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W e give an explicit prescription for experin entally determ ining the evolution operators which
com pletely describbe the dynam ics of a quantum m echanicalblack box { an arbitrary open quantum
system . W e show necessary and su cient conditions for this to be possble, and illustrate the
general theory by considering speci cally one and two quantum bit system s. These proceduresm ay
be usefil n the com parative evaluation of experim ental quantum m easurem ent, com m unication,

and com putation system s.

PACS numbers: 03.65Bz, 89.70 + ¢,89.80th,02.70.{c

I. NTRODUCTION

Consider a black box wih an input and an output.
G iven that the transfer function is linear, ifthe dynam ics
of the box are described by classical physics, wellknow n
recipes exist to com pletely determ ine the response fiinc—
tion ofthe system . Now consider a quantum -m echanical
black box whose Input may be an arbitrary quantum
state (n a nie dinensional H ibert space), w ith inter—
naldynam ics and an output state (of sam e dim ension as
the nput) determ ined by quantum physics. Theboxm ay
even be connected to an extemal reservoir, or have other
Inputs and outputs which we wish to ignore. Can we
determm ine the quantum transfer function of the system ?

The answer is yes. Sin ply stated, the m ost arbitrary
transfer function of a quantum black box is to m ap one
density m atrix into another, i, ! out, and this is de-
termm ined by a linear m apping E which we shall give a
prescription for obtaining. The interesting observation
is that this black box m ay be an attem pt to realize a
usefll quantum device. For exam ple, it m ay be a quan—
tum cryptography channel [|F] thich m ight nclude an
eavesdropper!), a quantum com puter in which decoher-
ence occurs, lin iting is perform ance E,E], or just an in —
perfect quantum logic gate EE], w hose perform ance you
w ish to characterize to determ ine its usefulness.

How many param eters are necessary to descrbe a
quantum black box acting on an input w ith a state space
of N dimensions? And how may these param eters be
experim entally determ ined? Furthem ore, how is the re—
sulting description of E usefiil as a perform ance charac—
terization?

W e consider these questions in this paper. A fter sum —
m arizing the relevant m athem atical form alism , we prove

that E may be detemm ined com pletely by a m atrix of
com plex numbers , and provide an accessble experi-
m entalprescription forobtaining .W ethen give explicit
constructions for the cases of one and two quantum bits
(ubits), and then conclide by describing related perfor-
m ance estin ation quantities derivable from

II.STATE CHANGE THEORY

A general way to describe the state change experi-
enced by a quantum system is by using quantum opera-—
tions, som etin es also know n as superscattering operators
or com pktely positive m aps. T his form alism is described
in detail n ﬂ], and is given a brief but inform ative re-
view In the appendix to ]. A quantum operation is a
linearm ap E which com pletely describes the dynam ics of
a quantum system ,

E()

! — 2.1
tr®()) @y

A particularly usefiil description of quantum operations
for theoretical applications is the so-called operator-sum
representation :
X
E()=

A; AY: 22)

i

The A; are operators acting on the system alone, yet
they com pletely describe the state changes of the sys—
tem , mcluding any possble unitary operation (quantum

logic gate), pro ction (generalized m easurem ent), oren—
vironm entale ect (decoherence). In the case ofa \non—
selective" quantum evolution, such as arises from uncon-
trolled Interactionsw ith an environm ent (as in the deco—
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herence of quantum com puters), the A ; operators satisfy

an additional com pleteness relation,
X

A{A;=1I: 23)

i

T his relation ensures that the trace factortr® ( )) isal-
waysequalto one, and thus the state change experienced
by the system can be w ritten

V' E(): (24)

Such quantum operations are In a one to one corre-
soondence w ith the set of transform ations arising from
the pint uniary evolution of the quantum system and
an initially uncorrelated environm ent ﬂ]. In otherwords,
the quantum operations form alism also descrbes the
m aster equation and quantum Langevin pictures w idely
used In quantum optics E,@], where the system ’s state
change arises from an interaction Ham iltonian between
the systam and its environm ent EI].

Our goalw ill be to describe the state change process
by determ ining the operators A ; which describe E, (@nd
until Sectjog we shall lin it ourselves to those which
satisfy Eq. )) . O nce these operators have been deter—
m Ined m any other quantities of great interest, such as
the delity, entangkem ent delity and quantum channel
capacity can be detem ined. T ypically, the A ; operators
are derived from a theoretical m odel of the system and
is environm ent; or exam ple, they are closely related to
the Lindblad operators. H owever, what we propose here
isdi erent: to detem ine system atically from experim ent
what the A ; operators are for a speci ¢ quantum black
box.

