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A bstract

W e study a m odel of a qubit In interaction w ith the electrom agnetic eld. By m eans of
hom odyne detection, the eld-quadratureA:+ A, isobserved continuously in tin e. D ue to the
interaction, Inform ation about the initial state of the qubit is transferred into the eld, thus
in uencing the hom odyne m easurem ent results. W e construct random variables (pointers) on
the probability space of hom odyne m easurem ent outcom es having distributions close to the
initial distrdoutions of x and .. Usihg varational calculus, we nd the pointers that are
optin al. These optin alpointers are very close to hitting the bound in posed by H eisenberg’s
uncertainty relation on jpint m easurem ent of two non-com m uting observables. W e close the
paper by giving the probability densities of the pointers.

1 Introduction

T he in plem entation of quantum Iering and control [4] in recent experin ents 2], [[2] has brought
new interest to the eld of continuous tin em easurem ent of quantum system s [10], [[11], @)1, @], B,
24)], B]. In particular, hom odyne detection has played a considerabl role in this developm ent [9].
In this paper, we ain to gain insight into the transfer of inform ation about the initial state ofa
qubit from thisqubit, a two—-Jevelatom , to the hom odyne photocurrent, which is observed in actual
experim ents. O ur goal is to perform a pint m easurem ent of two non-com m uting observables in
the initial system . In order to achieve this, we construct random variables (pointers) on the space
ofpossible hom odyne m easurem ent results, having distributions close (in a sense to be de ned) to
the distrbutions of these observables In the iniial state.
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The problem of pint m easurem ent of non-com m uting cbservables has been studied by several
authors before, see [211], [111], [13] and the references therein. As a measure for the quality of
an unbiased m easurem ent, we use the di erence between the variance of the pointer in the nal
state and the variance of the observable In the mnitial state, evaluated in the worst case iniial
state [L/1]. In other words, the quality ofm easurem ent is given in tem s of the worst case added
variance. T hese worst case added variances for tw o pointers, corresponding to tw o non-com m uting
observables of the Iniial system , satisfy a H eisenberg-like relation that boundshow welltheir pint
m easurem ent can be perform ed [L1].

T he paper concentrates on the exam pl ofa qubit coupled to the quantized electrom agnetic eld.
W e study this system in the weak coupling lin it [14], ie. the Interaction between qubit and

eld is govemed by a quantum stochastic di erential equation in the sense of Hudson and Par-
thasarathy [L6]. In the electrom agnetic eld we perform a hom odyne detection experim ent. Its
Integrated photocurrent is the m easurem ent result form easurem ent ofthe eldquadratured (+ A
continuously In tim e. U sing the characteristic fuinctions ntroduced by B archielliand Lupieri [3], we

nd the probability density for these m easurem ent resuls. In this density the x—and z-com ponent
ofthe B loch vector of the initial state appear, Indicating that hom odyne detection is in fact a pint
m easurem ent of 4 and , in the initial state.

T he goal of the paper is to construct random variables (pointers) on the probability space of
hom odyne m easurem ent results having distributions as close as possbl to those of the observa—
bles ; and , In the initial state of the qubit. A s close as possble’ is taken to m ean that the
pointerm ust give an unbiased estin ate ofthe observable, w ith isworst case added variance as low

aspossbl. Using an argum ent due to W isem an 23], we st show that optim alrandom variables
w il only depend on the endpoint of a weighted path of the integrated photocurrent. A llowed
to restrict our attention to this an aller class of pointers, we are able to use standard variational
calculus to obtain the optin al random variables. They do not achieve the bound in posed by the
H eisenberg-like relation for the worst case added variances [11], but willbe o by lessthan 5.6% .

T he rem ainder of the paper is organized as follow s. In Section[Aw e introduce them odelofthe qubit
coupled to the eld in the weak coupling lin it. Section [@ introduces the quality ofam easurem ent in
term s of the worst case added variance. T his section also contains the H eisenberg-like relation for
pint m easurem ent. In Section [ we calculate the characteristic function of Barchielli and Lupieri
for the hom odyne detection experin ent. Section [d deals w ith the variational calculus to nd the
optin alpointers. In Section Id we calculate the densities of the optin alpointers and then capture
ourm ain resuls graphically. In the last section we discuss our resuls.

2 Them odel

W e consider a two—Jevelatom , ie. a qubit, iIn interaction w ith the quantized electrom agnetic eld.
T he qubit is described by C? and the electrom agnetic eld by the sym m etric Fock space F overthe
H ibert space of quadratically integrable finctions L? R) (space of onephoton wave fiinctions),
ie.



W ih the Fock space F we can descrbe superpositions of eld-states w ith di erent num bers of
photons. The pint system of qubit and eld together is described by the H ibert space C2  F .

