arXiv:2103.09279v1 [quant-ph] 16 Mar 2021

Thursday 18^{th} March, 2021 02:59 WSPC/INSTRUCTION FILE QEF˙Girsanov˙journal˙IDAQPRT

Infinite Dimensional Analysis, Quantum Probability and Related Topics © World Scientific Publishing Company

Quadratic-exponential functionals of Gaussian quantum processes

Igor G. Vladimirov^∗, Ian R. Petersen^† and Matthew R. James^‡ School of Engineering, College of Engineering and Computer Science, Australian National University, Canberra, Acton, ACT 2601, Australia ∗igor.g.vladimirov@gmail.com,^†i.r.petersen@gmail.com,^‡matthew.james@anu.edu.au

This paper is concerned with exponential moments of integral-of-quadratic functions of quantum processes with canonical commutation relations of position-momentum type. Such quadratic-exponential functionals (QEFs) arise as robust performance criteria in control problems for open quantum harmonic oscillators (OQHOs) driven by bosonic fields. We develop a randomised representation for the QEF using a Karhunen-Loeve expansion of the quantum process on a bounded time interval over the eigenbasis of its two-point commutator kernel, with noncommuting position-momentum pairs as coefficients. This representation holds regardless of a particular quantum state and employs averaging over an auxiliary classical Gaussian random process whose covariance operator is specified by the commutator kernel. This allows the QEF to be related to the moment-generating functional of the quantum process and computed for multipoint Gaussian states. For stationary Gaussian quantum processes, we establish a frequency-domain formula for the QEF rate in terms of the Fourier transform of the quantum covariance kernel in composition with trigonometric functions. A differential equation is obtained for the QEF rate with respect to the risk sensitivity parameter for its approximation and numerical computation. The QEF is also applied to large deviations and worst-case mean square cost bounds for OQHOs in the presence of statistical uncertainty with a quantum relative entropy description.

Keywords: Quantum process; quadratic-exponential functional; randomised representation; moment generating functional; Gaussian quantum state; stationary Gaussian quantum process; open quantum harmonic oscillator; quantum relative entropy.

AMS Subject Classification: 81S22, 81S25, 81P16, 81S05, 81R15, 47B35, 81Q10, 37L40, 60G15, 81Q93, 93B35, 94A17.

1. Introduction

Interaction of quantum mechanical systems with their environment (involving, for example, other quantum systems, external quantum fields or classical measuring devices), which is the main subject of open quantum dynamics, is viewed in quantum control also from the point of achieving certain dynamic properties for such systems. This gives rise to control and filtering settings for quantum networks, which can consist of a quantum plant and a quantum or classical feedback controller or observer with direct or field-mediated coupling, or more complicated interconnections of several quantum systems23^,33. Tractable models for such systems with continuous variables include, in particular, open quantum harmonic oscillators (OQHOs) governed by linear quantum stochastic differential equations (QSDEs) in the framework of the Hudson-Parthasarathy calculus27^,45^,47. These models are used in linear quantum systems theory41^,50 in combination with performance criteria, which are organised as cost functionals to be minimised over admissible system interconnections and their parameters.

Similarly to the use of quadratic cost functionals (such as the mean square value of the estimation error) in the Kolmogorov-Wiener-Hopf-Kalman filtering and linear-quadratic-Gaussian control theories2 for classical linear stochastic systems, linear quantum control also employs quadratic performance criteria15^,40^,72. In particular, quadratic cost functionals and their minimization provide a natural way to quantify and improve the performance of observers in quantum filtering problems in terms of the mean square discrepancy between the system variables and their estimates38. The mean square optimality criteria for linear quantum stochastic systems are complemented by (and are a limiting case of) the quantum mechanical adaptation of quadratic-exponential cost functionals, which originate from classical risk-sensitive control3^,30^,71.

The quadratic exponential functional61 (QEF) (see also Ref. 5) retains the general structure of its classical counterparts and is organised as the averaged exponential of the integral of a quadratic function of the system variables over a bounded time interval. Being a higher-order mixed moment of the quantum variables, the QEF leads to exponential upper bounds on the tail distributions for quadratic functions of the quantum system trajectories61,

∗Corresponding author

Thursday 18^{th} March, 2021 02:59 WSPC/INSTRUCTION FILE QEF˙Girsanov˙journal˙IDAQPRT

2 I.G.Vladimirov, I.R.Petersen & M.R.James

which corresponds to the large deviations theory for classical random processes13^,58. Another useful property of the QEF is its relation62 with upper bounds on the worst-case values of mean square costs in the presence of quantum statistical uncertainty, when the actual system-field state differs from its nominal model, but the deviation is limited in terms of quantum relative entropy42^,43^,73. These properties involve the QEF in such a way that its minimization makes the dynamic behaviour of the open quantum system more conservative and robust. The robustness considerations are relevant, for example, for applications to quantum optics70 and quantum information processing39, which demand certain insensitivity to unmodelled nonlinear dynamics along with the possibility to isolate the quantum system from its surroundings in a controlled fashion.

The resulting robust performance analysis and optimal control problems require methods for computing and minimizing the QEF, which is different both from its classical predecessors and the quantum risk-sensitive control formulation31^,32 with time-ordered exponentials despite the Lie-algebraic links64 between these two classes of cost functionals. These differences are caused by the noncommutativity of the underlying quantum variables and have close algebraic and quantum probabilistic connections with the operator exponential structures arising in the context of operator algebras1, quantum mechanical extensions of the Lévy area11^,28, and the moment-generating and partition functions for quadratic Hamiltonians in quantum statistical mechanics4^,48^,53.

The development of methods for computing the QEF has been a subject of several recent publications based on a parametric randomization technique of Ref. 63. This result allows the exponential moment of a quadratic function of a finite number of quantum variables with canonical commutation relations (CCRs), similar to those of the positions and momenta, to be represented in a randomised form. This representation involves classical averaging over auxiliary independent standard normal random variables as parameters of the moment-generating function of the quantum variables. The randomised representation was then extended to continuous time using quantum Karhunen-Loeve (QKL) expansions65^,66 for system variables of OQHOs over different basis functions, with the QKL expansion being a quantum counterpart of its predecessor for classical random processes20^,29. These results have led to an integral operator representation67 of the QEF over bounded time intervals for OQHOs in multipoint Gaussian quantum states46^,61. This finite-horizon representation has subsequently been used in Ref. 68 in order to establish a frequency-domain formula for the infinite-horizon asymptotic growth rate of the logarithm of the QEF for invariant Gaussian states of stable OQHOs, driven by vacuum bosonic fields45.

The purpose of the present paper is a systematic extension of the results, briefly announced in the abovementioned conference papers62^,65^,66^,67^,68, to a wider class of quantum processes, which contain, as a particular case, those formed from the system variables of OQHOs. More precisely, the paper is concerned with exponential moments of integral-of-quadratic functions of quantum processes formed by time-varying self-adjoint quantum variables satisfying CCRs similar to those of the positions and momenta. We develop a Girsanov type representation for the QEF using a QKL expansion of the quantum process on a bounded time interval over the real and imaginary parts of the orthonormal eigenfunctions of a skew self-adjoint integral operator with the two-point commutator kernel of the process, provided the operator has no zero eigenvalues. The coefficients of the QKL expansion are organised as noncommuting position-momentum pairs. The resulting representation of the QEF is valid regardless of a particular quantum state and employs averaging over an auxiliary classical Gaussian random process whose covariance operator is defined in terms of the quantum commutator kernel. We use this representation in order to relate the QEF to the moment-generating functional (MGF) of the quantum process and compute it when this process is in a multipoint Gaussian state. For stationary zero-mean Gaussian quantum processes (including but not limited to those generated by the system variables of a stable OQHO in its invariant state), we obtain a frequency-domain formula for the QEF growth rate in terms of the Fourier transforms of the real and imaginary parts of the quantum covariance function in composition with trigonometric functions. This leads to a differential equation for the QEF growth rate with respect to the risk sensitivity parameter, which is applicable to its asymptotic approximation and numerical computation using a homotopy method similar to that for solving parameter dependent algebraic equations37. These results are also specified for invariant Gaussian states of stable OQHOs driven by vacuum fields, in which case the quantum covariance function of the stationary Gaussian quantum process, linearly related to the system variables, has a rational Fourier transform. In this case, the eigenvalue problem for the commutator kernel is related to a boundary value problem for a second-order ODE, and a sufficient condition is obtained for the absence of zero eigenvalues. For stable OQHOs, we also apply the QEF growth rate to upper bounds on the worst-case growth rate of a mean square cost in the presence of statistical uncertainty described in

Thursday 18^{th} March, 2021 02:59 WSPC/INSTRUCTION FILE QEF˙Girsanov˙journal˙IDAQPRT

Quadratic-exponential functionals of Gaussian quantum processes 3

terms of the quantum relative entropy rate of the actual system-field state with respect to its nominal model.

The paper is organised as follows. Section 2 specifies the class of quantum processes with position-momentum type CCRs being considered. Section 3 discusses the eigenvalues and eigenfunctions of the skew self-adjoint integral operator with the two-point commutator kernel of the process. Section 4 employs this eigenbasis for a finitehorizon QKL expansion of the process. Section 5 specifies a QEF for the quantum process and applies the QKL expansion in order to represent this functional in terms of averaging over an auxiliary classical random sequence. Section 6 develops a continuous-time version of this randomised representation using a classical Gaussian process and the moment-generating functional of the quantum process. Section 7 specifies this representation for multipoint Gaussian quantum states. Section 8 establishes the infinite-horizon asymptotic growth rate for the logarithm of the QEF for stationary zero-mean Gaussian quantum processes. Section 9 discusses a homotopy technique for computing the QEF growth rate and its asymptotic expansion over the risk sensitivity parameter. Section 10 specifies the above results to the system variables of a stable OQHO driven by vacuum input fields. Section 11 applies the QEF rate to upper bounds on the worst-case quadratic costs for OQHOs in the presence of statistical uncertainty. Section 12 makes concluding remarks. Appendix A provides a randomised representation for elementary quadratic-exponential functions of position-momentum pairs, which is used in Section 5.

2. Quantum Processes Being Considered

We consider a quantum process X := (X_k)_{1⩽k⩽n} consisting of self-adjoint operators X_1(t),... ,X_n(t) on a complex separable Hilbert space H. It is assumed that these quantum variables are weakly continuous functions74 of time t ⩾ 0 with the two-point canonical commutation relations (CCRs)

[X(s),X(t)^T] := ([X_j(s),X_k(t)])_{1⩽ j,k⩽n} = 2iΛ(s,t) ⊗ I_H, s,t ⩾ 0 (2.1)

on a common dense domain in H, specified by a continuous function Λ : R^2_+ → R^{n×n} (with R_+ := [0,+∞)) satisfying

Λ(s,t) = −Λ(t,s)^T, s,t ⩾ 0. (2.2)

Here, (·)^T is the matrix transpose (vectors are organised as columns unless indicated otherwise), [α,β ] := αβ −β α is the commutator of linear operators, i := √ −1 is the imaginary unit, ⊗ is the tensor product of spaces or operators (in particular, the Kronecker product of matrices), and I_H is the identity operator on H. For any complex matrix C ∈ C^{a×b} , the matrix C ⊗ I_H is identified with C.

In view of (2.1), (2.2), the real antisymmetric matrix Λ(t,t) of order n describes the one-point CCRs for the process X:

[X(t),X(t)^T] = 2iΛ(t,t), t ⩾ 0. (2.3)

Such CCRs hold for pairs of the quantum mechanical position and momentum operators53 ξ and η := −i∂_ξ , implemented on the Schwartz space59 and satisfying [ξ ,η] = i, so that the vector

ζ := [ ξ η ] (2.4)

has the CCR matrix^1_2 J in the sense that

[ζ ,ζ^T] = [ [ξ ,ξ ] [ξ ,η] [η,ξ ] [η,η] ] = iJ, (2.5)

where

J := [ 0 1 −1 0 ] (2.6)

spans the subspace of antisymmetric matrices of order 2. The conjugate position-momentum pairs provide building blocks for more complicated CCRs between several (or an infinite number of) quantum variables.

For a fixed but otherwise arbitrary time horizon T > 0, the two-point CCR function Λ in (2.1) gives rise to an integral operator L , which acts on a function f ∈ L^2([0,T ],C^n ) as

L ( f )(s) := ∫ T 0 Λ(s,t) f (t)dt, 0 ⩽ s ⩽ T, (2.7)

Thursday 18^{th} March, 2021 02:59 WSPC/INSTRUCTION FILE QEF˙Girsanov˙journal˙IDAQPRT

4 I.G.Vladimirov, I.R.Petersen & M.R.James

and is skew self-adjoint in view of (2.2). The Hilbert spaces L^2([0,T ],C^r ) of square integrable functions f ,g : [0,T ] → C^r are endowed with the inner product ⟨ f ,g⟩ := ∫ T 0 f (t)^∗g(t)dt and the norm ‖ f ‖ := √ ⟨ f , f ⟩ = √∫_T 0 | f (t)|^2dt, where (·)^∗ := (·)^T is the complex conjugate transpose, and |·| is the standard Euclidean norm. With its kernel function Λ being continuous, the operator L is compact52.

3. Eigenbasis for the Two-Point Commutator Kernel

Since the operator L in (2.7) is skew self-adjoint (and hence, iL is self-adjoint), its eigenvalues are purely imaginary. Furthermore, they are symmetric about the origin. Indeed, since L maps the real subspace L^2([0,T ],R^n ) into itself, then for any eigenfunction f : [0,T ] → C^n of this operator, with

φ := Re f , ψ := Im f , (3.1)

and eigenvalue iω, so that L ( f ) = iω f , with ω ∈ R, the function f = φ − iψ satisfies L ( f ) = L (φ) − iL (ψ) = L ( f ) = −iω f and is, therefore, an eigenfunction of L with the eigenvalue −iω. This property is represented in vector-matrix form as [ L ( f ) L ( f ) ] = iω [ f f ] [ 1 0 0 −1 ] , (3.2)

where both sides of the equality are C^{n×2} -valued functions on [0,T ]. For what follows, we assume that the null space of the operator L is trivial:

kerL = {0}, (3.3)

that is, L has no zero eigenvalues. This means that there does not exist a nonzero f ∈ L^2([0,T ],C^n ) which makes [ X(s), ∫ T 0 f (t)^TX(t)dt ] = 2iL ( f )(s) vanish for all 0 ⩽ s ⩽ T . The property (3.3) can therefore be interpreted as “complete noncommutativity” of the quantum process X over the time interval [0,T ].

