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Abstract

From the key composite quantum system made of a two-level system (qubit) and a
harmonic oscillator (photon) with resonant or dispersive interactions, one derives the
corresponding quantum Stochastic Master Equations (SME) when either the qubits
or the photons are measured. Starting with an elementary discrete-time formula-
tion based on explicit formulae for the interaction propagators, one shows how to
include measurement imperfections and decoherence. This qubit/photon quantum
system illustrates the Kraus-map structure of general discrete-time SME governing
the dynamics of an open quantum system subject to measurement back-action and
decoherence induced by the environment. Then, on the qubit/photon system, one ex-
plains the passage to a continuous-time mathematical model where the measurement
signal is either a continuous real-value signal (typically homodyne or heterodyne sig-
nal) or a discontinuous and integer-value signal obtained from a counter. During this
derivation, the Kraus map formulation is preserved in an infinitesimal way. Such a
derivation provides also an equivalent Kraus-map formulation to the continuous-time
SME usually expressed as stochastic differential equations driven either by Wiener or
Poisson processes. From such Kraus-map formulation, simple linear numerical inte-
gration schemes are derived that preserve the positivity and the trace of the density
operator, i.e. of the quantum state.

Keywords: Open quantum systems, decoherence, quantum stochastic master equation,
Lindblad master equation, Kraus-map, quantum channel, quantum filtering, Wiener pro-
cess, Poisson process, qubit/photon composite system. Positivity and trace preserving
numerical scheme.
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1 Intoduction

An increasing number of experiments controlling quantum states are conducted with var-
ious physical supports such as spins, atoms, trapped ions, photons, superconducting cir-
cuits, electro-mechanical circuits, optomechanical cavities (see, e.g., [25, 19, 7, 20, 13]).
As illustrated on Fig. 1, the quantum dynamics of these experiments can be precisely
described by well structured stochastic differential equations, called Stochastic Master
Equations (SME). They govern the relationships between the input u corresponding to
the classical parameters manipulated by the experimentalists and the classical output y
corresponding to the observed measurements. These SME are expressed with operators for
which non-commutative calculus and commutation relationships play a fundamental role.
These SME are the quantum analogue of the classical Kalman state-space descriptions,
d
dt
x = Ax+Bu+ w and y = Cx+ v, with noise (w, v) [29].

QUANTUM WORLD

decoherence

quantum state

Hilbert space (dissipation) CLASSICAL WORLD

Figure 1: Classical Kalman state-space descriptions are replaced, for quantum systems,
by Stochastic Master Equation (SME) descriptions where the measurement back-action is
revealed here by the same Wiener process W shared by the quantum state ρ and by the
output y.

For Fig. 1, with classical input u and classical output y, this SME reads (diffusive case
with Itō formulation [8], L†ν stands for Hermitian conjugate of operator Lν):

dρt = −i
[
H0 + uH1, ρt

]
dt+

( ∑
ν=d,m

LνρtL
†
ν − 1

2
(L†νLνρt + ρtL

†
νLν)

)
dt+ . . .

. . .+
√
η
(
Lmρt + ρtL

†
m − Tr(Lmρt + ρtL

†
m)ρt

)
dWt, (1)

where the same Wiener process Wt is shared by the state dynamics and the output map

dyt =
√
η Tr(Lmρt + ρtL

†
m) dt+ dWt. (2)

The state ρ is a density operator (a self-adjoint, non-negative and trace-one operator) on
a Hilbert space H. Its dynamics (1) are parameterized here via two self-adjoint operators
(Hamiltonians)H0 andH1 ([·, ·] stands for the commutator) and two Lindblad operators, Ld
describing a decoherence channel and Lm a measurement channel of efficiency η ∈ [0, 1].
When η = 0, ρ follows a deterministic linear master equation, called Lindblad master
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equation with two decoherence channels described by Ld and Lm,

d

dt
ρ = −i

[
H0 + uH1, ρ

]
+
∑
ν=d,m

LνρL
†
ν − 1

2
(L†νLνρ+ ρL†νLν) (3)

and the measurement yt = Wt boils down to a Wiener process without any relations with u
and ρ and thus can be discarded. Notice that (3) corresponds also to the ensemble average
dynamics of the SME (1). Notice also that the initial value problems (Cauchy problems)
attached to (1) or to (3) are non trivial mathematical problems when the dimension of
the underlying Hilbert space H is infinite and the Hamiltonian or Lindblad operators are
unbounded (see e.g [2, 45]).

These SME rely on the well developed theory of open quantum systems combining
irreversibility due to decoherence (quantum dissipation) [18, 14] and stochasticity due to
measurement back-action [49, 16, 17, 27, 26]. More general SME than the one depicted
on Fig. 1, with several Lindblad operators and/or driven by Poisson processes (counting
measurement), admit similar structures [39]. Even if the initial system is known to be non
Markovian, it is always possible in general to adjunct a dynamical model of the environment
and to recover a Markovian model with an SME structure but of larger dimension [14, part
IV]. For composite systems made of several interacting quantum sub-systems such SME
models are also derived from a quantum network theory [24, 23] gathering in a concise way,
quantum stochastic calculus [35], Heisenberg description of input/output theory [50, 22]
and quantum filtering [12].

The goal of this paper is to provide an introduction to the structure of these quantum
SME illustrated via a composite system made of two key quantum sub-systems (qubits and
photons, see A) and based on three fundamental quantum rules (unitary evolution derived
from Schrödinger equation, measurement back-action with the collapse of the wave-packet,
composite systems relying on tensor products, see B).

Section 2 is devoted to discrete-time formulation of SME. One starts with the Markov
chain modelling the LKB1 photon box of Fig. 2 [25] where photons are measured by probe
atoms described by two-level systems, i.e. qubits. Two kinds of interactions between the
photons and the atoms are considered (see A for operator notations) :

• dispersive interaction leading to Quantum Non Demolition (QND) measurement
of photons; the qubit/photon interaction is dispersive where Hint = −χ

(
|e〉〈e| −

|g〉〈g|
)
⊗ n (with χ a constant parameter) yields Uθ=χT = e−iTHint , the Schrödinger

propagator during the time T > 0, given by the explicit formula:

Uθ = |g〉〈g| ⊗ e−iθn + |e〉〈e| ⊗ eiθn, θ = χT (4)

where θ = χT .