ITII.GENERAL EXPERIM ENTAL PROCEDURE

T he experim ental procedure m ay be outlined as ol
low s. Suppose the state space of the system has N di-
m ensions; for example, N = 2 ©r a sinhgle qubit. N ?
pure quantum states j 1ih 1F:::;] y2ih g2 jare exper-
in entally prepared, and the output state E (j jih 5J is
m easured foreach input. Thism ay be done, for exam ple,
by using quantum state tom ography E{]. In princi-
ple, the quantum operation E can now be determ ined by
a linear extension ofE to all states. W e prove thisbelow .

T he goalis to determ ine the unknown operatorsA; in
Eqg. @) . However, experin ental results involve num bers
(not operators, which are a theoretical concept). To re—
late the A ; to m easurable param eters, it is convenient to
consider an equivalent description ofE usinga xed setof
operators X5, which form a basis for the set of operators
on the state space, so that

(G

for som e set of com plex num bers ay, . Eq.@) m ay thus
be rew ritten as

X
E()=

mn

EKn Kx mn 7 32)

P
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where ., . Isa \classical" error correlation
m atrix which is positive Hem itian by de nition. This
show s that E can be com pletely described by a com plex
num berm atrix, , once the set of operators K'; has been

xed. In general, will contain N* N ? independent
param eters, because a general linearm ap ofN by N m a—
tricestoN by N m atrices isdescribed by N ¢ independent
param eters, but there are N 2 additional constraints due
to the fact that the trace of rem ainsone. W e w ill show
how to determ ine  experin entally, and then show how
an operator sum representation of the form Eq.) can
be recovered once the m atrix isknown.

Let 5,1 J N? bea set of linearly independent
basis elem ents for the space 0of N N m atrices. A con—
venient choice is the set of progctors hilm j. Experi-
m entally, the output state E (h1ilm ) may be obtamned
by preparing the input states hi, ni, hyi= (hi+
jni)= 2,and h i= (hi+ ijn )= 2 and Hm ing linear
com binations of E (him3Jj, E (n im I, E (h+ in, J, and
E(n im J. Thus, i is possble to determ lne E ( §) by
state tom ography, foreach 5.

Furthem ore, each E ( ) m ay be expressed as a linear
com bination of the basis states,

X

E(5)= ik ki (3.3)

k
and since E ( 4) is known,
To proceed, wem ay w rite

X
Km ng =

s can thus be determm ned.

m n .
jk ks

(34)
k

where 3" are complex numbers which can be deter-

m Ined by standard algorithm s given the K}, operators
and the 5 operators. Combining the last two expres—
sions we have
X X X
mn —_ .
mn gk k = jk k-
k mn k

33)

From independence ofthe y it followsthat foreach k,
X

mn _ .
jk mn — jk -

(3.6)

mn

This relation is a necessary and su cient condition for
the matrix to give the correct quantum operation E.
Onemay think of and asvectors,and asaN? N*
m atrix w th colum ns indexed by m n, and row sby ij. To
show how may be obtained, ket be the generalized
nverse or them atrix , satisfying the relation



X

mn __ st Xy mn ,

Jk T jk st xy
st;xy

3.7)

M ost com puter algebra packages are capablk of nding
such generalized nverses. In appendix @ it is shown that
de ned by
X
mn = r;kn jk (3.8)

Jjk

satis es the relation ) . The proof is som ew hat sub-
tle, but it isnot relevant to the application ofthe present
algorithm .

Having detem ined one inm ediately obtains the op—
erator sum representation forE in the follow ing m anner.
Let the unitary m atrix UY diagonalize ,

X
mn = Un xdx xyUpy: (3.9)
xy
From this i can easily be veri ed that
p X
A= d; UK (3.10)

j

gives an operator-sum representation for the quantum

operation E. O ur algorithm m ay thus be summ arized as

follows: is experin entally m easured, and given , de-

term Ined by a choice of &', we nd the desired param eters
w hich com pletely descrbe E .