Let f ∈ L^2([0,T ],C^n ) \ {0} be an eigenfunction of L with the eigenvalue iω, where ω > 0 (without loss of generality under the condition (3.3)) will be referred to as an eigenfrequency of L . The functions φ,ψ ∈ L^2([0,T ],R^n ) in (3.1) satisfy ‖φ‖^2 + ‖ψ‖^2 = ‖ f ‖^2 = ‖ f ‖^2 and are related by L (φ) = −ωψ and L (ψ) = ωφ, or, in vector-matrix form, [ L (φ) L (ψ) ] = ω [ φ ψ ] J, (3.4)

where J is the matrix from (2.6). The equality (3.4) is a real-valued version of (3.2) in view of the identities [ f f ] = [ φ ψ ] Δ (3.5)

and iΔ [ 1 0 0 −1 ] Δ^{−1} = J, where

Δ := [ 1 1 i −i ] , (3.6)

with the matrix^{1√}_2 Δ being unitary. Since the eigenfunctions f , f correspond to the different eigenvalues ±iω of the skew self-adjoint operator L , they are orthogonal, and their Gram matrix takes the form G( f , f ) := ∫ T 0 [ f (t) f (t) ]_∗[ f (t) f (t) ] dt = [ ‖ f ‖^2 ⟨ f , f ⟩ ⟨ f , f ⟩ ‖ f ‖^2 ] = ‖ f ‖^2I_2, where I_r is the identity matrix of order r. On the other hand,

it follows from (3.5) that G( f , f ) = Δ^∗G(φ,ψ)Δ, and hence, in view of the symmetry of ⟨·,·⟩ on the real subspace

L^2([0,T ],R^n ) and the unitarity of the matrix^{1√}_2 Δ, G(φ,ψ) = [ ‖φ‖^2 ⟨φ,ψ⟩ ⟨φ,ψ⟩ ‖ψ‖^2 ] =^1_2 ΔG( f , f )Δ^∗ =^1_2 ‖ f ‖^2I_2, which is equivalent to

‖φ‖^2 = ‖ψ‖^2 = 1 2 ‖ f ‖^2, ⟨φ,ψ⟩ = 0. (3.7)

If f , g are eigenfunctions of L with eigenvalues iω and iμ, so that L ( f ) = iω f and L (g) = iμg, then ω ≠ μ implies ⟨ f ,g⟩ = 0. In particular, if ω > 0 and μ > 0, then f , g correspond to the different eigenvalues iω ≠ −iμ,

Thursday 18^{th} March, 2021 02:59 WSPC/INSTRUCTION FILE QEF˙Girsanov˙journal˙IDAQPRT

Quadratic-exponential functionals of Gaussian quantum processes 5

and hence, ⟨ f ,g⟩ = 0. The eigenfunctions with a common eigenvalue are orthonormalised by the Gram-Schmidt procedure52.

For what follows, all the eigenfrequencies ω_k > 0 of the operator L in (2.7) are numbered by positive integers k ∈ N := {1,2,3,...}. The eigenfunctions

f_k = φ_k + iψ_k, f_k = φ_k − iψ_k (3.8)

of L , with the corresponding eigenvalues ±iω_k, and their real and imaginary parts

φ_k := Re f_k, ψ_k := Im f_k (3.9)

satisfy

⟨ f_j, f_k⟩ = δ_{jk}, ⟨ f_j, f_k⟩ = ⟨ f_j, f_k⟩ = δ_{jk}, ⟨ f_j, f_k⟩ = 0, (3.10)

or equivalently,

⟨φ_j,φ_k⟩ = ⟨ψ_j,ψ_k⟩ = 1 2 δ_{jk}, ⟨φ_j,ψ_k⟩ = 0, j,k ∈ N, (3.11)

with δ_{jk} the Kronecker delta, where the relations (3.7) are also used. An equivalent form of (3.11) is ∫ T 0 h_j(t)^Th_k(t)dt = [ ⟨φ_j,φ_k⟩ ⟨φ_j,ψ_k⟩ ⟨ψ_j,φ_k⟩ ⟨ψ_j,ψ_k⟩ ] = 1 2 δ_{jk}I_2, (3.12)

where the functions h_k ∈ L^2([0,T ],R^{n×2} ) are formed from the R^n -valued functions in (3.9) as

h_k := [ φ_k ψ_k ] . (3.13)

The eigenfunctions (3.8) can be represented as [ f_k f_k ] = h_kΔ in terms of (3.13) by using (3.6). The resolution of the identity over the orthonormal eigenfunctions of the operator L takes the form f = ∑^{+∞}_{k=1}(⟨ f_k, f ⟩ f_k + ⟨ f_k, f ⟩ f_k) for any f ∈ L^2([0,T ],C^n ), or formally, 2 +∞ ∑_{k=1}^{Re( f}k^{(s) f}k^{(t)∗) = δ (s − t)I}n^{, 0 ⩽ s,t ⩽ T, (3.14)}

where δ is the Dirac delta-function. Hence, the kernel function Λ admits the following expansion over the eigenbasis:

Λ(s,t) = i +∞ ∑_{k=1}^ωk^{( f}k^{(s) f}k^{(t)∗ − f}k^{(s) f}k^{(t)T) = −2 +∞}∑_{k=1}^ωk^{Im( f}k^{(s) f}k^{(t)∗),} = 2 +∞ ∑_{k=1}^ωk^{(φ}k^{(s)ψ}k^{(t)T − ψ}k^{(s)φ}k^{(t)T) = 2 +∞}∑_{k=1}^ωk^hk^{(s)Jh}k^{(t)T, 0 ⩽ s,t ⩽ T, (3.15)}

where the matrix J is given by (2.6). This expansion is similar to the Mercer representation36 for positive semidefinite self-adjoint integral operators with continuous kernels (see also Ref. 6 and references therein). Since −iL is a self-adjoint operator on L^2([0,T ],C^n ) with the kernel −iΛ, the eigenvalues ±ω_k and the corresponding eigenfunctions f_k, f_k, then, in accordance with (3.15), (3.12), the squared Hilbert-Schmidt norm52 of the operator L in (2.7) is

‖L ‖^2_{HS} = ∫ [0,T ]^2

‖Λ(s,t)‖^2_Fdsdt = 2 +∞ ∑_{k=1}^{ω2}k^{= −Tr(L 2) < +∞, (3.16)}

where ‖N‖_F := √ Tr(N^∗N) is the Frobenius norm of a real or complex matrix N. The trace of the positive definite self-adjoint operator −L^2 in (3.16) takes into account the double multiplicity of the eigenvalues −(±iω_k)^2 = ω^2_k .

If ϕ is a function of a complex variable, holomorphic in a neighbourhood of the line segment D := i‖L ‖[−1,1] ⊂ iR (containing the spectrum of the operator L ), where ‖L ‖ = max_{k⩾1} ω_k is the L^2-induced operator norm of L , then ϕ(L ) is a bounded operator on L^2([0,T ],C^n ) with the eigenvalues ϕ(±iω_k) and the

Thursday 18^{th} March, 2021 02:59 WSPC/INSTRUCTION FILE QEF˙Girsanov˙journal˙IDAQPRT

6 I.G.Vladimirov, I.R.Petersen & M.R.James

eigenfunctions (3.8) inherited from L . In view of (3.14), (3.15), the kernel function of ϕ(L ) is given by +∞ ∑_{k=1}^{(ϕ(iω}k^{) f}k^{(s) f}k^{(t)∗ + ϕ(−iω}k^{) f}k^{(s) f}k^{(t)T) = 2 +∞}∑_{k=1}^{(ϕ}+^{(iω}k^{)Re( f}k^{(s) f}k^{(t)∗) + iϕ}−^{(iω}k^{)Im( f}k^{(s) f}k^{(t)∗)),} = 2 +∞ ∑_{k=1}^hk^{(s)(ϕ}+^{(iω}k^{)I}2^{− iϕ}−^{(iω}k^{)J)h}k^{(t)T, 0 ⩽ s,t ⩽ T, (3.17)}

where ϕ_±(z) :=^1_2 (ϕ(z) ± ϕ(−z)) are the symmetric and antisymmetric parts of the function ϕ, so that ϕ(±z) = ϕ_+(z) ± ϕ_−(z). In particular, if ϕ is symmetric (and hence, ϕ^′(0) = 0) and satisfies ϕ(0) = 0, then (3.16) implies that the operator ϕ(L ) is of trace class52, with

Trϕ(L ) = 2 +∞ ∑_{k=1}^{ϕ(iω}k^{), (3.18)}

where the series is absolutely convergent in view of the asymptotic relation ϕ(iω) ∼ −^1_2 ϕ^{′′}(0)ω^2, as ω → 0.

4. Quantum Karhunen-Loeve Expansion Using the Commutator Kernel Eigenbasis

With the quantum process X over the time interval [0,T ], we associate the following sequence of quantum variables on the Hilbert space H:

γ_k := 1 √ ω_k ∫ T 0 f_k(t)^TX(t)dt = ξ_k + iη_k, (4.1)

where

ξ_k := Reγ_k = 1 √ ω_k ∫ T 0 φ_k(t)^TX(t)dt, η_k := Imγ_k = 1 √ ω_k ∫ T 0 ψ_k(t)^TX(t)dt, k ∈ N, (4.2)

and the integrals are understood in the weak sense74. Here, the orthonormal eigenfunctions (3.8) of the operator L in (2.7) with the two-point CCR kernel Λ from (2.1) are used together with (3.9) and the eigenfrequencies ω_k. Also, the real and imaginary parts are extended from C to quantum variables as Rez :=^1_2 (z+z^†), Imz :=^1_{2i} (z−z^†), where (·)^† is the operator adjoint. Accordingly,

γ^†_k = 1 √ ω_k ∫ T 0 f_k(t)^∗X(t)dt = ξ_k − iη_k, (4.3)

in view of (4.1), since the quantum variables X_1(t),... ,X_n(t) and ξ_k, η_k in (4.2) are self-adjoint.

Lemma 4.1. Suppose the operator L in (2.7) with the continuous commutator kernel Λ of the quantum process X in (2.1) over a given time horizon T > 0 satisfies (3.3). Then the quantum variables γ_k, associated by (4.1), (4.2) with the process X and the eigenbasis (3.8)–(3.11) of the operator L , satisfy

[γ_j,γ^†_k ] = 2δ_{jk}, [γ_j,γ_k] = 0, [γ^†_j ,γ^†_k ] = 0, j,k ∈ N. (4.4) □ Proof.

In view of (2.1), (2.7), (3.10), it follows from (4.1), (4.3) that [γ_j,γ^†_k ] =^1√_{ω jωk} ∫ [0,T ]^2 f j(s)

T[X(s),X(t)^T] f_k(t)dsdt = 2i √ω_j ω_k ∫ [0,T]^2 f j(s)

TΛ(s,t) f_k(t)dsdt =^{2i}√_{ω j ωk} ⟨ f_j,L ( f_k)⟩ = 2

√_{ωk}

ω_j ⟨ f j, fk⟩ = 2δ jk for all j,k ∈ N, which estab-

lishes the first equality in (4.4). By a similar reasoning, [γ_j,γ_k] =^1√_{ω j ωk} ∫ [0,T]^2 f j(s)

T[X(s),X(t)^T] f_k(t)dsdt = 2i √ω_j ω_k ∫ [0,T]^2 f j(s)

TΛ(s,t) f_k(t)dsdt =^{2i}√_{ω j ωk} ⟨ f_j,L ( f_k)⟩ = −2

√_{ωk}

ω_j ⟨ f j, fk⟩ = 0, and hence, [γ † j ,γ^†_k ] = −[γ_j,γ_k]^† = 0 for all j,k ∈ N, which completes the proof of (4.4). ■ The CCRs (4.4) show that γ_k in (4.1) are organised as pairwise commuting annihilation operators (with γ^†_k in (4.3) the corresponding creation operators), so that the self-adjoint quantum variables ξ_k, η_k in (4.2) are conjugate pairs of the quantum mechanical positions and momenta mentioned in Sec. 2, with

[ξ_j,ξ_k] = 0, [η_j,η_k] = 0, [ξ_j,η_k] = iδ_{jk}, j,k ∈ N. (4.5)

Thursday 18^{th} March, 2021 02:59 WSPC/INSTRUCTION FILE QEF˙Girsanov˙journal˙IDAQPRT

Quadratic-exponential functionals of Gaussian quantum processes 7

Accordingly, the vectors

ζ_k := [ ξ_k η_k ] (4.6)

commute between each other (for different k) and have a common CCR matrix^1_2 J, since [ζ_j,ζ^T_k ] = [ [ξ_j,ξ_k] [ξ_j,η_k] [η_j,ξ_k] [η_j,η_k] ] = iδ_{jk}J, where (4.5) is used together with (2.6). In view of the orthonormality of the eigenbasis (3.8), the process X can be recovered from (4.1), (4.3) as

X(t) = +∞ ∑_{k=1}^{√ω}k^{( f}k^{(t)γ}k^{+ f}k^{(t)γ†}k^{) = 2 +∞}∑_{k=1}^{√ω}k^{Re( f}k^{(t)γ†}k^) = 2 +∞ ∑_{k=1}^{√ω}k^{(φ}k^{(t)ξ}k^{+ ψ}k^{(t)η}k^{) = 2 +∞}∑_{k=1}^{√ω}k^hk^{(t)ζ}k^{, 0 ⩽ t ⩽ T, (4.7)}

where the coefficients √ ω_kζ_k involve the pairs of noncommuting positions and momenta ξ_k, η_k from (4.6), and (3.13) is used. The representation (4.7) is a quantum Karhunen-Loeve (QKL) expansion of the process X over the eigenbasis of its two-point CCR kernel (whose particular one-mode version with n = 2 was discussed in Ref. 66).

5. Quadratic-Exponential Functionals and the QKL Expansion

Consider an integral-of-quadratic function of the quantum process X over the time interval [0,T ]:

Q := ∫ T 0 X(t)^TX(t)dt = ∫ T 0 n ∑_{k=1}^Xk^{(t)2dt, (5.1)}

which is a positive semi-definite self-adjoint quantum variable. A more general form ∫ T 0 X(t)^TΠX(t)dt of such a function, specified by a real positive semi-definite symmetric matrix Π of order n, is reduced to (5.1) by replacing X with its weighted version √ ΠX which has the two-point CCR kernel √ ΠΛ √ Π. The minimization of the quadratic cost functional EQ is used as a performance criterion in linear quadratic Gaussian control and filtering problems38^,40^,75 for quantum systems, where X consists of those system variables whose moderate mean square values are preferable. Here,

Eζ := Tr(ρζ ) (5.2)

is the expectation of a quantum variable ζ over an underlying density operator ρ on the space H. A more severe penalty on Q in (5.1) is imposed by the quadratic-exponential functional61 (QEF)

Ξ := Ee^{θ2 Q} (5.3)

as a risk-sensitive cost, where θ > 0 is a risk sensitivity parameter. The QEF Ξ allows the large deviations of X to be quantified in terms of exponential upper bounds61 on the tail probabilities for Q:

P([2α,+∞)) ⩽ e^{−supθ ⩾0(αθ−lnΞ)}, α > 0, (5.4)

where P(·) is the probability distribution24 of the self-adjoint quantum variable Q, and the supremum is the Legendre transformation of lnΞ as a function of θ ⩾ 0 (which vanishes at θ = 0 and is finite for sufficiently small θ > 0). Another useful property of Ξ is its relation to upper bounds on EQ in the presence of statistical uncertainty described in terms of quantum relative entropy43^,62^,73, which will be discussed in Sec. 11 for quantum harmonic oscillators. These connections make the QEF Ξ relevant to robustness properties of such systems in the context of quantum control applications.