• resonant interaction stabilizing then the photons in vacuum state; the qubit/photon

interaction is here resonant where Hint = iω
2

(
|g〉〈e| ⊗ a† − |e〉〈g| ⊗ a

)
(with ω a

1LKB for Laboratoire Kastler Brossel.
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Figure 2: Scheme of the LBK experiment where photons are observed via probe atoms.
The photons in blue are trapped between the two mirrors of the cavity C. They are probed
by two-level atoms (the small pink torus) flying out the preparation box B, passing through
the cavity C and measured in D. Each atom is manipulated before and after C in Ramsey
cavities R1 and R2, respectively. It is finally detected in D either in ground state |g〉 or in
excited state |e〉.

constant parameter) yields Uθ=ωT = e−iTHint , the Schrödinger propagator during the
time T > 0, given by the explicit formula:

Uθ = |g〉〈g| ⊗ cos(θ
√

n) + |e〉〈e| ⊗ cos(θ
√

n + I)

+ |g〉〈e| ⊗ sin(θ
√

n)√
n

a† − |e〉〈g| ⊗ a
sin(θ

√
n)√

n
(5)

where θ = ωT .

One explains on this key system how to take into account measurement errors and why
the density operator as quantum state is then crucial. One concludes section 2 with the
general structure of discrete-time SME governing the stochastic dynamics of open quantum
systems subject to unperfect measurement and decoherence.

Section 3 is devoted to continuous-time SME. One considers here the reverse situation
where the qubit is measured by probe photons. Dispersive interaction, measurement of
one quadrature Q of the photons (an observable with a continuous spectrum) and θ = χT
scaling as

√
dt yields a continuous-time SME driven by a Wiener process of form (1) with

Ld = 0, Lm ∝ σz and η = 1. One shows how measurement errors tend to decrease η towards
0. Then the general structure of diffusive SME is presented with an equivalent Kraus-map
formulation yielding alinear time-integration numerical scheme preserving the positivity
and the trace. Resonant interaction, measurement of the photon-number operator n and
θ = ωT scaling as dt yield a continuous-time SME driven by a Poisson process associated
to the measurement counter. One shows how to include measurement imperfections and
gives the structure of continuous-time SME driven by Poisson processes. Last subsection
of section 3 provides a very general structure of continuous-time SME driven by Wiener
and Poisson processes governing the stochastic dynamics of open quantum systems subject
to diffusive/counting unperfect measurements and decoherence.
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The conclusion section 4 provides some comments and references related to feedback,
parameter estimation and filtering issues. These comments and references are far from
being exhaustive.

2 Discrete-time formulation

2.1 Photons measured by qubits (dispersive interaction)

The wave function of the photon is denoted here by |ψ〉. From the scheme of Fig. 2, the
qubit produced by the B in state |g〉 is subject in R1 to a rotation of π/4 in the plane
span{|g〉 , |e〉}, then interacts during T dispersively with the photons in C, is subject to
the reverse rotation of −π/4 in R2 and finally is measured in D according to σz. The
Schrödinger evolution of the qubit/photon wave function |Ψ〉 between B and just before
D is given by the following unitary evolution U:

U =
(((

|g〉−|e〉√
2

)
〈g|+

(
|g〉+|e〉√

2

)
〈e|
)
⊗ I
)

(
|g〉〈g| ⊗ e−iθn + |e〉〈e| ⊗ eiθn

)
(((

|g〉+|e〉√
2

)
〈g|+

(
−|g〉+|e〉√

2

)
〈e|
)
⊗ I
)
.

Applied to the value of |Ψ〉 = |g〉 ⊗ |ψ〉 when the qubit leaves B, one gets2

U (|g〉 |ψ〉) = |g〉 cos(θn) |ψ〉+ |e〉 i sin(θn) |ψ〉 .

Measuring in D, the observable σz yields the collapse of |Ψ〉 into a separable state
|g〉 cos(θn) |ψ〉 or |e〉 i sin(θn) |ψ〉, eigen-vectors of σz ⊗ I ≡ σz with eigenvalues −1 or 1,
respectively. Numbering the qubit by the integer k and removing the qubit state, one gets
the following Markov process induced by the passage of qubit number k:

|ψk+1〉 =


cos(θn)|ψk〉√
〈ψk| cos2(θn)|ψk〉

if yk = g with probability 〈ψk| cos2(θn) |ψk〉 ;

i sin(θn)|ψk〉√
〈ψk| sin2(θn)|ψk〉

if yk = e with probability 〈ψk| sin2(θn) |ψk〉 ;

where yk ∈ {g, e} is the classical signal produced by the quantum measurement of qubit
k. The density operator formulation of this Markov process reads (ρ ≡ |ψ〉 〈ψ| ):

ρk+1 =


MgρkM

†
g

Tr(MgρkM
†
g)

if yk = g with probability Tr
(
MgρkM

†
g

)
;

MeρkM
†
e

Tr(MeρkM
†
e)

if yk = e with probability Tr
(
MeρkM

†
e

)
;

2Tensor sign ⊗ and tensor product with identity operator I are not explicitly recalled in the for-
mula as it is usually done when there is no ambiguity: |g〉 ⊗ |ψ〉 and |g〉〈g| ⊗ e−iθn + |e〉〈e| ⊗ eiθn

read then |g〉 |ψ〉 and |g〉〈g| e−iθn + |e〉〈e| eiθn; similarly
((
|g〉−|e〉√

2

)
〈g|+

(
|g〉+|e〉√

2

)
〈e|
)
⊗ I just becomes((

|g〉−|e〉√
2

)
〈g|+

(
|g〉+|e〉√

2

)
〈e|
)

.
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with measurement Kraus operators Mg = cos(θn) and Me = sin(θn). Notice that M†
gMg+

M†
eMe = I.
When θ/π is irrational, each realization of this Markov process, starting from ρ0 satis-

fying ρ0 |n〉 = 0 for n large enough, converges almost surely towards a Fock state |n̄〉 〈n̄| for
some n̄. More precisely, the probability that a realisation converges towards |n̄〉 〈n̄| is given
by the initial population 〈n̄| ρ0 |n̄〉 (see, e.g.,[40, 11, 4]). This almost sure convergence can
be seen from the following Lyapunov function (super-martingale)

V (ρ) =
∑

0≤n1<n2

√
〈n1| ρ |n1〉 〈n2| ρ |n2〉

that converges in average towards 0 since its expectation value from step to step satisfies :

E
(
V (ρk+1)

∣∣∣ ρk) ≤ ( max
0≤n1<n2

| cos(θ(n1 ± n2)|
)
V (ρk).

