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Abstract. We derive a stochastic Schrédinger equation that describes the homodyne
measurement record of a strongly interacting atomic system. We derive this equation
for a general system, where we use the rotating wave approximation in the linear atom-
light interaction part, and the resulting equation is expressed in terms of the atomic
operators only. Weak measurements are theoretically described in terms of positive
operator-valued measures. Among different weak measurement schemes, several earlier
references studied the Gaussian quantum continuous measurement in detail. Here we
consider a homodyne measurement setup. We then demonstrate that the derived
equation for this setup in the appropriate limit is the same as the one obtained while
performing a Gaussian quantum continuous measurement.
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1. Introduction

When a physical property of a quantum state |¥) is measured, one describes the result
traditionally in terms of a projective measurement that causes the state to collapse. We
associate an observable A, which is generally represented as a Hermitian matrix, to the
measured physical property, e.g., momentum. It is then possible to write A= > AT A,
where {\} are the real eigenvalues of A and II, = |A)()A| are rank-1 projectors. If
the projective measurement produces a result A, the quantum state must have been
projected by IT, into the eigenstate |[\). For instance, the time of flight measurement
that one performs to probe different phases of interacting atomic Hamiltonians in optical
lattices are analyzed within this projective measurement paradigm [1,2].

We instead focus on a more realistic description of an experimental setup, where the
system of interest is not directly measured. Rather, the system interacts with a second
quantum system (called the meter or the apparatus), and the meter is later measured
projectively. Unlike in a projective measurement, after such generalized measurement,
one obtains a state that is peaked about an eigenstate |[A) with a certain width. A
large width means more uncertainty in obtaining the corresponding eigenvalue \. A
generalized measurement, where one manages to extract only infinitesimal information
about the system, is referred to as a weak measurement. Recently, this concept of
weak measurement has been invoked in several optics experiments. For instance, an
experiment depicting the spin Hall effect of light treats the phenomenon as a weak
measurement of the spin projection of the photons [3]. Weak measurement schemes
were also employed to detect the Goos-Hénchen and Imbert-Fedorov shifts in partial
reflection [4-6].

One need not explicitly include the meter in the description of a weak measurement.
It is possible to describe the measurement scheme by the action of a set of generalized
measurement operators {M,} on the system, where {r} denotes the corresponding
measurement outcomes [7-11]. Note that, by {r}, we denote the real eigenvalues of
an ancillary observable. After the measurement process, if one obtains a result r, the
state of the system is given by M,,]\I/)/ P, where P, is the probability of getting the
particular result r. This probability P, is defined in terms of the probability operators
or effects E, = M,TM,, as P, = (QJ]E,J\I!) Since ) P, = 1, one must have ) E. =1.
Compare this with the resolution of identity ), I, = 1 for projective measurements.
The set of all these effects {Er : r} is referred to as a positive operator-valued measure
(POVM).

The generalized measurement operator given by

. 1/4 400 5
M(a) _ (4/Cdt) / o~ 2Kdt(z—a) |:I:> <LL‘| dz (1)

m 00

corresponds to the Gaussian quantum continuous measurement of the Hermitian
operator X at a sequence of intervals of length d¢ and with measurement strength £ [7,8].
The Hermitian operator X has a continuous spectrum of eigenvalues = and orthonormal
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eigenstates |x) with the property (z|z’) = § (x — 2’). The continuous indices « are the
eigenvalues of an ancillary observable and are the possible measurement outcomes. They
are not, however, the eigenvalues of either M () or X. At this point, however, it is not
immediately clear how the generalized measurement operators are connected to the real
experimental setups, e.g., the setup considered in Ref. [12].

In this paper, we introduce a scheme to study the properties of a correlated many-
body system in Fig. 1. As shown in Fig. 1(b), the system of interest — for example,
strongly interacting ultracold atoms in an optical trap described by the Hamiltonian
Hatm — interacts further with the cavity mode photons. The cavity is driven by an
external laser. The small time segments of length dt of the input light are treated as
single modes, which are also considered to be in the coherent state |«) right before the
driving laser enters the cavity [14], see Fig. 1(c). After interaction, however, the output
field is entangled with the interacting atomic system and it no longer factorizes. Thus,
we vicariously analyse the properties of Ham by detecting the output field (Gous, dly)
using a homodyne setup. In this setup (see Fig. 2), after mixing the output light
further with another beam of coherent light of high intensity (a local oscillator), we
perform projective measurements on the light. Since this measurement procedure does
not destroy the quantum entanglement of the system of interest, one can keep probing
the atomic system Hotm for a prolonged period of time.

