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W e give an explicit prescription for experim entally determ ining the evolution operators which

com pletely describethedynam icsofa quantum m echanicalblack box { an arbitrary open quantum

system . W e show necessary and su� cient conditions for this to be possible, and illustrate the

generaltheory by considering speci� cally oneand two quantum bitsystem s.Theseproceduresm ay

be usefulin the com parative evaluation ofexperim entalquantum m easurem ent,com m unication,

and com putation system s.

PACS num bers:03.65.Bz,89.70.+ c,89.80.th,02.70.{c

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

Consider a black box with an input and an output.

G iven thatthetransferfunction islinear,ifthedynam ics

ofthebox aredescribed by classicalphysics,wellknown

recipesexistto com pletely determ ine the responsefunc-

tion ofthe system .Now considera quantum -m echanical

black box whose input m ay be an arbitrary quantum

state (in a � nite dim ensionalHilbertspace),with inter-

naldynam icsand an outputstate(ofsam edim ension as

theinput)determ ined byquantum physics.Theboxm ay

even beconnected to an externalreservoir,orhaveother

inputs and outputs which we wish to ignore. Can we

determ ine the quantum transferfunction ofthe system ?

The answerisyes. Sim ply stated,the m ostarbitrary

transferfunction ofa quantum black box isto m ap one

density m atrix into another,�in! �out,and this is de-

term ined by a linear m apping E which we shallgive a

prescription for obtaining. The interesting observation

is that this black box m ay be an attem pt to realize a

usefulquantum device. Forexam ple,itm ay be a quan-

tum cryptography channel[1,2](which m ightincludean

eavesdropper!),a quantum com puter in which decoher-

enceoccurs,lim iting itsperform ance[3,4],orjustan im -

perfectquantum logicgate[5,6],whoseperform anceyou

wish to characterizeto determ ine itsusefulness.

How m any param eters are necessary to describe a

quantum black box acting on an inputwith a statespace

ofN dim ensions? And how m ay these param eters be

experim entally determ ined? Furtherm ore,how isthere-

sulting description ofE usefulasa perform ance charac-

terization?

W e considerthesequestionsin thispaper.Aftersum -

m arizing therelevantm athem aticalform alism ,weprove

that E m ay be determ ined com pletely by a m atrix of

com plex num bers �, and provide an accessible experi-

m entalprescriptionforobtaining�.W ethen giveexplicit

constructionsforthe casesofone and two quantum bits

(qubits),and then concludeby describing related perfor-

m anceestim ation quantitiesderivablefrom �.

II.STA T E C H A N G E T H EO R Y

A generalway to describe the state change experi-

enced by a quantum system isby using quantum opera-

tions,som etim esalso known assuperscattering operators

orcom pletely positive m aps.Thisform alism isdescribed

in detailin [7],and is given a briefbut inform ative re-

view in the appendix to [8]. A quantum operation is a

linearm ap E which com pletely describesthedynam icsof

a quantum system ,

� !
E(�)

tr(E(�))
: (2.1)

A particularly usefuldescription ofquantum operations

fortheoreticalapplicationsisthe so-called operator-sum

representation:

E(�)=
X

i

A i�A
y

i: (2.2)

The A i are operators acting on the system alone, yet

they com pletely describe the state changes ofthe sys-

tem ,including any possible unitary operation (quantum

logicgate),projection (generalized m easurem ent),oren-

vironm entale� ect(decoherence).In the case ofa \non-

selective" quantum evolution,such asarisesfrom uncon-

trolled interactionswith an environm ent(asin thedeco-
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herenceofquantum com puters),theA i operatorssatisfy

an additionalcom pletenessrelation,

X

i

A
y

iA i = I: (2.3)

Thisrelation ensuresthatthe tracefactortr(E(�))isal-

waysequalto one,and thusthestatechangeexperienced

by the system can be written

� ! E(�): (2.4)

Such quantum operations are in a one to one corre-

spondence with the set oftransform ations arising from

the joint unitary evolution ofthe quantum system and

an initially uncorrelated environm ent[7].In otherwords,

the quantum operations form alism also describes the

m asterequation and quantum Langevin pictureswidely

used in quantum optics[9,10],where the system ’sstate

change arises from an interaction Ham iltonian between

the system and itsenvironm ent[11].

O urgoalwillbe to describe the state change process

by determ ining the operatorsA i which describe E,(and

untilSection VIwe shalllim itourselvesto those which

satisfy Eq.(2.3)).O ncethese operatorshavebeen deter-

m ined m any other quantities ofgreat interest,such as

the � delity,entanglem ent� delity and quantum channel

capacity can be determ ined.Typically,the A i operators

are derived from a theoreticalm odelofthe system and

itsenvironm ent;forexam ple,they are closely related to

the Lindblad operators.However,whatweproposehere

isdi� erent:to determ inesystem atically from experim ent

whatthe A i operatorsare for a speci� c quantum black

box.

