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Abstract

Stochastic Master equations or quantum filtering equations for mixed states
are well known objects in quantum physics. Building a mathematically rigorous
theory of these equations in infinite-dimensional spaces is a long standing open
problem. The first objective of this paper is to give a solution to this problem
under the assumption of bounded operators providing coupling with environment
(or a measurement devise). Furthermore, recently the author built the theory of the
law of large number limit for continuously observed interacting quantum particle
systems leading to quantum mean-field games. These limits are described by certain
nontrivial extensions of quantum stochastic master equations that can be looked
at as infinite-dimensional operator-valued McKean-Vlasov diffusions. The second
objective of this paper is to provide a well-posedness result for these new class of
McKean-Vlasov diffusions.

Key words: quantum stochastic master equation, stochastic Lindblad equation,
quantum stochastic filtering, unravelling of quantum dynamic semigroups, quantum tra-
jectories, quantum interacting particle systems, quantum law of large numbers, singular
SDEs in Banach spaces, infinite-dimensional McKean-Vlasov diffusions.

1 Preliminaries: filtering equations for pure states

The general theory of quantum non-demolition observation, filtering and resulting feed-
back control was built essentially in papers [6], [7], [8]. A well written review of this
theory can be found in [10]. For an alternative simplified derivations of the main filtering
equations (by-passing the heavy theory of quantum filtering) we refer to [9], [21], [3], [16],
[20] and references therein. For the technical side of organising feedback quantum control
in real time, see e.g. [1], [11] and [26]. Equations of quantum filtering can be also looked
at as stochastic master (or Lindblad) equation yielding unravelling of quantum dynamic
semigroups, see various kind of interpretations and lots of references in monograph [5].

Continuous measurement and quantum filtering of quantum systems can be organised
in two versions: counting and diffusive type detection. In this paper we shall deal only
with the latter. The corresponding dynamics can be described in terms of the stochastic
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evolution of pure or mixed states. The mathematics of the evolution of pure states given
by the Belavkin equations (and representing some kind of stochastic nonlinear Schrödinger
equation) is fairly well understood by now. The present paper is devoted to the study of
a more subtle case of the operator-valued evolution of mixed states. Moreover, recently
the author built the theory of the law of large number limit for continuously observed
interacting quantum particle systems leading to quantum mean-field games, see [18], [17]
and [19]. These limits are described by certain nontrivial extensions of quantum stochastic
master equations that can be looked at as infinite-dimensional operator-valued McKean-
Vlasov diffusions. The second objective of this paper is to provide a well-posedness result
for these new class of McKean-Vlasov diffusions.

Let us introduce basic notations and write down the main equations in order to better
explain our findings. For derivations of these equations see references given above.

To speak in a unified way about the so-called output and innovation processes (that
are Brownian motions under different measures) we shall use the common notion of an
Ito process X(t) defined on some filtered probability space (Ω,F ,Ft,P) and given by its
stochastic differential dX(t) = A(t)dt + σ(t) dW (t), where W (t) = (W1, · · · ,Wn)(t) is a
standard n-dimensional Ft-Wiener process (or Brownian motion) and A(t), σ(t) (where
A(t) a vector and σ(t) a matrix) are continuous adapted processes on (Ω,F ,Ft,P). In
this particular study it will be convenient (for more general and at the same time unified
formulations) to use a nonstandard notion of a simple Ito process to indicate an Ito process
starting from zero with bounded A(t) and with the unit matrix σ(t), so that it satisfies the
Ito product rule in the form dXtdXt = dt (in more detailed notation dXi(t)dXj(t) = δijdt).

Remark 1. By Girsanov’s theorem, all simple processes can be turned to a Brownian mo-
tion by a change to an equivalent measure. This fact is crucial for physical interpretations,
but will be used by us only occasionally and even can be avoided altogether.

In this paper letters H and L = (L1, · · · , Ln) will denote linear operators in a separable
Hilbert space H. Here H is self-adjoint and referred to as the Hamiltonian. The vector-
valued L, assumed to be bounded, describes the coupling operator with the measurement
device. We shall use the notation LS = (L + L∗)/2 = (LS1, · · · , LSn) and LA = (L −
L∗)/2i = (LA1, · · · , LAn) for symmetric and antisymmetric parts of L with the adjoint L∗,
and ‖L‖ =

∑

j ‖Lj‖. We shall write Re z and Im z for the real and imaginary parts of a
complex number or vector. The brackets [A,B] and {A,B} will denote the commutator
and anti-commutator of operators A,B. By ‖A‖ we denote the standard operator norm
of a bounded operatorA in H. The norms in other spaces of operators, like spaces of
Hilbert-Schmidt operators, will be marked by lower index indicating the corresponding
space.

Remark 2. Everything given below have a straightforward extension to the case of time
dependent families L(t), as long as these families are measurable and uniformly bounded.
In fact, time dependent families arise necessarily when reducing the case of unbounded H
to the case of bounded (in fact, vanishing) H via the interaction representation, see below.
If L is time-dependent, all estimates below are valid with ‖L‖ = maxt ‖L(t)‖. Similarly
the theory extends to time-dependent Hamiltonian Ht whenever such family generates a
well defined unitary propagator.

The quantum filtering equation describing the stochastic evolution of pure states (vec-
tors in a Hilbert spaceH) under continuous measurement of a diffusive type can be written
in two equivalent ways:
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(i) as the linear Belavkin quantum filtering equation for a non-normalized state:

dχ(t) = −[iHχ(t) +
1

2

∑

j

L∗
jLjχ(t)] dt+

∑

j

Ljχ(t)dYj(t), (1)

where χ(t) ∈ H and Y (t) is a simple n-dimensional Ito process referred to as the output
process; for bounded H,L, equation (1) is clearly well-posed, as a standard linear Ito’s
equation in a Hilbert space with bounded coefficients;

(ii) as the nonlinear Belavkin quantum filtering equation for the normalized state φ(t):

dφ(t) =
∑

j

(Lj − (φ(t), LSjφ(t)))φ(t) dBj(t)

−[i(H −
∑

j

(φ(t), LSjφ(t))LAj) +
1

2

∑

j

(Lj − (φ(t), LSjφ(t)))
∗(L− (φ(t), LSjφ(t)))]φ(t) dt,

(2)
where Bt is a simple n-dimensional Ito process, referred to as the innovation process.

The link between these equations will be explained below.

Remark 3. The square norm ‖χ‖2 of solutions to (1) has physical meaning analogous
to the square norm of the solutions to the standard Schrödinger equation: it describes
the probability density of observing corresponding values of the output process Y (t), see
detailed discussion in [5].