IV.ONE AND TW O QUBITS

T he above generalm ethod m ay be illustrated by the
soeci ccaseofablack box operation on a single quantum
bi (qubi). A convenient choice for the xed operators

K; is
Ko=1 @.1)
K= “2)
K,= iy 4.3)
K3 = z 7 (4.4)
wherethe ; arethePaulim atrices. T here are 12 param —

eters, speci ed by ,which determm ine an arbitrary single
qubit black box operation E; thrge of these describe ar-
bitrary unitary transform sexp (i |, rx k) on the qubit,
and nine param eters describe possible o%tre]atjons estab—
lished w ith theenvironmentE viaexp (i 5 5 ;5 o).
T wo com binations of the nine param eters describe phys—
ical processes analogous to the T; and T, soin-spin and
spoin-lattice relaxation rates fam iliar to us from classical
m agnetic spin system s. H owever, the dephasing and en-—
ergy loss rates determ ined by  do not sim ply describe
ensam ble behavior; rather, describesthe dynam icsofa
single quantum system . T hus, the decoherence ofa single

qubit m ust be described by m ore than just two param e-
ters. Twelve are needed in general.

These 12 param etersm ay be m easured using four sets
of experim ents. As a speci c exam ple, . suppose the in—

put states Pi, Ji, i = (Pi+ Ji)= 2 and Ji-=
(Pi+ ijli)= 2 are prepared, and the four m atrices
° = E (Pir0) 45)
9= E (qih1) 4 .6)
S=EGiI) EGiHh I a DI+ H=2 @7
I=EGtiI+iEG h ) a+D(I+ H=2 @8

are detem Ined using state tom ography. These corre—
spond to (j?= E ( y), where

10
1= 00 ’ (4-9)

2= 1 xs 3= x 2sand 4= Xlx.FromEq.@)

and Egs.f{4]f4) wemay determ ;ne , and sin ilarly g

determ ines . However, due to the particular choice of
basis, and the Paulim atrix representation ofX’;, wem ay
expressthe m atrix astheK roneckerproduct = ’
w here
= } I S 4.10)
2 x I

so that m ay be expressed conveniently as

BONO

7 (4.11)

|
woro

In tem s of block m atrices.

Likew ise, it tums out that the param eters , describ—
Ing the black box operations on two qubits can be ex—
pressed as

2= 270 2 @12)
where , = ,and ° isa m atrix of sixteen m easured
density m atrices,

2 3

0 0 0 0
—0_ P T § 21 22 23 24 (4 .13)

where © = E(nn), am = TnPOi00T, ,T1 =1 T,
T, = 1 I, T, = % x,andP=
I [(ogot+ 12t 21+ 33) I]isapem utation matrix.
Sin ilar results hold for k > 2 qubits. Note that In gen—
eral, a quantum black box acting on k qubits is described
by 16¢ 4% independent param eters.

T here is a particularly elegant geom etric view ofquan—
tum operations for a single qubit. This is based on the
B loch vector, ¥, which isde ned by

xr I3 = X



= — 4.14)

satisfying 57 1. Themap Eq.) is equivalent to a

m ap of the form
~ P 0o M 4o (4 15)
where M isa 3 3 matrix, and e is a constant vector.

This is an a ne map, m appihg the Bloch sphere into
itself. Tfthe A ; operators are w ritten in the fom

X3
Ai= iI+ Aik k7 (4.16)
k=1
then it isnot di cul to check that
2 3
X apjay + %lja]k+
M % = 4 E? F pdpay  kt S 4.17)
lx 1, ey 1ap)
o = 2i jpk iy, 7 4.18)

1 Jp

where we have m ade use oqu.@) to sin plify the ex—
pression for e.

The meaning of the a ne map Eq.) is m ade
clearerby considering the polar decom position E] ofthe
matrix M . Any realmatrix M can alwaysbe written in
the form

M =0S5; (4.19)

where O isa realorthogonalm atrix w ith determ nant 1,
representing a proper rotation, and S is a real symm et—
ricm atrix. Viewed thisway, them ap Eq.) is jast a
deform ation ofthe B loch sphere along principal axes de—
term Ined by S, ollowed by a proper rotation due to O,
follow ed by a displacem ent due to e. Various wellknown
decoherence m easures can be identi ed from M and ¢;
for example, T; and T, are related to the m agniude of
¢ and the nom ofM . Otherm easures are described in
the follow ing section.

V.RELATED QUANTITIES

W e have describbed how to determ ine an unknown
quantum operation E by system atically exploring the re—
sponse to a com plete set of states In the system 's H ibert
space. Once the operators A; have been detem ined,
m any other interesting quantities can be evaluated. A
quantity ofparticular in portance is the entanglem ent -
delity E,E] T his quantity can be used to m easure how
closely the dynam ics of the quantum system under con-—
sideration approxin ates that of som e idealquantum sys—
tem .