T he Interaction between the qubit and the electrom agnetic eld is studied in the weak coupling
Iim i [13], [14], [I]. Thism eans that in the interaction picture the uniary dynam ics of the qubit
and the eld together is given by a quantum stochastic di erentialequation (Q SDE) in the sense
of Hudson and P arthasarathy [16]

n O
dU. = dA, .dA: 4 dt Uy with =

iUo=1I: (1)

0 0 | 0 1
10 "7 0 0
T he operators and . are the annihilator and creator on the twoJevel system . The eld
annihilation and creation processes are denoted A, and A, respectively. Keep In m Ind that the
evolution Uy acts nontrivially on the com bined system C 2 F ,whereas and A+ are understood
to designate the single system -operators Tand I A:.Throughout the paperwe w ill rem ain
in the interaction picture. Equation [l) should be understood as a shorthand for the integral

ation
e Z t Z t Z t

Up= I+ U da LU da 3 . Uud;
0 0 0

where the integrals on the right-hand side are stochastic integrals In the sense of Hudson and
Parthasarathy [L6]. The value of these integrals does not lie in their actualde niion (on which
we w illnot com m ent fiirther), but in the 6 rule satis ed by them , allow ing for easy calculations.

Theorem 2.1: (Quantum It6 rule [16], [19]) Let X+ and Y be stochastic Integrals ofthe fom

dXt= CtdAt+ DtdAt+ Etdt
dYt= FtdAt+ thAt + tht

for som e stochastically integrable processesC;D ;E;F;G¢ and H (see [16], [L9] orde nitions).
Then the process X +Y: satis es the relation

do( th) = XtdYt+ Ytht+ dXtdYt;

w here dX +d¥Y: should be evaluated according to the quantum It6 table:

dA, dA, dt
dA. |0 dt o0
dA, |0 0 0
& |0 0 0

ie.dX tdYt = CtG tdt.

A sa corollary we have that, forany £ 2 c? R),theprocessf X ) satis esd(f X)) = fOx £)dX ¢+
2P ) (X ¢)?; where (dX ¢)? should be evaluated according to the quantum Ito table.



First a m atter of notation. The quantum % rule will be used for calculating di erentials of

products of stochastic integrals. Let £Z ;gi- 1;..;p be stochastic integrals. Then we w rite
X
d@1Z, :::Zp) = []

for exam ple, contains tem s oftype [11, R], Bl, 2], 3], R3land [123]. W e have R]= Z1 (dZ,)Z5,
[L3]= ([@21)Z,(dZ3), 123]= (dZ1)(dZ2) ([dZ3), etc.

Let us retum to equation [l). In order to illustrate how the quantum It6 rule willbe used, we
calculate the tin e evolution on the qubit explicitly. T he algebra of qubit-observables is the algebra
of2 2-m atrices, denoted M , (C). The algebra of cbservables in the eld is given by B ' ), the
bounded operatorson F . Ifid : M, (C) ! M, (C) isthe identity mapand : B ) ! C isthe
expectation wih respect to thevacuum state =1 0 0 :::2 F ({de. ) = h;Y 1),
then tin e evolution on the qubit Ty : M, (C) ! M, (C) isgivenby Tt X ) = id U X IU).
On the combined system , the ulltine evolution - : M, C) B FE)! M,(C) B ) isgiven by
}@W ) = U.W Ut. In a diagram this reads

M, ! M,

3 %
d 1y ?id @)
M, BEF) o M, BEF):

In the Schrodinger picture the arrow swould be reversed. A qubit-state would be extended w ith

the vacuum to , then tin e evolved w ith U, and in the last step the partial trace over the
eld would be taken, resulting in the state k.

U sing the t6 rule we can derive a (m atrix-valued) di erential equation for T X ), ie.

dI. X )= d dU.X IU)

=d @)X  TU+ U X I@Ug)+ @U )X  T@U,) .
=id U,LKX) IU,adt
=T LX) dy

where L is the Lindblad generator
LK)= 2(+ X+X . )+ ;X

In the derivation [3) we used the Q SDE HrU, which easily ©llows from [)
n o
du, = U, .dA. A, f ., dt; U,=1I:

Furthem ore, we used that stochastic integrals w ith respect to dA and dA . vanish with respect
to the vacuum expectation, laving us only w ith the dt tem s. T he di erential equation @) with
nitial condition To X ) = X issolved by T X ) = exp (tL) X ), which is exactly the tim e evolution
of a two—level system spontaneously decaying to the ground state, as it should be. A lthough the
argum ents above are com pltely standard (cf. [L8]), they do ilustrate nicely and brie v som e of
the technigques used also In ollow ing sections.



3 Quality of inform ation transfer

Now suppose we do a hom odyne detection experim ent, enabling us to m easure the observables

A+ A, In the eld continuously in time. If nitially the qubi is n state , then at tine t the

qubit and eld togetherare in a state *onM,(C) B F)givenby *@W ) = U W Uy) =
d U.W Uyg) . Sice

d Jd (UtI (At+ At)Ut) = Jd d(UtI (At+ At)Ut)

=i L1+ BRI+ BI+ 021+ 03]+ R3]+ [123]

d U, ( + ) TIU¢dt

exp(L)( + )dt=e 7 ,df

we have that regardless the initial state  of the qubit, the expectation of @+ A,) in the nal
state ® willequalthe expectation of 2 2e f) x In the Iniial state

3.1 De ning the quality of inform ation transfer

T he process at hand is thus a transfer of infom ation about , to a bonter’ A+ A, which can
be read o by m eans of hom odyne detection. T hism otivates the follow ing de nition.