If one agrees to understand all products of operator expressions as appropriate inner
products (sum over available indices), for instance, writing L∗L instead of

∑

j L
∗
jLj , and

LχdY (t) instead of
∑

j Ljχ dYj(t), one can write all equations above in a simpler form,
say the main equations (1) and (2) will look like

dχ(t) = −[iHχ(t) +
1

2
L∗Lχ(t)] dt + Lχ(t)dY (t), (3)

and, respectively,

dφ(t) = −[i(H − (φ(t), LSφ(t))LA) +
1

2
(L− (φ(t), LSφ(t)))

∗(L− (φ(t), LSφ(t)))]φ(t) dt

+(L− (φ(t), LSφ(t)))φ(t) dB(t). (4)

We will mostly use this short way of writing having in mind more detailed versions above.
Recall that the density matrix or density operator γ corresponding to a unit vector

χ ∈ H is defined as the orthogonal projection operator on χ. This operator is usually
expressed either as the tensor product γ = χ⊗ χ̄ (with the usual identification of H ⊗H
with the space of Hilbert-Schmidt operators in H) or in the most common for physics
bra-ket Dirac’s notation as γ = |χ〉〈χ|.

As one checks by direct application of Ito’s formula, (i) if χ(t) ∈ H satisfies (1),
then the corresponding operator γ = χ⊗ χ̄ satisfies the linear stochastic quantum master
equation

dγ(t) = −i[H, γ(t)] dt + LLγ(t) dt+ (Lγ(t) + γ(t)L∗)dY (t), (5)

with

LLγ = LγL∗ − 1

2
L∗Lγ − 1

2
γL∗L = LγL∗ − 1

2
{L∗L, γ};
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and (ii) if φ(t) satisfies (2), then the corresponding matrices ρ = φ ⊗ φ̄ satisfies the
nonlinear stochastic quantum master equation

dρ(t) = −i[H, ρ(t)] dt + LLρ(t) dt+ [Lρ(t) + ρ(t)L∗ − ρ(t) tr (Lρ(t) + ρ(t)L∗)]dB(t). (6)

These master equations and their nonlinear extensions for interacting particle systems
are the main objects of study in this paper. They describe quantum evolutions under
continuous observation in terms of mixed states (positive operators of unit trace) not
necessarily arising from pure states, that is, not necessarily of form χ⊗ χ̄.

Our first main result concern the well-posedness of equation (6) (or its mild version in
case of unbounded H) for bounded operator L. This includes existence and uniqueness
of solutions and continuous dependence on parameter such as operator H . As a tool
for proving it, we show that this equation can be rewritten in an equivalent way as an
equation for pure states in an appropriately chosen Hilbert space. Secondly, we extend
this result to more general equations providing the law of large numbers for continuously
observed interacting quantum particle systems.

The paper is organised a follows.
Section 1.1 is a warm-up, where we collect some auxiliary facts on the equations

for pure states. Results here are mostly known, but we stress certain details that are
important for further development.

Section 2 is devoted to the linear SDE (5). It makes an important first step for tackling
nonlinear equation (6). The main point here is to prove the preservation of positivity of
the solutions and some bounds for their traces.

Section 3 presents our first main result. We show the well-posedness of equation (6)
(or its mild extension in case of unbounded H), including continuous dependence on the
Hamiltonian H .

In Section 4 our second main result is obtained. We prove well-posesdness for infinite-
dimensional operator-valued McKean-Vlasov diffusions obtained as the law of large num-
ber limit of continuously observed quantum particle systems. These equations are ob-
tained from quantum stochastic master equations for open systems in the way that is
analogous to obtaining standard nonlinear Schrödinger equation for quantum particles of
closed quantum systems.

In Appendix we derive some simple estimates for traces used in our analysis. They
are possibly known, but the author did not find an appropriate reference.

1.1 Dynamics of pure states

In this section we collect some (essentially known) facts about the equations for pure
states. The pure states will be used as auxiliary tools in our analysis of mixed states.

The link between the two descriptions (linear and normalised) is summarised in the
following statement that can be checked by direct application of classical Ito’s lemma.

Proposition 1.1. Let H and L be bounded.
(i) If χ(t) satisfies (1), then ‖χ(t)‖2 satisfies the equations

d‖χ(t)‖2 = 2
∑

j

(χ(t), LSjχ(t))dYj(t), (7)
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d
1

‖χ(t)‖2 = − 2

‖χ(t)‖2
∑

j

(χ(t), LSjχ(t))

‖χ(t)‖2
[

dYj(t)−
(χ(t), LSjχ(t))

‖χ(t)‖2 dt

]

, (8)

d‖χ(t)‖ =
1

‖χ(t)‖
∑

j

(χ(t), LSjχ(t))dYj(t)−
1

2‖χ‖3
∑

j

(χ(t), LSjχ(t))
2 dt, (9)

and the normalised states φ(t) = χ(t)/‖χ(t)‖ satisfy the nonlinear equation (2), where

dBj(t) = dYj(t)− 2(φ(t), LSjφ(t)) dt; (10)

(ii) Let φ(t) have unit norms for all t and satisfy the nonlinear equation (2). Define
‖χ(t)‖−2 as the solution (with the initial condition equal to 1) to the equation

d
1

‖χ(t)‖2 = − 2

‖χ(t)‖2
∑

j

(φ(t), LSjφ(t))dBj(t), (11)

which is seen to be identical with (8) when B and Y are linked via (10) and φ(t) =
χ(t)/‖χ(t)‖. Then the vectors χ(t) = φ(t)‖χ(t)‖ satisfy the linear equation (1).

(iii) The square norm ‖χ(t)‖2 (respectively its inverse) of a solution to (1) is a mar-
tingale under the probability law where Y (t) (resp. B(t)) is a Brownian motion. If B(t)
is a Brownian motin and Y is given by (10), then

E‖χ(t)‖2 ≤ exp{4t‖L‖2}‖χ0‖2, (12)

where the expectation is with respect to B(t).

From now on we shall use reduced notation mentioned in introduction, tacitly assuming
summation over n coordinates of L, Y and B.

Notice that (4) is meant to describe evolutions of unit trace. It is often convenient
to include it in a more general class of trace-preserving evolutions, the simplest version
being

dφ(t) = −[i(H − 〈LS〉φ(t)LA) +
1

2
(L− 〈LS〉φ(t))∗(L− 〈LS〉φ(t))]φ(t) dt

+(L− 〈LS〉φ(t))φ(t) dB(t), (13)

where we introduced the (rather standard) notation for the value of an operator A in a
pure state φ:

〈A〉φ =
(φ,Aφ)

(φ, φ)
.

Clearly for φ(t) of unit trace solutions to equations (4) and (13) coincide, but (13) is
explicitly trace-preserving for arbitrary φ(t), which is not the case for equation (4).