III.G EN ER A L EX P ER IM EN TA L P R O C ED U R E

The experim entalprocedure m ay be outlined as fol-

lows. Suppose the state space ofthe system has N di-

m ensions; for exam ple,N = 2 for a single qubit. N 2

purequantum statesj 1ih 1j;:::;j N 2ih N 2jareexper-

im entally prepared,and the output state E(j jih jj) is

m easured foreach input.Thism ay bedone,forexam ple,

by using quantum state tom ography [12{14]. In princi-

ple,thequantum operation E can now bedeterm ined by

a linearextension ofE to allstates.W eprovethisbelow.

Thegoalisto determ inetheunknown operatorsA i in

Eq.(2.2).However,experim entalresultsinvolvenum bers

(notoperators,which are a theoreticalconcept). To re-

latetheA i to m easurableparam eters,itisconvenientto

consideran equivalentdescription ofE usinga� xedsetof

operators ~A i,which form a basisforthe setofoperators

on the state space,so that

A i =
X

m

aim ~A m (3.1)

forsom esetofcom plex num bersaim .Eq.(2.2)m ay thus

be rewritten as

E(�)=
X

m n

~A m � ~A
y
n�m n ; (3.2)

where�m n �
P

i
aim a

�
in isa \classical"errorcorrelation

m atrix which is positive Herm itian by de� nition. This

showsthatE can be com pletely described by a com plex

num berm atrix,�,oncethesetofoperators ~A i hasbeen

� xed. In general,� willcontain N4 � N 2 independent

param eters,becausea generallinearm ap ofN by N m a-

tricestoN byN m atricesisdescribed byN 4 independent

param eters,butthere areN 2 additionalconstraintsdue

to thefactthatthetraceof� rem ainsone.W ewillshow

how to determ ine � experim entally,and then show how

an operatorsum representation oftheform Eq.(2.2)can

be recovered oncethe � m atrix isknown.

Let �j,1 � j � N 2 be a set oflinearly independent

basis elem ents for the space ofN � N m atrices. A con-

venient choice is the set ofprojectors jnihm j. Experi-

m entally, the output state E(jnihm j) m ay be obtained

by preparing the input states jni,jm i, jn+ i = (jni+

jm i)=
p
2,and jn� i= (jni+ ijm i)=

p
2 and form ing linear

com binationsofE(jnihnj),E(jm ihm j),E(jn+ ihn+ j),and

E(jn� ihn� j). Thus,itispossible to determ ine E(�j)by

statetom ography,foreach �j.

Furtherm ore,each E(�j)m ay be expressed asa linear

com bination ofthe basisstates,

E(�j)=
X

k

�jk�k ; (3.3)

and since E(�j) is known,�jk can thus be determ ined.

To proceed,wem ay write

~A m �j ~A
y
n =

X

k

�
m n
jk �k ; (3.4)

where �m n
jk are com plex num bers which can be deter-

m ined by standard algorithm s given the ~A m operators

and the �j operators. Com bining the last two expres-

sionswehave

X

k

X

m n

�m n�
m n
jk �k =

X

k

�jk�k : (3.5)

From independence ofthe �k itfollowsthatforeach k,

X

m n

�
m n
jk �m n = �jk : (3.6)

This relation is a necessary and su� cient condition for

the m atrix � to give the correct quantum operation E.

O nem ay think of� and � asvectors,and � asa N 4� N 4

m atrix with colum nsindexed by m n,and rowsby ij.To

show how � m ay be obtained,let � be the generalized

inverseforthe m atrix �,satisfying the relation
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�
m n
jk =

X

st;xy

�
st
jk�

xy

st�
m n
xy : (3.7)

M ost com puter algebra packages are capable of� nding

such generalized inverses.In appendix A itisshown that

� de� ned by

�m n =
X

jk

�
m n
jk �jk (3.8)

satis� esthe relation (3.6). The proofis som ewhatsub-

tle,butitisnotrelevanttotheapplication ofthepresent

algorithm .

Having determ ined � oneim m ediately obtainstheop-

eratorsum representation forE in thefollowing m anner.

Letthe unitary m atrix U y diagonalize�,

�m n =
X

xy

Um xdx�xyU
�
ny: (3.9)

From thisitcan easily be veri� ed that

A i =
p
di

X

j

Uij
~A j (3.10)

gives an operator-sum representation for the quantum

operation E.O uralgorithm m ay thusbesum m arized as

follows: � isexperim entally m easured,and given �,de-

term ined by achoiceof ~A,we� nd thedesired param eters

� which com pletely describeE.