We will now apply the QKL expansion (4.7) of the quantum process X from Sec. 4 to computing the QEF. To this end, we will first represent the quadratic-exponential function e^θ2^Q of X in (5.3) in a form which does not depend on a particular quantum state ρ.

Lemma 5.1. Under the conditions of Lemma 4.1, the quadratic-exponential function of the quantum process X over the time interval [0,T ] in (5.3) can be represented as

e^{θ2 Q} = e^{−C}Me^Σ. (5.5)

Thursday 18^{th} March, 2021 02:59 WSPC/INSTRUCTION FILE QEF˙Girsanov˙journal˙IDAQPRT

8 I.G.Vladimirov, I.R.Petersen & M.R.James

Here, C := 1 2 Trlncos(θ L ) (5.6) is a nonnegative quantity, associated with the eigenfrequencies ω_k of the operator L in (2.7). Also,

Σ := +∞ ∑_{k=1}^σk^{(α}k^ξk^{+ β}k^ηk^{) (5.7)}

is a self-adjoint quantum variable which depends parametrically on σ_k := √ 2tanh(θ ω_k), k ∈ N, (5.8) and on mutually independent standard normal (Gaussian with zero mean and unit variance) random variables α_k, β_k, with M(·) in (5.5) denoting the classical expectation over these random variables. □

Proof. By substituting the QKL expansion (4.7) into (5.1) and using (3.12), it follows that

Q = 4 +∞ ∑_{j,k=1}^{√ω} j^ωk^{ζ T}j ∫ T 0 h_j(t)^Th_k(t)dtζ_k = 2 +∞ ∑_{k=1}^ωk^{ζ T}k^ζk^{= 2 +∞}∑_{k=1}^ωk^{(ξ 2}k^{+ η2}k^{). (5.9)}

This reduction to a single series is due to the mutual orthogonality (3.11) of the real and imaginary parts (3.9) of the eigenfunctions (3.8). A combination of (5.9) with Theorem Appendix A.1 leads to e^θ2^Q = ∏^{+∞}_{k=1} e^{θωk(ξ 2}k^{+η2}k^) = ∏^{+∞}_{k=1}

(_1

cosh(θω_k ) Me σ_k (α_kξ_k+β_kη_k) ) = e^{−∑+∞k=1 lncosh(θωk)}Me^{∑+∞k=1 σk(αkξk+βkηk)}, which establishes (5.5) in view of (5.6)– (5.8). Here, use is also made of the commutativity between the position-momentum pairs (ξ_k,η_k) for different k. The quantity C in (5.6) comes from the relations +∞ ∑_{k=1}^{lncosh(θ ω}k^{) = +∞}∑_{k=1}^{lncos(iθ ω}k^{) = 1}_2^{Trlncos(θ L ) (5.10)}

which take into account the symmetry of the functions cos, cosh and the double multiplicity of the eigenfrequencies ω_k. The operator trace in (5.10) inherits finiteness from the Hilbert-Schmidt norm of L in (3.16) since it is a particular case of (3.18) with a symmetric function ϕ(z) := lncos(θ z) satisfying ϕ(iω) = lncosh(θ ω) ∼^1_2 θ^2ω^2, as ω → 0. ■

6. Auxiliary Classical Gaussian Random Process The parameter randomisation in the form of averaging over the classical random sequence of α_k, β_k in Lemma 5.1 can be carried over into continuous time. To this end, substitution of (4.2) into (5.7) leads to Σ = +∞ ∑_{k=1}^{σk√}_{ωk} ∫ T 0 (α_kφ_k(t) + β_kψ_k(t))^TX(t)dt = √ θ ∫ T 0 X(t)^TdZ(t), (6.1)

where, in view of (5.8),

Z(t) := +∞ ∑_{k=1}^{√2tanhc(θ ω}k^) ∫ t 0 (α_kφ_k(τ) + β_kψ_k(τ))dτ = +∞ ∑_{k=1}^{√tanhc(θ ω}k^{) H}k^{(t)} [ α_k β_k ] (6.2)

on the time interval 0 ⩽ t ⩽ T is a classical R^n -valued zero-mean Gaussian random process satisfying Z(0) = 0. (6.3) Here, H_k : [0,T ] → R^{n×2} are absolutely continuous functions, associated with (3.13) by

H_k(t) := √ 2 ∫ t 0 h_k(τ)dτ = √ 2 ∫ T 0 χ_{[0,t]}(τ)h_k(τ)dτ, 0 ⩽ t ⩽ T, (6.4) where χ_S(·) is the indicator function of a set S, and tanhcz := tanc(−iz) is a hyperbolic version of tancz :=^{tanz}_z (extended to 1 at z = 0 by continuity). The covariance structure of the process (6.2) is as follows. Lemma 6.1. Under the conditions of Lemmas 4.1 and 5.1, the covariance operator of the incremented process Z in (6.2) on the time interval [0,T ] is related to L in (2.7) by K = tanc(θ L ) = tanhc(iθ L ) (6.5)

Thursday 18^{th} March, 2021 02:59 WSPC/INSTRUCTION FILE QEF˙Girsanov˙journal˙IDAQPRT

Quadratic-exponential functionals of Gaussian quantum processes 9

and satisfies

0 ≺ K ≺ I , (6.6)

where I is the identity operator on L^2([0,T ],R^n ). □

Proof. Since α_k, β_k are mutually independent standard normal random variables, and hence, M

([α_j

β_j ][ α_k β_k ]) = δ_{jk}I_2, it follows from (6.2), (6.4) that M (( ∫_T 0 f (t)^TdZ(t)

)_2) = 2M (( +∞ ∑_{k=1}^{√tanhc(θ ω}k^) ∫ T 0 f (t)^Th_k(t)dt [ α_k β_k ])_2)

= 2 +∞ ∑_{k=1}^{tanhc(θ ω}k^) ∫ [0,T]^2

f (s)^Th_k(s)h_k(t)^T f (t)dsdt = 2 +∞ ∑_{k=1}^{tanhc(θ ω}k^{)|} ∫ T 0 h_k(t)^T f (t)dt | | |^2 = ⟨ f ,K ( f )⟩ (6.7)

for any f ∈ L^2([0,T ],R^n ). Here, K is the covariance operator of the incremented process Z with the kernel function

K(s,t) := 2 +∞ ∑_{k=1}^{tanhc(θ ω}k^{)h}k^{(s)h}k^{(t)T, 0 ⩽ s,t ⩽ T. (6.8)}

This function can be represented in the form (3.17) with a symmetric function ϕ(z) := tanc(θ z), and hence, (6.8) is the kernel function of the operator tanc(θ L ), which implies (6.5). The inequalities (6.6) follow from the fact that the eigenvalues (of double multiplicity) of the operator (6.5) satisfy tanc(±iθ ω_k) = tanhc(θ ω_k) ∈ (0,1). These inequalities are closely related to the identity 2∑^{+∞}_{k=1} | | ∫^T_0 h_k(t)T f (t)dt | |^2 = ‖ f ‖2 for any f ∈ L2([0,T ],Rn ), whose terms are weighted by the eigenvalues of K in (6.7). ■ The operator inequalities (6.6) are equivalent to

0 < ⟨ f ,K ( f )⟩ < ‖ f ‖^2 = M (( ∫_T 0 f (t)^TdV(t)

)_2) (6.9)

for any f ∈ L^2([0,T ],R^n )\{0}, where V is a standard Wiener process35 in R^n (whose increments have the identity covariance operator I ), so that the last equality in (6.9) is the Ito isometry. Since the functions (3.9) satisfy (3.12), a combination of (6.4) with the Plancherel identity leads to +∞ ∑_{k=1}^Hk^{(s)H}k^{(t)T = ⟨χ}[0,s]^{, χ}[0,t]^{⟩I}n^{= min(s,t)I}n^{, 0 ⩽ s,t ⩽ T, (6.10)}

which is the covariance function of the Wiener process V . The process Z in (6.2) has a different covariance function

M(Z(s)Z(t)^T) = +∞ ∑_{k=1}^{tanhc(θ ω}k^{)H}k^{(s)H}k^{(t)T, 0 ⩽ s,t ⩽ T, (6.11)}

which is majorised by (6.10) in the sense that M(⟨ f ,Z⟩^2) = ∫ [0,T]^2 f (s)

TM(Z(s)Z(t)^T) f (t)dsdt = ∑^{+∞}_{k=1} tanhc(θ ωk) | | ∫^T_0 H_k(t)^T f (t)dt | |^2 ⩽ ∑^{+∞}_{k=1} | | ∫^T_0 H_k(t)^T f (t)dt | |^2 = ∫_{[0,T ]2} min(s,t) f (s)^T f (t)dsdt = M(⟨ f ,V ⟩^2) for any f ∈ L^2([0,T ],R^n ) since, as mentioned above, the function tanhc does not exceed 1 on the real axis.

By using (6.1), the randomised representation (5.5) can now be recast in continuous time as

e^{θ2 Q} = e^{− 12 Trlncos(θL )}Me √ θ ∫ T 0 X(t)^T dZ(t), (6.12)

where the averaging is over the classical Gaussian random process Z from (6.2). The general structure of this representation is reminiscent of the Doleans-Dade exponential12. However, the covariance function (6.11) of the process Z in (6.12) is associated with the commutator kernel Λ in (2.1), and so also is the correction factor e^{− 1}2^{Trlncos(θL )}. The latter (also see the proof of Theorem Appendix A.1) comes from the Weyl CCRs (rather than the martingale property of the Radon-Nikodym density process in Girsanov’s theorem16 on absolutely continuous change of measure for classical diffusion processes). In the limiting classical case, when the commutator kernel Λ vanishes (and

Thursday 18^{th} March, 2021 02:59 WSPC/INSTRUCTION FILE QEF˙Girsanov˙journal˙IDAQPRT

10 I.G.Vladimirov, I.R.Petersen & M.R.James

so do the linear operator L in (2.7) and its eigenfrequencies ω_k), the covariance function (6.11) reduces to (6.10), and Z becomes the standard Wiener process.

The validity of (6.12) does not rely on a particular quantum state and employs only the commutation structure of the process X. Nevertheless, the relevance of this representation to computing the QEF (5.3) is clarified by the following theorem which summarises the previous results.

Theorem 6.1. Suppose the conditions of Lemmas 4.1 and 5.1 are satisfied. Then the QEF (5.3) is related by

Ξ = e^{−C}MΩ( √ θ Z) (6.13)

to the quantity C in (5.6) and the auxiliary Gaussian random process Z in (6.2) through a modified momentgenerating functional (MGF)

Ω(z) := Ee^{z(T )TX(T )−∫ T0 z(t)TdX(t)} (6.14)

of the quantum process X over the time interval [0,T ], considered for functions z ∈ L^2([0,T ],R^n ) satisfying z(0) = 0. □

Proof. In view of (5.6), application of the quantum expectation (5.2) to (6.12) allows (5.3) to be represented as

Ξ = e^{−C}EMe √ θ ∫ T 0 X(t)^TdZ(t) = e−CMEe √ θ ∫ T 0 X(t)^TdZ(t), (6.15)

where use is made of the commutativity between the quantum and classical expectations E(·), M(·), which describe the averaging over statistically independent quantum variables and auxiliary classical random variables. A combination of (6.15) with the integration by parts ∫ T 0 X(t)^TdZ(t) = Z(T )^TX(T ) − ∫ T 0 Z(t)^TdX(t) in view of the initial condition (6.3) leads to (6.13), where the MGF Ω from (6.14) is evaluated in a pathwise fashion at the rescaled version √ θZ of the random process (6.2). ■ The quantum state ρ enters the representation (6.13) of the QEF Ξ through the MGF Ω of the quantum process X, whose commutation kernel specifies the covariance structure of the auxiliary zero-mean Gaussian random process Z through (6.5).

7. QEF Representation for Multipoint Gaussian Quantum States

Note that (6.13) does not employ specific assumptions on the underlying quantum state ρ except for the finiteness of exponential moments of the quantum process X (in order for its MGF in (6.14) to be well-defined). We will now specify this representation to the case when X is in a multipoint Gaussian quantum state. Similarly to the classical Gaussian random processes20, the Gaussian state for the quantum process X is determined by its mean μ and real covariance kernel P given by

μ(t) := EX(t), P(s,t) := Recov(X(s),X(t)), s,t ⩾ 0, (7.1)

which are assumed to be continuous functions of time with values in R^n and R^{n×n} , respectively, with

P(s,t) = P(t,s)^T, s,t ⩾ 0. (7.2)

Here,

cov(X(s),X(t)) := E((X(s) − μ(s))(X(t) − μ(t))^T) = P(s,t) + iΛ(s,t) (7.3)

is the quantum covariance function of the process X, with the imaginary part Λ not depending on the quantum state. The kernel P gives rise to a positive semi-definite self-adjoint operator P acting on L^2([0,T ],C^n ) as

P( f )(s) := ∫ T 0 P(s,t) f (t)dt, 0 ⩽ s ⩽ T. (7.4)

The positive semi-definiteness of P follows from that of the self-adjoint operator P + iL since ⟨ f ,(P + iL )( f )⟩ = ∫ [0,T ]^2 f (s)

∗cov(X(s),X(t)) f (t)dsdt = E(Y^†Y ) ⩾ 0 for all f ∈ L^2([0,T ],C^n ), where Y := ∫ T 0 f (t)^T(X(t) − μ(t))dt. In the multipoint Gaussian quantum state, the quasi-characteristic functional10 (QCF) of the process X over the time interval [0,T ] takes the form

Ee^{i ∫ T0 u(t)TX(t)dt} = e^{i⟨μ,u⟩− 12 ⟨u,P(u)⟩}, u ∈ L^2([0,T ],R^n ). (7.5)

Thursday 18^{th} March, 2021 02:59 WSPC/INSTRUCTION FILE QEF˙Girsanov˙journal˙IDAQPRT

Quadratic-exponential functionals of Gaussian quantum processes 11

This QCF is identical to its classical Gaussian counterpart except that it comes with the stronger constraint P + iL ≽ 0.