2.2 Photons measured by qubits (resonant interaction)

The photon wave function is still denoted by |ψ〉. The qubit coming from box B of Fig. 2
is in |g〉. The Ramsey zones R1 and R2 are inactive. The resonant interaction during the
passage of the qubit in C yields the propagator (5). Thus, the wave function |Ψ〉 of the
composite qubit/photon system, just before the qubit measurement in D, is as follows:(
|g〉〈g| cos(θ

√
n) + |e〉〈e| cos(θ

√
n + I)

+ |g〉〈e| sin(θ
√

n)√
n

a† − |e〉〈g| asin(θ
√

n)√
n

)
|g〉 |ψ〉

= |g〉 cos(θ
√

n) |ψ〉 − |e〉 a
sin(θ

√
n)√

n
|ψ〉

Therefore, the resulting Markov process associated to the measurement of the observ-
able σz = |e〉〈e| − |g〉〈g| with classical signal y ∈ {g, e} is as follows:

|ψk+1〉 =


cos(θ

√
n)|ψk〉√

〈ψk| cos2(θ
√
n)|ψk〉

if yk = g with probability 〈ψk| cos2(θ
√

n) |ψk〉 ;

−
a
sin(θ

√
n)√

n
|ψk〉√

〈ψk| sin2(θ
√
n)|ψk〉

if yk = e with probability 〈ψk| sin2(θ
√

n) |ψk〉 ;

The corresponding density operator formulation is then

ρk+1 =


MgρkM

†
g

Tr(MgρkM
†
g)

if yk = g with probability Tr
(
MgρkM

†
g

)
;

MeρkM
†
e

Tr(MeρkM
†
e)

if yk = e with probability Tr
(
MeρkM

†
e

)
;

6



with measurement Kraus operators Mg = cos(θ
√

n) and Me = a sin(θ
√
n)√

n
. Notice that, once

again, M†
gMg + M†

eMe = I.
When θ

√
n/π is irrational for all positive integer n, this Markov process converges

almost surely towards vacuum state |0〉 〈0| when ρ0 |n〉 = 0 for n large enough. This
results from the following the Lyapunov function (super-martingale)

V (ρ) = Tr (nρ)

since
E
(
V (ρk+1)

∣∣∣ ρk) = V (ρk)− Tr
(
sin2(θ

√
n)ρk

)
.

2.3 Measurement errors

In presence of measurement imperfections and errors, one has to update the quantum ρ
according to Bayes rule by taking as quantum state, the expectation value of ρk+1 given
by

ρk+1 =


MgρkM

†
g

Tr(MgρkM
†
g)

if yk = g with probability Tr
(
MgρkM

†
g

)
;

MeρkM
†
e

Tr(MeρkM
†
e)

if yk = e with probability Tr
(
MeρkM

†
e

)
;

knowing ρk and the information provides by the imperfect measurement outcome. Assume
firstly, that the detector D is broken. Then, we get the following linear, trace-preserving
and completely positive map

ρk+1 = K(ρk) , E
(
ρk+1

∣∣∣ ρk) = MgρkM
†
g + MeρkM

†
e

called in quantum information a quantum channel (see [34]).
When the qubit detector D, producing the classical measurement signal yk ∈ {g, e},

has symmetric errors characterized by the single error rate η ∈ (0, 1), the probability of
detector outcome g (resp. e) knowing that the perfect outcome is e (resp. g), Bayes law
gives directly

ρk+1 =



E
(
ρk+1

∣∣∣ yk = g, ρk

)
=

(1−η)MgρkM
†
g+ηMeρkM

†
e

Tr
(

(1−η)MgρkM
†
g+ηMeρkM

†
e

)
with probability P(yk = g|ρk) = Tr

(
(1− η)MgρkM

†
g + ηMeρkM

†
e

)
,

E
(
ρk+1

∣∣∣ yk = e, ρk

)
=

ηMgρkM
†
g+(1−η)MeρkM

†
e

Tr
(
ηMgρkM

†
g+(1−η)MeρkM

†
e

)
with probability P(yk = e|ρk) = Tr

(
ηMgρkM

†
g + (1− η)MeρkM

†
e

)
(6)

Notice that a broken detector corresponds to η = 1/2 and one recovers the above quantum
channel.
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2.4 Stochastic Master Equation (SME) in discrete-time

In fact, the general structure of discrete-time SME can always be constructed from the
knowledge of a quantum channel (trace preserving completely positive map) having the
following Kraus decomposition (which is not unique)

K(ρ) =
∑
µ

MµρM
†
µ where

∑
µ

M†
µMµ = I

and a left stochastic matrix (ηy,µ) where y corresponds to the different imperfect measure-
ment outcomes. Set Ky(ρ) =

∑
µ ηy,µMµρM

†
µ. The SME associated to K and η reads

ρk+1 =
Kyk(ρk)

Tr (Kyk(ρk))
where yk = y with probability Tr (Ky(ρk))

Notice that K =
∑

yKy since η is left stochastic. Here the Hilbert space H is arbitrary
and can be of infinite dimension, the Kraus operator Mµ are bounded operator on H and
ρ is a density operator on H (Hermitian, trace-class with trace one, non-negative).

To recover the previous discrete-time SME (6), use the above general formulae with the
quantum channel K(ρ) = MgρM

†
g + MeρM

†
e and the left stochastic matrix(

ηg,g = 1− ηe ηg,e = ηg
ηe,g = ηe ηe,e = 1− ηg

)
where ηg (resp. ηe) is the error probability associated to outcome g (resp. e). Notice that
in (6) the error model is symmetric with ηg = ηe corresponding to η ∈ [0, 1].

3 Continuous-time formulation

Contrarily to section 2, photons measure here a qubit.

3.1 Qubits measured by photons: dispersive interaction and discrete-
time

The qubit wave function is denoted by |ψ〉. The photons, before interacting with the

qubit, are in the coherent state
∣∣∣i α√

2

〉
with α real and strictly positive. The interaction

is dispersive according to (4). After the interaction and just before the measurement
performed on the photons, the composite qubit/photon wave function |Ψ〉 reads:(

|g〉〈g| e−iθn + |e〉〈e| eiθn
)
|ψ〉
∣∣∣i α√

2

〉
= 〈g|ψ〉 |g〉

∣∣∣ie−iθ α√
2

〉
+ 〈e|ψ〉 |e〉

∣∣∣ieiθ α√
2

〉
since for any coherent state |β〉 of complex amplitude β, eiθn |β〉 is also a coherent state of
complex amplitude eiθβ (eiθn |β〉 =

∣∣eiθβ〉).
8



Assume that the perfect measurement outcome y belongs to R and corresponds to
the phase-plane observable Q = a+a†√

2
having the entire real line as spectrum. Its spectral

decomposition reads formally Q =
∫ +∞
−∞ q |q〉〈q| dq where |q〉 is the wave function associated

to the eigen-value q. |q〉 is not a usual wave function, i.e., in L2(R,C), but one has formally
〈q|q′〉 = δ(q − q′) (see, e.g., [9]). Since∣∣∣ie±iθ α√

2

〉
= 1

π1/4

∫ +∞

−∞
eiqα cos θe−

(q±α sin θ)2

2 |q〉 dq,

we have

〈g|ψ〉 |g〉
∣∣∣ie−iθ α√

2

〉
+ 〈e|ψ〉 |e〉

∣∣∣ieiθ α√
2

〉
= 1

π1/4

∫ +∞

−∞
eiqα cos θ

(
e−

(q−α sin θ)2

2 〈g|ψ〉 |g〉+ e−
(q+α sin θ)2

2 〈e|ψ〉 |e〉
)
|q〉 dq.