Suppose the target quantum operation is a unitary
quantum operation, U ( )= U UY, and the actual quan—

tum operation in plem ented experim entally is E. The
entanglem ent  delity can be de ned as|:D|6]
X 2
Fe ( ;UE) trU¥A; ) (5.1)
o«
= nntr@YEn )tr(EYU) : (52)
mn
The second expression follows from the st by using

Eq.@), and show s that errors in the experin ental de—
term ination of E (resulting from errors In preparation
and m easurem ent) propagate linearly to errors in the es-
tin ation ofentanglem ent delity. Them inin um valie of
F. over allpossble states is a singlk param eter which
describes how well the experin ental system im plem ents
the desired quantum logic gate.

Onem ay also be interested In them Inimum  delity of
the gate operation. T his is given by the expression,

F mih PYEG ih JUS & 6.3)
J 1

where the m lnimum is over all pure states, j i. As Por

theentanglem ent delity, wem ay show that this quantity

can be determ ined robustly, because of its linear depen-—

dence on the experin ental errors.

Another quantity of interest is the quantum channel
capaciy, de ned by Llyd ] as a measure of the
am ount of quantum inform ation that can be sent using
a quantum oomm unication channel, such as an optical

ber. In tem s ofthe param eters discussed in this paper,

CE) maxSE()) Se(;E); 64
whereS E ( )) isthevon N eum ann entropy ofthe density
operator E ( ), S ( ;E) is the entropy exchange @], and
the m axin ization is over all density operators which
may be used as input to the channel. It is a m easure
of the am ount of quantum inform ation that can be sent
reliably using a quantum com m unications channelw hich
is described by a quantum operation E .

One nalobservation isthat ourprocedure can in prin-—
ciple be used to determ ine the ormm ofthe Lindblad oper-

ator, L, used in M arkovian m aster equations of the form

_=L(); 63)

where for convenience tin e is m easured In din ension—
less units, to m ake L dim ensionless. This result follow s
from the fact that Lindblad operatorsL are just the loga-—
rithm s of quantum operations; that is, exp (L) isa quan-—
tum operation for any Lindblad operator, L, and logE is
a Lindblad operator for any quantum operation E. This
observation m ay be used in the future to experin entally
determ ine the form ofthe Lindblad operator for system s,
but w ill not be explored further here.



VI.QUANTUM M EASUREMENTS

Quantum operations can also be used to describbem ea—
surem ents. For each m easurem ent outcom e, i, there is
associated a quantum operation, E;. T he corresponding
state change is given by

! L” ; 61)
trE;( )
w here the probability of the m easurem ent outcom e oc—
curring isp; = trE; ( )). Note that thism appingm ay be
nonlinear, because of this renom alization factor.

D esgpite the possble nonlineariy, the procedure we
have described m ay be adapted to evaluate the quan-—
tum operations describing a m easurem ent. To determ ine
E; weproceed exactly asbefore, except now wem ust per—
form the m easurem ent a large enough num ber of tin es
that the probability p; can be reliably estin ated, for ex—
am ple by using the frequency of occurrence of outcom e
i.Next, § isdeterm ined using tom ography, allow ing us
to obtain

Ei(5)=tr@i(5) 3 62)
for each nput j which we prepare, since each tem on

the right hand side is known. Now we proceed exactly

as before to evaluate the quantum operation E;. This

procedure m ay be useful, for exam ple, in evaluating the

e ectiveness of a quantum -nondem olition @QND ) mea—
surem ent @].

VII.CONCLUSION

In this paper we have shown how the dynam ics of
a quantum system may be experin entally determm ined
using a systam atic procedure. This elem entary system
identi cation step ] opens the way for robust exper-
In ental determ nation of a wide variety of interesting
quantities. Amongst those that may be of particular
Interest are the quantum channel capaciy, the deliy,
and the entanglem ent delity. W e expect these resuls
to be of great use in the experin ental study of quantum
com putation, quantum error correction, quantum cryp-—
tography, quantum coding and quantum teleportation.
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APPENDIX A:PROOF OF THE RELATION

Thedi culty in verifyingthat de nedby ) satis—

es ) isthat in general is not uniguely determ ined
by the last set of equations. For convenience we will
rew rite these equations In m atrix form as

~= @1)
~ ~oe A2)
From the construction that led to equation %w eknow

there exists at least one solution to equation ), which
we shallcall ~°. Thus ™~ = ~%. The generalized inverse

satis es = . Premuliplying the de nition of ~ by
gives
~= @3)
= o @4)
= - @5)
= @A 6)
Thus de ned by ) satis es the equation @l), as

was required to show .
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