D e nition 3.1: (Unbiased M easurem ent [L/]) Let X be an observable of the qubi, ie. a
selfad pint elem ent of M , C), and ket Y be an observable of the eld, ie. a selfadpint operator
In (ora liated to) B ). An unbiased measurement M ofX wih pointer Y isby de nition a
com plktely positivemapM : B E)! M, (C) such thatM (¥ )= X .

Needlessto say, foreach xedtthemapM :B EF)! M,C)gwvenbyM B) = d U, I BUy)
isameasurement of , wih pointerY = 2 2e 5) l(At+ A.). This means that, affer the
m easurem ent procedure of coupling to the eld in the vacuum state and allow ng for interaction
w ith the qubit for t tin e units, the distrbution of the m easurem ent results of the pointer Y has
Inherited the expectation of ., regardless ofthe initial state . However, we are m ore am bitious
and would lke its distribution as a whole to resemble that of ;. This m otivates the follow ing
de nition.

D e nition 3.2: (Quality [17]) LetM :B E)! M, (C) bean unbiased m easurem ent ofX w ih
pointer Y . Then itsquality isde ned by
n o
’=sup Var y(¥) Var X) 2SM™2) ;
where S M ;) denotes the state space of M ; (C) (ie. all positive nom alized linear fiinctionals
onM, (C)).



This means that 2 is the variance added to the hitial distribution of X by the m easurem ent
procedure M for the worst case initial state .A sn allcalculation show s that

Var y(¥) Var X)= M (%) M () ;

which Inpliesthat 2= kM (Y?) M (Y )?k,whereX 7 kX k denotesthe operatornom on M , C).
In particular this show sthat ? ispositive, as onem ight expect. It ollow s from [[7] that equals
zero if and only if the m easurem ent procedure M exactly carries over the distrlbution ofX to Y .
In short, isa suitablemeasure forhow wellM transfers infom ation about X to the pointerY .

32 Calculating the quality of inform ation transfer

Let us retum to the exampl at hand, ie. M B) = id U.I BUy), with eld-observable
Y = 2 2e f) 1(At+ A.) as a polnter or . Let us calculate its quality, which am ounts to
evaliatihgM (¥2)= 2 2e ¢) 2M @+ A.)? .Tothisain,wewill rst introduce som e ideas
which willbe ofuse to us In later calculations as well.

D e nition 3.3: Let £ and h be realvalued functions, h tw ice di erentiable. Let Y+ be given by
d¥e= £f) A+ dA,), Yy = 0.ForX 2M, () wede ne

Fr, X;t) = id U, X h (Y¢)U¢ :

W hen no confusion can arise we shall shorten Fy, X ;t) toF, X ).

T he hom odyne detection experin ent has given us a m easurem ent result (the integrated photocur—
rent) which is just the path ofm easurem ent results for A + A, continuously in tim e. G iven this
result, we post-process it by weighting the incram ents ofthe path w ith the function f (t) and ltting
h (y) act on the result. The llow Ing lemm a w ill considerably shorten calculations.

Lemma 3.4:

dFy X))

o =Fp LX) + £@Fn(+X +X )+ 2£0Fno®)

P roof. U sing the notation below Theorem Pllwith 2, = U, ,Z2,=I h(:)and Z3 = Uy, we nd
dFy X )= d L1+ BRI+ Bl+ 2]+ 031+ R31+ [23]:

Again we will use that the vacuum expectation kills alldA and dA, tem s. Using T heorem ]
we see that after the vacuum expectation the tem s [L], Bland [13]makeup F,, L X ) dt. Since
third pow ers of Increm ents are 0 we again have [123]= 0. From

dh (¥e) = h'(C)f © @Ac+ dA) + shPE)E ©)7dy

we nd that, after taking vacuum expectations, the tem s [L2] and R3] m ake up the second term
f©Fn (+X +X )dtand R]provides the Jast tem £ (t)?Fpo (X )dt. O



W e are now wellequipped to calculate M @A + Z—\t)2 . Choose f(t) = 1 and h(x) = x*. (The
mapsx 7 x" willbe denoted x® hereafter) ThenM @+ A,)? = Fy: (I) and by Lenm a[Z4

dFy 2 (I)

& =2Fx ( + 1)+ F;(I)=2Fx ( + 4+)+ I; Fyx2(;0)=0: 4)

Applying LemmalBZdtoFx ( + 4 ),wecdbtain

dey (- + +)

- = 2Fx( + )+2F:1(+ )i Fx( + 4;0)=0: ©)
Finally, F1 ( + ) satis es
dF;(+ )
- ‘= F ; F ;0) = : 6
dt l(+ ) 1(+ ) + ()
Solwing [@), @) and M) successively leads rsttoF. (4 )=e ®, ,thentoFyx ( + )=

x
2

e

4@ e . and nally to Fy- (I) = 8 >o1)2 ., + tI. Consequently, the quality of
themeasurementM of , with pointerY = @ 2e 2) 1(At+ A.) isgiven by

=M (¥%) M (¥)’k= . I =2, + ———— 171
@ 2e 7)2 @ 2 7)
t
=  +1
2 2e 7)2

T his expression takes tsm inin alvalue 2228 at t= 2513, lrading to a qualiy = 1:493.