Thus

|ψk+1〉 = eiykα cos θ e−
(yk−α sin θ)2

2 〈g|ψk〉 |g〉+ e−
(yk+α sin θ)2

2 〈e|ψk〉 |e〉√
e−(yk−α sin θ)2| 〈g|ψk〉 |2 + e−(yk+α sin θ)2| 〈e|ψk〉 |2

where yk ∈ [y, y + dy] with probability e−(y−α sin θ)2 |〈g|ψk〉|2+e−(y+α sin θ)2 |〈e|ψk〉|2√
π

dy.
The density operator formulation reads then

ρk+1 =
MykρkM

†
yk

Tr
(
MykρkM

†
yk

) where yk ∈ [y, y + dy] with probability Tr
(
MyρkM

†
y

)
dy

and measurement Kraus operators

My = 1
π1/4 e

− (y−α sin θ)2

2 |g〉〈g|+ 1
π1/4 e

− (y+α sin θ)2

2 |e〉〈e| .

Notice that

Tr
(
MyρM

†
y

)
=

1√
π
e−(y−α sin θ)2 〈g| ρ |g〉+

1√
π
e−(y+α sin θ) 〈e| ρ |e〉 (7)

and
∫ +∞
−∞ M†

yMy dy = |g〉〈g|+ |e〉〈e| = I.
For α 6= 0, one has almost sure convergence towards |g〉 or |e〉 deduced from the following

Lyapunov function
V (ρ) =

√
〈g| ρ |g〉 〈e| ρ |e〉

and
E
(
V (ρk+1)

∣∣∣ ρk) = e−α
2 sin2 θ V (ρk).

Assume that the detection of y is not perfect. The probability density of y knowing that

the perfect detection is q is also a Gaussian given by 1√
πσ
e−

(y−q)2
σ for some error parameter

σ > 0. Then the above Markov process becomes

ρk+1 =
Kyk(ρk)

Tr (Kyk(ρk))

9



where

Ky(ρ) =

∫ ∞
−∞

1√
πσ
e−

(y−q)2
σ MqρM

†
q dq

Standard computations show that

Ky(ρ) = 1√
π(1+σ)

(
e−

(y−α sin θ)2

1+σ 〈g|ρ|g〉 |g〉〈g|+ e−
(y+α sin θ)2

1+σ 〈e|ρ|e〉 |e〉〈e|

+e−
y2

1+σ
−(α sin θ)2

(
〈e|ρ|g〉 |e〉〈g|+ 〈g|ρ|e〉 |g〉〈e|

))
.

3.2 Dispersive interaction and continuous-time diffusive limit

Consider the above Markov process with perfect detection y ∈ R. From (7), one gets

E
(
yk

∣∣∣ ρk = ρ
)
, y = −α sin θ Tr (σzρ) , E

(
y2
k

∣∣∣ ρk = ρ
)
, y2 = 1/2 + (α sin θ)2.

When 0 < α sin θ = ε� 1, we have up-to third order terms versus εy,

MyρM
†
y

Tr
(
MyρM

†
y

) =
(cosh(εy)− sinh(εy)σz)ρ(cosh(εy)− sinh(εy)σz)

cosh(2εy)− sinh(2εy)Tr (σzρ)

≈ ρ− εy(σzρ+ ρσz) + (εy)2(ρ+ σzρσz)

1− 2εyTr (σzρ) + 2(εy)2

= ρ+ (εy)2
(
σzρσz − ρ

)
+
(
σzρ+ ρσz − 2Tr (σzρ) ρ

)(
− εy − 2(εy)2Tr (σzρ)

)
.

Replacing ε2y2 by its expectation value independent of ρ one gets, up to third order terms
versus εy and ε:

MyρM
†
y

Tr
(
MyρM

†
y

) ≈ ρ+ ε2

2

(
σzρσz − ρ

)
+
(
σzρ+ ρσz − 2Tr (σzρ) ρ

)(
− εy − ε2Tr (σzρ)

)
.

Set ε2 = 2dt and εy = −2Tr (σzρ) dt− dW . Since by construction

E
(
εyk

∣∣∣ ρk = ρ
)

= −ε2Tr (σzρ) and E
(

(εyk)
2
∣∣∣ ρk = ρ

)
= ε2 + ε4

one has E
(
dW

∣∣∣ ρ) = 0 and E
(
dW 2

∣∣∣ ρ) = dt up to order 4 versus ε. Thus for dt very

small, we recover the following diffusive SME

ρt+dt = ρt + dt
(
σzρtσz − ρ

)
+
(
σzρt + ρtσz − 2Tr (σzρt) ρ

)(
dyt − 2Tr (σzρt) dt

)
with dyt = 2Tr (σzρt) dt+ dWt replacing −εy and dy2

t = dW 2
t = dt according to Ito rules.

10



With measurement errors parameterized by σ > 0, the partial Kraus map

Ky(ρ) = 1√
π(1+σ)

(
e−

(y−ε)2
1+σ 〈g|ρ|g〉 |g〉〈g|+ e−

(y+ε)2

1+σ 〈e|ρ|e〉 |e〉〈e|

+e−
y2

1+σ
−ε2( 〈e|ρ|g〉 |e〉〈g|+ 〈g|ρ|e〉 |g〉〈e| ))

yields

E
(
yk

∣∣∣ ρk) , y = −εTr (σzρ) , E
(
y2
k

∣∣∣ ρk) , y2 = (1 + σ)/2 + ε2.

From

Ky(ρ)

=
e−

y2+ε2

1+σ

2
√
π(1 + σ)

(
cosh

(
2yε
1+σ

)(
ρ+ σzρσz

)
− sinh

(
2yε
1+σ

)(
σzρ+ ρσz

)
+ e−

σε2

1+σ

(
ρ− σzρσz

))
.

and

Tr (Ky(ρ)) =
e−

y2+ε2

1+σ

2
√
π(1 + σ)

(
cosh

(
2yε
1+σ

)
− sinh

(
2yε
1+σ

)
Tr (σzρ)

)
one gets

Ky(ρ)

Tr (Ky(ρ))
=

(
1 + e

−
σε2

1+σ

cosh
(

2yε
1+σ

)) ρ+

(
1 + e

−
σε2

1+σ

cosh
(

2yε
1+σ

))σzρσz − tanh
(

2yε
1+σ

)
(σzρ+ ρσz)

2
(
1− tanh

(
2yε
1+σ

)
Tr (σzρ)

) .