Here, we derive a stochastic Schrodinger equation (SSE) that describes how the
atomic state of Figs. 1 and 2 evolves in time. In this SSE, the homodyne measurement
process gives rise to a term proportional to a Wiener process. We derive an SSE
purely in terms of the atomic degrees of freedom. We demonstrate that, in the strong
local oscillator and weak driving laser limit, the derived SSE is analogous to the
one obtained by considering the action of the generalized measurement operator (1)
corresponding to a Gaussian quantum continuous measurement on the atomic part of
the total wavefunction.

Before describing our scheme and the resulting SSE, we summarize the related
discussion in earlier references in this paragraph [7-11]. Instead of considering a
homodyne measurement, one generally starts by describing the measurement of the
output light with a photon counting setup. This leads to an SSE that contains terms
proportional to a Poisson process. In that equation, the output photons are directly
detected as quantum jumps. To go from a photon counting to a homodyne measurement,
one then introduces a local oscillator that interferes with the output light field. This
results in an SSE that involves a continuous Wiener process instead of a discrete Poisson
process. To obtain this, one uses the well known result: in the limit of quantum jumps
detected in an infinitesimal time interval being quite large, the Poisson distribution
becomes the Gaussian distribution.

Our approach to the SSE here is similar to the one provided in Ref. [14]. We model
all the processes — which include the effects of the beam splitters — in the infinitesimal
time interval right before the photons are detected by the detectors D; and D5 as unitary
matrices acting on the quantum state. The resulting SSE regards the output photon
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Figure 1. Studying strongly correlated systems inside an optical cavity. In the panel
(a) of the schematic diagram above, we show the strongly correlated Hamiltonian
H,im realized by trapping ultracold atoms in an optical lattice. The ground state
of this Hamiltonian |¥_) has interesting properties that one would like to explore.
In panel (b), we depict the strongly correlated atomic system inside a single mode
optical cavity. The annihilation (creation) operator for this mode is a(at). Although
the cavity mode photons couple the ground state |¥_) to the excited state [P, ), it is
possible to adiabatically eliminate the excited state and obtain an effective dispersive
atom-light Hamiltonian (9). In panel (c), we show the external driving laser — input
field (aip, &L) — in red [13]. This then gives rise to the output field (@out, @l,). The
input field populates the cavity, and the output field — which is entangled with the
strongly correlated system inside the cavity — is finally detected. The output photons
are detected with a homodyne setup, see Fig. 2. In fact, this set up detects the linear
combinations of the local oscillator and output mode. We show that in an appropriate
limit the measurement record is appropriately described by an SSE (62) in terms of only
the atomic degrees of freedom, which is equivalent to the SSE that is obtained when
one performs a Gaussian continuous quantum measurement of an atomic observable

Mo on Hatm.-



Stochastic Schrodinger equation for homodyne measurements 5

|av)

_—e—p = o ———

Probe Laser

S
(a'in,df» ain,dt

18)1 Oscillator

Figure 2. In this experimental setup, the gray shaded box represents the cavity, where
the strongly interacting Hamiltonian is engineered using cold atoms in optical lattices.
The slanted straight line is the 50:50 beam splitter. The two detectors are marked as
D; and Dy. This figure has been reused with modifications from Ref. [12].

detections after interference with a local oscillator as projective measurements. Note
that the SSE derived here is expressed exclusively in terms of the atomic operators
unlike the one in [14]. Unlike in [14], we recover an SSE having the canonical form
expected for a Gaussian quantum continuous measurement (e.g., the SSE considered in
Ref. [12]) in the appropriate limit.

