arXiv:1306.1430v1 [math-ph] 6 Jun 2013

Large Time Behaviour and Convergence Rate for Non Demolition Quantum Trajectories

Tristan Benoist^{∗♠} and Clément Pellegrini^{†♣}

♠Laboratoire de Physique Théorique de l’ENS,

CNRS & École Normale Supérieure de Paris.

24 rue Lhomond 75005 Paris, France

♣Institut de Mathématiques de Toulouse Equipe de Statistique et de Probabilité Université Paul Sabatier 31062 Toulouse Cedex 9, France

January 8, 2019

Abstract

A quantum system S undergoing continuous time measurement is usually described by a jump-diffusion stochastic differential equation. Such an equation is called a stochastic master equation and its solution is called a quantum trajectory. This solution describes actually the evolution of the state of S. In the context of Quantum Non Demolition measurement, we investigate the large time behavior of this solution. It is rigorously shown that, for large time, this solution behaves as if a direct Von Neumann measurement has been performed at time 0. In particular the solution converges to a random pure state which is related to the wave packet reduction postulate. Using theory of Girsanov transformation, we determine precisely the exponential rate of convergence towards this random state. The important problem of state estimation (used in experiment) is also investigated.

Introduction

In quantum optics, indirect measurements are often used [28, 29]. Usually a system is probed by light beams (direct photodetection, homodyne and heterodyne detection

∗tristan.benoist@ens.fr †clement.pellegrini@math.univ-toulouse.fr

schemes) or conversely, atoms probe a photon field trapped in a cavity. Such experiments are promising towards the manipulation of quantum states [29, 37, 39, 3, 4, 32]. They are designed to extract information from a quantum system on site and without destroying it. The idea is to avoid direct interaction of the quantum system with a macroscopic apparatus (photo detector, screen ...). Instead the physical setup is the following: a quantum system S (from which we want to extract information) is put in interaction with an auxiliary quantum system E. After interaction, a measurement on E is performed. Due to the entanglement between S and E, the result of the measurement holds some information on S. Conditionally to this result one can compute the evolution of S.

One of the best example of such setups is Serge Haroche’s group experiment at LKB[27]. They have successfully implemented a scheme of repeated interactions and measurements which allows to measure the number of photons in a cavity (without destroying the photons). The principle consist in putting the system S (the cavity photon field) in contact with a sequence of auxiliary systems (Rydberg atoms) E_k which interact one after the other with S. After each interaction a measurement on the atom E_k which has just finish to interact is performed. Such a procedure, called repeated quantum indirect measurements, allows to monitor the system S and to have an estimation of the number of photons inside the cavity.

A particular feature in the Serge Haroche’s group experiment is that only Quantum Non Demolition (QND) measurement are performed. Such a scheme is at the cornerstone of the mathematical study of the long time behavior of S. In [13, 14], the authors show that the state of the system S converges when the number of interactions tends to infinity. More precisely they show a convergence which is compatible with the wave function collapse postulate. In particular it is shown that the state of S behaves in infinite time as if a direct Von Neumann measurement on S would have been performed at time 0. Essentially these results concern discrete time model where the time of interaction τ between S and a piece E_k is fixed. They apply to general nondemolition measurement scheme of which Serge Haroche’s group experiment is an example (see [22] and references therein).

When the time of interaction goes to zero, this yields to continuous time models. In [5] it has been shown that quantum repeated interactions model are a powerful approximation of the so called Quantum Langevin equation. In [33, 34, 35], it is shown that the continuous time approximation (τ goes to zero) of repeated quantum indirect measurements lead to jump-diffusion stochastic differential equations (see also [15]). Such equations are namely the equations which describe the evolution of a quantum system undergoing indirect continuous measurements [7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 25, 18, 19, 39]. They are called stochastic master equations and their solutions quantum trajectories.

In this article, we focus on the stochastic master equations describing general continuous time quantum nondemolition measurement. Our main purpose is to describe the long time behavior of the state of S when the time t goes to infinity. In particular if (ρ(t))^1 describes the stochastic evolution of S undergoing indirect QND measurement, we show that (ρ(t))

1The process (ρ(t)) is actually the quantum trajectory describing the evolution of the state of S which undergoes indirect continuous measurement

converges to a pure state |Υ⟩⟨Υ|. This convergence is obtained by studying in detail the quantities (q_α(t)) defined by q_α(t) = Tr[ρ(t)|α⟩⟨α|], α ∈ P, t ≥ 0 where P is a preferred basis of the Hilbert space describing S. In particular the quantity q_α(t) gives the probability for S to be in the state |α⟩ if a direct measurement on S would have ben performed at time t. The elements |α⟩ are often called pointer states. We show that Υ is a random variable on the set of pointer states. By studying the distribution of Υ we are able to connect the convergence towards |Υ⟩⟨Υ| with the wave function collapse postulate at time 0. From this convergence we study the behavior of the system conditioned on the limit state Υ being γ. This conditioning corresponds to a particular martingale change of measure. Using a standard Girsanov transformation, we show rigorously that the convergence towards |Υ⟩⟨Υ| is exponentially fast and we give its explicit rate. The problem of estimation is also investigated when we are in the situation where the initial state ρ(0) is unknown. In this context, we only have access to the result of the measurements. Since ρ(0) is assumed to be unknown, this is not sufficient for describing totally (ρ(t)). In particular we are only able to describe the evolution of an estimate state of (ρ(t)) denoted by (ρ̃(t)). We show that this estimation is efficient since (ρ̃(t)) converges in long time to the same limit |Υ⟩⟨Υ|. Such a property often refers to the notion of stability of quantum filter [38, 36, 1, 2, 32].

The article is structured as follows. In Section 1, we introduce the stochastic models describing the generic stochastic master equations. Next we present the particular case of nondemolition stochastic master equations. This allows us to define the processes (q_α(t)). We then study the properties of these processes and show that they are bounded martingales. Section 2 is devoted to the main convergence theorem. From the martingale and boundedness property of (q_α(t)), we conclude that these processes converge almost surely. This allows us to present the main convergence result and to define precisely the random variable Υ. Next, using appropriate Girsanov change of measure, we show that this convergence is exponentially fast. Finally we investigate the problem of estimation.

1 Non destructive quantum trajectories

1.1 System state evolution

This section is devoted to present the continuous time stochastic processes which describe quantum trajectories. As announced these stochastic processes are solutions of particular type of jump-diffusion stochastic differential equations.

Before presenting the SDEs, let us introduce some notations. The quantum system is represented by a finite dimensional Hilbert space denoted by H. We denote the set of density matrices by S(H) = {ρ ∈ B(H), ρ ≥ 0, Tr[ρ] = 1}. A density matrix represents a general system mixed state. A system in a pure state |ϕ⟩ ∈ H corresponds to a special case where the density matrix is the projector onto |ϕ⟩. In this situation the corresponding density matrix is ρ_{|ϕ⟩} = |ϕ⟩⟨ϕ|. In the rest of the article, if not specified, the term state refers to a density matrix.

Let us consider a family C_i, i = 0, . . . , n of operators in B(H) and let H ∈ B(H) such that H = H^∗ i.e. H is a Hermitian operator. On S(H), we introduce the following functions: L(ρ) = −i[H, ρ] + n∑ i=0 ( C_iρC^∗_i − 1 2 ( C^∗_i C_iρ + ρC^∗_i C_i ) )

J_i(ρ) = C_iρC^∗_i , i = 0, . . . , n v_i(ρ) = Tr[J_i(ρ)], i = 0, . . . , n H_i(ρ) = C_iρ + ρC^∗_i − Tr[(C_i + C^∗_i )ρ]ρ, i = 0, . . . , n, (1)

for all states ρ ∈ S(H).