The calculation above has an Interesting side product. The observable M @A+ A, )2 depends
linearly on ,, indicating that in addition to inform ation on 4, also nformm ation on , in the
Iniial qubit-state ends up In the m easurem ent outcom e. Indeed, ifwe use as a pointer

+A.)?
Y = —(At tt) I; (7)
4 2 1)

then wehaveM ()= ,,sothatM isalso ameasurement of , wih pointer¥ .

Note that the polnters Y and ¥ commute, ie. measuring A + A, via the hom odyne detection
schem e is an indirect pint measurement of ; and ,. Ifwe would also lke to gain som e infor-
m ation about ,we could for exam ple sweep the m easured quadrature through 0;2 ) in tin e by
m easuring e "A .+ e ™A, instead. In this paper how ever, we w ill restrict ourselves to continuous
tin em easurem ent of A+ A, asadditional inform ation on  would deteriorate the quality of -
and/or ,-measurem ent. The llow Ing theorem is a H eisenberg-lke relation that gives a bound
on how well pint m easurem ents can be perform ed.

Theorem 3.5: (Joint M easurem ent [1/]) LetM : B F)! M, (C) be an unbiased m easure—
m ent of selffad pint cbservablesX 2 M , (C) and X' 2 M , (C) w ith selfadpint com m uting pointers
Y and ¥ In (ora liated to) B F ), respectively. Then for their corresponding qualities and ~
the follow ing relation holds

2 ~ kK ;X k:



D enote by ~ the quality ofthe , m easurem entw ith the pointer ¥ de ned in ). Since [ »; 1=
2i ,, the qualities and ~ (corresponding to the pointers Y and Y, respectively) satisfy the

nequality
~  1: @8)

U sing sin ilar techniques as before, that is recursively calculating Fy « (I) via Lemm al34, we nd

2 £ , 2t 4 7 17
8e = 1) e 1)?2
T his expression takes s m inin al value 8:836 at t = 2:513. This kads to a qualiy ~ = 2973,
which meansthat ~ = 4:437, ie.we are far rem oved from hitting the bound 1 in [). However,

there is still som e room for m anoeuvring by post-processing of the hom odyne m easurem ent data.

4 The welghted path

Let us presently retum to our hom odyne detection experim ent. W e cbserve A + A continuously
In tin e, ie.the result ofourm easurem ent isa path ! ofm easurem ent results !  (the photocurrent
Integratedup totine ) forA +A .Thismeansthatwehavea space ofallpossblem easurem ent
paths and that we can identify an operator A + A wih the map from to R mapping a
measuram entpath ! 2 tothemeasurementresult! attine . That is, wehave sin ultaneously

diagonalized the fam ily of com m uting operators fA + A j Og and viewed them as random

variables on the spectrum . The spectral proctors of the operators fA + A jFO tg

endow wih a lration of -algebras .. Furthem ore, the states , de ned by W) =
U W U ) providea fam ily of consistentm easuresP on ( ; ), luming it into the probability

space (; iP). (Seeeg. [1])

Weain to nd random variableson ( ; ¢;P) having distributions resem bling those of ; and ,

In the Initial state . In the previous section we used the random variables

| 12

Y(!)=2’? and Y(!)=m 1; = 2513 9)

for 4y and ,, resgpectively. O ur next goalisto nd the optin alrandom variables, in the sense of
the previously de ned quality.

4.1 Restricting the class of pointers

In our speci cexample, M isgivenbyM B)= id U I BU ).Notethat stochastic integrals
w ith respect to the annihilator A acting on the vacuum vector are zero. Therefore, we can
modify U to Z ,given by

n o

az = @ +da ) .+ d Z; Zo=1I;



w ithout a ecting M [5]. Therefore, orallB 2 B ), we haveM B ) = id U I BU)=
d (Z I BZ ).Thesolution Z+ can readily be found, i is given by

NI

e 2t 0

et @A +da) 1

Zt:

N ote that Z, as a m atrix valued function of the m easurem ent path, isan element ofM , C) C,
w here C, is the com m utative von N eum ann algebra generatedby A + A ; 0 t. M oreoverwe
see that Z¢ isnot a ﬁmctjoné)fa]lthe @A + A )’'sssparately, it isonly a finction of the endpoint
of the weighted path Y = Ote 3 dA + dA ) 23]. Therefore if we de ne St Cy to be the
com m utative von N eum ann algebra generated by Y, then we even have 2 2 M , (C) Sg.