In this paper, we start with the full atom-light Hamiltonian in a Fabry-Pérot cavity
in Sec. 2. This Hamiltonian is depicted in Fig. 1(b). The cavity — which is driven by
an external laser (the input field), see Fig. 1(c) — gives rise to a particular spatial mode
function, which then leads to a specific measurement operator. The fast relaxation of the
cavity permits us to express the cavity field in terms of the input field and the system
observables. After adiabatically eliminating the excited atomic states and displacing
the light mode by its coherent expectation value, we arrive at an effective Hamiltonian
that manifests the linear coupling between the Hermitian measurement operator and
the driving (input) light mode.

In Sec. 3, we start from the density matrix (containing the atomic part, the probe
laser, and the local oscillator) conditioned upon the detection of p + k photons at
the detector Dy and p photons at the detector Dy, where p is an arbitrary positive
integer. The output signal that is entangled with the strongly interacting atomic system
inside the cavity mixes with the light mode of a local oscillator, which is assumed
to be in the coherent state |5) during a small time interval d¢. We show that the
measurement, record of the photon number difference k£ in the strong local oscillator
limit with 82 = O(1/dt) > 1 has an additive Wiener noise. Using this information in
the conditional (a-posteriori) density matrix, we demonstrate that the resultant SSE is
the same as the one obtained for a Gaussian quantum continuous measurement.

Finally in Sec. 4, we numerically study the properties of the derived SSE. In
particular, we show that one can detect the signatures of the superfluid to Mott-insulator
phase transition of the Bose-Hubbard model in the time dependent dynamics of the
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expectation values of the measurement operators in the weak measurement regime.
Similar to Ref. [12], we first consider the measurement of the sum over coherences
Mcoh and then the sum of the number of atoms in the even sites Mpop. We also show
the examples of quantum trajectories in the quantum Zeno regime [19-22] for large
measurement strengths.

2. Derivation of the Effective Hamiltonian

We start with the atom-light Hamiltonian of Fig. 1(b), where the atomic ground and
excited states are coupled via the cavity mode. Assuming that the detuning between
the laser frequency and the frequency of the atomic excitation is large, we adiabatically
eliminate the atomic excited state. This leads to the dispersive atom-light interacting
Hamiltonian of the cavity.

In the dipole approximation, the full atom-light Hamiltonian is given by

H =Ha+ Hawm + Ha + g&/\ill(x)fa(x, w)W_ () d
+gil [ (@) o)) dr, ()

where \i/Jr(,) is the bosonic field operator for the excited (ground) state of the atoms
and we have neglected the fast-rotating terms. The probe field, which we assume to
be in resonance with the cavity, has frequency wy, and g is the coupling strength [1].
Moreover, we have H, = we, [dz Wl (2)¥, () corresponding to the atomic excited
state and H, = wrala corresponding to the free Hamiltonian of the cavity light field
with the spatial mode function f,(x,wy). For a concrete example, where 7:[atm is the
same as the Bose-Hubbard Hamiltonian, see Ref. [15].
We introduce the fields that vary slowly with time

5 = ethd, ‘I]+ = \I;+€zwegt, (3)

where we have included the free evolution of the excited state and the light field into
the new field operators (in the Schrédinger picture itself). Recall that in the Heisenberg
picture an observable satisfies the equation

%AH(@ y [HH AH(t)] n (%) > (4)

where the subscripts H and S denote Heisenberg and Schrodinger picture, respectively.
Using this, we find that the new fields have the following equations of motion:

= I 2 .
% = —ig/\If_(x)fa(x,wL)\IJ+(x)eZAtda:, (5a)
S5 () = —iga_(x)fule,wo)e Y, (5b)

dt
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where A = wy, — w4 is the detuning of the probe from the atomic transition. We assume
A > g, and initially all the atoms are in their ground state. In that case, noting that
the time dependence of Eq. (5b) is dominated by the rotating term, we obtain

U (2) = LGV (o) fulw,wp)e 2, (6)

which allows us to adiabatically eliminate the excited atomic state and write

ES 2

i—f - —%N / [ o, wn) PV _(2) ¥ () da. (7)