Theorem 7.1. Suppose the conditions of Lemmas 4.1 and 5.1 are satisfied, and the quantum process X over the time interval [0,T ] is in a multipoint Gaussian quantum state in the sense of (7.5) with continuous mean μ and real covariance kernel P in (7.1). Also, suppose the risk sensitivity parameter θ satisfies

θ r(PK ) < 1, (7.6)

where r(·) is the spectral radius, and P, K are the operators from (7.4), (6.5). Then the QEF (5.3) can be found from

lnΞ = − 1 2 Tr(lncos(θ L ) + ln(I − θ PK )) + θ 2 ⟨μ,(K (I − θ PK )^{−1})(μ)⟩. (7.7) □ Proof. Due to (7.5), the MGF (6.14) admits a closed-form representation, and its substitution into (6.13) yields

Ξ = e^{−C}Me √ θ ∫ T 0 μ(t)^TdZ(t)+^θ_2 ∫ [0,T]2 dZ(s)

TP(s,t)dZ(t). (7.8)

The right-hand side of (7.8) does not involve quantum variables and is organised as a quadratic-exponential moment for the classical Gaussian random process Z in (6.2). In order to compute it, let N be another independent auxiliary classical Gaussian random process with values in R^n and the same mean μ and covariance function P as the quantum process X in (7.1):

MN(t) = μ(t), M((N(s) − μ(s))(N(t) − μ(t))^T) = P(s,t), s,t ⩾ 0.

Then by using the MGFs for Gaussian random processes and the tower property of iterated conditional classical expectations55, it follows that Me √ θ ∫ T 0 μ(t)^TdZ(t)+^θ_2 ∫ [0,T]2 dZ(s)

TP(s,t)dZ(t) = MM(e √ θ ∫ T 0 N(t)^T dZ(t) | Z)

= Me √ θ ∫ T 0 N(t)^T dZ(t) = MM(e √ θ ∫ T 0 N(t)^T dZ(t) | N)

= Me^{θ2 ⟨N,K (N)⟩} = e^{− 12 Trln(I −θPK )+ θ2 ⟨μ,(K (I −θPK )−1)(μ)⟩}

= e^{θ2 ⟨μ,(K (I −θPK )−1)(μ)⟩} +∞ ∏_{k=1}^{1√}_{1 − θ λk}^{, (7.9)}

where use is also made of the covariance operator K of the incremented process Z in (6.5), (6.7) and the Fredholm determinant formula (Theorem 3.10 on p. 36 of Ref. 56, see also Ref. 21 and references therein). Here, λ_k ⩾ 0 are the eigenvalues of PK which is a compact operator on L^2([0,T ],R^n ) (isospectral to the positive semi-definite self-adjoint operator √ K P √ K ) as the composition of a bounded operator (K ) and a compact operator (P in (7.4)). For the validity of (7.9), the condition r(PK ) = max_{k∈N} λ_k <^1_θ has to be satisfied, which is equivalent to (7.6). In this case, the quadratic form ⟨μ,(K (I − θ PK )^{−1})(μ)⟩ in the mean μ (which is square integrable over [0,T ] due to its continuity) on the right-hand side of (7.9) is finite and nonnegative since it is specified by a positive definite self-adjoint operator satisfying K (I − θ PK )^{−1} = √ K (I − θ √ K P √ K )^{−1} √ K ≼ 1 1−θr(PK ) K ≺ 1 1−θr(PK ) I , where use is also made of (6.6). Furthermore, −Trln(I −θ PK ) = −∑ +∞ k=1 ln(1− θ λ_k) is also a finite nonnegative quantity due to (7.6), the asymptotic relation −ln(1 − θ λ ) ∼ θ λ as λ → 0, and since the operator PK (in view of its isospectrality to √ K P √ K ≽ 0) is of trace class7: Tr(PK ) = ∑^{+∞}_{k=1} λk = Tr( √ PK √ P) ⩽ TrP = ∫ T 0 TrP(t,t)dt < +∞, where (6.6) is used again along with continuity of the real covariance kernel function P. Therefore, substitution of (5.6), (7.9) into (7.8) leads to the relation (7.7) for the QEF (5.3). ■ In the limiting classical case mentioned in Sec. 6, when L = 0 and K = I in accordance with (6.5), the condition (7.6) reduces to θ <^1_{r(P)} , and (7.7) takes the form lnΞ = −^1_2 Trln(I − θ PK ) +^θ_2 ⟨μ,(I − θ P)^{−1}(μ)⟩.

Thursday 18^{th} March, 2021 02:59 WSPC/INSTRUCTION FILE QEF˙Girsanov˙journal˙IDAQPRT

12 I.G.Vladimirov, I.R.Petersen & M.R.James

8. Infinite-Horizon QEF Growth Rate in the Stationary Gaussian Case

We will now discuss the infinite-horizon asymptotic behaviour (as T → +∞) of the QEF (5.3), computed in Theorem 7.1, in the stationary Gaussian case. It is assumed in what follows that the Gaussian quantum process X has zero mean (for simplicity), while the real covariance and commutator kernels P, Λ in (7.1), (2.1) depend on the time difference:

EX(t) = 0, ReE(X(s)X(t)^T) = P(s − t), [X(s),X(t)^T] = 2iΛ(s − t), (8.1)

and hence, so also does the quantum covariance kernel of the process X in (7.3):

E(X(s)X(t)^T) = P(s − t) + iΛ(s − t), s,t ⩾ 0. (8.2)

Here, the functions P,Λ : R → R^{n×n} are assumed to be continuous and absolutely integrable: ∫ R ‖P(τ) + iΛ(τ)‖_Fdτ = ∫ R √ ‖P(τ)‖^2_F + ‖Λ(τ)‖^2_Fdτ < +∞ (8.3)

(any other matrix norm can also be used instead of ‖ · ‖_F without affecting the integrability). With a slight abuse of notation, the symmetry and antisymmetry properties (7.2), (2.2) of these kernels are equivalent to

P(τ) = P(−τ)^T, Λ(τ) = −Λ(−τ)^T, τ ∈ R.

The dependence on the risk sensitivity parameter θ and the time horizon T will be reinstated in the form of subscripts (which were omitted previously for brevity), so that the operators (7.4), (2.7) take the form

P_T ( f )(s) = ∫ T 0 P(s − t) f (t)dt, L_T ( f )(s) = ∫ T 0 Λ(s − t) f (t)dt, 0 ⩽ s ⩽ T, (8.4)

for any f ∈ L^2([0,T ],C^n ) and T > 0. Accordingly, the operator (6.5) is given by

K_{θ,T} = tanc(θ L_T ). (8.5)

In the case of μ = 0 being considered, the μ-dependent term in (7.7) vanishes, and this representation for the QEF Ξ_{θ,T} in (5.3) reduces to the sum of “trace-analytic”60 functionals:

lnΞ_{θ,T} = − 1 2 Tr(φ(θ P_T K_{θ,T} ) + ψ(θ L_T )), (8.6)

where

φ(z) := ln(1 − z), ψ(z) := lncosz, z ∈ C , (8.7)

are holomorphic functions whose domains contain the spectra of the operators θ P_T K_{θ,T} (under the condition (7.6)) and θ L_T , at which these functions are evaluated.

We will now take into account the dependence of the operators P_T , L_T in (8.4) (and the related operator K_{θ,T} in (8.5)) on the time horizon T > 0. Each of them is organised as an integral operator F_T on L^2([0,T ],C^n ) whose kernel F_T : [0,T ]^2 → C^{n×n} is obtained from a bounded continuous and absolutely integrable function f : R → C^{n×n} (a shift-invariant kernel) as F_T (s,t) := f (s − t) for all 0 ⩽ s,t ⩽ T . Accordingly, the composition H_T := F_T G_T of such integral operators, whose kernel functions F_T ,G_T : [0,T ]^2 → C^{n×n} are generated by f ,g : R → C^{n×n} as described above, is an integral operator whose kernel is an appropriately restricted convolution H_T (s,t) := ∫ T 0 F_T (s,u)G_T (u,t)du = ∫ T 0 f (s−u)g(u−t)du of the functions f , g for all 0 ⩽ s,t ⩽ T . If the operator H_T is of trace class, then TrH_T = ∫ T 0 TrH_T (t,t)dt = ∫ [0,T ]^2 Tr( f (s−t)g(t −s))dsdt. This relation extends to the rightward-ordered

product F_T := −→ ∏^q_{k=1} F^{(k)}_T of any number q of such operators with the kernel functions F^{(k)}_T : [0,T ]^2 → C^{n×n} , generated by f_k : R → C^{n×n} as described above, with k = 1,... ,q, so that if the operator F_T is of trace class, then

TrF_T = ∫ [0,T]^q Tr q −→ ∏_{k=1}^fk^{(t}k^{− t}k+1^{)dt}1^{× ... × dt}q^{, (8.8)}

where t_{q+1} := t_1. Application of Lemma 6 from Appendix C of Ref. 61 to (8.8) leads to lim T →+∞ ( 1 T TrF_T ) = 1 2π ∫ R q −→ ∏_{k=1}^Φk^{(λ )dλ , (8.9)}

Thursday 18^{th} March, 2021 02:59 WSPC/INSTRUCTION FILE QEF˙Girsanov˙journal˙IDAQPRT

Quadratic-exponential functionals of Gaussian quantum processes 13

where Φ_k(λ ) := ∫ R e^{−iλt} f_k(t)dt is the Fourier transform of the kernel function f_k. In turn, (8.9) extends to functions C^q ∋ z := (z_j)_{1⩽ j⩽q} → h(z) := ∑_{k∈Z}q_+ c_kz^k ∈ C of q complex variables with coefficients c_k ∈ C and radii of convergence r := (r_j)_{1⩽ j⩽q} ∈ R^q_+ in the sense that ∑_{k∈Z}q_+ |c_k|r^k < +∞, where the multiindex notation z^k := z^{k1}_1 × ... × z^{kq}_q (and similarly for r^k) is used for any q-index k := (k_j)_{1⩽ j⩽q} ∈ Z^q_+, with Z_+ := {0,1,2,...} the set of nonnegative integers. For such a function h, lim T →+∞ ( 1 T Trh(F^{(1)}_T ,... ,F^{(q)}_T ) ) = 1 2π ∫ R Trh(Φ_1(λ ),... ,Φ_q(λ ))dλ , (8.10)

provided the same expansion of h is applied to the noncommutative variables on both sides of (8.10), and sup_{λ ∈R} ‖Φ_j(λ )‖ < r_j for all j = 1,...,q, where ‖ · ‖ is the operator norm (the largest singular value) of a matrix.

The following theorem is concerned with the asymptotic growth rate of the quantity (8.6), as T → +∞, and employs the Fourier transforms of the real covariance and commutator kernels in (8.1):

Φ(λ ) := ∫ R e^{−iλt} P(t)dt, Ψ(λ ) := ∫ R e^{−iλt}Λ(t)dt, λ ∈ R, (8.11)

which are well-defined continuous functions due to the integrability condition (8.3). Note that Φ(λ ) is a complex positive semi-definite Hermitian matrix, while Ψ(λ ) is skew Hermitian for any λ ∈ R, with Φ(λ ) + iΨ(λ ) being a complex positive semi-definite Hermitian matrix as the Fourier transform of the quantum covariance kernel P + iΛ in (8.2).

Theorem 8.1. Suppose the quantum process X is stationary Gaussian with zero mean and a continuous quantum covariance function (8.2) satisfying (8.3). Also, suppose the operator L_T in (8.4) has no zero eigenvalues for all sufficiently large time horizons T > 0. Furthermore, suppose the risk sensitivity parameter θ > 0 in (5.3) satisfies

θ sup_{λ ∈R} λ_{max}(Φ(λ )tanc(θ Ψ(λ ))) < 1, (8.12)

where λ_{max}(·) is the largest eigenvalue, and the functions Φ, Ψ are given by (8.11). Then the QEF Ξ_{θ,T} , defined by (5.3), (5.1), has the following infinite-horizon growth rate:

ϒ(θ ) := lim_{T →+∞} ( 1 T lnΞ_{θ,T} ) = − 1 4π ∫ R lndetD_θ (λ )dλ , (8.13)

where

D_θ (λ ) := cos(θ Ψ(λ )) − θ Φ(λ )sinc(θ Ψ(λ )), (8.14)

and sincz :=^{sinz}_z (which is extended as sinc0 := 1 by continuity). □

Proof. In the case of one integral operator, the noncommutativity issue does not arise, and (8.10) is directly applicable to the second part of (8.6) as lim T →+∞ ( 1 T Trψ(θ L_T ) ) = 1 2π ∫ R Trlncos(θ Ψ(λ ))dλ = 1 2π ∫ R lndetcos(θ Ψ(λ ))dλ , (8.15)

where the function ψ is given by (8.7), and use is made of the identity TrlnN = lndetN for square matrices N, along with the Fourier transform (8.11) of the commutator kernel Λ in (8.1). Now, in application of (8.10) to the first part of (8.6), the function φ from (8.7) is evaluated at the operator θ P_T K_{θ,T} which involves two noncommuting integral operators P_T , L_T in (8.4) and the related operator K_{θ,T} in (8.5) as

φ(θ P_T K_{θ,T} ) = − +∞ ∑_{r=1}^1_r^{θ r(P}T^Kθ,T^{)r = − +∞}∑_{r=1}^1_r^{θ r +∞}∑_{k1,...,kr =0} r−→ ∏_{j=1}^{(c}k j^{θ 2k j P}T^{L 2k j}T^{) (8.16)}

under the condition (7.6). Here, use is made of the Maclaurin series expansion tancz = ∑^{+∞}_{k=0} c_kz^{2k} (with coefficients c_k ∈ R) in view of the symmetry of the tanc function. Application of (8.10) to (8.16) along with a dominated

Thursday 18^{th} March, 2021 02:59 WSPC/INSTRUCTION FILE QEF˙Girsanov˙journal˙IDAQPRT

14 I.G.Vladimirov, I.R.Petersen & M.R.James

convergence argument yields lim T→+∞ ( 1 T Trφ(θ P_T K_{θ,T} ) ) = − 1 2π +∞ ∑_{r=1}^1_r^{θ r +∞}∑_{k1,...,kr =0} ∫ R Tr r−→ ∏_{j=1}^{(c}k j^{θ 2k j Φ(λ )Ψ(λ )2k j )dλ} = 1 2π ∫ R Trln(I_n − θ Φ(λ )tanc(θ Ψ(λ )))dλ = 1 2π ∫ R lndet(I_n − θ Φ(λ )tanc(θ Ψ(λ )))dλ , (8.17)

where the Fourier transforms (8.11) are used. The limit relation (8.17) holds under the condition (8.12) which is an infinite-horizon counterpart of (7.6) in the frequency domain. By combining (8.15), (8.17), it follows that the quantity (8.6) has the asymptotic growth rate lim T →+∞ ( 1 T lnΞ_{θ,T} ) = − 1 4π ∫ R lndet(I_n − θ Φ(λ )tanc(θ Ψ(λ )))dλ − 1 4π ∫ R lndetcos(θ Ψ(λ ))dλ = − 1 4π ∫ R lndet(cos(θ Ψ(λ )) − θ Φ(λ )sinc(θ Ψ(λ )))dλ , (8.18)

where the identity tanczcos z = sincz is applied to the matrix θ Ψ(λ ). In view of (8.14), the relation (8.18) establishes (8.13). ■ Under the condition (8.12), the integrand lndetD_θ (λ ) in (8.13) is a nonpositive-valued symmetric function of the frequency λ . In the limiting classical case, when Λ = 0 (and hence, Ψ = 0 in (8.11)), so that X is a stationary Gaussian random process20 with zero mean and the spectral density Φ in (8.11), the condition (8.12) takes the form

θ < θ_∗ := 1 sup_{λ ∈R} λ_{max}(Φ(λ ))

, (8.19)

and the right-hand side of (8.13) reduces to

ϒ_∗(θ ) := − 1 4π ∫ R lndet(I_n − θ Φ(λ ))dλ (8.20)

in view of (8.14).