Denoteby C 7 E [C B+]the unigque classical conditionalexpectation from C. onto S that leaves

nvariant, ie. E[C B])= €) obrallC 2 C.. Wecan extend E[ F] by tensoring it w ith the

dentity map on the2 2matricestoobtamamapid E[ Plfrom M, (C) C.ontoM,(C) St.

From thepositivity ofE[ $lasam ap between com m utative algebras, it ollowsthatid E[ ]

is com pletely positive. SnhoeE [  Plsatis esE[CS Brl= E[C BIS forallC 2 Ctand S 2 S, we
ndthatid E[ 3] satis esthem oduk property, ie.

d E[ B$IABAz)=A; d E[ $IB) Ay;

forallA;A, 2M,(C) StandB 2M,(C) Ci.M oreover, if isastateonM, (C), then it Pollows

from the invariance of underE [ Blthat id EJ[ Bl keaves Invariant. W e conclude
that, gven onM,(C),themapid E[ $lfrom M, (C) C.ontoM, () St isthe unique
conditional expectation in the noncom m utative sense of [20] that leaves nvariant. W e will

use the shorthand Eg, forid E[ §]in the follow ing.

Lemma 4.l: LetC 2 C. beapointerwih quality ¢ suchthatM €)= X .ThenC = E [C B¢]
isalso aponterwih M (€)= X ,and wih quality . c -

P roof. Note that forallstates on M, (C) we have

M C) 2.1 CZ. = Z.Es, @ C)Z, = Es, 2,1 C2Z¢

t

= @.I Czy)= M C) = K);

where we used the m odule property and the fact that Z+ isan element of M , Sy In the thid
step and the invariance of In the fourth step. Since thisholds forallstates on M, (C),we
conclude thatM €)= X .

A s for the variance, we note rst that the conditional expectation Eg, is a com plktely positive
dentity preserving m ap. T herefore, for all selffadpint C 2 C., we have

2
Es,I C?) Es.,(@ C)

by the C auchy-Schw arz inequality for com pletely positive m aps 22].



W e can now apply the sam e strategy asbefore. Forallstates on M, (C) we have
M C?) = @.I C?Zy)

= Es, 2, I C%Z:

t

= Z2.Es, @ C%z.

2
Z. Es, @ C) Z:

M (C?)

ThusM (€?) M (C?),andiparticular 2 = kM €% M €C)’k kM €% M C)’k= 2. 0O

This has a very usefiil consequence: if we are looking for pointers that record, say yx or , In
an optin al fashion, then it su ces to exam ine only pointers in S . Instead of sifting through the
collection of all random variables on the m easurem ent outcom es, we are thus allowed to con ne
the scope of our search to the rather transparent collection ofm easurable functions of Y. In the
follow ing, we w ill ook at such pointers hy (Y¢). W e w ill usually drop the subscript t on h to m ake
the notation Iighter.

4 2 D istribution of Y

At this point we are Interested In the probability distribution of the random variabl Y.. Its
characteristic function [3] is given by

so that we need only calculate Foup( x) (I). For notational convenience we will replace the

subscript exp ( ikx ) by k in the Pllowing. Using LemmaZ4, we nd the Hllow ing systam of
m atrix valued di erential equations:

Iy @) ke fr ( + 4 22k @
= e ;
e k + k
Fel * +) 1p (4 ) 2ike SEo(s ) NS E( 4 1)
= = e 7
at 2tk + kU + 2 k +
dFy ( + ) k?e ©
_— = F F ;
ot k(+ ) > k(+ )
WJthmJtJaDy Fy I;0) = I; Fy ( + +;0)= + 4 Fr (4 ;00= 4
Solving this system leads to
|
2 e t
F,M=e —7— T ikl et . kK1 et
. 1 Rl ik s
W e de ne the Fourder transform to be F (f) k) = = f k)e"*dk. Then the probability

density of Y w ith respect to the Lebesquem easure is given by plzzF E)&)= 1912: F Fr (I) &)

10



De ningp ) = 1912:F Fyx I) X),wecan write

%2

1 e ©

P&) = piIﬂ-x( + )+ & 1l+e . ;
2 @ £)

1
2

ie. Yt is distrbuted according to a G aussian perturbed by the m atrix elem ents of the iniial
state ( 4+ 4+)= (x)and (4 )=% (z)+%.Nojnﬁ)nnatjonabout on , entersthe
distrdbution though. To gain inform ation about , we would have to change our continuous tim e
m easurem ent setup, aswe dﬂscussed before. Ifwe absorb a constant (I e ©) z in the de nition

ofY,,ie. Yo = (1 e %) , € Z(@A + dA ), then its density becom es

y2

p(y) = ?2—21+ o + O+ 22 1. (10)

5 Variational calculus

I Lemm al4l, we have shown that it su ces to consider only random variables ofthe form h (¥ )
for som em easurable h. In equation [[0), we have captured the probability distribution of Y¢. A1l
that rem ains now is to calculate the optim alh, which can be done w ith variational calculus.