It is also insightful to write down equation for χ in terms of the innovation process B:

dχ(t) = −[iHχ(t) +
1

2
L∗Lχ(t)] dt+ Lχ(t) (dB(t) + 〈L+ L∗〉χ(t) dt). (14)

In the most important case of a self-adjoint L equations (3) and (13) simplify to the
equations

dχ(t) = −[iHχ(t) +
1

2
L2χ(t)] dt+ Lχ(t)dY (t), (15)
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and, respectively,

dφ(t) = −[iH +
1

2
(L− (φ(t), Lφ(t)))2]φ(t) dt+ (L− (φ(t), Lφ(t)))φ(t) dB(t). (16)

Equations (3) and (13) may not make sense if H is unbounded. In the latter case some
generalised version can be used. For instance, one can look at mild forms of the Cauchy
problem for these equations, which are

χ(t) = e−iHtχ0 +

∫ t

0

e−iH(t−s)[−1

2
L∗Lχ(s) dt+ Lχ(s) dY (s)], (17)

and, respectively,

φ(t) = e−iHtφ0 +

∫ t

0

e−iH(t−s)
[

i〈LS〉φ(s)LAφ(s) ds−
1

2
(L− 〈LS〉φ(s))∗(L− 〈LS〉φ(s))]φ(s) ds

+(L− 〈LS〉φ(s))φ(s) dB(s)
]

. (18)

It is seen directly that in terms of vectors ξ(t) = eiHtχ(t) and ψ(t) = eiHtφ(t), integral
equations (17) and (18), are equivalent to the Cauchy problems for the SDEs in the
”interaction form”

dξ(t) = −1

2
(LHt)∗LHtξ(t) dt+ LHtξ(t)dY (t), (19)

and, respectively,

dψ(t) = i〈LHtS 〉ψ(t)LHtA ψ(t) dt− 1

2
(LHt − 〈LHtS 〉ψ(t))∗(LHt − 〈LHtS 〉ψ(t))]ψ(t) dt

+(LHt − 〈LHtS 〉ψ(t))ψ(t) dB(t), (20)

where LHt are obtained from L by ”dressing”:

LHt = eiHtLe−iHt.

On the other hand, a direct application of Ito’s formula shows that, for bounded
operators H , SDEs (19) and (20) are equivalent to SDEs (3) and (4), respectively. Of
course, for unbounded coefficients solutions to mild equations may exist that fail to solve
the corresponding SDEs.

Well-posedness for equation (3) with bounded H,L and (17) for bounded L follows
from the standard linear theory and the observation that the r.h.s. are bounded linear
operators. Let us note that much more general equations of these type with bounded
coefficients are treated in detail in [4]. Nonlinear equations are more subtle. Possibly the
well-posedness for general bounded L was first obtained in [18] (in [4] the existence was
proved and it was noted in [24] that the uniqueness, even of a weak solution, was still
open for bounded H,L in infinite-dimensional spaces). The proof of the well-posedness of
(18) (and thus (4)) for bounded L and self-adjoint H in [18] was based on the extension
to infinite-dimensional case of the arguments from [5] given for finite-dimensional case.
In fact, this well-posedness follows from the standard existence and uniqueness result for
SDEs with Lipschitz coefficients and the following observation that we formulate as a
separate lemma, because we shall use it also later in another context.
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Lemma 1.1. For any bounded operator M in H, the mapping H → H given by formulas

ψ → f(ψ) = 〈M〉ψψ

is differentiable with the derivative mapping

φ→ Dfψ(φ) =
∂f

∂ψ
φ+

∂f

∂ψ̄
φ̄

being a bounded linear operator with the norm not exceeding 5‖M‖. Consequently, the
mapping f is globally Lipschitz.

Proof. Writing down the derivatives in some orthonormal coordinates,

∂fi
∂ψj

=
(ψ,Mψ)

(ψ, ψ)
δij + ψi

(Mψ)j
(ψ, ψ)

− ψiψ̄j
(ψ,Mψ)

(ψ, ψ)2
,

we see that the first term gives the operator proportional to identity and the second and
third terms present Hilbert-Schmidt operators. Each of the three terms is bounded by
‖M‖. Similarly,

∂fi
∂ψ̄j

= ψi
(Mψ)j
(ψ, ψ)

− ψiψj
(ψ,Mψ)

(ψ, ψ)2
,

which is a Hilbert-Schmidt operator bounded by 2‖M‖.

A simple, but important observation is that SDEs (19) and (20) have the same form as
SDEs (3) and (4) (the former have vanishing H and time dependent L), and therefore the
calculations of Proposition 1.2 extend automatically to equations (19) and (20). Moreover,

‖χt‖2 = ‖ξt‖2, (χt, LSχt) = (ξt, L
Ht
S ξt)

leading to the following.

Proposition 1.2. Let H be self-adjoint, but possibly unbounded and L bounded. All
statements of Proposition 1.1 remain valid literally.

To complete our brief review of quantum filtering SDEs for pure states let us note that
there exist many important results on the solutions to some generalised versions of equa-
tions (18) with unbounded H and L under various nontrivial assumptions, see e.g. [16],
[14], [24], [23], some of them being inspired by the works on the conservativity of quan-
tum dynamic semigroups from [12] and [13]. For other classes of stochastic Schrödinger
equation we can refer to [2] and references therein.

2 Stochastic Lindblad (or quantummaster) equations:

linear version

The first thing to decide for dealing with the equations on mixed states is the choice of an
appropriate Banach space of operators, where the corresponding SDEs will be analysed.

We shall consider these equations in the Hilbert space H2
s of self-adjoint Hilbert-

Schmidt operators in H, which is a closed subspace in the space of all Hilbert-Schmidt
operators H2 with the scalar product tr(A∗B).
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Since we are interested in trace-class operators, a more natural space from physical
point of view would be the Banach space H1 of self-adjoint trace-class operators in H.
However, the classes of Banach spaces, for which a satisfactory extension of Ito stochastic
calculus was developed, namely the so-called UMD spaces, spaces of martingale type 2 and
spaces with a smooth norm (see review [25]) do not include H1, and therefore we work in
the larger space H2. In this space the key linear functional of taking trace is unbounded,
and we are led to work with SDEs with singular coefficients. This complication is the
price to pay for working in a convenient Hilbert setting of H2.

As in the case of pure states, the terms of the equations for mixed states are well
defined for bounded H and L. For the case of unbounded H and bounded L one can
naturally use the corresponding mild form that writes down as

γ(t) = e−iHtγ0e
iHt +

∫ t

0

e−iH(t−s)LLγ(s)eiH(t−s) ds

+

∫ t

0

e−iH(t−s)(Lγ(s) + γ(s)L∗)eiH(t−s) dY (s) (21)

for equation (5) and as

ρ(t) = e−iHtρ0e
iHt +

∫ t

0

e−iH(t−s)LLρ(s)eiH(t−s) ds

+

∫ t

0

e−iH(t−s)
[

Lρ(s) + ρ(s)L∗ − ρ(s) tr (Lρ(s) + ρ(s)L∗)
]

eiH(t−s)dB(s) (22)

for equation (6).
Also insightful are the versions of these equations in ”interaction form”, which are

dν(t) = LLHtν(t) dt+ (LHtν(t) + ν(t)(LHt)∗)dY (t), (23)

for equation (21), written in terms of ν(t) = e−iHtγ(t)eiHt, and

dµ(t) = LLHtµ(t) dt+ [LHtµ(t) + µ(t)(LHt)∗ − µ(t) tr (LHtµ(t) + µ(t)(LHt)∗)]dB(t) (24)

for equation (22), written in terms of µ(t) = e−iHtρ(t)eiHt. Here

LHt = eiHtLe−iHt,

as above. The equivalence of (23) (resp. (24)) and (21) (resp. (22)) is straightforward,
but equations (23) and (24) can be looked at as particular cases of (5) and (6), though
with time-dependent coefficients.