Let (Ω, F, (F_t), P) be a filtered probability space with usual conditions. Let (W_j (t)), j = 0, . . . , p be standard independent Wiener processes and let (N_j (dx, dt)), j = p + 1, . . . , n be independent adapted Poisson point processes of intensity dxdt; the N_j ’s are independent of the Wiener processes. We assume that (F_t) is the natural filtration of the processes W, N and we assume also that F_∞ = ⋁ t>0 F_t = F.

On (Ω, F, (F_t), P), we consider the following SDE

ρ(t) = ρ_0 + ∫_t 0 L(ρ(s−))ds + p∑ i=0 ∫_t 0 H_i(ρ(s−))dW_i(s)

+ n∑ i=p+1 ∫_t 0 ∫ R ( J_i(ρ(s−)) v_i(ρ(s−)) − ρ(s−) ) 1_{0<x<vi(ρ(s−))}[N_i(dx, ds) − dxds], (2)

where ρ_0 ∈ S(H).

Definition 1. The equation (2) is called a stochastic master equation and its solution is called a quantum trajectory.

Equation (2) is a ”generic”^2 SDE describing the evolution of a system undergoing continuous indirect measurements. Results of existence and uniqueness of the solution of (2) can be found in [33, 34, 35, 8, 12].

In Eq. (2), the operator L is a usual Lindblad operator [30, 26]. These operators appear in the definition of the master equation in the Markovian approach of Open Quantum Systems.

2One can generalize these equations by introducing time dependent and random coefficients [12]

From Eq. (2), one can introduce the measurement record counting processes:

N̂_i(t) = ∫_t 0 ∫ R 1_{0<x<vi(ρ(s−))}N_i(dx, ds), i = p + 1, . . . , n. These processes are counting processes with stochastic intensity given by ∫_t 0 v_i(ρ(s−))ds, i = p + 1, . . . , n. In particular, for any i ∈ {p + 1, . . . , n}, the process (N̂_i(t) − ∫_t 0 v_i(ρ(s−))ds) is a (F_t) martingale under the probability P.

During an experiment, these processes would correspond to the counting measurement records an experimenter would obtain. For example N̂_i(t) could correspond to the total number of photons arrived on a detector up to time t. In section 2.3 we discuss in more details what would be the equivalent for a continuous measurement record.

In terms of N̂_i(t), Eq. (2) can be written as dρ(t) = L(ρ(t−))dt + p∑ i=0 H_i(ρ(t−))dW_i(t)

+ n∑ i=p+1 ( J_i(ρ(t−)) v_i(ρ(t−)) − ρ(t−) ) (dN̂_i(t) − v_i(ρ(t−))dt). (3) In the next section we introduce a nondemolition condition on this evolution and study the large time behaviour of (ρ(t)).

1.2 Non demolition condition

A measurement process is called nondemolition if one can find a basis P of H such that any element of P is unmodified by the measurement process. If, at a given time, a system is in one of the basis states, it will remain in it at any future time with probability one. Definition 2. Let P be a basis of H. A measurement process fulfills a nondemolition condition for P if any state of P is stable under the measurement process: for any |α⟩ ∈ P if at time s, ρ(s) = |α⟩⟨α| then for any time t > s, ρ(t) = ρ(s), almost surely.

The stable states |α⟩⟨α|, α ∈ P, are called pointer states.

We assume from now on that H and the C_i’s are diagonal in the basis P. The main result we prove in this section is the equivalence between this diagonal assumption and a nondemolition condition for P.

The diagonal assumption can be expressed as follows. There exist ϵ(α) ∈ R, c(i|α) ∈ C such that H = ∑ α∈P ϵ(α)|α⟩⟨α| C_i = ∑ α∈P c(i|α)|α⟩⟨α| , i = 0, . . . , n.

Attached to these decompositions we introduce the following quantities which will be used further r(i|α) = c(i|α) + c(i|α), i = 0, . . . , n, θ(i|α) = |c(i|α)|^2, i = 0, . . . , n. Here z is z complex conjugate. In the basis P, we denote a matrix A = (A_{αβ})_{α,β}.

Our study of (ρ(t)) is mainly based on the study of the diagonal elements of (ρ(t)) in the basis P. If a direct measurement identifying all the pointer states would have been performed at time t = 0, then the system after this measurement would have been in the pointer state |α⟩⟨α| with probability ρ_{αα}(0) = Tr[ρ(0)|α⟩⟨α|]. If the same direct measurement is performed at time t > 0 the probability to obtain the same system pointer state is ρ_{αα}(t) = Tr[ρ(t)|α⟩⟨α|]. So, the evolution of the diagonal elements of (ρ(t)) in P gives us information on the distribution of such direct measurement outcomes.

In the sequel, for all α ∈ P, we use the notations q_α(t) = ρ_{αα}(t) = Tr[ρ(t)|α⟩⟨α|], t ≥ 0. (4) As a preliminary, let us prove that the (q_α(t)), α ∈ P are (F_t) martingales solutions of Dade-Doleans type of SDEs.

Theorem 1. On (Ω, F, (F_t), P), the stochastic processes (q_α(t)), α ∈ P satisfy the following system of stochastic differential equations dq_α(t) = q_α(t−) [_p ∑ i=0 ( r(i|α) − ⟨r_i(t−)⟩ ) dW_i(t)

+ n∑ i=p+1 ( θ(i|α) ⟨θ_i(t−)⟩ − 1 ) ( dN̂_i(t) − ⟨θ_i(t−)⟩dt ) ] , α ∈ P, (5) where ⟨r_i(t)⟩ = ∑ γ r(i|γ)q_γ (t) and ⟨θ_i(t)⟩ = ∑ γ θ(i|γ)q_γ (t), for all t ≥ 0.

In particular, the stochastic processes (q_α(t)), α ∈ P are (F_t) martingales. As solution of Dade-Doleans type of SDEs, they can be expressed in the following form

q_α(t) = q_α(0)×exp [_p ∑ i=0 (∫_t 0 ( r(i|α) − ⟨r_i(s−)⟩ ) dW_i(s) − 1 2 ∫_t 0 ( r(i|α) − ⟨r_i(s−)⟩ )_2 ds ) ]

× n∏ i=p+1 ∏ s≤t ( 1 + ( θ(i|α) ⟨θ_j (s−)⟩ − 1 ) ΔN̂_i(t) ) × exp [ − ∫_t 0 (θ(i|α) − ⟨θ_j(s−)⟩))ds ]

= q_α(0)×exp [_p ∑ i=0 (∫_t 0 ( r(i|α) − ⟨r_i(s−)⟩ ) dW_i(s) − 1 2 ∫_t 0 ( r(i|α) − ⟨r_i(s−)⟩ )_2 ds )

+ n∑ i=p+1 (∫_t 0 ln ( θ(i|α) ⟨θ_j (s−)⟩ ) dÑ_i(s) − ∫_t 0 ( θ(i|α) − ⟨θ_j (s−)⟩ ) ds ) ] . (6)

In the case where θ(i|α) = 0, for some i = p + 1, . . . , n, if a jump of the corresponding N̂_i occurs at some time t, one can see that q_α(t) vanishes (q_α(u) = 0, for all u ≥ t). In this situation in order to give a sense to the second expression one can consider that ln(0) = −∞ and exp(−∞) = 0. Nevertheless the second expression will be used only when θ(i|α) > 0 for all α ∈ P and for all i = p + 1, . . . , n. Let us stress that in this situation, if q_α(0) ≠ 0, we have q_α(t) > 0, for all t ≥ 0. Although, in section 2.2, we discuss some interesting properties of (q_α(t)) when θ(i|α) = 0 for some i.