Up to third order terms versus εy, one has then

Ky(ρ)

Tr (Ky(ρ))
= ρ+

(
(εy)2

(1+σ)2
+ σε2

2(1+σ)

)
(σzρσz−ρ)−

(
εy

1+σ
+ 2(εy)2

(1+σ)2
Tr (σzρ)

) (
σzρ+ρσz−2Tr (σzρ) ρ

)
.

Replacing ε2y2 by its average independent of ρ one gets

Ky(ρ)

Tr (Ky(ρ))
= ρ+ ε2

2
(σzρσz − ρ)−

(
εy

1+σ
+ ε2

1+σ
Tr (σzρ)

) (
σzρ+ ρσz − 2Tr (σzρ) ρ

)
.

Set ε2 = 2dt and εy = −2Tr (σzρ) dt−
√

1 + σ dW . Since by construction

E
(
εy
∣∣∣ ρ) = −ε2Tr (σzρ) and E

(
(εy)2

∣∣∣ ρ) = ε2/(1 + σ) + ε4

one has E
(
dW

∣∣∣ ρ) = 0 and E
(
dW 2

∣∣∣ ρ) = dt. Thus for dt very small, we recover the

following SME with detection efficiency η = 1
1+σ

ρt+dt = ρt + dt
(
σzρtσz − ρ

)
+
√
η
(
σzρt + ρtσz − 2Tr (σzρt) ρ

)
dWt

11



with dyt =
√
ηTr (σzρt + ρtσz) + dWt corresponding to −εy/

√
1 + σ and dWt a Wiener

process satisfying Ito rules dW 2
t = dt.

Convergence towards either |g〉 or |e〉 is based on the following Lyapunov fonction

V (ρ) =
√

1− Tr (σzρ)2. According to Ito rules, one has

dV = − zdz√
1− z2

− dz2

2(1− z2)3/2
= − zdz√

1− z2
− 2η2V dt

where z = Tr (σzρ), dz = 2η(1 − z2)dW and dz2 = 4η2(1 − z2)2dt. Since E
(
dz
∣∣∣ z) = 0,

V̄t = E
(
V (zt)

∣∣∣ z0

)
converges exponentially to 0 since governed by the linear differential

equation
d

dt
V̄t = −2η2V̄t, V̄0 = V (z0).

For more general and precise results on diffusive SME corresponding to QND measurements
and measurement-based feedback issues see [10, 32, 15].

3.3 Diffusive SME

As studied in [8], the general form of diffusive SME admits the following Ito formulation:

dρt =

(
−i[H, ρt] +

∑
ν

LνρtL
†
ν −

1

2
(L†νLνρt + ρtL

†
νLν)

)
dt

+
∑
ν

√
ην
(
Lνρt + ρtL

†
ν − Tr

(
(Lν + L†ν)ρt

)
ρt
)
dWν,t,

dyν,t =
√
ηνTr

(
Lνρt + ρtL

†
ν

)
dt+ dWν,t

with efficiencies ην ∈ [0, 1] and dWν,t being independent Wiener processes. Here the Hilbert
space H is arbitrary, H is Hermitian and Lν are arbitrary operators of H not necessarily
Hermitian. Each label µ such that ηµ = 0 corresponds here to a decoherence channel
that can be seen as an unread measurement performed by a sub-system belonging to the
environment, see [25, chapter 4].

With Ito rules, this SME admits also the following equivalent formulation:

ρt+dt =
MdytρtM

†
dyt

+
∑

ν(1− ην)LνρtL
†
νdt

Tr
(
MdytρtM

†
dyt

+
∑

ν(1− ην)LνρtL
†
νdt
)

with

Mdyt = I +

(
−iH− 1

2

∑
ν

L†νLν

)
dt+

∑
ν

√
ηνdyν,tLν .

12



Moreover dyν,t = sν,t
√
dt follows the following probability density knowing ρt:

P
(

(sν,t ∈ [sν , sν + dsν ])ν | ρt
)

= Tr

(
Ms
√
dt ρtM

†
s
√
dt

+
∑
ν

(1− ην)LνρtL
†
νdt

)∏
ν

e−
s2ν
2 dsν√
2π

that remains a linear function of ρ, as imposed by the quantum measurement law.
In finite dimension N , this formulation implies directly that any diffusive SME admits

a unique solution remaining for all t ≥ 0 in {ρ ∈ CN×N : ρ = ρ†, ρ ≥ 0, Tr (ρ) = 1}.

3.4 Kraus maps and numerical schemes for diffusive SME

From the above formulation, one can construct a linear, positivity and trace preserving
numerical integration scheme for such diffusive SME (see [28, appendix B]):

dρt =

(
−i[H, ρt] +

∑
ν

LνρtL
†
ν −

1

2
(L†νLνρt + ρtL

†
νLν)

)
dt

+
∑
ν

√
ην
(
Lνρt + ρtL

†
ν − Tr

(
(Lν + L†ν)ρt

)
ρt
)
dWν,t,

dyν,t =
√
ηνTr

(
Lνρt + ρtL

†
ν

)
dt+ dWν,t

With

M0 = I +
(
− iH− 1

2

∑
ν

L†νLν

)
dt, S = M†

0M0 +

(∑
ν

L†νLν

)
dt

set
M̃0 = M0S

−1/2, L̃ν = LνS
−1/2

Sampling of dyν,t = sν,t
√
dt according to the following probability law:

P
(

(sν,t ∈ [sν , sν + dsν ])ν | ρt
)

= Tr

(
M̃s
√
dtρtM̃

†
s
√
dt

+
∑
ν

(1− ην)L̃νρtL̃
†
νdt

)∏
ν

e−
s2ν
2 dsν√
2π

.

where
M̃dyt = M̃0 +

∑
ν

√
ηνdyν,tL̃ν .

The update ρt+dt is then given by the following exact Kraus-map formulation:

ρt+dt =
M̃dytρtM̃

†
dyt

+
∑

ν(1− ην)L̃νρtL̃
†
νdt

Tr
(
M̃dytρtM̃

†
dyt

+
∑

ν(1− ην)L̃νρtL̃
†
νdt
) .