IV .O N E A N D T W O Q U B IT S

The above generalm ethod m ay be illustrated by the

speci� ccaseofablackboxoperation on asinglequantum

bit(qubit). A convenientchoice forthe � xed operators
~A i is

~A 0 = I (4.1)

~A 1 = �x (4.2)

~A 2 = � i�y (4.3)

~A 3 = �z ; (4.4)

wherethe�i arethePaulim atrices.Thereare12param -

eters,speci� ed by �,which determ inean arbitrary single

qubitblack box operation E;three ofthese describe ar-

bitrary unitary transform sexp(i
P

k
rk�k)on the qubit,

and nineparam etersdescribepossiblecorrelationsestab-

lished with theenvironm entE viaexp(i
P

jk
jk�j
 �

E
k
).

Two com binationsofthenineparam etersdescribephys-

icalprocessesanalogousto the T1 and T2 spin-spin and

spin-lattice relaxation ratesfam iliarto usfrom classical

m agnetic spin system s.However,the dephasing and en-

ergy loss rates determ ined by � do not sim ply describe

ensem blebehavior;rather,� describesthedynam icsofa

singlequantum system .Thus,thedecoherenceofasingle

qubitm ustbe described by m ore than justtwo param e-

ters.Twelve areneeded in general.

These12 param etersm ay bem easured using foursets

ofexperim ents. As a speci� c exam ple,suppose the in-

put states j0i, j1i, j+ i = (j0i+ j1i)=
p
2 and j� i =

(j0i+ ij1i)=
p
2 areprepared,and the fourm atrices

�
0
1
= E(j0ih0j) (4.5)

�
0
4
= E(j1ih1j) (4.6)

�
0
2
= E(j+ ih+ j)� iE(j� ih� j)� (1� i)(�0

1
+ �

0
4
)=2 (4.7)

�
0
3
= E(j+ ih+ j)+ iE(j� ih� j)� (1+ i)(�0

1
+ �

0
4
)=2 (4.8)

are determ ined using state tom ography. These corre-

spond to �0j = E(�j),where

�1 =

�
1 0

0 0

�

; (4.9)

�2 = �1�x,�3 = �x�2,and �4 = �x�1�x. From Eq.(3.4)

and Eqs.(4.1-4.4)we m ay determ ine �,and sim ilarly �0j
determ ines �. However,due to the particular choice of

basis,and thePaulim atrix representation of ~A i,wem ay

expressthe� m atrixastheK roneckerproduct� = � 
 � ,

where

� =
1

2

�
I �x

�x � I

�

; (4.10)

so that� m ay be expressed conveniently as

� = �

�
�0
1
�0
2

�0
3
�0
4

�

� ; (4.11)

in term sofblock m atrices.

Likewise,itturnsoutthatthe param eters�2 describ-

ing the black box operations on two qubits can be ex-

pressed as

�2 = �2�
0�2 ; (4.12)

where�2 = � 
 � ,and �0isam atrix ofsixteen m easured

density m atrices,

�
0= P

T

2

6
6
4

�0
11

�0
12

�0
13

�0
14

�0
21

�0
22

�0
23

�0
24

�0
31

�0
32

�0
33

�0
34

�0
41

�0
42

�0
43

�0
44

3

7
7
5 P ; (4.13)

where �0nm = E(�nm ),�nm = Tnj00ih00jTm ,T1 = I
 I,

T2 = I 
 �x, T3 = �x 
 I, T4 = �x 
 �x, and P =

I
 [(�00 + �12 + �21 + �33)
 I]isa perm utation m atrix.

Sim ilarresultshold fork > 2 qubits. Note thatin gen-

eral,aquantum black box actingon k qubitsisdescribed

by 16k � 4k independentparam eters.

Thereisa particularly elegantgeom etricview ofquan-

tum operationsfora single qubit. This isbased on the

Bloch vector,~�,which isde� ned by
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� =
I+ ~� � ~�

2
; (4.14)

satisfying j~�j� 1. The m ap Eq.(2.4)is equivalentto a

m ap ofthe form

~�
E
! ~�

0= M ~� + ~c; (4.15)

where M is a 3� 3 m atrix,and ~c is a constant vector.