With the help of Eq. (4), one notices that the effective Hamiltonian

~ ~

~ . 2 21 S At a
H = Hoom + gz / | fo(, )PV (2)0(2)a @ da (8)

gives rise to the equation of motion (7), where the subscript for the atomic field operator
has now been dropped. This then gives the following effective Hamiltonian in terms of
the original field operators:

~ ~

2
H = Hatm + Ha + gz / | fu(z,wp) W7 (2)V(z)a'a de. 9)

The localized (at the minima of the optical lattice potential) Wannier functions
form a complete set for the first band of the atomic system. We now expand the field
operators in terms of these functions as

b() = 3 byuy(o). (10)

The creation operators i)j creates a boson at the lattice site 7. The relevant matrix
determining the spatial influence of the measurement is obtained by expressing the
integral in Hamiltonian (9) in terms of these Wannier functions. The resulting
Hamiltonian reads

7:[ = ﬁatm + 7:[a + Z Mjk‘l;;l;k‘d‘fda (11)
7,k
with )
My =% [ 1fulzion) P (). (12)

The cavity mode (a,a') in the Hamiltonian (11) is populated by an external laser
as depicted in Fig. 1(c). Using the input-output theory to model this system [13], we
obtain the Heisenberg-Langevin equation

jk
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with a;, being the annihilation operator corresponding to the input field, 2k the cavity
mode decay rate, and 7 the pump power [8]. We displace a by its coherent expectation
value

a—A+a (14)

such that we have
i+ A=—iwpA—iwpa—iY  MyblbA
ik

— iy Myblbya — kA — K+ 0+ V2Kag,. (15)

jk
We choose A = A to be the solution of
A= —iwp A — KA+, (16)
such that a obeys
= —wra — 1Ay Z kb}i)k — Ka + V2K, (17)

where we have neglected the term coupling the quantum operators directly compared to
the term enhanced by Ay. This equation then points to the following effective coupling

Hamiltonian:
H =Hapm + Ha + M(ALa + Aga), (18a)
M =" Mjblby. (18b)
.k

Since the input mode (before entering the cavity) and the atomic degrees of freedom
are decoupled, we would like to obtain a Hamiltonian in terms of the input field (a;y, &iTn)
instead of the intra-cavity field (a,a'). To that end, we rewrite Eq. (17) as

da

o= I A D Myl — i+ VIR (19)

Jk

where @ = e™rtg. In the strong measurement limit, utilizing the fast relaxation of @ and

equating @ to zero in Eq. (19), we obtain

1 ~
G=- (—z’AoM + \/2;{%) (20)
K
Substituting above into Eq. (18a), we obtain the following effective coupling
Hamiltonian:
~ ~ Aol” w 2w R
?‘[:Hatm+| O/<|} LM2 L jn Gin

\/7/\/1 [-Ao (1 + M—L> i + Ao <1 — Z%) ajn} . (21)
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The output mode (corresponding to the light coming out of the cavity) is related to the
input and the intra-cavity mode by the relation [13]

Gout (£) — aim(t) = V2ra. (22)

However, since the output mode is entangled with the atomic degrees of freedom,
we resist eliminating the input mode further in Eq. (21) and obtaining an effective
Hamiltonian in terms of the output mode.

We now note that the creation and annihilation operators corresponding to the
input mode obey the commutation relation

an(0),al, ()] = ot — ), (23)
which is not the same one obeyed by the intra-cavity mode operators. The latter obey
[&(t),dT(t’)} =1 (24)

Therefore, we define new coarse-grained operators as

1 /t+dt
CALin coarse t) = — din t)dt ~ din t dt, 25a
cnelt) = 7 [ a0t ~ () (250)

1 /H—dt

af — A ~

Qin coarse l) = —F= (079 t)dt ~ a;p, t)vVdt. 25b
in coarse (£) Jil (t) (t)v (25b)

While defining these new operators, we assume that the operators é,(t) and aj (t)
remain constant inside the time interval (¢, ¢ + dt].