Notice that the operators M̃dyt and L̃ν are bounded operators even if H and Lν are un-
bounded.
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One can also use the following splitting scheme when the unitary operator e−
idt
2
H is

numerically available and where in the above calculations M0 is reduced to I− dt
2

∑
ν L†νLν :

ρt+dt = e−
idt
2
H

M̃dyte
− idt

2
Hρte

idt
2
HM̃†

dyt
+
∑

ν(1− ην)L̃νe
− idt

2
Hρte

idt
2
HL̃†νdt

Tr
(
M̃dyte

− idt
2
Hρte

idt
2
HM̃†

dyt
+
∑

ν(1− ην)L̃νe
− idt

2
Hρte

idt
2
HL̃†νdt

)e idt2 H.

3.5 Qubits measured by photons (resonant interaction)

The qubit wave function is denoted by |ψ〉. The photons, before interacting with the
qubit, are in the vacuum state |0〉. The interaction is resonant according to (5). After
the interaction and just before the measurement performed on the photons, the composite
qubit/photon wave function |Ψ〉 reads:(
|g〉〈g| cos(θ

√
n) + |e〉〈e| cos(θ

√
n + I)

+ |g〉〈e| sin(θ
√

n)√
n

a† − |e〉〈g| asin(θ
√

n)√
n

)
|ψ〉 |0〉

=
(
〈g|ψ〉 |g〉+ cos θ 〈e|ψ〉 |e〉

)
|0〉+ sin θ 〈e|ψ〉 |g〉 |1〉 .

The Markov process with measurement observable n =
∑

n≥0 n |n〉〈n| and outcome y ∈
{0, 1} reads (density operator formulation)

ρk+1 =


M0ρkM

†
0

Tr(M0ρkM
†
0)

if yk = 0 with probability Tr
(
M0ρkM

†
0

)
;

M1ρkM
†
1

Tr(M1ρkM
†
1)

if yk = 1 with probability Tr
(
M1ρkM

†
1

)
;

with measurement Kraus operators M0 = |g〉〈g|+cos θ |e〉〈e| and M1 = sin θ |g〉〈e|. Notice
that M†

0M0 + M†
1M1 = I.

Almost convergence analysis when cos2(θ) < 1 towards |g〉 can be seen via the Lyapunov
function (super martingale)

V (ρ) = Tr (|e〉〈e| ρ)

since
E
(
V (ρk+1)

∣∣∣ ρk) = cos2 θ V (ρk).

3.6 Towards jump SME

Since in the above Markov process Tr
(
M0ρM

†
0

)
= 1−sin2 θTr (σ−ρσ+) and Tr

(
M1ρM

†
1

)
=

sin2 θTr (σ−ρσ+), one gets with sin2 θ = dt and y being denoted by dN , an SME driven by
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Poisson process dNt ∈ {0, 1} of expectation value Tr (σ−ρtσ+) dt knowing ρt:

dρt =
(
σ−ρtσ+ − 1

2
(σ+σ−ρt + ρtσ+σ−)

)
dt

+

(
σ−ρtσ+

Tr (σ−ρtσ+)
− ρt

)(
dNt −

(
Tr (σ−ρtσ+)

)
dt
)
.

At each time-step, one has the following choice:

• with probabilty 1− Tr (σ−ρtσ+) dt, dNt = Nt+dt −Nt = 0 and

ρt+dt =
M0ρtM

†
0

Tr
(
M0ρtM

†
0

)
with M0 = I− dt

2
σ+σ−.

• with probability Tr (σ−ρtσ+) dt, dNt = Nt+dt −Nt = 1 and

ρt+dt =
M1ρtM

†
1

Tr
(
M1ρtM

†
1

)
with M1 =

√
dt σ−.

To take into account shot noise of rate θ̄ ≥ 0 and detection efficiency η̄ ∈ [0, 1], consider
the following left stochastic matrix(

1− θ̄dt 1− η̄
θ̄dt η̄

)
where θ̄dt is the probability to detect y = 1, knowing that the true outcome is 0 (fault
detection associated to shot noise) and where η̄ is the probability to detect y = 1 knowing
that the true outcome is 1 (detection efficiency). Then the above stochastic master equation
becomes

dρt =
(
σ−ρtσ+ − 1

2
(σ+σ−ρt + ρtσ+σ−)

)
dt

+

(
θ̄ρt + η̄σ−ρtσ+

Tr
(
θ̄ρt + η̄σ−ρtσ+

) − ρt)(dNt −
(
θ̄ + η̄Tr (σ−ρtσ+)

)
dt
)
.

At each time-step, one has the following recipe

• dNt = Nt+dt −Nt = 0 and

ρt+dt =
(1− θ̄dt)M0ρtM

†
0 + (1− η̄)M1ρtM

†
1

Tr
(

(1− θ̄dt)M0ρtM
†
0 + (1− η̄)M1ρtM

†
1

)
=

M0ρtM
†
0 + (1− η̄)M1ρtM

†
1

Tr
(
M0ρtM

†
0 + (1− η̄)M1ρtM

†
1

) +O(dt2).
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with probability

1−
(
θ̄ + η̄Tr (σ−ρtσ+)

)
dt = Tr

(
(1− θ̄dt)M0ρtM

†
0 + (1− η̄)M1ρtM

†
1

)
+O(dt2)

and where M0 = I− dt
2
σ+σ− and M1 =

√
dt σ−.

• dNt = Nt+dt −Nt = 1 and

ρt+dt =
θ̄ dtM0ρtM

†
0 + η̄M1ρtM

†
1

Tr
(
θ̄ dtM0ρtM

†
0 + η̄M1ρtM

†
1

) =
θ̄ρt + η̄σ−ρtσ+

θ̄ + η̄Tr (σ−ρtσ+)
+ O(dt)

with probability

(θ̄ + η̄Tr (σ−ρtσ+)
)
dt = Tr

(
θ̄ dtM0ρtM

†
0 + η̄M1ρtM

†
1

)
+O(dt2)

3.7 Jump SME in continuous-time

The above computations with dt very small emphasize the following general structure of a
Jump SME in continuous time. With the counting process Nt having increment expectation

value knowing ρt given by 〈dNt〉 =
(
θ̄ + η̄Tr

(
V ρtV

†) ) dt, and detection imperfections

modeled by θ̄ ≥ 0 (shot-noise rate) and η̄ ∈ [0, 1] (detection efficiency), the quantum state
ρt is usually mixed and obeys to

dρt =
(
−i[H, ρt] + VρtV

† − 1
2
(V†Vρt + ρtV

†V)
)
dt

+

(
θ̄ρt + η̄VρtV

†

θ̄ + η̄Tr (VρtV†)
− ρt

)(
dNt −

(
θ̄ + η̄Tr

(
VρtV

†) ) dt) .
Here H and V are operators on an underlying Hilbert space H, H being Hermitian. At
each time-step between t and t+ dt, one has

• dNt = 0 with probability 1−
(
θ̄ + η̄Tr

(
VρtV

†) ) dt
ρt+dt =

M0ρtM
†
0 + (1− η̄)VρtV

†dt

Tr
(
M0ρtM

†
0 + (1− η̄)VρtV†dt

)
where M0 = I −

(
iH + 1

2
V†V

)
dt.