This is an a� ne m ap, m apping the Bloch sphere into

itself.Ifthe A i operatorsarewritten in the form

A i = �iI+

3X

k= 1

aik�k; (4.16)

then itisnotdi� cultto check that

M jk =
X

l

2

6
4

alja
�
lk
+ a�

lj
alk+�

j�lj
2 �

P

p
alpa

�
lp

�

�jk+

i
P

p
�jkp(�la

�
lp
� ��

l
alp)

3

7
5 (4.17)

ck = 2i
X

l

X

jp

�jpkalja
�
lp ; (4.18)

where we have m ade use ofEq.(2.3)to sim plify the ex-

pression for~c.

The m eaning of the a� ne m ap Eq.(4.15) is m ade

clearerby consideringthepolardecom position [15]ofthe

m atrix M .Any realm atrix M can alwaysbe written in

the form

M = O S ; (4.19)

whereO isa realorthogonalm atrix with determ inant1,

representing a properrotation,and S isa realsym m et-

ricm atrix.Viewed thisway,the m ap Eq.(4.15)isjusta

deform ation oftheBloch spherealong principalaxesde-

term ined by S,followed by a properrotation due to O ,

followed by a displacem entdueto~c.Variouswell-known

decoherence m easures can be identi� ed from M and ~c;

forexam ple,T1 and T2 are related to the m agnitude of

~c and the norm ofM . O therm easuresare described in

the following section.

V .R ELA T ED Q U A N T IT IES

W e have described how to determ ine an unknown

quantum operation E by system atically exploring there-

sponseto a com pletesetofstatesin thesystem ’sHilbert

space. O nce the operators A i have been determ ined,

m any other interesting quantities can be evaluated. A

quantity ofparticularim portanceistheentanglem ent� -

delity [8,16].Thisquantity can be used to m easure how

closely the dynam icsofthe quantum system undercon-

sideration approxim atesthatofsom eidealquantum sys-

tem .

Suppose the target quantum operation is a unitary

quantum operation,U(�)= U �Uy,and the actualquan-

tum operation im plem ented experim entally is E. The

entanglem ent� delity can be de� ned as[16]

Fe(�;U;E)�
X

i

�
�tr(U y

A i�)
�
�2 (5.1)

=
X

m n

�m ntr(U
y ~A m �)tr(�~A

y
nU ): (5.2)

The second expression follows from the � rst by using

Eq.(3.1),and showsthaterrorsin the experim entalde-

term ination of E (resulting from errors in preparation

and m easurem ent)propagatelinearly to errorsin thees-

tim ation ofentanglem ent� delity.Them inim um valueof

Fe overallpossible states� isa single param eterwhich

describeshow wellthe experim entalsystem im plem ents

the desired quantum logicgate.

O nem ay also be interested in them inim um � delity of

the gateoperation.Thisisgiven by the expression,

F � m in
j i

h jU
y
E(j ih j)U j i; (5.3)

where the m inim um is overallpure states,j i. As for

theentanglem ent� delity,wem ayshow thatthisquantity

can be determ ined robustly,because ofitslineardepen-

denceon the experim entalerrors.

Another quantity ofinterest is the quantum channel

capacity, de� ned by Lloyd [17,18]as a m easure ofthe

am ountofquantum inform ation that can be sent using

a quantum com m unication channel,such as an optical

� ber.In term softheparam etersdiscussed in thispaper,

C (E)� m ax
�

S(E(�))� Se(�;E); (5.4)

whereS(E(�))isthevon Neum ann entropyofthedensity

operatorE(�),Se(�;E) is the entropy exchange [8],and

the m axim ization is over alldensity operators � which

m ay be used as input to the channel. It is a m easure

ofthe am ountofquantum inform ation thatcan be sent

reliably using a quantum com m unicationschannelwhich

isdescribed by a quantum operation E.

O ne� nalobservation isthatourprocedurecan in prin-

ciplebeused todeterm inetheform oftheLindblad oper-

ator,L,used in M arkovian m asterequationsoftheform

_� = L(�); (5.5)

where for convenience tim e is m easured in dim ension-

lessunits,to m ake L dim ensionless. Thisresultfollows

from thefactthatLindblad operatorsL arejusttheloga-

rithm sofquantum operations;thatis,exp(L)isa quan-

tum operation forany Lindblad operator,L,and logE is

a Lindblad operatorforany quantum operation E.This

observation m ay beused in the futureto experim entally

determ inetheform oftheLindblad operatorforsystem s,

butwillnotbe explored furtherhere.
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V I.Q U A N T U M M EA SU R EM EN T S

Q uantum operationscan also beused to describem ea-

surem ents. For each m easurem ent outcom e,i,there is

associated a quantum operation,Ei. The corresponding

statechangeisgiven by

� !
Ei(�)

tr(Ei(�))
; (6.1)

where the probability ofthe m easurem ent outcom e oc-

curring ispi = tr(Ei(�)).Notethatthism apping m ay be

nonlinear,becauseofthisrenorm alization factor.