Proof. In order to obtain the expression (5), we have to compute dρ_{αα}(t) by using (3). To this end we have to plug the diagonal condition into the expression of L, H_i, J_i and v_i. This way we can compute the following expression.

v_i(ρ) = ∑ α∈P |c(i|α)|^2ρ_{αα}, i = p + 1, . . . , n (J_i(ρ))_{αβ} = ρ_{αβ} × c(i|α)c(i|β), i = p + 1, . . . , n (H_i(ρ))_{αβ} = ρ_{αβ} × ( c(i|α) + c(i|β) − ∑ γ∈P (c(i|γ) + c(i|γ))ρ_{γγ} ) , i = 0, . . . , p

(L(ρ))_{αβ} = ρ_{αβ} × ( −i(ϵ_α − ϵ_β ) + n∑ i=0 c(i|α)c(i|β) − 1 2 (|c(i|α)|^2 + |c(i|β)|^2 ) .

(7)

From now on we only need the expression of the diagonal elements α = β in the pointer basis. In other words the stochastic differential equations for (q_α(t)) do not depend on the off diagonal elements of the system state. This way remarking also that (L(ρ))_{αα} = 0 for any α ∈ P, it is easy to derive Equation (5).

The second part follows from the fact that the processes (W_i(t)) and (N̂_i(t)− ∫_t 0 v_i(ρ(s−))ds) are (F_t) martingales. This way the stochastic processes (q_α(t)) are local martingales but since they are bounded they are true martingales. The solution (6) is the usual expression of the solution of a Dade-Doleans SDE.

We are now equipped to prove the equivalence between the diagonal assumption and the nondemolition condition.

Theorem 2. The quantum stochastic master equation (3) fulfills a nondemolition condition for P if and only if H and all the operators C_i are diagonal in the basis P.

Proof. Let us first prove that the diagonal condition imply the nondemolition condition. We need to prove that if at time s, ρ(s) = |α⟩⟨α|, then at any time t > s, ρ(t) = |α⟩⟨α| almost surely. Since ρ(t) is a Markovian process, we can, without loss of generality, set s = 0.

Put ρ(0) = |α⟩⟨α| for some α ∈ P. We have q_β(0) = 0 for any β ≠ α, β ∈ P and Tr[ρ(t)] = 1 for any time t. Then, looking at (6), we have q_β (t) = 0 and q_α(t) = 1 for all t ≥ 0 almost surely. It implies ρ(t) = |α⟩⟨α|, ∀t ≥ 0, a.s.

We now prove that the nondemolition condition implies the diagonal assumption. If at time s, ρ(s) = |α⟩⟨α|, then for any time t > s, ρ(t) = |α⟩⟨α|, almost surely. The expectation of ρ(t) conditioned on ρ(s) = |α⟩⟨α| with α ∈ P is: E [ ρ(t) | | |ρ(s) = |α⟩⟨α| ] − ρ(s) = E [ ∫_t s L(ρ(u−))du | | | ρ(s) = |α⟩⟨α| ]

+ E [_p ∑ i=0 ∫_t s H_i(ρ(u−))dW_i(u) | | | | ρ(s) = |α⟩⟨α| ]

+ E [_n ∑ i=p+1 ∫_t s ( J_i(ρ(u−)) v_i(ρ(u−)) − ρ(u−) ) (dN̂_i(u) − v_i(ρ(u−))du) | | | | ρ(s) = |α⟩⟨α| ] . Since (W_i(t)) and (N̂_i(t) − ∫_t 0 v_i(ρ(u−))du) are martingales, E [ ρ(t) | | |ρ(s) = |α⟩⟨α| ] − ρ(s) = ∫_t s E [ L(ρ(u)) | | |ρ(s) = |α⟩⟨α| ] du. At this stage, since ρ(u) = ρ(s) for all u ≥ s almost surely, we get

0 =E [ ρ(t) | | |ρ(s) = |α⟩⟨α| ] − ρ(s) =L(ρ(s))(t − s), ∀t ≥ s a.s. Let β ∈ P, β ≠ α. The condition L(|α⟩⟨α|)_{ββ} = 0 implies (C_i)_{βα} = 0 for all i = 0, . . . , n.

Using this result, the condition L(|α⟩⟨α|)_{βα} = 0 implies H_{βα} = 0. Hence, H and all the C_i’s must be diagonal in the basis P.

In the next section we use the martingale property of (q_α(t)) to study its long time behavior. Before let us prove that this martingale property is equivalent to the nondemolition condition.

Proposition 1. The processes (q_α(t)) are (F_t) martingales if and only if (3) fulfills a nondemolition condition for P.

Proof. We already proved that the nondemolition condition implies the martingale property of (q_α(t)). Let us prove the converse.

We suppose that for any α ∈ P, the process (ρ_{αα}(t)) is a martingale. This assumption is true only if the drift part of (3) for ρ_{αα}(t) is null whatever is the initial state. Hence, for any arbitrary ρ ∈ S(H), we must have L(ρ)_{αα} = 0. Take ρ = |β⟩⟨β| with α ≠ β. As seen earlier, the condition L(ρ)_{αα} = 0, implies that the C_i’s must be diagonal in the basis P. Now put |α + β⟩ =^{1√}_2 (|α⟩ + |β⟩). Take ρ = |α + β⟩⟨α + β|. The condition L(ρ)_{αα} = 0 implies H_{αβ} − H_{βα} = 0. Put |α + iβ⟩ =^{1√}_2 (|α⟩ + i|β⟩). Take ρ = |α + iβ⟩⟨α + iβ|. The condition L(ρ)_{αα} = 0 implies H_{αβ} + H_{βα} = 0. We can thus conclude that H must also be diagonal in the basis P.

As proved earlier this diagonal property is equivalent to the nondemolition condition.

The next section is devoted to the large time behavior of (q_α(t)) and to interpretations of the obtained convergence in terms of wave function collapse.

2 Convergence and wave function collapse

2.1 Wave function collapse

In this section we show the almost sure convergence of the processes (q_α(t)) when t goes to infinity. Under some non degeneracy conditions, we can identify the limit random variables (q_α(∞)). More precisely, in this context we show that q_α(∞) is equal to 1 for a pointer Υ ∈ P and 0 for the others. The pointer state Υ is a random variable and we find its distribution. We next show that this imply that (ρ(t)) converges almost surely to one of the pointer states |α⟩⟨α|. In particular, we show that the probability for the limit pointer state to be |α⟩⟨α| is q_α(0) = ρ_{αα}(0). This is what is predicted by the von Neumann projection postulate if a direct measurement would have been performed at time 0. Thinking of the limit state in terms of random variable, in the limit t → ∞, the system state is a random variable with the same law as the one predicted by von Neumann projection postulate for a direct measurement at time 0.

In the following subsections we present some useful properties implied by this convergence.