Returning to the quantum case, we note that the QEF growth rate (8.13), in contrast to its classical counterpart, depends on both functions Φ, Ψ which form the “quantum spectral density” Φ + iΨ of the stationary Gaussian quantum process X. Furthermore, the condition (8.12) is substantially nonlinear with respect to θ and, unlike θ_∗ in (8.19), does not admit a closed-form representation. However, since tanc on the imaginary axis (that is, tanhc on the real axis) takes values in (0,1], then λ_{max}(Φ(λ )tanc(θ Ψ(λ ))) = λ_{max}( √ tanc(θ Ψ(λ ))Φ(λ ) √ tanc(θ Ψ(λ ))) ⩽ λ_{max}(Φ(λ )) for any λ ∈ R by the isospectrality argument used in Sec. 7, and hence, the fulfillment of the classical constraint (8.19) ensures (8.12).

Also note that a combination of the QEF growth rate (8.13) with the upper bounds (5.4) on the tail distribution of the quantum variable Q_T in (5.1) leads to their infinite-horizon asymptotic version:

limsup

T →+∞ ( 1 T lnP_T ([2αT,+∞)) ) ⩽ − sup_{θ⩾0}(αθ − ϒ(θ )), α > 0, (8.21)

where P_T (·) is the probability distribution of Q_T . The Legendre transformation of ϒ on the right-hand side of (8.21) requires techniques for computing the functional (8.13) at different values of θ .

9. Evaluation of the QEF Growth Rate Using a Homotopy Technique The QEF growth rate ϒ(θ ) in (8.13) can be computed by the following technique, similar to the homotopy methods for numerical solution of parameter dependent algebraic equations37. To this end, we will use a function U_θ : R → C^{n×n} defined by

U_θ (λ ) := −D_θ (λ )^{−1}∂_θ D_θ (λ ) (9.1)

Thursday 18^{th} March, 2021 02:59 WSPC/INSTRUCTION FILE QEF˙Girsanov˙journal˙IDAQPRT

Quadratic-exponential functionals of Gaussian quantum processes 15

as a “logarithmic derivative” of the function D_θ from (8.14) with respect to θ > 0 satisfying (8.12) (which ensures that detD_θ (λ ) ≠ 0 for all λ ∈ R).

Theorem 9.1. Under the conditions of Theorem 8.1, the QEF growth rate ϒ(θ ) in (8.13) satisfies the ODE^a

ϒ^′(θ ) = 1 4π ∫ R TrU_θ (λ )dλ , (9.2)

with the initial condition ϒ(0) = 0. Here, the function (9.1) is computed as

U_θ = Ψ(Ψcos(θ Ψ) − Φsin(θ Ψ))^{−1}(Φcos(θ Ψ) + Ψsin(θ Ψ)) (9.3)

(the argument λ is omitted for brevity), takes values in the subspace of Hermitian matrices of order n and satisfies a Riccati equation

∂_θU_θ = Ψ^2 +U^2_θ (9.4)

at any frequency λ ∈ R, with the initial condition U_0 = Φ from (8.11). □

Proof. The relation (9.2) is obtained from (8.13), (9.1) by applying the identity (lndetN)^′ = Tr(N^{−1}N^′), where (·)^′ := ∂_θ (·), so that (lndetD_θ )^′ = −TrU_θ . With^{sin(θz)}_z extended by continuity to θ at z = 0, the function D_θ in (8.14) is represented as

D_θ = cos(θ Ψ) − ΦΨ^{−1} sin(θ Ψ) (9.5)

for any λ ∈ R, and hence, its differentiation with respect to θ yields

D^′_θ = −Ψsin(θ Ψ) − Φcos(θ Ψ). (9.6)

Substitution of (9.5), (9.6) into (9.1) leads to (9.3). By differentiating (9.6) in θ , it follows that (9.5) satisfies the linear second-order ODE

D^{′′}_θ = −Ψ^2 cos(θ Ψ) + ΦΨsin(θ Ψ) = −D_θ Ψ^2, (9.7)

with the initial conditions D_0 = I_n, D^′_0 = −Φ. Therefore, the differentiation of (9.1) leads to U^′_θ = −D^{−1}_θ D^{′′}_θ + D^{−1}_θ D^′_θ D^{−1}_θ D^′_θ = Ψ^2 + U^2_θ , where the relation (N^{−1})^′ = −N^{−1}N^′N^{−1} is used along with (9.7), thus establishing (9.4). The solution of (9.4) inherits the Hermitian property from its initial condition U_0 = Φ, since Ψ(λ ) = −Ψ(λ )^∗ in (8.11) for any λ ∈ R, and (N^2)^∗ = (±N)^2 = N^2 for Hermitian or skew Hermitian matrices N, respectively. Regardless of the initial value problem for the ODE (9.4), the Hermitian property U_θ (λ ) = U_θ (λ )^∗ can also be obtained directly from (9.1), (9.5), (9.6) as D_θ (U_θ − U^∗_θ )D^∗_θ = D_θ D^{′∗}_θ − D^′_θ D^∗_θ = (c − ΦΨ^{−1}s)(−Ψs − Φc)^∗ + (Ψs + Φc)(c − ΦΨ^{−1}s)^∗ = (ΦΨ^{−1}s − c)(Ψs + cΦ) + (Ψs + Φc)(c − Ψ^{−1}sΦ) = Φs^2 + ΦΨ^{−1}scΦ − cΨs − c^2Φ + Ψsc − s^2Φ + Φc^2 − ΦcΨ^{−1}sΦ = Φ(c^2 + s^2) − (c^2 + s^2)Φ = 0, where the matrices c := cos(θ Ψ) = c^∗ and s := sin(θ Ψ) = −s^∗ commute between themselves and with Ψ = −Ψ^∗ (but not necessarily with Φ = Φ^∗) and satisfy c^2 + s^2 = I_n. ■ The relation (9.1), which links the quadratically nonlinear ODE (9.4) with the linear ODE (9.7), can be regarded as a matrix-valued analogue of the Hopf-Cole transformation8^,25 converting the viscous Burgers equation to the heat (or diffusion) equation. We also mention an analogy between (9.1) and the logarithmic transformation in the context of dynamic programming equations for stochastic control18 (see also Ref. 60).

The right-hand side of (9.2) can be evaluated by numerical integration over the frequency axis and used for computing (8.13) as ϒ(θ ) = ∫ θ 0 ϒ^′(v)dv =^1_{4π} ∫ R×[0,θ] TrUv(λ )dλ dv. In particular, (9.2) yields ϒ

′(0) = 1 4π ∫ R TrΦ(λ )dλ =^1_2 E(X(0)^TX(0)) =^1_2 lim_{T →+∞}

(_1 T EQ_T ) , which, in accordance with (5.1), (5.3), is related to the mean square cost functional growth rate for the process X. In addition to its role for the computation of ϒ, the function ϒ^′ admits the following representation (see also Theorem 1 of Ref. 61):

ϒ^′(θ ) = 1 2 lim T →+∞ ( 1 T E_{θ,T} Q_T ) , (9.8)

amore precisely, an integro-differential equation

Thursday 18^{th} March, 2021 02:59 WSPC/INSTRUCTION FILE QEF˙Girsanov˙journal˙IDAQPRT

16 I.G.Vladimirov, I.R.Petersen & M.R.James

where E_{θ,T} ζ := Tr(ρ_{θ,T} ζ ) is the quantum expectation over a modified density operator ρ_{θ,T} :=^1_{Ξθ ,T} e^θ4^{QT} ρe^θ4^{QT} . Therefore, (9.8) relates ϒ^′ to the asymptotic growth rate of the weighted average of the quantum variable Q_T in (5.1) rather than its exponential moment.

If Φ(λ ) is a rational function of the frequency λ , then so also is det(I_n − θ Φ(λ )), and the integral in the classical counterpart (8.20) of the QEF growth rate can be evaluated using the residue theorem54. This observation can be combined with the Maclaurin series expansions of the trigonometric functions, which allows (8.14) to be approximated as

D_θ = I_n − 1 2 θ^2Ψ^2 − θ Φ ( I_n − 1 6 θ^2Ψ^2 ) + o(θ^3) = I_n − θ Φ − 1 2 θ^2 ( I_n − θ 3 Φ ) Ψ^2 + o(θ^3), as θ → 0. (9.9)

Substitution of (9.9) into (8.13) leads to the approximate computation of the QEF growth rate as a perturbation of its classical counterpart (8.20):

ϒ(θ ) = ϒ_∗(θ ) + θ^2 8π ∫ R Tr ( (I_n − θ Φ(λ ))^{−1} ( I_n − θ 3 Φ(λ ) ) Ψ(λ )^2 ) dλ + o(θ^3), as θ → 0. (9.10)

If Ψ is also a rational function, then the integrand in (9.10) is a rational function whose continuation to the closed right half-plane {s ∈ C : Res ⩾ 0} has no poles on the imaginary axis under the condition (8.19). This makes the correction term also amenable to calculation via the residues in the open right-half plane. Since Ψ(λ )^2 ≼ 0 for all λ ∈ R (due to Ψ(λ )^∗ = −Ψ(λ ) as mentioned before), and the function Ψ is continuous and is not identically zero, the relation (9.10) also implies that ϒ(θ ) < ϒ_∗(θ ) for all sufficiently small θ > 0.

10. Application to Open Quantum Harmonic Oscillators

The case of rational functions Φ, Ψ in (8.11), mentioned in the previous section, arises, for example, in the context of an open quantum harmonic oscillator (OQHO) driven by external bosonic fields. The latter are modelled by a multichannel quantum Wiener process W := (W_k)_{1⩽k⩽m} consisting of an even number of time-varying self-adjoint operators W_1(t),... ,W_m(t) on a symmetric Fock space45 F. For any t ⩾ 0 and k = 1,...,m, the operator W_k(t) acts on a subspace F_t of F, with the increasing family (F_t )_{t⩾0} forming a filtration in accordance with the continuous tensor-product structure44 of F. The component quantum Wiener processes W_1,... ,W_m satisfy the two-point CCRs

[W (s),W (t)^T] = 2imin(s,t)J, s,t ⩾ 0, (10.1)

where J := J⊗I_{m/2} is an orthogonal real antisymmetric matrix (so that J^2 = −I_m), with the matrix J given by (2.6). The OQHO under consideration is endowed with an even number of time-varying self-adjoint quantum variables X_1(t),... ,X_ν (t) acting on the subspace

H_t := H_0 ⊗ F_t (10.2)

of the system-field tensor-product space H := H_0 ⊗ F. Here, H_0 is a complex separable Hilbert space for the action of the initial system variables X_1(0),... ,X_ν (0). The vector X := (X_k)_{1⩽k⩽ν} of the system variables satisfies the Weyl CCRs19

e^{i(u+v)TX (t)} = e^{iuTΘv}e^{iuTX (t)}e^{ivTX (t)}, u,v ∈ R^ν , t ⩾ 0, (10.3)

specified by a constant matrix Θ = −Θ^T ∈ R^{ν×ν} . The infinitesimal Heisenberg form of (10.3), similar to (2.3), is given by

[X (t),X (t)^T] = 2iΘ. (10.4)

The evolution of the OQHO is governed by a linear Hudson-Parthasarathy QSDE27^,45

dX = AX dt + BdW, (10.5)

driven by the quantum Wiener process W described above. Here, the matrices A ∈ R^{ν×ν} , B ∈ R^{ν×m} are parameterised as

A = 2Θ(R + M^TJM), B = 2ΘM^T (10.6)

Thursday 18^{th} March, 2021 02:59 WSPC/INSTRUCTION FILE QEF˙Girsanov˙journal˙IDAQPRT

Quadratic-exponential functionals of Gaussian quantum processes 17

by the energy and coupling matrices R = R^T ∈ R^{ν×ν} , M ∈ R^{m×ν} which specify the system Hamiltonian^1_2 X^TRX and the vector MX of m system-field coupling operators. Due to their specific structure (10.6), the matrices A, B satisfy the physical realizability (PR) condition34

AΘ + ΘA^T + ℧ = 0, ℧ := BJB^T, (10.7)

which is an algebraic manifestation of the CCR matrix preservation in (10.4). We will be concerned with the QEF (5.3) for a quantum process X := (X_k)_{1⩽k⩽n} of time-varying self-adjoint operators X_1,... ,X_n on H related to the system variables of the OQHO by

X := SX , (10.8)

where S ∈ R^{n×ν} is a given weighting matrix, which specifies the relative importance of the system variables. Since S enters (5.1) only through the matrix S^TS as Q_T = ∫ T 0 X (t)^TS^TSX (t)dt, then it can be assumed, without loss of generality, that S is of full row rank:

rankS = n ⩽ ν. (10.9)

The process X in (10.8) satisfies the two-point CCRs of the last equality in (8.1), with the commutator kernel computed as61

Λ(τ) := { Se^{τA}ΘS^T if τ ⩾ 0 SΘe^{−τAT} S^T if τ < 0

, τ ∈ R, (10.10)

so that its one-point CCR matrix is Λ(0) = SΘS^T, in accordance with (10.4). The following theorem relates the corresponding integral operator L_T in (8.4) to a boundary value problem.