Theorem 2.1. Assume, as usual, that L is bounded, H is self-adjoint, and Y (t) is a
simple Ito’s process. Then the following holds.

(i) Equation (5) in case of bounded H and equations (21) or (23) in general case are
well-posed in H2

s, that is, they have a unique global solution for any γ0 ∈ H2
s. If Y (t) is a

Brownian motion, then these solutions have the growth estimates

E[tr γ2(t)] ≤ tr γ20 exp{4t‖L‖2}. (25)

8



(ii) The solution γ(t) to (21) or (5) is positive-definite for all t whenever γ0 so is.
(iii) If the initial condition γ0 is of trace-class, then so is the solution γ(t), with the

trace given by the formula

tr γ(t) = tr γ0 +

∫ t

0

tr(Lγ(s) + γ(s)L∗)dY (s). (26)

If Y (t) is a Brownian motion, then tr γ(t) is a square integrable martingale such that

E(tr γ(t))2 ≤ [(tr γ+0 )
2 + (tr γ−0 )

2] exp{4t‖L‖2}, (27)

where γ±0 denote positive and negative parts of γ0, and

E(tr |γ(t)|) ≤ tr |γ0|. (28)

Remark 4. All estimates in the theorem can be extended to arbitrary simple processes
Y (t) by taking into account the bound for the coefficient at dt of its differential.

Remark 5. The proof of positivity of the solutions was usually considered as a difficult
task. Three different approaches for such proof in finite-dimensional case were suggested
e.g. in [5] (using a link with pure state equations), [22] (using discrete Markov chain ap-
proximation), [20] (turning to Stratonovich SDE or using the theory of attainable boundary
points). We give here a simple proof that works also in infinite dimensional case, It is
close in spirit to the proof of [5].

Proof. (i) The existence of a unique solution is straightforward, as the coefficients at dt
and dY are bounded linear operator of γ in H2

s.
We shall work with equation (5), extension to (23) being automatic.
We derive from (5) by Ito’s formula that

d trγ2 = tr (γL∗γL+ γLγL∗ + LγLγ + γL∗γL∗)dt

+tr [Lγ2 + γL∗γ + γLγ + γ2L∗]dYt, (29)

and thus

E trγ2(t) = tr γ20 +E tr

∫ t

0

(γ(s)L∗γ(s)L+ γ(s)Lγ(s)L∗ +Lγ(s)Lγ(s) + γ(s)L∗γ(s)L∗)ds

so that, by (56),

E tr γ2(t) ≤ tr γ20 + 4‖L‖2
∫ t

0

E tr (γ2(s)) ds.

and (25) follows by By Gronwall’s lemma.
(ii) Since γ0 is a positive operator from H2

s, it follows that there exists a orthonormal
basis {ek} in H such that γ0 can be presented as a convergent (in H2

s) series

γ0 =

∞
∑

k=1

pkek ⊗ ēk

with non-increasing non-negative sequence {pk} from l2. Hence γ0 = lim γ0n with finite-
dimensional operators

γ0n =

n
∑

k=1

pkek ⊗ ēk.

9



By linearity (and uniqueness of solutions), the solution γn(t) with the initial condition γ0n
is the finite convex combination of the solutions with the initial conditions ek ⊗ ēk, the
latter being given by ek(t)⊗ ēk(t) with ek(t) solving the linear filtering equation for pure
states (3), and thus being positive definite. Therefore, γn(t) are positive-definite. On the
other hand, by (25), γn(t) − γ(t) tend to zero, as n → ∞, as the solutions with initial
condition γ0 − γ0t tending to zero. Hence all γ(t) are also positive-definite.

(iii) First assume that γ0 is positive. We then use the approximations γn(t) as defined
in (ii) above. Since all ek(t) ⊗ ēk(t) are positive-definite operators, the sequence γn(t) is
monotonically increasing in n.

Since
tr ek(t)⊗ ēk(t) = ‖ek(t)‖2, (30)

it follows that, for n > m,

tr |γn(t)− γm(t)| = tr (γn(t)− γm(t)) =
n

∑

k=m+1

pk‖ek(t)‖2,

and thus the sequence γn(t) converges not only in H2, but also in the space of trace-class
operators H1. Hence, γ(t) is of trace class and tr γ(t) = lim tr γn(t).

From (7) and (30) it follows that

tr γn(t) = tr γ0n +

∫ t

0

tr(Lγn(s) + γn(s)L
∗)dY (s).

Passing to the limit in this equation we obtain (26).
If Y (t) is a Brownian motion, then from (26), Ito’s formula and the estimate |tr(γL)| ≤

tr γ ‖L‖, it follows that

E(tr γ(t))2 ≤ (tr γ(0))2 + 4‖L‖2
∫ t

0

E(tr γ(s))2 ds

implying (27) by Gronwall’s lemma.
Finally, if γ0 is not positive, we decompose γ0 as the difference of its positive and

negative parts: γ0 = γ+0 −γ−0 . Applying (26) to the corresponding solutions γ±(t) , we get
(26) for γ(t) by linearity. Similarly estimates (27) are obtained. It remains estimate (28).
Firstly it clearly holds with the sign of equality for positive γ0. For general Hermitian γ0,
we can write

tr |γ(t)| ≤ tr γ+(t) + tr γ−(t).

The sign of inequality is due to the fact that, though the solutions γ±(t) are positive
operators, they are not necessarily positive and negative parts of the operator γ(t)).
Applying (28) to γ±(t) we get (28) to γ(t).

Remark 6. Similarly to the arguments of (i) one can establish the continuity estimates

E[tr (e−iHtγ(t)eiHt − e−iHsγ(s)eiHs)2] ≤ 8(t− s)(t‖L‖4 + ‖L‖2)tr γ20 exp{4t‖L‖2}. (31)

for 0 ≤ s ≤ t, and in case of bounded H,

E[tr (γ(t)− γ(s))2] ≤ 12(t− s)[t(‖H‖2 + ‖L‖4) + ‖L‖2]tr γ20 exp{4t‖L‖2}. (32)
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Important part of well-posedness of an equation is the continuous dependence of its
solution on initial conditions and parameters. By linearity, continuous dependence on
initial condition follows from (25). Next result establishes the continuous dependence on
a bounded part of the Hamiltonian.