Let us express our non degeneracy condition Assumption (ND): For any (α, β) with α ≠ β there exists i ∈ {0, 1, . . . , n} such that • either r(i|α) ≠ r(i|β) if i ≤ p • or θ(i|α) ≠ θ(i|β) if i > p. Theorem 3. Under Assumption (ND), there exist random variables q_α(∞), α ∈ P which take values in {0, 1} such that lim_{t→∞} q_α(t) = q_α(∞), ∀α ∈ P, (8) almost surely and in L^1 norm. Moreover, we have E [q_α (∞)|F_t] = q_α(t), for all α ∈ P and for all t ≥ 0.

The random variables q_α(∞), α ∈ P, satisfy

P(q_α(∞) = 1) = q_0(α), ∀α ∈ P, (9) q_α(∞)q_β(∞) = 0, ∀α ≠ β, a.s. (10)

As a consequence there exists a random variable Υ with values in P such that

P(Υ = α) = q_α(0), ∀α ∈ P

and such that lim_{t→∞} ρ(t) = |Υ⟩⟨Υ|, a.s.

Proof. Let α ∈ P be fixed. The almost sure convergence of (q_α(t)) follows from the fact that (q_α(t)) are bounded (F_t) martingales. More precisely, the family (q_α(t)) is uniformly integrable. Therefore there exists q_α(∞) such that lim_{t→∞} q_α(t) = q_α(∞), almost surely and in L^1 norm and we have E [q_α (∞)|F_t] = q_α(t), for all t ≥ 0. It remains to show that these random variables take values in {0, 1}. To this end, for α being fixed, using Itô-Lévy isometry, we have for all t > 0 E [q_α (t)^2] = E [[q_α (t), q_α(t)]], where [q_α(t), q_α(t)] corresponds to the stochastic bracket of (q_α(t)). We then have

E [q_α (t)^2] = p∑ i=0 ∫_t 0 E [ q_α(s)^2(r(i|α) − ⟨r_i(s)⟩)^2 ] ds

+ n∑ i=p+1 ∫_t 0 E [ q_α(s)^2 ( θ(i|α) ⟨θ_i(s)⟩ − 1 )_2 ⟨θ_i(s)⟩ ] ds (11)

Since the processes (q_α(t)) converge almost surely and are bounded, using Lebesgue dominated convergence Theorem, we have that the quantity E [q_α (t)^2] converges when t goes to infinity. This implies that ∫_∞ 0 E [ q_α(s)^2(r(i|α) − ⟨r_i(s)⟩)^2 ] ds < ∞, i = 0, . . . , p, ∫_∞ 0 E [ q_α(s)^2 ( θ(i|α) ⟨θ_i(s)⟩ − 1 )_2 ⟨θ_i(s)⟩ ] ds < ∞, i = p + 1, . . . , n. (12) Again by the dominated convergence Theorem, the quantities E [ q_α(t)^2(r(i|α) − ⟨r_i(t)⟩)^2 ] , i = 0, . . . , p, E [( θ(i|α)q_α(t) ⟨θ_i(t)⟩ − q_α(t) )_2 ⟨θ_i(t)⟩ ] , i = p + 1, . . . , n (13) converge when t goes to infinity. Then from (12) it follows that necessarily lim_{t→∞} E [q_α (t)^2(r(i|α) − ⟨r_i(t)⟩)^2] = 0, i = 0, . . . , p (14) lim_{t→∞} E [ q_α(t)^2 ( θ(i|α) ⟨θ_i(t)⟩ − 1 )_2 ⟨θ_i(t)⟩ ] = 0, i = p + 1, . . . , n. (15)

The above L^2 convergences imply the almost sure convergences up to an extraction. More precisely, there exist subsequences (t^i_n) such that for all i = 0, . . . , n, lim_{n→∞} t^i_n = ∞ and such that almost surely lim_{n→∞} q_α(t^i_n)^2(r(i|α) − ⟨r_i(t^i_n)⟩)^2 = 0, i = 0 . . . , p (16)

lim_{n→∞} q_α(t^i_n)^2 ( θ(i|α) ⟨θ_i(t^i_n)⟩ − 1 )_2 ⟨θ_i(t^i_n)⟩ = 0, i = p + 1, . . . , n. (17)

Since the processes (q_α(t)) converge almost surely, by uniqueness of the almost sure limits and using the boundedness of ⟨θ_i(t)⟩, we can conclude that almost surely, for all α ∈ P lim_{t→∞} q_α(t)^2(r(i|α) − ⟨r_i(t)⟩)^2 = 0, i = 0 . . . , p (18)

lim_{t→∞} q_α(t)^2(θ(i|α) − ⟨θ_i(t)⟩)^2 = 0, i = p + 1, . . . , n. (19)

Then it follows that, almost surely, for all α ∈ P q_α(∞)(r(i|α) − ⟨r_i(∞)⟩) = 0, i = 0 . . . , p (20) q_α(∞) (θ(i|α) − ⟨θ_i(∞)⟩) = 0 i = p + 1, . . . , n. (21) This way, almost surely, for all α ≠ β q_α(∞) ( r(i|α) − ⟨r_i(∞)⟩ ) = q_β(∞) ( r(i|β) − ⟨r_i(∞)⟩ ) = 0, i = 0 . . . , p (22) q_α(∞) ( θ(i|α) − ⟨θ_i(∞)⟩ ) = q_β(∞) ( θ(i|β) − ⟨θ_i(∞)⟩ ) = 0 i = p + 1, . . . , n. (23) It follows that, almost surely, for all α ≠ β q_α(∞)q_β(∞)(r(i|α) − r(i|β)) = 0, i = 0 . . . , p (24) q_α(∞)q_β(∞)(θ(i|α) − θ(i|β)) = 0, i = p + 1, . . . , n. (25) Finally using Assumption (ND) one can conclude that q_α(∞)q_β(∞) = 0, ∀α ≠ β a.s. This way, there exists a set Ω^′ such that P(Ω^′) = 1 and such that for all ω ∈ Ω^′ there exists a unique Υ ∈ P such that q_Υ(∞)(ω) ≠ 0 and for all β ≠ Υ, q_β(∞)(ω) = 0. Moreover, since Tr[ρ(t)] = 1, we have that ∑ α∈P q_α(∞)(ω) = 1. Therefore q_Υ(∞)(ω) = 1. Then we have proved that for all α, q_α(∞) ∈ {0, 1}. Using now the martingale property, we have E [q_α (∞)] = q_α(0), which implies that P(q_α(∞) = 1) = q_α(0) and the first part of the theorem is proved.

For the second part, let us come back to the definition of Υ. This defines a random variable taking values in the set of pointer states P (for ω ∈ Ω \ Ω^′, we can put Υ(ω) = ψ, where ψ /∈ P, this will appear with probability 0). It is then clear that P(Υ = α) = P(q_α(∞) = 1) = q_α(0), ∀α ∈ P.

One can note in particular that q_α(∞) = ⊮_{Υ=α}. Now, we are in the position to conclude the proof. Indeed, since q_Υ(∞) = 1, we get lim_{t→∞} Tr[ρ(t)|Υ⟩⟨Υ|] = 1, a.s.

Now let ω ∈ Ω^′ and let μ be a limit of a convergent subsequence (ρ(t_n)(ω)), we have that Tr[μ|Υ(ω)⟩⟨Υ(ω)|] = 1 which implies that μ = |Υ(ω)⟩⟨Υ(ω)|. Therefore all convergent subsequences of (ρ(t)(ω)) converge to |Υ(ω)⟩⟨Υ(ω)| which implies lim_{t→∞} ρ(t) = |Υ⟩⟨Υ|, a.s.