51 Optimal ,-m easurem ent

W e seek the function h for which the qualiy of the pointer h (¥¢) for ,-measurement is
optin al. In other words, we need
Z Z
2 ! 2 ' 2 d O
: h® y)p v)dy h )p (v)dy : 0 d

1 1

n

n
=
=

R
to be m Inin al under the restriction 11 hypy)dy= «.

Now 2 isthenom ofa diagonal2 2-m atrix with entries d; and d, . Both depend sm oothly on
h,but 2 = maxfd; ;d2g does not. T here are three possbilities:

) 2= d; in some open neighborhood ofh . To nd theseh , wemustm inin ize the sm ooth
functionald; and then check whetherd; < d,.

m 2= d, I some open neighborhood ofh .To ndtheseh ,wemustm in ize d, and check
whetherd, < d;.

1) d; = dy orh . To nd theseh ,wemustm Inin ize d; sub ct to the condiion d; = d,.

11



In princlpl, we need three di erent functionals 1, 2 and ;3 for these three distinct cases.
However, it tums out that we can m ake due w ith the follow ing functional

7 7
1 ' 2 L1y 5 ' 2 2 L1y2
(h;;1;2;3)3=p2: h*(y)e 2¥ dy 1 + 192: h*y)y® e z¥ dy +
z, Z !
Lyz 2 Ly2
1 h)e 2 dy + hy) l)e 2¥ dy +
1 1
Z 1
t 1,2
3 p2: h(y)ye z¥ dy 1
1

12)

R
The constants 1; 2 and 3 are the Lagrange m ultipliers enforcing 11 hgply)dy = x. These
are needed In allcases: ;,  and 3. Onecan readily check that setting = 0in vyields .,
setting = 1yields , and considering asa free Lagrangem ultiplier forcesd; = dy, so that one
has 3=

A 1l three cases lead to sin ilar optin ality conditions. T he requirem ent that the optim al solution
be stabl under rst order variations yieldsh satisfying either

_ Cix+ Cy
h &)= ————+Cs (13)
or
h &)= C4x?+ Csx+ Cg (14)

for som e realconstants C1;C2;C3;C4;C5;C4 and " dependingon  ; 15 25 3.

Suppose that h takes the form [I4). The oonst:najntRl1 h )py)dy = + 4+ willthen force
Csy=Ceg=0andCs = !, sothath ) = tly. The random variable we are Investigating
is sin ply the observed path, weighted by the function £( ) = e 2, with tthe naltime of
m easuram ent. l§jr1c:e allthe integrals we encounter are G aussian m om ents, we can readily com pute

M @ 2¢))= ', h 2pl)dy tobe 2, + ,’I.Thus

Z=k@ 4+ o+ D+ Pk=1+ %

jo
Fort! 1 ,thisamountsto ! 2. A Iready, we have in proved on the naive result = 1493
obtained previously.

W e proceed w ith the m ore involved case [[3), which will provide us w ith the optin al solution.
Before we continue w ith the constants C;;C,;C3 and " however, we calculate som e integrals for
later use.

D e nition 5.1: De ne the error function erf(x) and Integrals I (") and J (") by

7 Z «2 Z . «2
erft) = P e Vau; 1M L e am -
= p— e u; = ; = .
0 1 X2 + v 1 (X2 + ")2
Lemma 5.2:
P r r _
2 + (1 ")I (") e n
g = and I(")= - 1 et S
2" " 2

12



Pwa. . "
P roof. Since the Fourder transform ofe ¥l isequalto £ —i-,we nd

X247/
r_7 r__7 r—z
1 e k2 ! e k2 2 L pwk k2
IM= — F e JF e 7 dx= — e e Tdk = — e e zdk
2" 2" "
1 1 0
r 7, r__ r _
2 1. 1 u? e" "
= —ez e 2 du= — 1 erf - ;
n P& " 2

w here, In the second step, we have used that the Fourder transform F is unitary. T he expression
for J follow s from

K2 1 Z1 2 Zl

xe 2z d xe 7z 1 x? 2x° %2
0= —0— = — dx = e 2dx
x2 4" 1 dx x2 + " 1 XZ + " (XZ + ")2
1
Z 1 " "
1 2 %2 p—
= 1+ 55—+ e Tdx= 2 + (" LIM+2"TM:
1 X2+ " (X2+ ")2
O
Rl
Thecondition |, h )p()dy = + 4+ = x Inplies
P_—
2
Ci= —P= i Cp=C3=0
t 2 "I(")

which xesC; asa function of ". The next step is to expressd; and d; in tem sof ":

2 Z 1 2 2 2
4 = b Y o %ay 1-p 1M "I 1;
2 2 (y2+ ")2 2
iV YYD 2 c22p_
d = P e Tdytdi= BE T2 M+ 2VIOF TR IC) +

2_ 1 (yz + 11)2

First, we use Lemm a [E to express the above in tem s of elem entary fiunctions and the error
function. Then, using M apl, we nd that " 7 maxfd;;d,g hasa uniquem ninum at "= 0:605,
forwhich d; = d; = 0470. This lkads to a C; that equals 2.359, and to a quality of