Theorem 2.2. Under assumptions of Theorem 2.1 assume Y (t) is a Brownian motion
and consider two equations of type (5):

dγ(t) = −i[H, γ] dt− i[Hj, γ] dt+ LLγ(t) dt+ (Lγ(t) + γ(t)L∗)dY (t), (33)

j = 1, 2, where H1 and H2 are two bounded self-adjoint operators in H. Then for their
solutions γj(t), j = 1, 2, with one and the same positive initial condition γ0 of trace-class
we have the estimates for the deviations in the norms of H1 and H2:

E tr |γ1(t)− γ2(t)| ≤ 2t‖H2 −H1‖ tr γ0, (34)

√

E tr (γ1(t)− γ2(t))2 ≤ 2t‖H2 −H1‖
√

tr γ20 exp{2t‖L‖2}. (35)

Proof. By turning to the interaction representation we can reduce the story to the case
H = 0. Then by subtracting two equations we get the following:

d(γ1(t)− γ2(t)) = −i[H1, γ1(t)− γ2(t)] dt+ LL(γ1(t)− γ2(t)) dt+ (L(γ1(t)− γ2(t))

+(γ1(t)− γ2(t))L
∗)dY (t) + i[H2 −H1, γ2(t)] dt. (36)

Denoting by Φt the operator giving solution to the Cauchy problems for equation (33)
with H = 0 and j = 1, we can express solution to (36) with the vanishing initial condition
in the following standard Du Hamel form:

γ1(t)− γ2(t) = i

∫ t

0

Φt−s[H2 −H1, γ2(s)] ds. (37)

Hence

E tr |γ1(t)− γ2(t)| ≤
∫ t

0

E tr |Φt−s[H2 −H1, γ2(s)]| ds.

By the chain rule, one can insert the conditional expectation with respect to Fs inside the
expectation on the r.h.s. of the inequality and then apply (28) leading to the estimate

E tr |γ1(t)− γ2(t)| ≤
∫ t

0

E tr |[H2 −H1, γ2(s)]| ds

≤ 2‖H2 −H1‖
∫ t

0

E tr γ2(s) ds ≤ 2t‖H2 −H1‖ tr γ0,

implying (34).
Similarly, using (37), insertion of conditional expectation and estimates (25) and (57),

we write
√

E tr (γ1(t)− γ2(t))2 ≤
∫ t

0

√

E tr (Φt−s[H2 −H1, γ2(s)])2 ds

≤
∫ t

0

√

E tr ([H2 −H1, γ2(s)])2 exp{2(t− s)‖L‖2} ds

11



≤ 2‖H2 −H1‖
∫ t

0

√

E tr (γ2(s))2 exp{2(t− s)‖L‖2} ds

≤ 2‖H2 −H1‖
√

tr γ20

∫ t

0

exp{2t‖L‖2} ds

implying (35).

Remark 7. An alternative proof of (35) can be given by writing down the equation for
tr (γ1(t)− γ2(t))

2 and then applying Gronwall’s lemma.

3 Stochastic Lindblad (or quantummaster) equations:

normalised version

We shall now establish the link between linear and nonlinear master equation in analogy
with the case of pure states dealt above.

From (26) we can derive by Ito’s formula that

d
1

tr γ(t)
= − 1

(tr γ(t))2
tr (Lγ(t) + γ(t)L∗)dYt +

1

(tr γ(t))3
[tr (Lγ(t) + γ(t)L∗)]2 dt

Hence by Ito’s product rule we check that the normalised density operator ρ(t) = γ(t)/tr γ(t)
satisfies the equation

dρ = −i[H, ρ(t)] dt + LLρ(t) dt
+(Lρ(t) + ρ(t)L∗ − ρ(t) tr (Lρ(t) + ρ(t)L∗))[dYt − tr (Lρ(t) + ρ(t)L∗)dt]. (38)

Therefore, in terms of the innovation process

B(t) = Y (t)−
∫ t

0

tr (Lρ(s) + ρ(s)L∗) ds (39)

the equation for the inverse trace rewrites as

d
1

tr γ(t)
= − 1

tr γ(t)
tr (Lρ(t) + ρ(t)L∗)dB(t) (40)

and the equation for the normalised density operator (38) rewrites in the standard form
(6) of the nonlinear filtering equation.

Let us summarise the corresponding calculations performed above in the following
statement that is a mixed state analog of Propositions 1.1 and 1.2.

Proposition 3.1. Suppose, as usual, that L is bounded and H is self-adjoint. (i) Let γ(t)
satisfy the linear equation (23) (or (5) in case of bounded H) in terms of a simple Ito
process Y (t), and have positive initial condition of trace-class γ0. Then tr γ(t) satisfies
(26). Moreover, the processes ρ(t) = γ(t)/tr γ(t) and B(t) defined via (39) satisfy the
nonlinear equation (24) (and (6) in case of bounded H). (ii) Let ρ(t) satisfy the nonlinear
equation (24) (or (6) in case of bounded H) in terms of a simple Ito process B(t), have
positive initial condition ρ0 and have unit trace for all t. Then, if the process tr γ(t) is
defined as the solution of equation (40) (with any positive initial condition), the process
γ(t) is defined as γ(t) = ρ(t)tr γ(t) and the process Y (t) is defined via (39), then these
processes satisfy the linear equation (5).
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The main complication with nonlinear equation (6) is due to the fact that the function
tr (Lρ + ρL∗) appearing in its r.h.s. is not Lipschitz continuous as a function of ρ in our
main working space H2 unless L itself belongs to this space. In this particular case one
can build the theory of nonlinear equation (6) in analogy with the linear equation. For
general bounded L we shall work via the correspondence of Proposition 3.1 starting with
the following result.

Proposition 3.2. Let L be bounded, H self-adjoint, and B(t) be a simple Ito process.
For any adapted continuous process ρ(t) in H2

s with all ρ(t) positive and of unit trace,
let us define the process T (t) = tr γ(t) as the solution of equation (40) with the initial
condition equal to 1, the process γ(t) as γ(t) = T (t)ρ(t) and the process Y (t) via (39).
Let γ̃(t) be the solution of the linear equation (5) with the initial condition γ0 = ρ0. Set
ρ̃(t) = γ̃(t)/tr γ̃(t) and define B̃ via equation (39) with ρ̃ instead of ρ. Then the process
ρ(t) is a fixed point of the mapping ρ(.) → ρ̃(.) if and only if ρ(.) solves the nonlinear
equation (6).

Remark 8. Similarly one can state that the pair of processes (ρ(t), B(t)) is a fixed point
of the mapping (ρ(.), B(.)) → (ρ̃(.), B̃(.)) if and only if the pair (ρ(t), B(t)) solves (5).

Proof. (i) Let ρ̃(.) = ρ(.). Then also B(t) = B̃(t) and (ρ(t), B(t)) solves (6). (ii) Let ρ(t)
solves (6). Then, by Proposition 3.1, γ(t) solves (5). By Theorem 2.1, γ̃(t) = γ(t).

The link with the linear equation allows one to derive the well-posedness of nonlinear
equation (6) in the sense of weak solutions as a direct consequence of Theorem 2.1. Recall
that a strong solution of an SDE like (6) is a process ρ(t) that can be expressed as a
measurable function of a given Brownian motion B(t). By a weak solution one means
a pair of processes (ρ(t), B(t)) (where B(t) is a Brownian motion) defined on a certain
stochastic basis, adapted to its filtration and satisfying (6). Recall that one says that weak
solution is unique in law if for any two solutions (ρ1, B1) and (ρ2, B2) (possibly defined
on different probability spaces) the processes ρ1 and ρ2 have the same distribution.