• dNt = 1 with probability
(
θ̄ + η̄Tr

(
VρtV

†) ) dt,
ρt+dt =

θ̄ρt + η̄VρtV
†

θ̄ + η̄Tr (VρtV†)
.

These SME have been introduced in the Physics literature in [17, 21].
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3.8 General mixed diffusive/jump SME

One can combine in a single SME Wiener and Poisson noises induced by diffusive and
counting measurements. The quantum state ρt, usually mixed, obeys to

dρt =
(
−i[H, ρt] + LρtL

† − 1
2
(L†Lρt + ρtL

†L) + VρtV
† − 1

2
(V†Vρt + ρtV

†V)
)
dt

+
√
η

(
Lρt + ρtL

† − Tr
(
(L + L†)ρt

)
ρt

)
dWt

+

(
θ̄ρt + η̄VρtV

†

θ̄ + η̄Tr (VρtV†)
− ρt

)(
dNt −

(
θ̄ + η̄Tr

(
VρtV

†) ) dt)

With dyt =
√
ηTr

(
(L + L†) ρt

)
dt+dWt and dNt = 0 with probability 1−

(
θ̄+η̄Tr

(
VρtV

†) ) dt.
The Kraus-map equivalent formulation reads:

• for dNt = 0 of probability 1−
(
θ̄ + η̄Tr

(
VρtV

†) ) dt
ρt+dt =

MdytρtM
†
dyt

+ (1− η)LρtL
†dt+ (1− η̄)VρtV

†dt

Tr
(
MdytρtM

†
dyt

+ (1− η)LρtL†dt+ (1− η̄)VρtV†dt
)

with Mdyt = I −
(
iH + 1

2
L†L + 1

2
V†V

)
dt+

√
ηdytL.

• for dNt = 1 of probability
(
θ̄ + η̄Tr

(
VρtV

†) ) dt:
ρt+dt =

Mdyt ρ̃tM
†
dyt

+ (1− η)Lρ̃tL
†dt+ (1− η̄)Vρ̃tV

†dt

Tr
(
Mdyt ρ̃tM

†
dyt

+ (1− η)Lρ̃tL†dt+ (1− η̄)Vρ̃tV†dt
) with ρ̃t =

θ̄ρt + η̄VρtV
†

θ̄ + η̄Tr (VρtV†)

More generally, one can consider several independent Wiener and Poisson processes.
The corresponding SME reads then

dρt =

(
−i[H, ρt] +

∑
ν

LνρtL
†
ν − 1

2(L†νLνρt + ρtL
†
νLν) +

∑
µ

VµρtV
†
µ − 1

2(V†µVµρt + ρtV
†
µVµ)

)
dt

+
∑
ν

√
ην

(
Lνρt + ρtL

†
ν − Tr

(
(Lν + L†ν)ρt

)
ρt

)
dWν,t

+
∑
µ

 θ̄µρt +
∑

µ′ η̄µ,µ′Vµ′ρtV
†
µ′

θ̄µ +
∑

µ′ η̄µ,µ′Tr
(
Vµ′ρtV

†
µ′

) − ρt
dNµ,t −

(
θ̄µ +

∑
µ′

η̄µ,µ′Tr
(
Vµ′ρtV

†
µ′

))
dt


where ην ∈ [0, 1], θ̄µ, η̄µ,µ′ ≥ 0 with η̄µ′ =

∑
µ η̄µ,µ′ ≤ 1 are parameters modelling measure-

ments imperfections.
The equivalent Kraus-map formulation is the following

17



• When ∀µ, dNµ,t = 0 (probability 1−
∑

µ

(
θ̄µ + η̄µTr

(
VµρtV

†
µ

) )
dt) we have

ρt+dt =
MdytρtM

†
dyt

+
∑

ν(1− ην)LνρtL
†
νdt+

∑
µ(1− η̄µ)VµρtV

†
µdt

Tr
(
MdytρtM

†
dyt

+
∑

ν(1− ην)LνρtL
†
νdt+

∑
µ(1− η̄µ)VµρtV

†
µdt
)

with Mdyt = I −
(
iH + 1

2

∑
ν L†νLν + 1

2

∑
µ V†µVµ

)
dt +

∑
ν

√
ηνdyνtLν and where

dyν,t =
√
ηνTr

(
(Lν + L†ν) ρt

)
dt+ dWν,t.

• If, for some µ, dNµ,t = 1 (probability
(
θ̄µ +

∑
µ′ η̄µ,µ′Tr

(
Vµ′ρtV

†
µ′

))
dt) we have a

similar transition rule

ρt+dt =
Mdyt ρ̃tM

†
dyt

+
∑

ν(1− ην)Lν ρ̃tL
†
νdt+

∑
µ′(1− η̄µ′)Vµ′ ρ̃tV

†
µ′dt

Tr
(
Mdyt ρ̃tM

†
dyt

+
∑

ν(1− ην)Lν ρ̃tL
†
νdt+

∑
µ′(1− η̄µ′)Vµ′ ρ̃tV

†
µ′dt
)

with ρ̃t =
θ̄µρt+

∑
µ′ η̄µ,µ′Vµ′ρtV

†
µ′

θ̄µ+
∑
µ′ η̄µ,µ′Tr

(
Vµ′ρtV

†
µ′

) .

4 Conclusion

These SME driven by diffusive measurements or counting measurements are now the object
of numerous control-theoretical and mathematical investigations that can be divided into
two main issues. The first issues are related to feedback stabilization of a target quantum
state (quantum state preparation) or of quantum subspace as in quantum error correction.
One can distinguish several kinds of quantum feedback:

• Markovian feedback [49] which is in fact a static output feedback usually used in
discrete-time quantum error correction. Its main interest relies on the closed-loop
ensemble average dynamics which is a linear quantum channel for which several
stability properties are available (see, e.g.,[34, 36, 43]).

• measurement-based feedback where the control-loop is still achieved by a classical
controller taking into account the past measurement outcomes. Quantum-state feed-
back is such typical feedback where the quantum state is estimated via a quantum
filter (see, e.g.,[1, 42, 4, 32, 15]).

• Coherent feedback where the controller is a quantum dissipative system [24]. It has its
origin in optical pumping and coherent population trapping [30, 6]. Such feedback
structures are now the object of active researches in the context of autonomous
quantum error correction (see, e.g., [48, 41, 31, 33, 37]).