Lemma 10.1. Suppose the quantum process X in (10.8), with the CCR kernel Λ in (10.10), is associated with the system variables of the OQHO described by (10.1)–(10.6). Then for any time horizon T > 0, the operator L_T in (8.4) maps a function f ∈ L^2([0,T ],C^n ) to

L_T ( f )(t) = SC h(t), 0 ⩽ t ⩽ T, (10.11)

where h : [0,T ] → C^{2ν} is an absolutely continuous function, which is split into h_± : [0,T ] → C^ν as

h(t) := [ h_+(t) h_−(t) ] (10.12)

and satisfies the ODE ḣ(t) = A h(t) + BS^T f (t), 0 ⩽ t ⩽ T (10.13)

(with ˙() the time derivative) subject to the boundary conditions

h_+(0) = h_−(T ) = 0. (10.14)

Here, the matrices A^{2ν×2ν} , B ∈ R^{2ν×ν} , C ∈ R^{ν×2ν} are given by

A := [ A 0 0 −A^T ] , B := [ Θ −I_ν ] , C := [ I_ν Θ ] . (10.15)

Every eigenfunction of L_T with a nonzero eigenvalue is infinitely differentiable. □

Proof. Due to the structure of the commutator kernel Λ in (10.10), the operator L_T in (8.4) acts from L^2([0,T ],C^n ) to the space of twice differentiable functions with square integrable second-order derivatives. Indeed, similarly to the Wiener-Hopf method17, the image g = L_T ( f ) of f ∈ L^2([0,T ],C^n ) can be represented as

g(t) = SC h(t), 0 ⩽ t ⩽ T, (10.16)

in terms of the matrices S, C in (10.8), (10.15) and the function h in (10.12), given by

h_+(t) := ∫ t 0 e^{(t−τ)A}ΘS^T f (τ)dτ, h_−(t) := ∫ T t e^{(τ−t)AT} S^T f (τ)dτ (10.17)

Thursday 18^{th} March, 2021 02:59 WSPC/INSTRUCTION FILE QEF˙Girsanov˙journal˙IDAQPRT

18 I.G.Vladimirov, I.R.Petersen & M.R.James

and hence, satisfying the boundary conditions (10.14). By using the matrix exponential structure of the kernel functions again, differentiation of (10.17) yields ḣ_+ = Ah_+ + ΘS^T f , ḣ_− = −A^Th_− − S^T f . (10.18)

In view of (10.12), the ODEs (10.18) can be assembled into (10.13), with the matrices A , B given by (10.15), thus establishing (10.11). Since C B = 0, the derivative of g in (10.16), computed as

ġ = SC (A h + BS^T f ) = SC A h (10.19)

by using (10.13), is absolutely continuous, and hence, the second derivative

g̈ = SC A (A h + BS^T f ) = SC A^2h + SC A BS^T f (10.20)

is square integrable over [0,T ] for any f ∈ L^2([0,T ],C^n ). Therefore, if f is an eigenfunction of L_T with an eigenfrequency ω > 0, then f =^1_{iω} g inherits this property (of being twice differentiable and having a square integrable second derivative), and hence, so also does the right-hand side of (10.20). Successive differentiation of both sides of (10.20) and application of induction leads to infinite differentiability of the eigenfunction f . ■ Lemma 10.1 represents the operator L_T in (8.4) as an auxiliary dynamical system on the time interval [0,T ] with the input f , output g = L_T ( f ) in (10.11) and internal state h governed by (10.13). Accordingly, an appropriate restriction of the CCR kernel Λ in (10.10) is the Green function for the BVP (10.13), (10.14). The presence of the boundary constraints (10.14) on the internal state of this system complicates analysis of its zero dynamics and development of conditions for L_T not having zero eigenvalues. The full row rank condition (10.9) on S is necessary for kerL_T = {0}. Indeed, otherwise, ker(S^T) ≠ {0}, and any nonzero function f ∈ L^2([0,T ],ker(S^T)) satisfies L_T ( f ) = 0, whereby kerL_T ≠ {0}. Sufficient conditions are provided below.

Theorem 10.1. Suppose the assumptions of Lemma 10.1 are satisfied, and the matrix ℧ = −℧^T ∈ R^{ν×ν} in (10.7) is nonsingular:

det℧ ≠ 0. (10.21)

Then for any time horizon T > 0, the image of a function f ∈ L^2([0,T ],C^n ) under the operator L_T in (8.4) can be represented as

L_T ( f )(t) = Sz(t), 0 ⩽ t ⩽ T, (10.22)

where z : [0,T ] → C^ν is a twice differentiable function satisfying the second-order ODE

z̈ + (℧A^T℧^{−1} − A)ż − ℧A^T℧^{−1}Az = −℧S^T f , (10.23)

with the boundary conditions

(I_ν + Θ℧^{−1}A)z(0) = Θ℧^{−1}ż(0), ż(T ) = Az(T ). (10.24)

If, in addition to the above assumptions, the weighting matrix S in (10.8) is square and nonsingular,

n = ν, detS ≠ 0, (10.25)

then the operator L_T has no zero eigenvalues for any T > 0. □

Proof. In view of (10.11), the relation (10.22) holds with the function z defined in terms of (10.12) as

z := C h (10.26)

and inheriting the absolute continuity from h. Similarly to (10.19), differentiation of (10.26) leads to

ż = C (A h + BS^T f ) = C A h, (10.27)

where use is also made of (10.13). A combination of (10.26), (10.27) with (10.15) yields [ z ż ] = [ C C A ] h = [ I_ν Θ A −ΘA^T ] h. (10.28)

Thursday 18^{th} March, 2021 02:59 WSPC/INSTRUCTION FILE QEF˙Girsanov˙journal˙IDAQPRT

Quadratic-exponential functionals of Gaussian quantum processes 19

By using the Schur complement26 of the block I_ν together with the PR condition (10.7) and the assumption (10.21), it follows that the matrix in (10.28) is nonsingular: det [ I_ν Θ A −ΘA^T ] = det(−AΘ − ΘA^T) = det℧ ≠ 0. (10.29)

The inversion of this matrix solves (10.28) for h as h = [ I_ν + Θ℧^{−1}A −Θ℧^{−1} −℧^{−1}A ℧^{−1} ][ z ż ] , (10.30)

thus allowing the boundary conditions (10.14) to be represented in terms of z, ż by (10.24). Similarly to (10.20), by differentiating (10.27) and using the ODE (10.13) together with the matrices (10.15), the PR condition (10.7) and

the relation (10.30), it follows that z̈ = C A ḣ = C A^2h + C A BS^T f = [ A^2 Θ(A^T)^2 ] [ I_ν + Θ℧^{−1}A −Θ℧^{−1} −℧^{−1}A ℧^{−1} ][ z ż ] + (AΘ + ΘA^T)S^T f = ℧A^T℧^{−1}Az + (A − ℧A^T℧^{−1})ż − ℧S^T f , which establishes (10.23). Here, use is also made of the identity A^2Θ − Θ(A^T)^2 = AAΘ − ΘA^TA^T = −A(℧ + ΘA^T) + (℧ + AΘ)A^T = ℧A^T − A℧, following from (10.7). Now, let (10.25) be satisfied. Then, in view of (10.22), the inclusion f ∈ kerL_T holds if and only if the function z is identically zero over the time interval [0,T ] and hence, so also are its derivatives, including ż, z̈. The latter makes the left-hand side of the ODE (10.23) vanish identically, which is equivalent to f = 0 almost everywhere on [0,T ] since det(℧S^T) ≠ 0 (both matrices ℧ and S are nonsingular), and hence, kerL_T = {0}. ■ The relation (10.29) implies the observability2 of the matrix pair (C ,A ) in (10.15) and the controllability

of the pair (A ,B). The latter property follows from the identity (C A^k)^T = (A^k)^TC^T = −(A^k)^T [ 0 I_ν I_ν 0 ] B = −(−1)^k [ 0 I_ν I_ν 0 ] A^kB for all k = 0,1,2,... and can also be obtained directly from det℧ ≠ 0 by using the Schur

complement technique as det[B A B] = det [ Θ AΘ −I_ν A^T ] = det(AΘ+ΘA^T) = (−1)^ν det℧ ≠ 0. In the case of (10.25),

the process X in (10.8) itself consists of the system variables of an OQHO with the CCR matrix SΘS^T and the energy and coupling matrices S^{−T}RS^{−1}, MS^{−1} obtained by an appropriate transformation of those in (10.4), (10.6), with S^{−T} := (S^{−1})^T. The corresponding transformation of the QSDE (10.5) is dX = SAS^{−1}Xdt + SBdW.

Now, suppose the input bosonic fields are in the vacuum state45 υ on the Fock space F, with the density operator ρ in (5.2) given by

ρ := ρ_0 ⊗ υ, (10.31)

where ρ_0 is the initial system state on H_0. If, in addition to (10.31), the matrix A in (10.6) is Hurwitz, then the OQHO (10.5) has a unique invariant zero-mean Gaussian quantum state61. In this invariant state, X in (10.8) is a stationary Gaussian quantum process satisfying (8.1), where, in addition to (10.10), which does not depend on a particular state, the real part of the quantum covariance function takes the form

P(τ) := { Se^{τA}ΓS^T if τ ⩾ 0 SΓe^{−τAT} S^T if τ < 0

, τ ∈ R. (10.32)

Here, Γ = ∫ R_+ e

tABB^Te^{tAT} dt is the controllability Gramian2 of the matrix pair (A,B) satisfying the algebraic Lyapunov equation (ALE) AΓ + ΓA^T + BB^T = 0, which can be combined with (10.7) as A(Γ + iΘ) + (Γ + iΘ)A^T + B(I_m + iJ)B^T = 0. Since A is Hurwitz, the quantum covariance function P(τ) + iΛ(τ) of the process X decays exponentially fast, as τ → ∞, thus securing the integrability in (8.3). The Fourier transforms (8.11) of the kernels (10.32), (10.10) are rational functions (see also Eq. (5.8) of Ref. 64):

Φ(λ ) = F(iλ )BB^TF(iλ )^∗, Ψ(λ ) = F(iλ )℧F(iλ )^∗, λ ∈ R, (10.33)

where use is made of the matrix ℧ from (10.7) along with the C^{n×ν} -valued transfer function

F(s) := S(sI_ν − A)^{−1}, s ∈ C , (10.34)

which relates the Laplace transform of the process X in (10.8) to that of the incremented process BW in (10.5): ∫ R_+ e

−st X(t)dt = S(sI_ν − A)^{−1}X (0) + F(s)B ∫ R_+ e

−st dW (t), provided Res > 0. Since A is Hurwitz, the rational

Thursday 18^{th} March, 2021 02:59 WSPC/INSTRUCTION FILE QEF˙Girsanov˙journal˙IDAQPRT

20 I.G.Vladimirov, I.R.Petersen & M.R.James

functions Φ, Ψ in (10.33) have no poles in the strip {λ ∈ C : |Imλ | < |lnr(e^A)|}. The fulfillment of the sufficient conditions of Theorem 10.1 makes Theorems 8.1 and 9.1 applicable to computing the QEF growth rate (8.13) for the invariant state of the stable OQHO in terms of the Fourier transforms (10.33). In this case, in view of (10.34), the conditions (10.21), (10.25) imply that detΨ(λ ) ≠ 0 for all λ ∈ R, which extends to the strip mentioned above.

11. Quantum Statistical Uncertainty with an Entropy Theoretic Description

In addition to the tail probability bounds (8.21), which apply to the OQHO in its invariant Gaussian state, the QEF growth rate ϒ(θ ) provides asymptotic upper bounds for the mean square cost functionals EQ_T in the presence of statistical uncertainty described in terms of quantum relative entropy (see Sec. IV of Ref. 62 and references therein). More precisely, consider a setting, where the system-field density operator ρ in (10.31) specifies a nominal quantum state which can differ from the true density operator σ on the system-field space H. Accordingly, E(·) in (5.2) is interpreted as the nominal quantum expectation which, in general, differs from its counterpart

E_σ ζ := Tr(σζ ) (11.1)

over the true state σ. Since for any time horizon T > 0, the quantum variable Q_T in (5.1) acts on the system-field subspace H_T in (10.2), its true and nominal moments depend on

σ_T := P_T σP_T , ρ_T := P_T ρP_T = ρ_0 ⊗ υ_T , (11.2)

respectively, where υ_T is the vacuum field state on the Fock subspace F_T , and P_T is the orthogonal projection of H onto H_T associated with the time interval [0,T ]. In particular, the QEF Ξ_{θ,T} in (5.3) is over the restricted nominal density operator ρ_T . It is the true density operator σ, rather than its nominal model ρ, that determines physically meaningful statistical properties of quantum variables (such as (11.1)), with the discrepancy between them constituting the quantum statistical uncertainty. If it is assumed a priori that σ, which is known imprecisely, is not “too far” from the reference quantum state ρ, this uncertainty can be described, for example, by the class

S_ε := { σ : limsup

T→+∞ ( 1 T D(σ_T ‖ρ_T ) ) ⩽ ε } . (11.3)

Here, the parameter ε ⩾ 0 limits the growth rate of the quantum relative entropy43 of the restricted true density operator σ_T with respect to its nominal model ρ_T in (11.2):

D(σ_T ‖ρ_T ) := E_σ (lnσ_T − lnρ_T ) = Tr(σ_T (lnσ_T − lnρ_T )) = −H(σ_T ) − E_σ lnρ_T , (11.4)

where H(σ_T ) = −E_σ lnσ_T = −Tr(σ_T lnσ_T ) is the von Neumann entropy of σ_T (cf. Eq. (7) of Ref. 73), and the idempotence P^2_T = P_T of the projection operators is used. The supports of the density operators (as subspaces of H_T in (10.2)) are assumed to satisfy the inclusion suppσ_T ⊂ suppρ_T for all T > 0, which is a quantum analogue of the absolute continuity of classical probability measures. Similarly to its classical counterpart9, the quantum relative entropy (11.4) is always nonnegative and vanishes only if σ_T = ρ_T . Therefore, the nominal state ρ ∈ S_ε and the parameter ε ⩾ 0 can be regarded as the “centre” and “size” of the uncertainty class S_ε , respectively. For large values of ε > 0, some states σ ∈ S_ε in (11.3) can lead to substantially higher values of the cost functionals than those predicted by the nominal model. In application to quadratic costs, the following theorem provides an upper bound on the worst-case growth rate for such a functional in terms of the nominal QEF.