Theorem 3.1. Let H be self-adjoint, L bounded and ρ0 a positive-definite operator of
unit trace. Then there exists a unique in law weak solution of equation (6) in H2 with
B(t) a Brownian motion, the initial data ρ0 and such that all ρ(t) are positive-definite
operators of unit trace.

Proof. By Theorem 2.1 one can construct a strong solution to linear equation (5) with
Y (t) a Brownian motion. By Proposition 3.2, ρ(t) = γ(t)/tr γ(t) satisfies equation (6).
By Girsanov’s theorem, B(t) will be a Brownian motion under an appropriate change
of equivalent measure. This proves the existence of a solution. By Proposition 3.2, any
solution can be obtained in this way. Since the distribution of γ(t) is fixed by Theorem
2.1, the distribution of ρ(t) is also uniquely defined.

Let us turn to the strong solutions of (6).
With Proposition 3.2 in mind, one could naturally try to prove the existence of solu-

tions to (6) by proving the existence of a fixed point of the mapping ρ → ρ̃. However, a
direct attempt to prove the contraction property of this mapping would meet the same
difficulty mentioned above, namely the fact that the function tr (Lρ + ρL∗) is not Lips-
chitz continuous. However, Proposition 3.2 can be used to reveal the structure of (6) and
then eventually reformulate it in terms of a system of equations with Lipschitz continuous
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coefficients. This program is carried out in the next theorem. Its importance lies not only
in its stated result, but in the main tool in the proof, which is the possibility to rewrite
stochastic master equation for mixed states in the equivalent form that coincides with the
corresponding equation for pure states in an appropriately chosen Hilbert space.

Theorem 3.2. Let H be self-adjoint, L bounded, ρ0 a positive-definite operator of unit
trace, and B(t) a simple Ito process. Then there exists a unique strong solution of equation
(6) in H2, with the initial data ρ0 and such that all ρ(t) are positive-definite trace class
operators of unit trace.

Proof. According to Proposition 3.2, ρ(t) solves (6) if and only if γ(t) = T (t)ρ(t) solves
the equation

dγ(t) = −i[H, γ(t)]dt + LLγ(t)dt+ (Lγ(t) + γ(t)L∗)[dB(t) + π(t) dt], (41)

with
π(t) = T−1(t) tr (Lγ(t) + γ(t)L∗).

As in the proof of Theorem 2.1 above, we can expand ρ0 = γ0 in a series

γ0 =

∞
∑

k=1

pkek ⊗ ēk

with a non-negative sequence {pk} summing up to one and an orthonormal basis {ek}.
Hence we can represent γ(t) as the convergence series of pure states

γ(t) =

∞
∑

k=1

pkek(t)⊗ ēk(t),

with ek(t) solving the linear filtering equation for pure states (3):

dek(t) = (−iHek(t)−
1

2
L∗Lek(t)) dt+ Lek(t)[dB(t) + π(t) dt]. (42)

Here

π(t) =

∑∞
k=1 pk(ek(t), (L+ L∗)ek(t))

∑∞
k=1 pk‖ek(t)‖2

.

It is insightful to consider the infinite-dimensional system of SDEs (42) as a single SDE
with values in the Hilbert space l2H({pk}) consisting of infinite sequences e = (e1, e2, · · · )
of vectors from H and equipped with the norm

‖e‖2 =
∞
∑

k=1

pk(ek, ek).

Bounded operators in H extend naturally (acting identically on each coordinate) to
bounded operators in l2H({pk}) with the preservation of norm. In this notation system
(42) writes down as the SDE

de(t) = (−iHe(t)− 1

2
L∗Le(t)) dt+ Le(t)

[

dB(t) +
(e, (L+ L∗)e)

(e, e)
dt

]

. (43)

This equation is the same as (14) (though written in an enhanced Hilbert space). Hence
the coefficients of this equation are globally Lipschitz due to Lemma 1.1. Therefore, it
has the unique solution. And consequently, (41) has a unique solution γ(t), and hence
ρ(t) = γ(t)/T (t) is the unique solution to the Cauchy problem for (6).
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The full well-posedness of a problem includes also a statement on a continuous depen-
dence of the solution on initial data and parameters of the problem. We shall prove here
continuous dependence on the Hamiltonian, which would be crucial for the next Section.

Theorem 3.3. Under the assumption of Theorem 3.2 let us consider the Cauchy problem
for equations

dρ(t) = −i[H +Hj , ρ(t)] dt+ LLρ(t) dt+ [Lρ(t) + ρ(t)L∗ − ρ(t) tr (Lρ(t) + ρ(t)L∗)]dB(t),
(44)

j = 1, 2, where H1, H2 are bounded self-adjoint operators in H. Then for the solutions
ρj(t), j = 1, 2, of these equations with the same positive initial data ρ0 of unit trace one
has the following estimate:

E‖ρ1(t)− ρ2(t)‖H1,2
s

≤
√
tC(t)‖H1 −H2‖, (45)

where C(t) is an increasing continuous function depending on ‖L‖, and where H1,2
s means

of course either H1
s or H2

s.

Proof. By changing to the ”interaction picture”, that is, to equations on the variable
e−itHρ(t)eitH we can reduce the discussion to the case of vanishing H . Time-dependence
of Hj and L arising from this change does not affect the argument. Therefore, without
loss of generality we can set H = 0.

Making the transformation to the equations in l2H({pk}), as in the proof of the previous
theorem, we can rewrite equations (44) as the equations

dej(t) = (−iHje
j(t)− 1

2
L∗Lej(t)) dt+ Lej(t)

[

dB(t) +
(ej , (L+ L∗)ej)

(ej , ej)
dt

]

, (46)

with j = 1, 2.
As shown in the previous theorem, these equations are SDEs in a Hilbert space with

globally Lipschitz coefficients. Moreover, these two equations differ by bounded linear
terms. Hence it is a standard procedure (see e.g. Proposition 7.1 in [18]) to derive an
estimate for E‖(e1 − e2)(t)‖2 in terms of ‖H1 − H2‖. Let us sketch the derivation for
completeness. From (46) it follows that

d(e1 − e2)(t) = −iH1(e
1 − e2)(t) dt− 1

2
L∗L(e1 − e2)(t) dt+ L(e1 − e2)(t) dB(t)

+[G(e1(t))−G(e2(t))] dt− i(H1 −H2)e
2(t) dt,

where we denoted

G(e) =
(e, (L+ L∗)e)

(e, e)
Le,

which is known from Lemma 1.1 to be Lipschitz continuous mapping with the Lipschitz
constant GL = 10‖L‖2. Consequently,

d‖(e1 − e2)(t)‖2 = ((L∗ + L)(e1 − e2)(t), (e1 − e2)(t)) dB(t)

+2Re ((e1 − e2)(t), G(e1(t))−G(e2(t))) dt− 2Re (i(H1 −H2)e
2(t), (e1 − e2)(t)) dt.