This is justified because the frequency of the photons are controlled by the
parameters (< 1/dt) of the Hamiltonian. As a result, the higher frequency modes
(~ 1/dt) of Gi,(t) remain unoccupied [14]. Putting Eqgs. (23) and (25) together we
observe that the operators @iy coarse(t) and al (t) obey the same commutation

in,coarse
relation as in Eq. (24). Finally, we write the effective Hamiltonian as

7:[ - ﬁa,tm + Oé()M <€Lin,dt + d;rmdt) ) (26)
where we use the following definitions:
one® = Acy] 2 (1 (27a)
0% = 7OV kdt k )’
CAlin,dt(t) = din,coarse(t)e_iw_iaLta (27b)
_ 2wr,
== 27

wr, Rdt ) ( C)

A N A 2 A
Hatm = Hatm + | 0‘2WLM2- (27d)

K

In this Hamiltonian, we do not include the term proportional to djn&in from Eq. (21) since
we have included the time evolution due to this part in the definition of the operator
din,dt(t)-
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3. Stochastic Schrodinger Equation from the Microscopic Hamiltonian

The Fabry-Pérot cavity that contains the atomic system produces a standing wave of
frequency wy, and gives rise to the spatial mode function f,(z,wy,) in Hamiltonian (2).
As was explained in the section before, in the Hamiltonian (26), we have expressed the
intra-cavity photon operators (d, dT) in terms of the input field operators (din,dt7 djmdt)
and the atomic operators by using adiabatic elimination. This has, in effect, eliminated
the intra-cavity mode from the subsequent equations. The goal of this section is to start
from the Hamiltonian (26) and derive the corresponding SSE, when one implements
the weak measurement scheme. This SSE, in the appropriate limit, becomes the one
corresponding to a Gaussian continuous measurement [7,8,12].

3.1. Origin of Wiener Noise: Measurement ofp Quadrature of the Output

Before deriving the SSE for our experimental setup, we show that it is possible to
obtain a continuous SSE with an additive Wiener noise if one is able to measure the
P quadrature of the output field. We start with the product state of the atomic part
and the input field |®(t)) = |¥(¢)) |a), where the atomic wavefunction is |W(t)). For
future use, we expand the atomic state |¥) in the eigenbasis of M — which is denoted
as {|m)} — and write

W) = Z Con |tm) - (28)

We assume that at time ¢ the coarse-grained modes (corresponding to the time-
segment dt < 1) of the input laser can be described by the coherent states |«), where
Qinat |) = a|a). We also assume that « is real. A coherent state |() is written as a
displacement operator ﬁ(@ ) = exp (C at — C*d) acting on the vacuum state, where { can
be complex in general [17]. The displacement operators have the property

A A

D(¢)D(n) = “T=<"2D(¢ + 1), (29)

which is proven using the Baker-Campbell-Hausdorff formula.
Making use of Eqs. (29) and (28), we then obtain the entangled wavefunction for
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the atomic system and the output field as:

|D(t + dt))

— e_iﬁatmdte*iao/\;l(&in,dt+&itn,dt)dt |\Ij> |a>

= e—iﬁatmdteiiaoM(din’dt+&3n’dt)dt Z Cm |¢m> |a>

m

s

2 . N e
— 6—zHatmdt § ,Cm 6( zaomdt)ainydt (—taomdt)* din,q¢ |O[> (30)
m VvV

=D(—iagmdt)D(a)|0)

— o~ Haimdt Z O, eicwamdt [P ) | — dagmdt)
_ o i(Hamtaoant)ar Z Co [t o — icgmdt) .

Note that the coherent state |a — icymdt) here corresponds to the output light. The
entanglement between the atomic system in the cavity and the output field is evident
from the expression in the last line of Eq. (30).

We expand the output coherent state further in the continuum basis {|P)} of the
momentum quadrature as

D(t + db)) = / qp ¢ (humton S 0 1y (Pl o — dagmdt) [P, (31)

Here we apply the notation of Ref. [9] to write

1 (Q R
Qnat = — | — +ioP |, 32
,dt \/5(0 > ( )
~—1/2

where Q is the position quadrature, P is the momentum quadrature, and o = wy,
We have also equated A and the mass parameter to one in the simple harmonic oscillator
Hamiltonian.