P
= maxfd;;d,g= 0685:

52 Optimal ,-measurem ent

For optin al ,-m easurem ent, we can run the sam e program . W e search for the function i which
optin izes the quality ~, under the restriction that i (Y+) be a pointer for ,-m easurem ent. That is,
W e search fora flinction K m inin izing the finctionalofequation [[l), but now under the restriction

11 h)ply)dy = ..Again there are three casesof nterest, d; = dy, d; > dy and dy > di, which

13



we can treat sim ultaneously by introducing, analogous to equation [[J), the functional

Z Z
~ 1 ' 2 Ly? 5 ' 2 2 Ly?
(h;;1;2;3).=19? h*)e z¥ dy 1 + 192: h? ) > 1)e ¥ dy +
1 1
1 2 2 %1
Lyz + 2 lyz
1 19—2— hle ¥ dy+ 1 + » pz—_ hy)y® Le ¥ dy 2 +
z9 ' 1
1.2
3 h(y)ye z¥ dy

1

Indeed, 1; 2 and 3 are the Lagrange m ultipliers enforcing the restriction Rll hgpy)dy = ..
Agai, the fiilnctional 2 ofequation [[I) depends non-di erentiably on h when d; = d,. W e then
have to search for the optin um am ong the points of non-di erentiability, In which case is the
Lagrange m ultiplier con ning us to these points. Ifd; > d; then = 1 and ifd, > d; then = 0.
Summ arizing, wherever takes s m inim al value, optin ality in plies —; ®; ; 17 25 3) = 0 or
some ; 1; 2 and 3. Perform Ing the fiinctional derivative yields either

D1X+ D2
k)= ———+D3 15)
X4 +
or
K(x)= D4x’+ Dsx+ Dg 16)

for som e (tin edependent) constantsD 1;D 2;D 3;D 4;D 5;D ¢ and dependingon ; 1; 2 and 3.

Agailn, we begin wih the kast demanding case [[d), resuling from = 0. The condition
' N@pl)dy = , implesDs= 0,Ds= ,?andDg= 1 2. Fort! 1, thislkads
to

= kM ®*(Y.) M @E))’k=k@ , +3I) Ik=6;
so that !pg.

T his In proves the result ~ = 2:973 obtained previously, but o§oe again the ultin ate bound w illbe
reached in the m ore arduous case [IH). T here, the condition , By)p)dy = . implies

| S— P—
j o 2 2 2 + I()D
D; 2 I()=0; Dao=—FP= i D3= —p—:
£ 2 @+ HI() 2

This leads to expressions for d; and d, as a function of . Using Lemm alEd and M apk once
more, we nd that the function 7 maxfd ;dyg hasa uniquem ininum at = 2:701, or which
d; = d; = 2:373. This leads to a quality of

P
~= maxfd;;dyg= 1:540;
attained orD; = 0,D, = 21649 and D 3 = 5:391. For the pint m easurem ent this leads to
~= 1056:

A Tthough we did not achieve the bound of 1 provided by T heoram B3, we have com e as close as
the m easuram ent setup allow s. W e conclude that, using the setup investigated in this article, no
sim utaneous m easurem ent of ; and , willbe abl to approach the quantum bound by m ore
than 5.6 % . Furthem ore, we have identi ed the unigque pointers for this optin alm easurem ent in
equations [[3) and [M[3).
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6 D istribution of pointer variables

W e have designed pointersh (Y¢) and K (Y¢) in such a way that their distrbutions in the nalstate
best resem ble the distributions of ; and , in the initial state. W e willnow calculate and plot
these naldensities.

6.1 Calculation ofh —and H-densities

Let Dbe the initial state of the qubit and let it be param eterized by its B loch vector Py ;Py;P;).
By equation [[d), the density qfy) of Y¢ is given by

1.2
e 2Y

2. 2 P,+ 1
qy) = py) = 2— 1+ yPx+ t(y 1)

2

a7

W e are Interested In the the distrbutions r x) and s(x) ofh (Y¢) and H (Y) respectively. Let us
start with h . From equation [[J), we st calculate thepointsy whereh (y) = x orsome xed
value of x. P
C1 C?Z  4x®"

2x
By the FrobeniusP eron equation (see eg. [18]), r(x) is given by

y =

X aqy) |
., 2w

rx)=

which leads Inm ediately to

X @+ "1+ oy Pet 2F LEH ¥

NI

e
P

rx)=

+ 5

M

Cl:-yz "j

where it is understood that r(x) 6 0 only orx 2 [ -8
W e run a sin ilar analysis for s(x). The points y In which H (y) = x are given by
s -

&k D3) Dy

o= D3 x
T his leads to
X @+ F 1+ oy Pt J6F LIS 3
s&) = 2Dy 3 pz—; 19)

+i

with sx) 6 Oonly orx 2 D3+ 22;D3]. W e proceed w ith a graphical illustration of the resuls
obtained so far.
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6.2 P lotsof ,-m easurem ent