The second issues are related to filtering and estimation. They are closely related to
quantum-state or quantum-process tomography:
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• Quantum filtering that can be seen as the quantum analogue of state asymptotic
observers. It has its origin in the seminal work of [12]. It can be shown that quan-
tum filtering is always a stable process in average (see [38, 3]). Characterization of
asymptotic almost-sure convergence is an open-problem with recent progresses (see,
e.g., [47, 5]).

• Estimation of a quantum state or classical parameters estimation based on repeated
measurements including imperfection and decoherence during the measurement pro-
cess relies on quantum SME (see, e.g., [44, 46])
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A Notations used for qubits and photons

1. The qubit with a two-dimensional Hilbert space:

• Hilbert space: H = C2 =
{
ψg |g〉+ ψe |e〉 , ψg, ψe ∈ C

}
with ortho-normal basis

|g〉 and |e〉 (Dirac notations).

• Quantum state space: D = {ρ ∈ L(H), ρ† = ρ,Tr (ρ) = 1, ρ ≥ 0} .
• Pauli operators and commutations:
σ− = |g〉 〈e|, σ+ = σ†− = |e〉 〈g|
σx = σ− + σ+ = |g〉 〈e|+ |e〉 〈g|;
σy = iσ− − iσ+ = i |g〉 〈e| − i |e〉 〈g|;
σz = σ+σ− − σ−σ+ = |e〉〈e| − |g〉〈g|;
σ2
x = I, σxσy = iσz, [σx, σy] = 2iσz, . . .

• Hamiltonian: H = ωqσz/2 + uqσx.

• Bloch sphere representation:

D =
{

1
2

(
I + xσx + yσy + zσz

) ∣∣ (x, y, z) ∈ R3, x2 + y2 + z2 ≤ 1
}

2. The photons of the quantum harmonic oscillator with an infinite dimensional Hilbert:

• Hilbert space: H =
{∑

n≥0 ψn |n〉 , (ψn)n≥0 ∈ l2(C)
}
≡ L2(R,C) with the

infinite dimensional orthonormal basis
(
|n〉
)
n=0,1,2,...

.

• Quantum state space: D = {ρ ∈ L(H) trace class, ρ† = ρ,Tr (ρ) = 1, ρ ≥ 0}
corresponding to trace-class Hermitian operators on H with unit trace.

• Operators and commutations:
Annihilation and creation operator: a |n〉 =

√
n |n− 1〉, a† |n〉 =

√
n+ 1 |n+ 1〉;

Number operator: n = a†a, n |n〉 = n |n〉;
[a, a†] = I, af(n) = f(n + I)a for any function f ;
Coherent displacement unitary operator Dα = eαa

†−α†a.
Position Q and momentum operators P:

a = Q+iP√
2

= 1√
2

(
q + d

dq

)
, [Q,P] = ıI.

• Hamiltonian: H = ωca
†a + uc(a + a†).

(associated classical dynamics: dq
dt

= ωcp,
dp
dt

= −ωcq −
√

2uc).

• Quasi-classical pure state≡ coherent state |α〉 α ∈ C : |α〉 =
∑

n≥0

(
e−|α|

2/2 αn√
n!

)
|n〉;

|α〉 ≡ 1
π1/4 e

ı
√

2q=αe−
(q−
√
2<α)2
2 ; a |α〉 = α |α〉, Dα |0〉 = |α〉.

B Three quantum rules

This appendix is borrowed from [39]
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1. The state of a quantum system is described either by the wave function |ψ〉 a vector
of length one belonging to some separable Hilbert space H of finite or infinite dimen-
sion, or, more generally, by the density operator ρ that is a non-negative Hermitian
operator on H with trace one. When the system can be described by a wave function
|ψ〉 (pure state), the density operator ρ coincides with the orthogonal projector on the
line spanned by |ψ〉 and ρ = |ψ〉 〈ψ| with usual Dirac notations. In general the rank
of ρ exceeds one, the state is then mixed and cannot be described by a wave function.
When the system is closed, the time evolution of |ψ〉 is governed by the Schrödinger
equation (here ~ ≡ 1)

d

dt
|ψ〉 = −iH |ψ〉 (8)

where H is the system Hamiltonian, an Hermitian operator on H that could possibly
depend on time t via some time-varying parameters (classical control inputs). When
the system is closed, the evolution of ρ is governed by the Liouville/von-Neumann
equation

d

dt
ρ = −i

[
H, ρ

]
= −i

(
Hρ− ρH

)
. (9)

2. Dissipation and irreversibility has its origin in the ”collapse of the wave packet”
induced by the measurement. A measurement on the quantum system of state |ψ〉
or ρ is associated to an observable O, an Hermitian operator on H, with spectral
decomposition

∑
µ λµPµ: Pµ is the orthogonal projector on the eigen-space associated

to the eigen-value λµ (λµ 6= λµ′ for µ 6= µ′). The measurement process attached to O
is assumed to be instantaneous and obeys to the following rules:

• the measurement outcome µ is obtained with probability Pµ = 〈ψ|Pµ |ψ〉 or
Pµ = Tr (ρPµ), depending on the state |ψ〉 or ρ just before the measurement;

• just after the measurement process, the quantum state is changed to |ψ〉+ or ρ+

according to the mappings

|ψ〉 7→ |ψ〉+ =
Pµ |ψ〉√
〈ψ|Pµ |ψ〉

or ρ 7→ ρ+ =
PµρPµ

Tr (ρPµ)

where µ is the observed measurement outcome. These mappings describe the
measurement back-action and have no classical counterpart.

3. Most systems are composite systems built with several sub-systems. The quantum
states of such composite systems live in the tensor product of the Hilbert spaces of
each sub-system. This is a crucial difference with classical composite systems where
the state space is built with Cartesian products. Such tensor products have important
implications such as entanglement with existence of non separable states. Consider a
bi-partite system made of two sub-systems: the sub-system of interest S with Hilbert
space HS and the measured sub-system M with Hilbert space HM . The quantum state
of this bi-partite system (S,M) lives in H = HS ⊗ HM . Its Hamiltonian H is con-
structed with the Hamiltonians of the sub-systems, HS and HM , and an interaction
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Hamiltonian Hint made of a sum of tensor products of operators (not necessarily
Hermitian) on S and M :

H = HS ⊗ IM + Hint + IS ⊗HM

with IS and IM identity operators on HS and HM , respectively. The measurement
operator O = IS⊗OM is here a simple tensor product of identity on HS and the Her-
mitian operator OM on HM , since only system M is directly measured. Its spectrum
is degenerate: the multiplicities of the eigenvalues are necessarily greater or equal to
the dimension of HS.
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