From the wavefunction (31), given the momentum quadrature measurement
outcome P, one can write the conditional (a-posteriori) atomic state as

|‘;[J7D(t + dt)> _ efi(??tathraoa/\;l)dt Z CmEam(P) |¢m> 7 (33)

where the momentum probability amplitude Z5, (P) is written as
Za,,(P) = (7/0%) " exp [<ignoP — (P = pmo)* 0?/2] | (34)
with @, Gmo and p,,o defined as

Ay = o — igmdt, (35a)

Gmo = (Ol Q’ Am) = V20Re [G] = V200, (35b)
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V2 B ﬁaomdt

Po = (G| P Gin) = =T ] = (35¢)

o

From the conditional state (33), we obtain the probability of the measurement
outcome P, by taking a trace over the atomic degree of freedom, as

P(P)=)_|Cul* 125, (P)?

2
2
= Z ’Cm’2 \I %GXP - (P + —ﬂagmdt> (72

m

~ Z |C’m|2 \/?6_027)2 exp <—2\/§P0a0mdt>
~ )Gl @6—027’2 [1 - 2\/§Paaomdt]
=S @6—027’2 1 2v2Poas (M) dt]

~ exp [—02 (P — ]30)2} ,

(36)

where
Po = V3ag (M) dt/o = ag (M) dt+/28r. (37)
In the third, fourth and the last line (indicated by x) of Eq. (36), we have neglected

O(dt?) terms.
We therefore conclude from Eq. (36) that a new variable

2dt\ V1

aw = (~—> P, (33)
WL

will have a Gaussian probability distribution with mean zero and variance d¢ and can

be interpreted as the Wiener process. Defining Kp = @y, /(4dt), we obtain the stochastic

variable
. 1 dw

P=p)+ ——-",
Po R Ky dt
which assumes the value P with probability P(P). Substituting Eq. (39) in Eq. (33),
one can then obtain a continuous SSE with a Wiener noise.

(39)

3.2. Homodyne Measurement Signal

In this section, we provide a detailed treatment of the conventional homodyne
measurement setup. For this, we need to mix the output signal with a high intensity
local oscillator. We denote the (coarse-grained) creation operator for the strong local
oscillator as bf. The coarse-grained modes at time ¢ of the local oscillator can be
described by the coherent states |3), where b|3) = 3|8) and 3 is real.
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We start by writing the collective density operator for the atomic state, the input
mode, and the local oscillator mode at time ¢ as

p(t) = [W (1)) [} |5) (Bl (af (T(2)]- (40)

Note that all three degrees of freedom are in a product state at this point. To write the
conditioned density operator at time t 4 d¢, we first consider the unitary time evolution
under the full atom-light Hamiltonian (26). We then describe the effect of the 50:50
beam splitter as the unitary operator Ugs. The effect of this operator is summarized
as [16]

UBS |aout> |BLO> - (41)

Olout + iﬁLO> Olout, — Z‘6LO>
V2 V2 ’

where |agy) is the state corresponding to the output laser and |fSro) is the state of the

local oscillator. We recall that the only macroscopic information that is available to us
is the difference between the photon numbers detected by the two detectors D; and Ds.
This requires averaging over the possible detected photon numbers by D; and Dy while
keeping the difference constant.

Denoting the photon number states detected by D; and Dy as |p+ k) and |p)
respectively, we write the density operator at time ¢ + dt, conditioned on detecting k
photons, as

p(t +dt) = 1 ol (p+ k UBSefiﬁatmdte—iaoM(flin,dt'f'fl;(n’dt)dt
P
k
p

X () ) 18) (8] o] (W ()] e ioo M martala)dteiFlundirl 14 gy |p) | (42)

where P, is the probability of obtaining a measurement outcome k that is derived from
the normalization of p(t + dt).
Following similar steps as in Eq. (30), we obtain

UBsefiﬁatmdte—iaoM(&in,dt-&-djn’dt)dt |\I/> |Oé> |ﬁ>

= ¢~ Handt N7 0 emi00amdt |y (U o — iagmdt) |6)]

il efiﬁatmdt Z C«mefiaoamdt |wm> |Oé;n> ’B;n> ’
m

where . .