Theorem 11.1. Suppose the OQHO in (10.1)–(10.6) is stable (its matrix A is Hurwitz), and the quantum variables Q_T in (5.1) are associated with the process X in (10.8), with the operator L_T in (8.4) with the CCR kernel Λ in (10.10) having no zero eigenvalues for all sufficiently large T > 0. Also, suppose the class of true system-field states σ is specified by (11.3), with ε ⩾ 0. Then the worst-case growth rate of the mean square cost E_σ Q_T satisfies

sup_{σ∈Sε} limsup

T →+∞ ( 1 T E_σ Q_T ) ⩽ 2 inf

θ>0 subject to (8.12)

ϒ(θ ) + ε θ . (11.5)

Here, ϒ(θ ) is the QEF growth rate (8.13) computed in terms of the spectral functions (10.33) for the invariant state of the OQHO driven by vacuum fields in the framework of the nominal model. □

Thursday 18^{th} March, 2021 02:59 WSPC/INSTRUCTION FILE QEF˙Girsanov˙journal˙IDAQPRT

Quadratic-exponential functionals of Gaussian quantum processes 21

Proof. Application of Lemma 2.1 from Ref. 73 and its corollary Eq. (9) therein, based on the Golden-Thompson inequality22^,42^,57

Tr(e^{α+β} ) ⩽ Tr(e^α e^β ) (11.6)

for self-adjoint operators α, β , to the quantum variables α := lnρ_T and β :=^θ_2 Q_T yields θ 2 E_σ Q_T ⩽ lnΞ_{θ,T} + D(σ_T ‖ρ_T ), (11.7)

where the QEF Ξ_{θ,T} = Tr(ρ_T e^θ2^{QT} ) in (5.3) is over the nominal state ρ. By combining (11.7) with (8.13), (11.3), it follows that θ 2 limsup

T →+∞ ( 1 T E_σ Q_T ) ⩽ limsup

T →+∞ ( 1 T lnΞ_{θ,T} ) + limsup

T →+∞ ( 1 T D(σ_T ‖ρ_T ) ) ⩽ ϒ(θ ) + ε (11.8)

for any θ > 0 satisfying (8.12) and any σ ∈ S_ε . The right-hand side of (11.8), as an upper bound for the left-hand side, holds uniformly over σ ∈ S_ε , and hence, multiplication by^2_θ leads to sup_{σ∈Sε} limsup_{T →+∞}

(_1 T E_σ Q_T ) ⩽ 2 θ (ϒ(θ ) + ε). Since this inequality holds for any θ > 0 satisfying (8.12), and its left-hand side does not depend on θ , the minimization of the right-hand side over θ yields (11.5). ■ In the framework of the quantum statistical uncertainty model (11.3), specified by ε in terms of (11.4), the worst-case quadratic cost growth rate on the left-hand side of (11.5) is similar to the robust performance criteria in classical minimax LQG control14^,49^,51. However, in contrast to the duality relation, which is used by the classical approach in the context of a relative entropy description of statistical uncertainty, the equality in its quantum counterpart (11.7) is not necessarily achievable.

The uncertainty class (11.3) contains a smaller set of quantum states σ on H, given by

R_{ε,c} := { σ : D(σ_T ‖ρ_T ) ⩽ εT + c(T ) for all T > 0 } ⊂ S_ε (11.9)

and parameterised by ε ⩾ 0 and an arbitrary function c : (0,+∞) → R_+ satisfying c(T ) = o(T ), as T → +∞. In particular, if ε = 0 and c = 0, then the set (11.9) is a singleton consisting of the nominal state: R_{0,0} = {ρ}, which corresponds to the absence of statistical uncertainty. In general, a reasoning, similar to the proof of Theorem 11.1, leads to sup σ∈R_{ε,c}

limsup

T →+∞ ( 1 T E_σ Q_T ) ⩽ limsup

T →+∞ ( 1 T sup σ∈R_{ε,c}

E_σ Q_T ) ⩽ 2 inf

θ>0 subject to (8.12)

ϒ(θ ) + ε θ . (11.10)

Here, the maximization sup_{σ∈Rε,c} E_σ Q_T of the quadratic cost E_σ Q_T = E_{σT} Q_T under the quantum relative entropy constraint in (11.9) is closely related to a quantum statistical mechanical problem53 − 1 2 E_σ Q_T + 1 θ D(σ_T ‖ρ_T ) = E_σ H_{θ,T} − 1 θ H(σ_T ) −→ min (11.11)

of unconstrained minimization of a free energy functional over the density operators σ_T on H_T . Here,

H_{θ,T} := − 1 θ lnρ_T − 1 2 Q_T (11.12)

plays the role of a fictitious Hamiltonian which involves both Q_T and the nominal state ρ_T on the system-field subspace H_T . Accordingly,^1_θ is the Lagrange multiplier for the constraint on D(σ_T ‖ρ_T ), with θ corresponding to the inverse temperature (up to the Boltzmann constant). The minimum in (11.11) is achieved at the Gibbs- Boltzmann density operator4^1_{Zθ ,T} e^{−θHθ ,T} , where, in view of (11.12) and the Golden-Thompson inequality (11.6), the partition function Z_{θ,T} := Tr(e^{−θHθ ,T} ) = Tr(e^{lnρT + θ}2^{QT} ) is bounded by the nominal value of the QEF in (5.3): Z_{θ,T} ⩽ Tr(ρ_T e^θ2^{QT} ) = Ξ_{θ,T} .

For any given ε ⩾ 0, the quantity^1_θ (ϒ(θ ) + ε) under minimization in (11.5) (and (11.10)) is a convex function of θ > 0 due to each of the functions^{ϒ(θ)}_θ and^ε_θ being convex. Also, since this quantity is increasing with respect to ϒ(θ ), the inequalities (11.5), (11.10) remain valid if the exact value of ϒ(θ ) from (8.13) is replaced with its upper bound. Such estimates for the QEF growth rate ϒ(θ ) are provided, for example, by Theorem 5 of Ref. 61.

In the context of risk-sensitive quantum feedback control and filtering problems5^,31^,32^,73 with linear quantum plants and controllers or observers, the resulting closed-loop systems are organised as OQHOs. The minimization

Thursday 18^{th} March, 2021 02:59 WSPC/INSTRUCTION FILE QEF˙Girsanov˙journal˙IDAQPRT

22 I.G.Vladimirov, I.R.Petersen & M.R.James

of the QEF rate ϒ(θ ) over admissible parameters of the controllers and observers (at a suitably chosen θ > 0), as a performance criterion for such systems, enhances their robustness properties in terms of the large deviations and worst-case quadratic cost bounds (8.21), (11.5), (11.10).

12. Conclusion

For a quantum process of time-varying self-adjoint quantum variables with CCRs, similar to those of positions and momenta, we have developed a finite-horizon QKL expansion over the eigenbasis of the skew self-adjoint operator with the commutator kernel function, provided it has no zero eigenvalues. The QKL expansion has been applied to obtain a randomised representation of the QEFs for such quantum processes, which resembles the Doleans- Dade exponentials in the context of Girsanov’s theorem and involves an auxiliary Gaussian random process whose covariance structure is specified by the commutator kernel of the underlying quantum process. This representation has allowed the QEF to be related to the MGF of the quantum process and computed for the case of multipoint Gaussian states. For stationary Gaussian quantum processes, we have obtained a frequency-domain formula for the infinite-horizon asymptotic growth rate of the QEF in terms of the Fourier transforms of the real and imaginary parts of the quantum covariance function in composition with trigonometric functions. A homotopy technique has been outlined for numerical computation and approximation of the QEF growth rate as a function of the risk sensitivity parameter. A sufficient condition for no zero eigenvalues has been obtained in the case of stationary Gaussian quantum processes, related linearly to the system variables of stable OQHOs driven by vacuum fields, when the quantum covariance function has a rational Fourier transform and the eigenanalysis is reduced to a boundary value problem for a second-order ODE. For this class of quantum systems, we have also discussed asymptotic upper bounds on the worst-case mean square costs in terms of the QEF growth rate in the presence of statistical uncertainty described in terms of quantum relative entropy of the actual density operator with respect to the nominal state. In combination with exponential upper bounds on tail probabilities for quantum trajectories, the role of the QEF growth rate for the robustness properties of OQHOs makes it important to implement the frequency-domain representation, obtained in this paper, in the form of state-space methods for its computation. The state-space approach would also benefit the solution of optimal control problems for OQHOs with quadraticexponential performance criteria, which are currently considered in the frequency domain69.

Acknowledgements

IGV thanks Professor Robin L. Hudson for pointing out Ref. 29 and for other useful discussions in the context of Refs. 11, 28, 65. This work is supported by the Australian Research Council grant DP210101938.

Appendix A. Randomised Representation for Elementary Quadratic-Exponential Functions

For the purposes of Sec. 5, consider a self-adjoint quantum variable, which is associated with the position and momentum operators ξ , η in (2.4), (2.5) of Sec. 2 as

f (σ) := Me^{σ(αξ +β η)} = 1 2π ∫ R^2

e^{σ(aξ +bη)− 12 (a2+b2)}dadb (A.1)

and depends on a parameter σ ∈ R satisfying the constraint |σ| < √ 2. (A.2)

The classical expectation M(·) in (A.1) is over auxiliary independent standard normal random variables α, β .

Theorem Appendix A.1. The quantum variables (A.1) are related to quadratic-exponential functions of the position-momentum pair (ξ ,η) by

e^{ω(ξ 2+η2)} = 1 coshω f (σ), σ := √ 2tanhω (A.3)

for any ω ⩾ 0. □

Proof. Differentiation of (A.1) with respect to σ yields

f^′(σ) = M((αξ + β η)g(σ,α,β )) = ζ^Tμ(σ), (A.4)

Thursday 18^{th} March, 2021 02:59 WSPC/INSTRUCTION FILE QEF˙Girsanov˙journal˙IDAQPRT

Quadratic-exponential functionals of Gaussian quantum processes 23

where

g(σ,a,b) := e^{σ(aξ +bη)} = e^{− i2 σ 2ab}e^{σaξ} e^{σbη} = e^{i2 σ 2ab}e^{σbη} e^{σaξ} = e^{σa(ξ − i2 σb)}e^{σbη} = e^{σb(η+ i2 σa)}e^{σaξ} (A.5)

is an auxiliary self-adjoint quantum variable which depends on the parameters σ,a,b ∈ R. Here, the positionmomentum vector ζ from (2.4) is used together with

μ(σ) := [ μ_1(σ) μ_2(σ) ] = [ M(αg(σ,α,β )) M(β g(σ,α,β )) ] , (A.6)

which is a vector consisting of two self-adjoint quantum variables, depending on the parameter σ. The second and third equalities in (A.5) follow from the Baker-Campbell-Hausdorff (BCH) formula (or, equivalently, the Weyl CCRs, similar to (10.3)). In what follows, we will employ the identity

M(γe^{γz}) = ze^{12 z2} = zMe^{γz}, (A.7)

which holds for a standard normal random variable γ and extends from complex numbers to operators z. Since α, β are independent standard normal random variables, then substitution of the forth equality from (A.5) into (A.6) and application of the tower property of conditional classical expectations55 together with (A.7) lead to

μ_1(σ) = M(αe^{σα(ξ − i2 σβ )}e^{σβ η} ) = M(M(αe^{σα(ξ − i2 σβ )} | β )e^{σβ η} )

= σM ( M (( ξ − i 2 σβ ) e^{σα(ξ − i2 σβ )} | |β ) e^{σβ η} ) = σM (( ξ − i 2 σβ ) e^{σα(ξ − i2 σβ )}e^{σβ η} )

= σM (( ξ − i 2 σβ ) g(σ,α,β ) ) = σξ f (σ) − i 2 σ^2μ_2(σ), (A.8)

where use is also made of the relation f (σ) = Mg(σ,α,β ) in view of (A.1). By a similar reasoning, a combination of the last equality from (A.5) with (A.6), (A.7) yields

μ_2(σ) = M(β e^{σβ (η+ i2 σα)}e^{σαξ} ) = M(M(β e^{σβ (η+ i2 σα)} | α)e^{σαξ} )

= σM ( M (( η + i 2 σα ) e^{σβ (η+ i2 σα)} | |α ) e^{σαξ} ) = σM (( η + i 2 σα ) e^{σβ (η+ i2 σα)}e^{σαξ} )

= σM (( η + i 2 σα ) g ) = ση f (σ) + i 2 σ^2μ_1(σ). (A.9)

The relations (A.8), (A.9) form a set of two linear equations for the vector μ(σ) in (A.6), which can be represented by using the matrix (2.6) and the vector (2.4) as μ(σ) = σζ f (σ) −^i_2 σ^2Jμ(σ), and hence,

μ(σ) = σ ( I_2 + i 2 σ^2J )_{−1} ζ f (σ) = σ 1 −^1_4 σ^4 ( I_2 − i 2 σ^2J ) ζ f (σ) (A.10)

in view of the involutive property (iJ)^2 = I_2 (whereby (I_2 + icJ)(I_2 − icJ) = (1 − c^2)I_2 for any c ∈ C ). Substitution of (A.10) into (A.4) leads to

f^′(σ) = σ 1 −^1_4 σ^4 ζ^T ( I_2 − i 2 σ^2J ) ζ f (σ) = σ 1 −^1_4 σ^4 ( ζ^Tζ + 1 2 σ^2 ) f (σ), (A.11)

where use is made of the relations ζ^TJζ = ξ η − ηξ = [ξ ,η] = i which follow from (2.4)–(2.6). Here, the denominator 1 −^1_4 σ^4 originates from the BCH correction factors e^{± i}2^{σ 2αβ} in (A.5), which explains the nature of the constraint (A.2). Now, (A.11) is a linear operator differential equation for f with the identity operator as the initial condition: f (0) = I in view of (A.1). Its solution is given by a leftward-ordered exponential

f (σ) = ←−exp

( ∫_σ 0 τ 1 −^1_4 τ^4 ( ζ^Tζ + 1 2 τ^2 ) dτ ) = exp

( ∫_σ 0 τ 1 −^1_4 τ^4 dτζ^Tζ + 1 2 ∫ σ 0 τ^3 1 −^1_4 τ^4 dτ ) , (A.12)

which reduces to the usual exponential of an affine function of the quantum variable ζ^Tζ (noncommutativity issues do not arise here because (A.12) involves only one quantum variable). The coefficients of this affine function can be computed in terms of a new integration variable ω ⩾ 0, related to σ by

ω := 1 2 ln 1 +^1_2 σ^2 1 −^1_2 σ^2

, σ = √ 2 e^{2ω} − 1 e^{2ω} + 1 = √ 2tanhω, (A.13)

Thursday 18^{th} March, 2021 02:59 WSPC/INSTRUCTION FILE QEF˙Girsanov˙journal˙IDAQPRT

24 I.G.Vladimirov, I.R.Petersen & M.R.James

which describes a bijection [0,+∞) ∋ ω ↔ σ ∈ [0, √ 2). More precisely, it follows from (A.13) that^{σdσ}_{1− 14 σ 4} = 1 2 (_1

1+^1_2 σ^2 + 1 1−^1_2 σ^2 ) d(σ^2/2) = dω and^1_2^{σ 3dσ}_{1− 14 σ 4} = −^1_2 dln ( 1 −^1_4 σ^4 ) = −^1_2 dln(1 − (tanhω)^2) = dlncoshω, and hence, (A.12) takes the form

f (σ) = e^{ωζ Tζ +lncoshω} = e^{ωζ Tζ} coshω. (A.14)

This can also be obtained by representing the ODE (A.11) as d f = f^′dσ = (ζ^Tζ + tanhω) f dω and using the relation ∫ ω 0 tanhudu = lncoshω. It now remains to note that ζ^Tζ = ξ^2 + η^2 in view of (2.4), whereby (A.14) establishes (A.3). ■

References

1. L.Accardi, and A.Boukas, Normally ordered disentanglement of multi-dimensional Schrödinger algebra exponentials, Comm. Stoch.