Consequently,

dE‖(e1 − e2)(t)‖2 ≤ 2GLE‖(e1 − e2)(t)‖2 dt+ 2‖H1 −H2‖E(‖e2(t)‖ ‖(e1 − e2)(t)‖).

15



Using Cauchy inequality and estimate (12), yields the following estimate:

dE‖(e1−e2)(t)‖2 ≤ 2GLE‖(e1−e2)(t)‖2 dt+4E‖(e1−e2)(t)‖2 dt+4‖H1−H2‖2E‖e2(t)‖2 dt

≤ (2GL + 4)E‖(e1 − e2)(t)‖2 dt + 4‖H1 −H2‖2e4t‖L‖
2

dt.

Consequently,

E‖(e1 − e2)(t)‖2 ≤ 4‖H1 −H2‖2
∫ t

0

exp{(20‖L‖2 + 4)(t− s) + 4s‖L‖2} ds

≤ 4t‖H1 −H2‖2e(20‖L‖
2+4)t. (47)

Similarly one gets the estimate

E‖(e1 − e2)(t)‖4 ≤ tC(t)‖H1 −H2‖2 (48)

with an increasing continuous function C(t) depending on ‖L‖. Let us stress that the
norms of vectors ej are of course the norms in the space l2H({pk}).

Next, recall that

ρj(t) =

∑∞
k=1 pk(e

j
k(t)⊗ ējk(t))

∑∞
k=1 pk‖e

j
k(t)‖2

.

We need an estimate for ‖ρ1 − ρ2‖ in terms of ‖e1 − e2‖. In the calculations below we
shall not write argument t explicitly. Possibility to have identical estimates for the norms
of H1

s and H2
s comes from the observation that

‖x⊗ y‖H1
s
= tr |x⊗ y| = ‖x⊗ y‖H2

s
=

√

tr (x⊗ y)2 = |(x, y)|.

for any two vectors x, y in a Hilbert space.
Consequently it follows that

‖
∞
∑

k=1

pk(e
1
k ⊗ ē1k)−

∞
∑

k=1

pk(e
2
k ⊗ ē2k)‖H1,2

s
≤ ‖e1 − e2‖(‖e1‖+ ‖e2‖),

and therefore

‖ρ1 − ρ2‖H1,2
s

≤ ‖e1 − e2‖(‖e1‖+ ‖e2‖)
‖e1‖2 + ‖e2‖2

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

‖e2‖2 − 1

‖e1‖2
∣

∣

∣

∣

.

Since
∣

∣

∣

∣

1

‖e2‖2 − 1

‖e1‖2
∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ ‖e2 − e1‖(‖e2‖+ ‖e1‖)
‖e2‖2‖e1‖2 ,

it follows that

‖ρ1 − ρ2‖H1,2
s

≤ 2‖e1 − e2‖(‖e
1‖+ ‖e2‖)
‖e1‖2 .

Estimating ‖e2‖ ≤ ‖e1‖+ ‖e1 − e2‖ we derive further that

‖ρ1 − ρ2‖H1,2
s

≤ 4
‖e1 − e2‖

‖e1‖ + 2
‖e1 − e2‖2

‖e1‖2 .
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Consequently,

E‖ρ1 − ρ2‖H1,2
s

≤ 4
√

E‖e1 − e2‖2
√

E
1

‖e1‖2 + 2
√

E‖e1 − e2‖4
√

E
1

‖e1‖4 .

From (11) it follows that

E
1

‖e1‖2 = 1, E
1

‖e1‖4 ≤ e4t‖L‖
2

.

Therefore, using (47) and (48) we obtain that

E‖ρ1 − ρ2‖H1,2
s

≤
√
tC(t)‖H1 −H2‖,

which is exactly (45).

4 Stochastic master equations for mean-field inter-

acting particles

In [18] and (for a special case) in [19], the author derived the effective quantum filtering
equations for the quantum law of large number limit of interacting particles under con-
tinuous measurement. As for the setting above, these equations can be written either for
pure states as an interacting particle extension of the Belavkin quantum filtering equa-
tion representing a new kind of stochastic nonlinear Schrödinger equation, or for mixed
states as stochastic master equations for mean-field interacting particles, which can be
looked at as an infinite-dimensional complex McKean-Vlasov diffusion in the space of
positive trace-class operators. These limiting equations provide the forward part for the
forward-backward system of equations governing the quantum mean-field games. In [18]
the well-posedness of the limiting equations for pure states was established. Here we aim
to establish the well-posedness for the limiting equations for mixed states.

The stochastic master equations for mean-field interacting particles can be formally
obtained by adding an interaction term into the Hamiltonian. Namely, equation (5)
enhanced by mean-field interaction takes the form

dγ(t) = −i[H, γ(t)] dt− i[A(η̄(t)), γ(t)], dt+ LLγ(t) dt
+(Lγ(t) + γ(t)L∗)dY (t), η(t) = E(γ(t)/tr γ(t)). (49)

Here, H , L are as above, Y (t) is a simple n-dimensional Ito process, the expectation E is
with respect to Y and

A : ν → A(ν)

is a linear mapping in the space of bounded linear operators in H. In the simplest case
(bounded interactions) A satisfies one of the two assumptions: either A is a bounded
linear mapping H2

s → H2
s so that

‖A(ν)‖H2
s
≤ CA‖ν‖H2

s
(50)

17



with a constant CA, or A is a bounded mapping from the trace-class operators to bounded
operators so that

‖A(ν)‖ ≤ CA tr |ν| = CA‖ν‖H1 (51)

with a constant CA,
For instance, if H is realised as the space L2(X, dx) of square integrable functions on

some Borel measure space (X, dx), A satisfying (50) can be given by an integral kernel
A(x, y; x′, y′) so that, for ν ∈ H2

s given by a kernel ν(x, y), A(ν) is the integral operator
in L2(X, dx) with the integral kernel

A(ν)(x; y) =

∫

X2

A(x, y; x′, y′)ν(y, y′) dydy′.

In this case

C2
A =

∫

X4

|A(x, y; x′, y′)|2dxdydx′dy′.

On the other hand, A satisfying (51) can be given by a bounded function A(x, y) (inter-
action potential) so that, for ν ∈ H1

s given by a kernel ν(x, y), A(ν) is the operator of
multiplication by the function

∫

A(x, y)ν(y, y) dy. In this case

CA = sup
x,y

|A(x, y)|.

Notice that (50) implies (51) for ν of trace class. In fact, this is clear for the case of
tr ‖ν‖ < 1, because in this case

‖ν‖H2
s
< ‖ν‖H1

s
,

and then extends to all trace-class operators by linearity.
Similarly, equation (6) enhanced by a mean-field interaction takes the form

dρ(t) = −i[H, ρ(t)] dt− i[A(η̄(t)), ρ(t)], dt+ LLρ(t) dt
+[Lρ(t) + ρ(t)L∗ − ρ(t) tr (Lρ(t) + ρ(t)L∗)]dB(t), η(t) = Eρ(t), (52)

with a n-dimensional Brownian motion B(t).
Equations (52) and (49) were derived rigorously in [19] and [18] respectively, as mean-

field limit of continuously observed interacting particle systems. However, in these papers
only solutions arising from pure states (and thus given by the corresponding stochastic
nonlinear Schrodinger equations) were discussed.