This result is crucial in the following. In particular it will allow us to use a Girsanov transformation ”in infinite time horizon”.

2.2 Exponential rate of convergence

In this section, we study the convergence speed of the processes (q_α(t)). In particular, we shall show an exponential convergence. To this end, we study the following quantities lim_{t→∞} 1 t ln ( q_α(t) q_γ (t) ) , α, γ ∈ P. Since (q_t(α)) can vanish in the case where θ(i|α) = 0 for some i, this quantity can be finite or infinite. Furthermore, we limit our study to pointer states α, γ ∈ P such that q_α(0) ≠ 0 and q_γ (0) ≠ 0. Remark, if q_β(0) = 0 for some pointer state β we have q_β (t) = 0 for any time t.

First, let us start by studying the case where q_α(t) > 0 and q_γ (t) > 0, for all t ≥ 0, almost surely. As already discussed this is ensured when for any i ∈ {p + 1, . . . , n}, θ(i|α) > 0 and θ(i|γ) > 0. In this case, using (5), we have almost surely, for all t ≥ 0, q_α(t) q_γ (t) = q_α(0) q_γ (0)

× exp [_p ∑ i=0 ( ∫_t 0 (r(i|α) − r(i|γ))dW_i(s)

− 1 2 ∫_t 0 [ (r(i|α) − ⟨r_i(s−)⟩)^2 − (r(i|γ) − ⟨r_i(s−)⟩)^2 ] ds )

+ n∑ i=p+1 (∫_t 0 ln ( θ(i|α) θ(i|γ) ) dN̂_i(s) − ∫_t 0 (θ(i|α) − θ(i|γ)) ds ) ] . (26)

This can be rewritten as q_α(t) q_γ (t) = q_α(0) q_γ (0)

× exp [_p ∑ i=0 (∫_t 0 (r(i|α) − r(i|γ))dX^γ_i (s) − 1 2 ∫_t 0 (r(i|α) − r(i|γ))^2ds )

+ n∑ i=p+1 (∫_t 0 ln ( θ(i|α) θ(i|γ) ) dM̂^γ_i (s) − ∫_t 0 (θ(i|α) − θ(i|γ)) − ln ( θ(i|α) θ(i|γ) ) θ(i|γ))ds ) ] , (27)

for all t ≥ 0, where

X^γ_i (t) = W_j (t) − ∫_t 0 [ r(i|γ) − ⟨r_i(s−)⟩ ] ds, i = 0, . . . , p M̂^γ_i (t) = N̂_i(t) − ∫_t 0 θ(i|γ)ds = N̂_i(t) − θ(i|γ)t, i = p + 1, . . . , n (28) for all t ≥ 0. Now we shall see that these processes are martingales under a suitable change of measure. To this end we consider the family of probability measures (Q^t_γ ) defined by

dQ^t_γ (ω) = q_γ (t)(ω) q_γ (0) dP(ω), t ≥ 0, for all γ ∈ P such that q_γ (0) ≠ 0.

This family of probability measure is consistent. Moreover, since E [q_γ (∞)|F_t] = q_γ (t), for all t ≥ 0, any element of this family can be extended to a unique probability measure Q_γ on F_∞ = F. In particular, we have

dQ_γ (ω) = q_γ (∞)(ω) q_γ (0) dP(ω) (29)

and in terms of filtration we get the following Radon Nykodim formula E [ dQ_γ (ω) dP(ω) | | | | F^t ] = q_γ (t) q_γ (0) = dQ^t_γ (ω) dP(ω) , t ≥ 0. (30)

This way we can consider the quantity lim_{t→∞} 1 t ln ( q_α(t) q_γ (t) ) under Q_γ . We shall need the following lemma which relies on Girsanov transformation.

Lemma 1. Let γ ∈ P such that q_γ (0) ≠ 0. Under Q_γ , the processes (X^γ_j (t)), j = 0, . . . , p and (M̂^γ_j (t)), j = p+1, . . . , n are (F_t) martingales. More precisely (X^γ_j (t)), j = 0, . . . , p are standard Q_γ Brownian motions and (N̂_j(t)), j = p + 1, . . . , n are usual Poisson processes with deterministic intensities θ(i|γ).

The following theorem expresses the exponential convergence speed towards Υ.

Theorem 4. Assume Assumption (ND) is satisfied. Assume that α, γ ∈ P are such that q_α(0) ≠ 0, q_γ (0) ≠ 0, and such that θ(i|α) > 0, θ(i|γ) > 0 for all i = p + 1, . . . , n. Then, we have lim_{t→∞} 1 t ln ( q_α(t) q_γ (t) ) = − 1 2 p∑ i=0 (r(i|α)−r(i|γ))^2+ n∑ i=p+1 θ(i|γ) [ 1 − θ(i|α) θ(i|γ) + ln ( θ(i|α) θ(i|γ) )] , (31)

Q_γ almost surely.

More generally, in terms of the random variable Υ, we have

lim_{t→∞} 1 t ln ( q_α(t) q_Υ(t) ) = − 1 2 p∑ i=0 (r(i|α)−r(i|Υ))^2+ n∑ i=p+1 θ(i|Υ) [ 1 − θ(i|α) θ(i|Υ) + ln ( θ(i|α) θ(i|Υ) )] , (32)

P almost surely.

Proof. From (26), we have 1 t ln ( q_α(t) q_γ (t) ) = 1 t ln ( q_α(0) q_γ (0) )

+ p∑ i=0 (r(i|α) − r(i|γ)) X^γ_j (t) t − 1 2 (r(i|α) − r(i|γ))^2

+ n∑ i=p+1 ln ( θ(i|α) θ(i|γ) )^ M^γ_i (t) t + (θ(i|γ) − θ(i|α)) + ln ( θ(i|α) θ(i|γ) ) θ(i|γ). (33)

Now from Lemma 1, we know that under Q_γ , the processes (X^γ_j (t)) are standard Brownian motions and (N̂_i(t)) are a usual Poisson processes of intensities θ(i|γ). This way, using law of large number for Brownian motion and Poisson processes, we get lim_{t→∞} 1 t ln ( q_α(t) q_γ (t) ) = − 1 2 p∑ i=0 (r(i|α)−r(i|γ))^2+ n∑ i=p+1 θ(i|γ) [ 1 − θ(i|α) θ(i|γ) + ln ( θ(i|α) θ(i|γ) )] , (34)

Q_γ almost surely.

Now let us remark that dP(ω) = ∑ γ s.t. q_γ (0)>0 q_γ (0)dP(ω|Υ(ω) = γ) which yields dQ_γ (ω) = dP(ω|Υ(ω) = γ). As a consequence lim_{t→∞} 1 t ln ( q_α(t) q_Υ(t) ) = − 1 2 p∑ i=0 (r(i|α)−r(i|Υ))^2+ n∑ i=p+1 θ(i|Υ) [ 1 − θ(i|α) θ(i|Υ) + ln ( θ(i|α) θ(i|Υ) )] , (35)

P almost surely and the result follows.

