.

O ne pair of coupled equations that do the b are

1 1
Hdi= iH + HLYi L 5LYL 5hLYihLi j idt+ @ hLi)J id ;

. . . 1 1 . . . .
K j=h jiH + LYhLi ELYL EhLyl HLi dt+ h j@.¥ HLYi)d :42)
Tt isnot hard to show that
M @djih )J=L @G ih J; 43)

11



50 this has the correct evolution In themean. If j i= j ithen these coupled
equations reduce to the ordinary Q SD equation ). Note that in general,
how ever, the nom alization of j i and j i is not preserved.

T he technique for calculating tim e correlation functions is as follow s. If
the initial density m atrix is a pure state, () = Jj oih ¢j then one begins
wih both statesequal j i= ji= j i, and evolves them to tine ty ac-
cording to {@3), which is equivalent to the Q SD equation @). At tine t,
multiplyh ()j! h ()3and contiue to evolve the diad according to {47) .
Attinet, multiply 7 &)i! g @)iand take the trace. The m ean over
m any such tra fctories equals the tin e-correlation function {41).

T his pair of equations {J) shares m any properties in comm on w ith the
QSD equation {J), but unlke Q SD is not uniquely de ned. Since only the
com posite diad j ih jis In portant, the nom and phase can be shifted arbi-
trarily between these two states. D iosi has likened this to a gauge freedom

Q1. M any such pairs of equations are therefore possible, as well as others

w ith properties radically di erent from Q SD; Just as Q SD is one of m any
unravelings of the m aster equation, albei w ith unique sym m etry properties.
To solve for output spectra, of course, one m ust still Fourer transform the
calculated tin e correlation functions.

In fact, one can see that there are two distinct approaches to com puting
output spectra using Q SD . One is to use the de nition 4) or altemative
de nitions such as {#3) to calculate the tin e-correlation finction, averaging
over m any runs, and taking the Fourier transom {13).

A ITematively, one can solve the Q SD equation for the entire system plus
output m ode; the state is then in the larger H ibert space H; H,. This
is essentially the approach taken by Schack et al. [B], who have also shown
that these techniques can be used to calculate other quantities of interest,
such as the spectrum of squeezing.

B oth approaches appear to have their advantages and disadvantages, and
to be mughly equal in com putational di culty. Tt is lkely that the best
approach w ill vary from problem to problem .

N ote also that ifwe had unraveled them asterequation (1) using an unrav—
eling other than Q SD , an exactly analogous argum ent would have ollowed.
W e would be abl to resolve the equation for the system plus output m ode
Into a pair of coupled equations, one corresponding to the unperturbed evo—
Iution of the system alone, the other to an output signal com pletely driven
by the system . T hus, this type of argum ent could be usad to de ne a notion

12



oftin e correlation functions for single tra gctories in any unraveling, such as
the Quantum M onte C arlo techniques or the orthojim ps of D iosi [, [L1, [3].

These Quantum M onte Carlo (or Quantum Jump) techniques deserve
further comm ent, as there have already been a num ber of papers published
on their use in the calculation of time correlation finctions [3, 4, [3].
T hese are relevant to our current discussion, since it can be shown that the
equations for Q uantum Jum psbeocom e identical to those forQ SD In the case
of heterodyne m easurem ents [14].

The treatm ent of G ardiner, Parkins, and Zoller [[4] is particularly in—
teresting In this context. Their de nition of the tin e correlation function
Involves de ning an auxiliary vector j ;ti which is driven by the evolution
of the quantum jam p vector j ;ti, but does not In tum a ect i.

A s stated in that paper [[4] their equations are rather di erent. Tn par-
ticular, they are considering only real noise, and have not gone to the weak
coupling lim it we have assum ed in this paper, where the output has a neg—
ligbly weak e ect on the system over short tines. W isem an and M ibum

14] have generalized this treatm ent to consider the case of heterodyne m ea—
surem ents, introducing com plex noise and show ing that this lim it is exactly
equivalent to the Q uantum State D i usion equation. In the Im it of hetero-
dyne m easurem ent w ith weak coupling to the extermalm ode, the equation
for j ;tibecom es the Q SD equation (4), and the two vectors j ;tiand j ;ti
obey a pair of coupled equations identicalto {I§) and ). T he output spec—
trum is given by them ean ofh ;tj ;ti, Jast asin [20). From this, one could
follow an argum ent exactly analogous to that of section 3 in this paper to
arrive at a de nition ofa two—tin e correlation fiinction identicalto B4).

5 Conclusions

In calculating quantum optical spectra, a comm on approach is to calculate
the quantum tin e correlation function and derive the spectrum by taking its
Fourer transform . This tin e correlation function has a form given by the
quantum regression theoram , and requires a solution ofthe m aster equation.
Quantum state di usion provides n m any cases an e cient m ethod of
solving the m aster equation. But hitherto, an approprate de nition of the
tin e correlation function fora single Q SD tra gctory hasbeen lacking, m ak—
Ing Q SD Iess useful for the calculation of spectra.
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In this paper we have derived such a de nition in a straightforward way,
quite analogous to the derivation in the case of the full m 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
Q SD equation, up to O (?) in the interaction strength.

This de nition can be used as a practical num erical tool in com puting
quantum optical spectra. O ther possble de nitions and their potential for
practical use have been brie y discussed.

F inally, ket us discuss the m eaning of our result in the simpl case ofa
dam ped ham onic oscillator at zero tem perature. T he stationary solution is
the ground state. Hence, once the system has reached this state, nothing
happens, and i is clar that the spectrum of the dam ped oscillator is not
contained In the evolution of its state vector. N evertheless, the quantum
regression theoram tells us that all spectra, In particular the one correspond—
Ing to the position uctuation, are contained In the evolution operator for
the corresponding m aster equation. Sin ilarly, the results presented here tell
us that the spectra are also contained In the stochastic evolution operator
T(; O)Ef of the Q SD descrption of the dam ped oscillator. The physics
behind this is that whenever a spectrum is m easured, the systam ’s environ—
m ent is changed, hence is dynam ics is perturbed. For exam ple, to m easure
the spectrum ofposition uctuations, som ething like weak position m easure-
m ents have to be applied, and the ground state is no longer stationary [[7].
However, In contrast to standard quantum m easuram ents, this perturbation
can bem ade arbitrarily an all (corresoonding to am allam plitudes ofthem ea—
sured spectrum ) over an arbitrarily long period oftine. To rst order, the
system ‘s evolution isuna ected, but is statesacts like a source orthe signal,
as re ected by our equations @) and @) . Hence the una ected evolution
operator (Liouville operator or Q SD propagator or other stochastic propaga—
tor M, [[3])) contains the inform ation about spectra that cannot actually be
m easured w thout a ecting (ie. weakly perturbing) the systam ’s evolution.
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Figure 1. The Interaction between a quantum system with Ham iltonian
H,; Interacting wih an external eld mode H , = !Pbvia an interaction po-
tentialH; = g@® + b). The coupling of the system to the environm ent is
m odeled by a single environm ent operator L . D otted lines represent H am ik
tonian tem s and dashed lines represent coupling to the environm ent.
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