As in the case without interaction, the same link between equations (52) and (49) holds.
Namely, as one checks by Ito’s formula, (i) if γ(t) satisfies (49), then ρ(t) = γ(t)/tr γ(t)
satisfies (52), with B and Y connected via (39), and (ii) if ρ(t) satisfies (52) and tr γ(t) is
chosen as a solution to (40), then γ(t) = tr γ(t)ρ(t) satisfies (49).

Equations (52) and (49) can be considered as infinite-dimensional complex McKean-
Vlasov diffusions on the space of positive trace-class operators in H. As above, in order to
avoid serious technical issues with Banach-space valued SDEs, we work with this McKean-
Vlasov SDEs as with SDEs in the Hilbert space H2

s paying attention to the fact that the
functional of taking trace is not continuous in this space.

Theorem 4.1. Let H be self-adjoint, L bounded, ρ0 a positive-definite operator of unit
trace, B(t) a Brownian motion and A satisfy (50) or (51). Then there exists a unique
strong solution of equation (52) in H2

s, with the initial data ρ0 and such that all ρ(t) are
positive-definite trace class operators of unit trace.
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Proof. We shall deal with the case H = 0. With this assumption we are not loosing
generality, because otherwise changing ρ to the new variable µ(t) = e−iHtρ(t)eiHt we
reduce the story to vanishing H with time-dependent L and A. Such time dependence
does not affect the proof in any way. The same strategy was used in Theorem 2.1 above.

Let C1+
ρ0

([0, T ],H2
s) be the space of continuous mapping η : [0, T ] → H2

s such that
η(0) = ρ0 and all η(t) are positive trace class operators of trace not exceeding 1. It is
not difficult to see that C1+

ρ0
([0, T ],H2

s) is a complete metric space, considered as a closed
subset of the Banach space of curves in H2

s with the norm supt∈[0,T ] ‖η(t)‖H2
s
.

Let us define the mapping

Φ : C1+
ρ0

([0, T ],H2
s) → C1+

ρ0
([0, T ],H2

s)

by the following rule. To an η ∈ C1+
ρ0

([0, T ],H2
s) let us assign the solution of equation

dr(t) = −i[H, r(t)] dt− i[A(η̄(t)), r(t)], dt+ LLr(t) dt

+[r(t)L∗ + Lr(t)− r(t) tr(r(t)(L+ L∗))] dB(t), (53)

with the initial condition r0 = ρ0 and then define (Φ(η))(t) = Er(t). Clearly, ρ(t) is the
solution of the Cauchy problem for equation (52) with the initial data ρ0 if and only if
η = Eρ is a fixed point of the mapping Φ.

By (45) and (51),

‖E r1 − E r2‖H1
s
= tr |E r1 − E r2| ≤ trE|r1 − r2|

≤
√
tC(t)‖A(η1)− A(η2)‖ ≤

√
tC(t)CA‖η1 − η2‖H1

s
.

Hence, for sufficiently small t, the mapping Φ is a contraction and thus has a unique fixed
point. As usual, existence and uniqueness extends to arbitrary t by iteration.

Theorem 4.2. Let H be self-adjoint, L bounded, ρ0 a positive-definite operator of unit
trace, Y (t) a Brownian motion and A satisfy (50) or (51). Then there exists a unique
strong solution of equation (49) in H2

s, with the initial data ρ0 and such that all ρ(t) are
positive-definite trace class operators.

Proof. As above, we can and will choose H = 0. The space C1+
ρ0

([0, T ],H2
s) is also defined

as above.
Let us define the mapping

Φ : C1+
ρ0

([0, T ],H2
s) → C1+

ρ0
([0, T ],H2

s)

by the following rule. To an η ∈ C1+
ρ0

([0, T ],H2
s) let us assign the solution of equation

dr(t) = −i[H, r(t)] dt− i[A(η̄(t)), r(t)], dt+ LLr(t) dt

+[r(t)L∗ + Lr(t)] dY (t), (54)

with the initial condition r0 = ρ0 and then define (Φ(η))(t) = E (r(t)/tr r(t)). Clearly,
ρ(t) is the solution of the Cauchy problem for equation (49) with the initial data ρ0 if and
only if r(t) solves (54) and η is a fixed point of the mapping Φ.
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As in the proof of the previous theorem we obtain that

‖EB

r1
tr r1

− EB

r2
tr r2

‖H1
s
≤ trEB

∣

∣

∣

∣

r1
tr r1

− r2
tr r2

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
√
tC(t)‖A(η1)− A(η2)‖ ≤

√
tC(t)CA‖η1 − η2‖H1

s
.

The only problem is that the expectation here is with respect to the Brownian motion B
(which we stress by writing EB) linked with Y in the usual way, and not with respect to Y
itself, as it should be. However, by Girsanov’s theorem, expectation with respect to Y and
B are linked by a Radon-Nikodyme derivative with all coefficients uniformly bounded and
thus with bounded second moment. Therefore, from the estimates for EB we get similar
estimates with respect to the expectation EY , where Y is a Brownian motion. The proof
is again completed by the fixed-point principle.

Remark 9. By a slight increase in the length of the calculations one can avoid Girsanov’s
theorem and even prove both previous theorems for arbitrary Ito’s processes Y and B.

5 Appendix: some trace inequalities

Theorem 5.1. If A is a self-adjoint Hilbert-Schmidt operator and B a bounded operator,
then

2|tr (ABAB∗)| ≤ tr [A2(BB∗ +B∗B)], (55)

and
|tr (ABAB + AB∗AB∗)| ≤ tr [A2(BB∗ +B∗B)]. (56)

Proof. by approximation it is reduced to finite-dimensional situation. The diagonalization
procedure reduces the problem to the case when A is a diagonal matrix with real numbers
ai on the diagonal. Then

2tr (ABAB∗) = 2
∑

aibijaj b̄ij =
∑

aiaj(|bij|2 + |bji|2)

= 2
∑

i

a2i |bii|2 + 2
∑

i<j

aiaj(|bij |2 + |bji|2).

The r.h.s. of (55) equals

∑

a2i (|bij |2 + |bji|2) = 2
∑

i

a2i |bii|2 +
∑

i<j

(a2i + a2j)(|bij |2 + |bji|2).

Thus (55) holds, because 2|aiaj | ≤ a2i + a2j .
Inequality (56) rewrites as

2
∑

i

a2i |Re(b2ii)|+ 4
∑

i<j

|aiaj | |Re(bijbji)| ≤ 2
∑

i

a2i |bii|2 +
∑

i<j

(a2i + a2j )(|bij |2 + |bji|2),

which easily seen to hold.

In particular, for self-adjoint B it follows that

|tr (ABAB)| ≤ tr (A2B2). (57)
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