Anal., vol. 12, no. 3, 2018, pp. 283–328.

2. B.D.O.Anderson, and J.B.Moore, Linear Optimal Control, Prentice Hall, New York, 1971.

3. A.Bensoussan, and J.H.van Schuppen, Optimal control of partially observable stochastic systems with an exponential-of-integral performance index, SIAM J. Control Optim., vol. 23, 1985, pp. 599–613.

4. N.N.Bogolyubov, and N.N.Bogolyubov, Jr., Introduction to Quantum Statistical Mechanics, 2nd Ed., Word Scientific, London, 2010. 5. A.Boukas, Stochastic control of operator-valued processes in boson Fock space, Russian J. Mathem. Phys., vol. 4, no. 2, 1996, pp. 139– 150.

6. A.Böttcher, and A.Pietsch, Orthogonal and skew-symmetric operators in real Hilbert space, Integr. Equ. Oper. Theory, vol. 74, 2012, pp.

497–511.

7. C.Brislawn, Kernels of trace class operators, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc., vol. 104, no. 4, 1988, pp. 1181–1190. 8. J.D.Cole, On a quasi-linear parabolic equation occurring in aerodynamics, Quart. Appl. Math., vol. 9, no. 3, 1951, pp. 225–236. 9. T.M.Cover, and J.A.Thomas, Elements of Information Theory, 2nd ed., Wiley, Hoboken, NJ, 2006. 10. C.D.Cushen, and R.L.Hudson, A quantum-mechanical central limit theorem, J. Appl. Prob., vol. 8, no. 3, 1971, pp. 454–469. 11. S.Chen, and R.L.Hudson, Some properties of quantum Lévy area in Fock and non-Fock quantum stochastic calculus, Prob. Math. Stat., vol. 33, no. 2, 2013, pp. 425–434.

12. C.Doleans-Dade, Quelques applications de la formule de changement de variables pour les semimartingales, Z. Wahrscheinlichkeitstheorie verw., vol. 16, 1970, pp. 181–194.

13. P.Dupuis, and R.S.Ellis, A Weak Convergence Approach to the Theory of Large Deviations, Wiley, New York, 1997. 14. P.Dupuis, M.R.James, and I.R.Petersen, Robust properties of risk-sensitive control, Math. Control Signals Syst., vol. 13, 2000, pp. 318– 332.

15. S.C.Edwards, and V.P.Belavkin, Optimal quantum filtering and quantum feedback control, arXiv:quant-ph/0506018v2, August 1, 2005. 16. I.V.Girsanov, On transforming a certain class of stochastic processes by absolutely continuous substitution of measures, Theory Probab.

Appl., vol. 5, no. 3, 1960, pp. 285–301.

17. I.Ts.Gokhberg, and M.G.Krein, Systems of integral equations on a half line with kernels depending on the difference of arguments, Amer.

Math. Soc., vol. 2, no. 14, 1960, pp. 217–287, Transl. from Uspekhi Mat. Nauk, vol. 13, no. 2(80), 1958, pp. 3–72. 18. W.H.Fleming, Logarithmic transformations and stochastic control, Lecture Notes in Control and Information Sciences, vol. 42, 1982, pp.

131–141.

19. G.B.Folland, Harmonic Analysis in Phase Space, Princeton University Press, Princeton, 1989. 20. I.I.Gikhman, and A.V.Skorokhod, The Theory of Stochastic Processes, vol. I, Springer, Berlin, 2004.

21. M.S.Ginovian, On Toeplitz type quadratic functionals of stationary Gaussian processes, Probab. Theory Relat. Fields, vol. 100, 1994, pp.

395–406.

22. S.Golden, Lower bounds for the Helmholtz function, Phys. Rev., vol. 137, 1965, pp. B1127–B1128.

23. J.Gough, and M.R.James, Quantum feedback networks: Hamiltonian formulation, Commun. Math. Phys., vol. 287, 2009, pp. 1109–1132. 24. A.S.Holevo, Statistical Structure of Quantum Theory, Springer, Berlin, 2001.

25. E.Hopf, The partial differential equationy “u_t + uu_x = μ_{xx}”, Commun. Pure Appl. Math., vol. 3, no. 3, 1950, pp. 201–230. 26. R.A.Horn, and C.R.Johnson, Matrix Analysis, Cambridge University Press, New York, 2007.

27. R.L.Hudson, and K.R.Parthasarathy, Quantum Ito’s formula and stochastic evolutions, Commun. Math. Phys., vol. 93, 1984, pp. 301–323 28. R.L.Hudson, A short walk in quantum probability, Philos. Trans. R. Soc. A, vol. 376, 2018, pp. 1–13.

29. N.Ikeda, and S.Taniguchi, The Itô-Nisio theorem, quadratic Wiener functionals, and 1-solitons, Stoch. Proc. Appl., vol. 120, 2010, pp.

605–621.

30. D.H.Jacobson, Optimal stochastic linear systems with exponential performance criteria and their relation to deterministic differential games, IEEE Trans. Aut. Contr., vol. 18, no. 2, 1973, pp. 124–131.

31. M.R.James, Risk-sensitive optimal control of quantum systems, Phys. Rev. A, vol. 69, 2004, pp. 032108-1–14. 32. M.R.James, A quantum Langevin formulation of risk-sensitive optimal control, J. Opt. B, vol. 7, 2005, pp. S198–S207. 33. M.R.James, and J.E.Gough, Quantum dissipative systems and feedback control design by interconnection, IEEE Trans. Automat. Contr., vol. 55, no. 8, 2008, pp. 1806–1821.

34. M.R.James, H.I.Nurdin, and I.R.Petersen, H^∞ control of linear quantum stochastic systems, IEEE Trans. Automat. Contr., vol. 53, no. 8, 2008, pp. 1787–1803.

35. I.Karatzas, and S.E.Shreve, Brownian Motion and Stochastic Calculus, 2nd Ed., Springer, New York, 1991. 36. M.A.Krasnosel’skii, P.P.Zabreyko, E.I.Pustylnik, P.E.Sobolevski, Integral Operators in Spaces of Summable Functions, Noordhoff, Springer Netherlands, 1976.

Thursday 18^{th} March, 2021 02:59 WSPC/INSTRUCTION FILE QEF˙Girsanov˙journal˙IDAQPRT

Quadratic-exponential functionals of Gaussian quantum processes 25

37. M.Mariton, and P.Bertrand, A homotopy algorithm for solving coupled Riccati equations, Optim. Contr. Appl. Methods, vol. 6, 1985, pp.

351–357.

38. Z.Miao, and M.R.James, Quantum observer for linear quantum stochastic systems, Proc. 51st IEEE Conf. Decision Control, Maui, Hawaii, USA, December 10-13, 2012, pp. 1680–1684.

39. M.A.Nielsen, and I.L.Chuang, Quantum Computation and Quantum Information, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2000. 40. H.I.Nurdin, M.R.James, and I.R.Petersen, Coherent quantum LQG control, Automatica, vol. 45, 2009, pp. 1837–1846. 41. H.I.Nurdin, and N.Yamamoto, Linear Dynamical Quantum Systems, Springer, Netherlands, 2017. 42. M.Ohya, and D.Petz, Quantum Entropy and Its Use, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1993.

43. M.Ohya, and N.Watanabe, Quantum entropy and its applications to quantum communication and statistical physics, Entropy, vol. 12, 2010, pp. 1194–1245.

44. K.R.Parthasarathy, and K.Schmidt, Positive Definite Kernels, Continuous Tensor Products, and Central Limit Theorems of Probability Theory, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1972.

45. K.R.Parthasarathy, An Introduction to Quantum Stochastic Calculus, Birkhäuser, Basel, 1992. 46. K.R.Parthasarathy, What is a Gaussian state? Commun. Stoch. Anal., vol. 4, no. 2, 2010, pp. 143–160. 47. K.R.Parthasarathy, Quantum stochastic calculus and quantum Gaussian processes, Indian J. Pure Appl. Math., vol. 46, no. 6, 2015, pp.

781–807.

48. K.R.Parthasarathy, and R.Sengupta, From particle counting to Gaussian tomography, Inf. Dim. Anal., Quant. Prob. Rel. Topics, vol. 18, no. 4, 2015, pp. 1550023.

49. I.R.Petersen, Minimax LQG control, Int. J. Appl. Math. Comput. Sci., vol. 16, no. 3, 2006, pp. 309–323. 50. I.R.Petersen, Quantum linear systems theory, Open Automat. Contr. Syst. J., vol. 8, 2017, pp. 67–93.

51. I.R.Petersen, M.R.James, and P.Dupuis, Minimax optimal control of stochastic uncertain systems with relative entropy constraints, IEEE Trans. Automat. Contr., vol. 45, 2000, pp. 398–412.

52. M.Reed, and B.Simon, Functional Analysis, Academic Press, London, 1980. 53. J.J.Sakurai, Modern Quantum Mechanics, Addison-Wesley, Reading, Mass., 1994. 54. B.V.Shabat, Introduction to Complex Analysis, AMS, Providence, R.I., 1992. 55. A.N.Shiryaev, Probability, 2nd Ed., Springer, New York, 1996.

56. B.Simon, Trace Ideals and Their Applications, 2nd Ed., American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2005. 57. C.J.Thompson, Inequality with applications in statistical mechanics, J. Math. Phys., vol. 6, 1965, pp. 1812–1813. 58. S.R.S.Varadhan, Large deviations, Ann. Prob., vol. 36, no. 2, 2008, pp. 397–419. 59. V.S.Vladimirov. Methods of the Theory of Generalized Functions, Taylor & Francis, London, 2002.

60. I.G.Vladimirov, and I.R.Petersen, Minimum relative entropy state transitions in linear stochastic systems: the continuous time case, 19th International Symposium on Mathematical Theory of Networks and Systems (MTNS 2010), 5-9 July, 2010, Budapest, Hungary, pp. 51–58.

61. I.G.Vladimirov, I.R.Petersen, and M.R.James, Multi-point Gaussian states, quadratic–exponential cost functionals, and large deviations estimates for linear quantum stochastic systems, Appl. Math. Optim., vol. 83, no. 1, 2021, pp. 83–137 (published online 24 July 2018).

62. I.G.Vladimirov, I.R.Petersen, and M.R.James, Risk-sensitive performance criteria and robustness of quantum systems with a relative entropy description of state uncertainty, 23rd International Symposium on Mathematical Theory of Networks and Systems (MTNS 2018), Hong Kong University of Science and Technology, Hong Kong, July 16-20, 2018, pp. 482–488.

63. I.G.Vladimirov, I.R.Petersen, and M.R.James, Parametric randomization, complex symplectic factorizations, and quadratic-exponential functionals for Gaussian quantum states, Inf. Dim. Anal. Quant. Prob. Rel. Top., vol. 22, no. 3, 2019, 1950020.

64. I.G.Vladimirov, I.R.Petersen, and M.R.James, Lie-algebraic connections between two classes of risk-sensitive performance criteria for linear quantum stochastic systems, SIAM Conference on Control and Its Applications (CT19), June 19-21, 2019, Chengdu, China, pp. 30–37.

65. I.G.Vladimirov, I.R.Petersen, and M.R.James, A Quantum Karhunen-Loeve expansion and quadratic-exponential functionals for linear quantum stochastic systems, 2019 IEEE 58th Conference on Decision and Control (CDC), Nice, France, 11-13 December 2019, pp. 425–430.

66. I.G.Vladimirov, M.R.James, and I.R.Petersen, A Karhunen-Loeve expansion for one-mode open quantum harmonic oscillators using the eigenbasis of the two-point commutator kernel, 2019 Australian & New Zealand Control Conference (ANZCC), Auckland, New Zealand, 27-29 November 2019, pp. 179–184.

67. I.G.Vladimirov, I.R.Petersen, and M.R.James, A Girsanov type representation of quadratic-exponential cost functionals for linear quantum stochastic systems, 2020 European Control Conference (ECC), Saint Petersburg, Russia, May 12-15, 2020, pp. 806–811.

68. I.G.Vladimirov, I.R.Petersen, and M.R.James, Frequency-domain computation of quadratic-exponential cost functionals for linear quantum stochastic systems, 21st IFAC World Congress, Berlin, Germany, July 12-17, 2020, pp. 307–312.

69. I.G.Vladimirov, M.R.James, and I.R.Petersen, Measurement-based feedback control of linear quantum stochastic systems with quadraticexponential criteria, 21st IFAC World Congress, Berlin, Germany, July 12-17, 2020, pp. 318–323.

70. D.F.Walls, and G.J.Milburn, Quantum Optics, 2nd Ed., Springer, Berlin, 2008.

71. P.Whittle, Risk-sensitive linear quadratic Gaussian control, Adv. Appl. Prob., vol. 13, no 4, 1981, pp. 764–777. 72. H.M.Wiseman, and G.J.Milburn, Quantum measurement and control, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge. 73. N.Yamamoto, and L.Bouten, Quantum risk-sensitive estimation and robustness, IEEE Trans. Automat. Contr., vol. 54, no. 1, 2009, pp.

92–107.

74. K.Yosida, Functional Analysis, 6th Ed., Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1980.

75. G.Zhang, and M.R.James, Quantum feedback networks and control: a brief survey, Chin. Sci. Bull., vol. 57, no. 18, 2012, pp. 2200–2214.