From the above Theorem since q_Υ(∞) = 1, P almost surely, we get the following asymptotic expansion. For all α ∈ P such that q_α(0) ≠ 0

q_α(t) = e^{−t} [_1 2 ∑_p i=0(r(i|α)−r(i|Υ))^2 − ∑_n i=p+1 θ(i|Υ)[1− θ(i|α) θ(i|Υ) +ln( θ(i|α) θ(i|Υ) )] ] × (1 + ∘(1)), (36)

P almost surely. From the inequality ln(x) ≤ x − 1, we see that the rate 1 2 p∑ i=0 (r(i|α) − r(i|Υ))^2 − n∑ i=p+1 θ(i|Υ) [ 1 − θ(i|α) θ(i|Υ) + ln ( θ(i|α) θ(i|Υ) )] ≥ 0, a.s. (37)

More precisely each term of the sums is nonnegative. Now from Assumption (ND), the quantity (37) is equal to zero if and only if α = Υ. This underlines the exponential rate convergence towards Υ.

Remark. Let us assume the interaction of our measurement apparatus with the system involves only one hermitian operator C_i = C. In other words n = 0. Let us also assume we can choose either to have a continuous process as our measurement record or a counting process. In other words, either the quantum stochastic master equation is dρ(t) = L(ρ(t))dt + ( Cρ(t) + ρ(t)C^∗ − Tr[(C + C^∗)ρ(t)]ρ(t) ) dW_t (38) or dρ(t) = L(ρ(t−))dt + ( Cρ(t−)C^∗ Tr[C^∗Cρ(t−)] − ρ(t−) ) [dN̂(t) − Tr[C^∗Cρ(t−)]dt]. (39) In the diffusive case (38), the convergence rate (37) is equal to (c(α) − c(Υ))^2. In the counting case (39) it is equal to −c(Υ)^2[ln(c(α)^2/c(Υ)^2) + 1 − c(α)^2/c(Υ)^2]. A simple study shows that

(c(α) − c(Υ))^2 ≤ −c(Υ)^2[ln(c(α)^2/c(Υ)^2) + 1 − c(α)^2/c(Υ)^2].

So the choice of a counting process may lead to a higher convergence rate. But it comes at a price. Suppose C has two different eigenvalues of equal norm: c(α) ≠ c(β), |c(α)| = |c(β)|. The non degeneracy assumption (ND) is not fulfilled for the jump equation (39) whereas it is fulfilled for the diffusive equation (38).

We now study the situation where it exists i ∈ {p + 1, . . . , n} and α ∈ P, such that θ(i|α) = 0. In this case we shall study the following stopping times

T_i = min{t ∈ R_+ s.t. N̂_i(t) > 0}, i = p + 1, . . . , n (40) T (α) = min{T_i s.t. θ(i|α) = 0}, α ∈ P. (41)

Assume that q_α(0) ≠ 0, we have q_α(T (α)) = 0 and q_α(t) > 0, for all t < T (α) as well as q_α(t) = 0, for all t ≥ T (α). This way, if T (α) < ∞, the process (q_α(t)) converges to zero in finite time.

We have the following proposition which describes the distribution of T (α), α ∈ P.

Proposition 2. Let α ∈ P such that there exists i ∈ {p + 1, . . . , n} such that θ(i|α) = 0. Then, P(T (α) ≤ t|Υ = γ) = 1 − e^{−λ(α|γ)t}, where λ(α|γ) = ∑ i, s.t. θ(i|α)=0 θ(i|γ). Finally, we have P(T (α) ≤ t) = 1 − ∑ β∈P q_β (0)e^{−λ(α|β)t}.

Proof. Remember that, under Q_γ , (N̂_i(t)) are usual Poisson processes of intensities θ(i|γ). So, under Q_γ , the law of T_i is exponential with parameter equal to θ(i|γ), that is, Q_γ (T_i ≤ t) = 1 − e^{−θ(i|γ)t}, i = p + 1, . . . , n. Under Q_γ , T (α) is thus the minimum of a finite set of random variables obeying exponential laws. Since we have assumed that the Poisson point processes N_i(., .) are independent, under Q_γ the processes (N̂_i(t)) are also independent as well as the stopping times T_i. From the properties of exponential law, we have Q_γ (T (α) ≤ t) = 1 − e^{−λ(α|γ)t}. Since P = ∑ β∈P q_β(0)Q_β , we have P(T (α) ≤ t) = 1 − ∑ β∈P q_β (0)e^{−λ(α|β)t}, which concludes the proof.

Let us note that taking t goes to infinity we get

P(T (α) = ∞) = ∑ β, s.t.λ(α,β)=0 q_β(0) ≥ q_α(0) = P(q_α(∞) = 1).

In the next section, we address the problem of convergence when one does not have access to the process (ρ(t)) but only to the measurement records.

2.3 Stability

Usually, in experiments the initial state ρ_0 of the system H is unknown (this is sometimes that we want to estimate). This way we cannot have access to the quantum trajectory (ρ(t)). Nevertheless we have still access to the results given by the measurement apparatus. These results are directly connected to the quantum trajectory (2). In terms of processes, the results of the measurement are described by output processes in the following way. The observed processes are given by dy_i(t) = dW_i(t) + Tr[(C_i + C^∗_i )ρ(t−)]dt, i = 0, . . . , p for the diffusive part of the evolution and by dN̂_i(t), i = p + 1, . . . , n for the counting processes. The quantities y_i(t) and N̂_i(t) are the measurements recorded by the apparatus. In an homodyne or heterodyne detection scheme, y_i(t) would represent the detected photo current integrated up to time t whereas, in a direct photodetection scheme, N̂_i(t) would be the number of photons detected up to time t[19, 39]. The quantum trajectory can be expressed as follows ρ(t) = L(ρ(t−))dt + p∑ i=0 H_i(ρ(t−))(dy_i(t) − Tr[(C_i + C^∗_i )ρ(t−)]dt)

+ n∑ i=p+1 ( J_i(ρ(t−)) v_i(ρ(t−)) − ρ(t−) ) (dN̂_i(t) − v_i(ρ(t−))dt), (42) ρ(0) = ρ_0. (43)

In the case where we do not know the initial state ρ_0, we can estimate the quantum trajectory (ρ(t)) by using an estimate quantum trajectory (ρ̃(t)) satisfying the following stochastic differential equation ρ̃(t) = L(ρ̃(t−))dt + p∑ i=0 H_i(ρ̃(t−))(dy_i(t) − Tr[(C_i + C^∗_i )ρ̃(t−)]dt)

+ n∑ i=p+1 ( J_i(ρ̃(t−)) v_i(ρ̃(t−)) − ρ̃(t−) ) (dN̂_i(t) − v_i(ρ̃(t−))dt), (44) ρ̃(0) = ρ̃_0, (45)

where ρ̃_0 is an arbitrary state. Let us stress that (y_i(t)), i = 0, . . . , p and (N̂_i(t)), i = p + 1, . . . , n are the output processes attached to the true quantum trajectory (ρ(t)). This way, if ρ̃_0 = ρ_0 we get (ρ̃(t)) = (ρ(t)). In particular the estimate quantum trajectory (ρ̃(t)) is governed by the measurement record as if it was the true quantum trajectory. This can allow to simulate an estimation of the true quantum trajectory. Such an estimate is often called a quantum filter. An important question is to know if the estimate become closer and closer to the true quantum trajectory when t goes to infinity. In particular does the distance between the estimate and the true quantum trajectory converges to zero? Such a property is related to the so called stability of quantum filter. For general schemes of indirect measurement, partial results in this direction has been developed in [2] (it is shown that the fidelity between (ρ(t)) and (ρ̃(t)) increases at least in average when t increases).