A ccording to formmula [, the distrdbution of the endpoint of the weighted path depends on the
nput qubitstate. For instance, the negative j-eigenstate, the tracial state and the positive
eigenstate lead to the distrbutions below :

X

o
2
NN

el
w

bl
[N

0.1

[TTTTTTTT T | [TTTTTTTTITT | IERERERA BN
-5 -4 -3 -2 -1 0 1 5 5 -4 -3 -2 -1 0 1 5 5 -4 -3 -2 -1 0 1
y y y

Figure 1: Probability density of Figure 2: Probability density of Figure 3: P robability density of
the endpoint of the weighted path  the endpoint of the weighted path  the endpoint of the weighted path
for nput j  i. for input tr. for input j! i.
In order to estim ate x, we use the pointer of , given by g

Ci1x o

h )

2 (20)
wih "= 0:605 and C; = 2:359. L is illustrated in gure 4
to the right.

Th form ula [[8), we have calculated the probability distribu—
tions of this pointer under the distributions of the endpoint
ofthe weighted path illustrated n gquresl1, 2 and 3. They
are illustrated n gures 5, 6 and 7 below .

-2

Figure 4: Pointer for

5

@

4

IS

3

w

2

i

[TTTTTTTI 7T
-15 -10 -05
x

TTTTJTITTITTT]
0.0 0.5 1.0 15

Figure 5:
the

P robability density of

x pointer for input j  i. the

Figure 6:

1.0

0.5

[TTTTTTTTT o
-15 -10 -05
x

0.0

TTT
0.

[TTTTTTTTT]
5 1.0 15

P robability density

x “pointer for input tr.
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TTTTT IO T T TTTTTTTTTTTT]
-15 -10 -05 00 05 1.0 15
X

of Figure 7:

the

P robability density of

x pointer for input j! i.



6.3 P lotsof ,-m easurem ent

W e repeat this rthe ,-pointer. By formula[ld, the positive ,-eigenstate, the tracial state and
the negative ,-eigenstate lead to the distrdbutions of the endpoint of the weighted path shown
below :

0.4

o o
)
2 3

o
o
5

| [TTTTTTTTITT | )
5 5 -4 3 2 -1 0 1 5 -5.0 -25 0.0 25 5.0
y y y

T
-2 -1 0

[TTTT
5 -4 -3

Figure 8: Probability density of Figure 9: P robability density of Figure 10: P robability density of
the endpoint of the weighted path  the endpoint of the weighted path  the endpoint of the weighted path

for input j"i. for input tr. for input j#1i.
In orderto estin ate ,, we use the pointerof , illustrated — —
here to the right. It is given by \ 4 /
D, 3
Hx)= ———+Da; 1) \/
x2 + ]
with = 2:701,D, = 21649andD;= 5:391. T \ .

Figure 11: Pointer for ..

From formula [[d), we read o the probability distributions of this pointer under the distrbutions
of the endpoint of the weighted path illustrated n gures 8, 9 and 10. They are shown below :

o
S
Ll

T TTHT [T T T T[T T TTT TTT T T [T T T T[T T TTT T T T T [ TT T T[T T T TTT
-2 0 2 4 -2 0 2 4 -2 0 2 4
X x X

Figure 12: P robability density of Figure 13: P robability density of Figure 14: P robability density of
the ;-pointer for input j" i. the ;-pointer for input tr. the ,-pointer for input j#1i.
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7 D iscussion

In this paper, we have investigated hom odyne detection of the uorescence of a two-level atom ,
ie. a qubi. W e have seen how the photocurrent, besides carrying inform ation on , Which
is inm ediate from the innovations term in the XYering equation), also carries inform ation on .
H om odyne detection can thusbe viewed asa pint m easuram ent ofthe non-com m uting observables

x and ., In the Iniial state of the qubi, and we have identi ed the optin al pointers for this
procedure in equations Q) and EI)).

O ne particular feature of these pointers m ight seem oounterintuitive at rst: they yield values

outside [ 1;1]w ith nonzero probability. T his isa direct resul ofourdem and that them easurem ent

be unbiased. Suppose, for exam ple, that the input state is j"i, so that , hasvalue 1. Since the

photocurrent carries nform ation on , aswell, s nform ation on , iscertainly awed, and will

yield estin ates , < 1 at least som e of the tin e. Unbiasedness then in plies that also estin ates
, > 1 must occur.

O n the other hand, an unbiased m easurem ent w ill yield on average the true’ value of , for any
possible input state. (N ot jast orthe 3 possbilities sketched on pagelld.) In repeated experi ents,
optin ality of our pointers guarantees fast convergence to these averages.

T heorem [3H provides a theoretical bound for the quality of pint m easurement of , and ,.No
conceivable m easurem ent procedure can ever achieve ~ < 1. Ikt is now clar that this bound
cannot be m et by way of hom odyne detection: a an all part of the Infom ation extracted from
the atom is sin ply lost In this particular procedure. Constructing the optin al pointers on the
photocurrent does yield ~ = 1056 however, a gure much closer to the bound than the 4.437
provided by the na ve choice of [@).
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