Despite the possible nonlinearity, the procedure we

have described m ay be adapted to evaluate the quan-

tum operationsdescribing a m easurem ent.To determ ine

Ei weproceed exactly asbefore,exceptnow wem ustper-

form the m easurem ent a large enough num ber oftim es

thattheprobability pi can be reliably estim ated,forex-

am ple by using the frequency ofoccurrence ofoutcom e

i.Next,�0j isdeterm ined using tom ography,allowing us

to obtain

Ei(�j)= tr(Ei(�j))�
0
j; (6.2)

foreach input �j which we prepare,since each term on

the right hand side is known. Now we proceed exactly

as before to evaluate the quantum operation Ei. This

procedure m ay be useful,forexam ple,in evaluating the

e� ectiveness ofa quantum -nondem olition (Q ND) m ea-

surem ent[19].

V II.C O N C LU SIO N

In this paper we have shown how the dynam ics of

a quantum system m ay be experim entally determ ined

using a system atic procedure. This elem entary system

identi� cation step [20]opens the way for robust exper-

im ental determ ination of a wide variety of interesting

quantities. Am ongst those that m ay be of particular

interest are the quantum channelcapacity,the � delity,

and the entanglem ent � delity. W e expect these results

to be ofgreatusein theexperim entalstudy ofquantum

com putation,quantum error correction,quantum cryp-

tography,quantum coding and quantum teleportation.
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A P P EN D IX A :P R O O F O F T H E � R ELA T IO N

Thedi� culty in verifyingthat� de� ned by (3.8)satis-

� es(3.6)isthatin general� isnotuniquely determ ined

by the last set of equations. For convenience we will

rewritetheseequationsin m atrix form as

�~� = ~� (A1)

~� � �~� : (A2)

From theconstructionthatled toequation (3.2)weknow

thereexistsatleastonesolution to equation (A1),which

we shallcall~�0. Thus~� = �~�0. The generalized inverse

satis� es��� = �. Prem ultiplying the de� nition of~� by

� gives

�~� = ��~� (A3)

= ���~�
0 (A4)

= �~�
0 (A5)

= � : (A6)

Thus � de� ned by (A2) satis� es the equation (A1),as

wasrequired to show.

[1]C.H.Bennett,G .Brassard,and A.K .Ekert,Sci.Am .

267,50 (1992).

[2]R.Hughesetal.,Contem p.Physics36,149 (1995).

[3]W .G .Unruh,Phys.Rev.A 51,992 (1995).

[4]I.L.Chuang,R.La am m e,P.Shor,and W .H.Zurek,

Science 270,1633 (1995).

[5]Q .A.Turchetteetal.,Phys.Rev.Lett.75,4710 (1995).

[6]C.M onroe etal.,Phys.Rev.Lett.75,4714 (1995).

[7]K . K raus, States, E�ects, and O perations (Springer-

Verlag,Berlin,1983).

[8]B.W .Schum acher,LANL e-printquant-ph/9604023,to

appearin Phys.Rev.A (1996).

[9]W .H.Louisell,Q uantum StatisticalProperties ofRadia-

tion (W iley,New York,1973).

[10]C.W .G ardiner,Q uantum Noise (Springer-Verlag,New

York,1991).

[11]H.M abuchi,quant-ph/9608020 (1996).

[12]M .Raym er,M .Beck,and D .M cAlister,Phys.Rev.Lett.

72,1137 (1994).

[13]U.Leonhardt,Phys.Rev.A 53,2998 (1996).

5

http://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/9604023
http://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/9608020


[14]D .Leibfried etal.,unpublished (1996).

[15]R.A.Horn and C.R.Johnson,Topicsin m atrix analysis

(Cam bridge University Press,Cam bridge,1991).

[16]M .A.Nielsen,B.W .Schum acher,C.M .Caves,and H.

Barnum ,in preparation (1996).

[17]S.Lloyd,LANL e-printquant-ph/9604015,subm itted to

pra (1996).

[18]B. W . Schum acher and M . A. Nielsen, LANL e-print

quant-ph/9604022,to appearin Phys.Rev.A (1996).

[19]V.B.Braginsky and F.Y.K halili,Q uantum M easure-

m ent(Cam bridgeUnviersity Press,Cam bridge,England,

1992).

[20]L. Ljung, System Identi�cation: Theory for the User

(Prentice HallPTR,UpperSaddle River,1987).

6

http://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/9604015
http://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/9604022