Here, in the context of QND we show that the estimate quantum trajectory converges to the same state than the one of the true quantum trajectory. We shall show namely that (ρ̃(t)) converges to |Υ⟩⟨Υ| when t goes to infinity. This is achieved by a direct analysis of the quantities q̃_α(t) = Tr[ρ̃(t)|α⟩⟨α|], for all α ∈ P and for all t ≥ 0. The processes (q̃_α(t)) repesent actually the estimate of the true (q_α(t)).

From Equation (44), we can see that the processes (q̃_α(t)) are solutions of

dq̃_α(t) = q̃_α(t−) [_p ∑ i=0 ( r(i|α) − ⟨r̃_i(t−)⟩ )( dW_i(t) + ( ⟨r_i(t−)⟩ − ⟨r̃_i(t−)⟩ ))

+ n∑ i=p+1 ( θ(i|α) ⟨θ̃_i(t−)⟩ − 1 ) ( dN̂_i(t) − ⟨θ̃_i(t−)⟩dt )] . (46)

Let us treat the case where θ(i|α) ≠ 0, for all α ∈ P and for all i = p + 1, . . . , n. Eq. (46) are still Dade-Doleans exponential and the solution of (46) are given by

q̃_t(α) = q̃_0(α) × exp [_p ∑ i=0 ( ∫_t 0 ( r(i|α) − ⟨r̃_i(s−)⟩ )( dW_i(s) + ( ⟨r_i(s−)⟩ − ⟨r̃_i(s−)⟩ ) ds )

− 1 2 ∫_t 0 ( r(i|α) − ⟨r̃_i(s−)⟩ )_2 ds )

+ n∑ i=p+1 ( ∫_t 0 ln ( θ(i|α) ⟨θ̃_i(s−)⟩ ) dN̂_i(s) − ∫_t 0 ( θ(i|α) − ⟨θ̃_i(s−)⟩ ) )ds )] , (47)

for all α ∈ P and for all t ≥ 0.

Let us stress that, in general, these processes are no more (F_t) martingales. We cannot then conclude to their convergence by using martingale convergence results. Nevertheless the quantity q̃_t(α)/q̃_t(γ) takes exactly the same form than the one of the true quantum trajectory. More precisely, assume that q̃_γ (0) ≠ 0, after computations we get that

q̃_α(t) q̃_γ (t) = q̃_α(0) q̃_γ (0)

× exp [_p ∑ i=0 ( ∫_t 0 ( r(i|α) − r(i|γ) ) dX^γ_i (s) − 1 2 ∫_t 0 (r(i|α) − r(i|γ))^2ds )

+ n∑ i=p+1 ( ∫_t 0 ln ( θ(i|α) θ(i|γ) ) dM̂^γ_i (s) − ∫_t 0 (θ(i|α) − θ(i|γ)) − ln ( θ(i|α) θ(i|γ) ) θ(i|γ))ds )] , (48)

for all α, γ ∈ P, where the processes (X^γ_i (t)), i = 0, . . . , p and (M^γ_i (t)), i = p+1, . . . , n have been defined in (28). Now we would like to consider the limit of this quantity under Q_γ . To this end, we first need to consider a γ such that q_γ (0) ≠ 0. In this case, if q̃_α(0) ≠ 0, we get

lim_{t→∞} 1 t ln ( q̃_α(t) q̃_γ (t) ) = − 1 2 p∑ i=0 (r(i|α)−r(i|γ))^2+ n∑ i=p+1 θ(i|γ) [ 1 − θ(i|α) θ(i|γ) + ln ( θ(i|α) θ(i|γ) )] , (49)

Q_γ almost surely. As a consequence, we get again

lim_{t→∞} 1 t ln ( q̃_α(t) q̃_Υ(t) ) = − 1 2 p∑ i=0 (r(i|α)−r(i|Υ))^2+ n∑ i=p+1 θ(i|Υ) [ 1 − θ(i|α) θ(i|Υ) + ln ( θ(i|α) θ(i|Υ) )] , (50)

P almost surely. This yields that P almost surely

q̃_α(t) = q̃_Υ(t)e^{−t}

[_1 2 ∑_p i=0(r(i|α)−r(i|Υ))^2 − ∑_n i=p+1 θ(i|Υ)[1− θ(i|α) θ(i|Υ) +ln( θ(i|α) θ(i|Υ) )]+∘(1) ] . (51)

Now we consider Ω^{′′} with P(Ω^{′′}) = 1 and such that (51) is fulfilled for all ω ∈ Ω^{′′}. Let ω ∈ Ω^{′′} be fixed. For any α such that α ≠ Υ(ω), under Assumption (ND) there exists i such that either r(i|α) ≠ r(i|Υ(ω)) or θ(i|α) ≠ θ(i|Υ(ω)). Hence, since 0 ≤ q̃_Υ(t) ≤ 1, we can conclude that lim_{t→∞} q̃_α(t)(ω) = 0.

Now, since ∑ q̃_α(t) = 1 still holds, we deduce that

lim_{t→∞} q̃_{Υ(ω)}(t)(ω) = 1.

Note that the result (50) requires only that q̃_α(0) ≠ 0 as soon as q_α(0) ≠ 0. Then, we can express the following result.

Proposition 3. Assume that θ(i|α) > 0, for all α ∈ P and for all i = p+1, . . . , n. Assume Assumption (ND) is satisfied. Assume that q̃_α(0) ≠ 0 for any α ∈ P such that q_α(0) ≠ 0.

Let (q̃_α(t)) be the stochastic processes defined by (47) with q̃_α(0) ≠ 0. We have

lim_{t→∞} q̃_Υ(t) = 1, lim_{t→∞} q̃_α(t)1_{Υ≠α} = 0, (52)

P almost surely. Moreover, the convergence is exponentially fast, that is

lim_{t→∞} 1 t ln ( q̃_α(t) q̃_Υ(t) ) = − 1 2 p∑ i=0 (r(i|α)−r(i|Υ))^2+ n∑ i=p+1 θ(i|Υ) [ 1 − θ(i|α) θ(i|Υ) + ln ( θ(i|α) θ(i|Υ) )] , (53)

P almost surely.

Finally lim_{t→∞} ρ̃(t) = |Υ⟩⟨Υ|, P almost surely.

In particular, it appears clearly that lim_{t→∞} ρ̃(t) = lim_{t→∞} ρ(t) = |Υ⟩⟨Υ| which shows the stability of the estimation and the convergence rate is the same.

Remark that if q̃_α(0) = 0, then the conditions of our proposition impose q_α(0) = 0. Otherwise the estimation would be irrelevant. In the case q_α(0) = 0, this does not necessarily impose that q̃_α(0) = 0. In the case q̃_α(0) ≠ 0, we still have that lim_{t→∞} q̃_α(t) = 0, almost surely (exponentially fast). In particular, in experiment a safe choice is to choose ρ̃(0) such that q̃_α(0) ≠ 0, for all α ∈ P.

In the situation where it exists i ∈ {p + 1, . . . , n}, such that θ(i|α) = 0, it is interesting to note that when a q_α(t) vanishes, the same happens for the estimate q̃_α(t). This follows from the fact that we have access to the jumping times of the processes N̂_i(.) through the measurement records.

Acknowledgments

C. P. acknowledges financial support from the ANR project HAM-MARK, N^∘ ANR-09- BLAN-0098-01.

T. B. thanks Denis Bernard for helpful discussions and acknowledges financial support from ANR contracts ANR-2010-BLANC-0414.01 and ANR-2010-BLANC-0414.02.

References

[1] H. Amini, M. Mirrahimi and P. Rouchon, On stability of continuous-time quantum filters. arXiv:1103.2706.

[2] H. Amini, R. Pierre and C. Pellegrini, On stability of generalized continuous quantum time filter: perfect and imperfect measurements. preprint.

[3] H. Amini, M. Mirrahimi and P. Rouchon, Stabilization of a delayed quantum system:

the photon box case-study. IEEE Trans. Automat. Control 57 (2012), no. 8, 1918–1930.

[4] H. Amini, A. Somaraju, I. Dotsenko, C. Sayrin, M. Mirrahimi and P. Rouchon, Feedback stabilization of discrete-time quantum systems subject to non-demolition measurements with imperfections and delays. arXiv:1201.1387.

[5] S. Attal and Y. Pautrat, From (n + 1)-level atom chains to n-dimensional noises.

Ann. Inst. H. Poincaré Probab. Statist., 41(3) (2005) 391–407.

[6] S. Attal and Y. Pautrat, From repeated to continuous quantum interactions. Ann.

Henri Poincaré, 7(1) (2006) 59–104.

[7] A. Barchielli, Direct and heterodyne detection and other applications of quantum stochastic calculus to quantum optics. Quantum Opt. 2, (1990) 423–441.

[8] A. Barchielli and M. Gregoratti, Quantum Trajectories and Measurements in Continuous Time: The Diffusive Case. Lecture Notes in Physics Vol. 782. Springer Verlag, 2009.

[9] A. Barchielli and V. P. Belavkin, Measurements continuous in time and a posteriori states in quantum mechanics. J. Phys. A, 24(7) (1991) 1495–1514.

[10] A. Barchielli and A. M. Paganoni, Stochastic differential equations for trace-class operators and quantum continual measurements. In Stochastic partial differential equations and applications (Trento, 2002), of Lecture Notes in Pure and Appl. Math. Vol. 227, 53–67. Dekker, New York, 2002.

[11] A. Barchielli and F. Zucca, On a class of stochastic differential equations used in quantum optics. Rend. Sem. Mat. Fis. Milano, 66 (1998) 355–376.

[12] A. Barchielli and A.S. Holevo, Constructing Quantum Measurement Processes via Classical stochastic Calculus. Stochastic Processes and their applications 58 (1995) 293–317.

[13] M. Bauer and D. Bernard Convergence of repeated quantum nondemolition measurements and wave-function collapse. Phys. Rev. A 84 (2011) 044103.

[14] M. Bauer, T. Benoist and D. Bernard, Repeated Quantum Non-Demolition Measurements: Convergence and Continuous Time Limit. Ann. Henri Poincaré 14(4) (2013) 639–679.

[15] M. Bauer, D. Bernard and T. Benoist, Iterated stochastic measurements J. Phys. A:

Math. Theor. 45 (2012) 494020

[16] V. P. Belavkin and O. Melsheimer. Quantum Diffusion, Measurement and Filtering.

Probability Theory And Its Applications 38 (1993) 742.

[17] V. P. Belavkin, A continuous counting observation and posterior quantum dynamics.

J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 22 (1989) 1109–1114.

[18] H. P Breuer and F. Petruccione, The theory of open quantum systems. Oxford University Press, New York (2002).

[19] H.J. Carmichael, An open systems approach to quantum optics. Springer, Berlin (1993).

[20] H.J. Carmichael, Statistical Methods in Quantum Optics 1: Master Equations and Fokker-Planck Equations. Springer, Berlin (1999).

[21] H. J. Carmichael, Statistical Methods in Quantum Optics 2: Non-classical Fields.

Springer-Verlag, Berlin (2008).

[22] A. A. Clerk, M. H. Devoret, S. M. Girvin, Florian Marquardt, and R. J. Schoelkopf, Introduction to quantum noise, measurement, and amplification Rev. Mod. Phys. 82 (2010) 11551208.

[23] E. B. Davies, Quantum theory of open systems. Academic Press, London (1976).

[24] C.-W. Gardiner and P. Zoller, Quantum Noise: A Handbook of Markovian and Non-Markovian Quantum Stochastic Methods with Applications to Quantum Optics. Springer (2004).

[25] N. Gisin and I.C. Percival, The quantum-state diffusion model applied to open systems.

J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 25 (1992) 5677–5691.

[26] V. Gorini, A. Kossakowski and E. C. G. Sudarshan, Completely positive semigroups of N-level systems. J. Math. Phys. 17 (1976) 821.

[27] C. Guerlin, J. Bernu, S. Delglise, C. Sayrin, S. Gleyzes, S. Kuhr, M. Brune, J.-M.

Raimond and S. Haroche, Progressive field-state collapse and quantum non-demolition photon counting. Nature 448 (2007) 889.

[28] S. Haroche and J.-M. Raimond, Exploring the quantum. Atoms, cavities and photons.

Oxford University Press, Oxford (2006).

[29] S. Gleyzes, S. Kuhr, C. Guerlin, J. Bernu, S. Deléglise, U. B. Hoff, M. Brune, J.-M.

Raimond and S. Haroche, Quantum jumps of light recording the birth and death of a photon in a cavity. Nature 446 (2007) 297–300.

[30] G. Lindblad, On the generators of quantum dynamical semigroups. Comm. Math.

Phys. Vol. 48, Number 2 (1976) 119–130.

[31] G. J. Milburn, Quantum measurement theory of optical heterodyne detection Phys.

Rev. A 36 (1987) 5271–5279.

[32] M. Mirrahimi and R. van Handel , Stabilizing feedback controls for quantum systems.

SIAM J. Control Optim. 46 (2007) 445-467.

[33] C. Pellegrini, Existence, uniqueness and approximation of a stochastic Schrödinger equation: the diffusive case. The Ann. of Prob. 36 (2008) 2332–2353.

[34] C. Pellegrini, Existence, uniqueness and approximation of the jump-type stochastic Schrödinger equation for two-level systems. Stochastic Processes and their Applications, 120 (2010) 1722–1747.

[35] C. Pellegrini, Markov Chains Approximations of jump-Diffusion Stochastic Master Equations. Ann. Inst. H. Poincaré Probab. Statist. 46 (2010) 924–948.

[36] P. Rouchon, Fidelity is a sub-martingale for discrete-time quantum filters. IEEE Trans. Automat. Control 56 (2011) 2743–2747.

[37] C. Sayrin, I. Dotsenko, X. Zhou, B. Peaudecerf, T. Rybarczyk, S. Gleyzes, P. Rouchon, M. Mirrahimi, H. Amini, M. Brune, J.-M. Raimond and S. Haroche, Real-time quantum feedback prepares and stabilizes photon number states. Nature 477 (2011) 73–77.

[38] R. van Handel, The stability of quantum Markov filters. Infin. Dimens. Anal. Quantum Probab. Relat. Top. 12 (2009) 153–172.

[39] H. M. Wiseman. and G.-J. Milburn, Quantum measurement and control. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge (2010).

[40] H. M. Wiseman, Quantum trajectories and feedback. Diss. University of Queensland (1994).

[41] M. Ziman, P. Štelmachovič and V. Bužek, Description of quantum dynamics of open systems based on collision-like models. Open systems and information dynamics 12 (2005) 81–91.