oo ot i(B— aomdt)’ g = a—i(B+ ozomdt). (44)
To get to the last line in (43) (indicated by x), we have used Eq. (41). Recall that
(% = O(1/dt) > 1 is the number of photons contained in the single light mode of the

local oscillator [14]. As a result, one also has |a/,|*, |3|* > 1. Using Eq. (43) into Eq.
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(42), one obtains

1 e ,
plt+dt) = o > CnCy {pl {p+ k| e™ om0 g, ) ol ) B1,) (8] (o] (]

p?m?n
% e—f—iﬁam,dte—l—iaoandt |p + k’) |p> . (45)
Therefore, to calculate Py, we trace over the atomic degrees of freedom in the numerator

of Eq. (45) and obtain

P = Tram | > CunCe ™08 (| (p 4 k| = Homdt ) |l |87,

p7m7n

X (B4 (] (| € P p 4 ) |p>]

= Y CuCre et (p 4 k| o) (an | p+ k) (pl| B,) (BL] )

p,m,n

% Tratm [e—iﬁatmdt |,¢)m> <,¢)n| 6+i7-1atmdt]

= 1Cul? Hp+ k| ) [0l B

00 A 122 1R 12)\2

m 2|3, "
(46)
where in the limit p > 1 we have used the approximation
1 1 2
e H —(n—p)*/2p 47
nth \/27m6 (47)

We compute the summation over p in the last line of Eq. (46) in Appendix A.1. The
steps are as follows:

(i) Complete the square for the quadratic polynomial in p inside the argument of the
exponential.
(ii) Replace the summation Y ° by the integral [~ dp.

(iii) After introducing a variable change, perform the Gaussian integral.

Using Eq. (A.4) in Eq. (46), we now find

1
Pk ~ Z |CYm|2 ex
w2 (18 e )

(k18 - |a;n\2>2]
2 (185,17 + o, )
(48)

_ Z ek 1 exp [ [k + 200 mdt]?
- m \/27T [042 4 62 T Oz%detQ] 2 [Oz2 + 52 + a(z)mgdtg] .
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Neglecting terms O(dt?) in Eq. (48), we write

Ck+ 20 fmdt]
5_@ 1 o (_k2+4k;omﬁmdt)
T 2r e+ A 2[a? + 37
- 4k Smdt
2[a2+82] -
=~ 10F m (- 2 ) "
2 dkag dt
_Z| Conl? T g7 S 2< 2
/27 [« —i—ﬁ] 2[a? + p?]
. 2
3 . [k + 2000 <M> dt}
T /2r [ + Y i 2[a? + 5] ’

where, in the second line (x1) of Eq. (49), we kept terms upto O(dt). Since f =
O(1/+/dt) > 1, we kept terms upto O (aof/ (a? 4+ 4?)) in the third line (x2) of Eq.
(49). Another justification of the same result is that in the first line of Eq. (49) the
variance of the Gaussian 2 (a? + 3?) is much broader than the functional dependence of
|C,,|? on m. This allows us to use [7]

|C'm|2 ~ 5m,<M>' (50)

Note that the steps in Eq. (49) are similar to Eq. (36). However, in Eq. (49), we have
to consider taking two limits: d¢ — 0 and § — oc.
Similar to Eq. (38), we identify from Eq. (49)

dW:@<k+2aoﬁ< )dt)

; 51
Va4 52 (51
where dW is the Wiener process. Using this, we obtain the stochastic variable
~ d
i — [ dt (a2 + ﬁ?)} d—Vf — 2048 < > at, (52)
that assumes the value k with probability P. Defining
1 . .
= = —200[dtM,
Rdi(az 7)) M= TRo0ddM 53)
we write Eq. (52) as
- ~ 1 dW
F= (M) + =", 54
V8K di (54

which is the same as Eq. (26) of Ref. [7]. This variable & corresponds to the homodyne
measurement signal.
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3.3. Stochastic Schrodinger Equation for Homodyne Measurement Setup

We want to write the density matrix p(t + dt) as a rank-1 projector, which can then be
interpreted as the outer product of the state |U(t + dt)) with itself. We first simplify
the inner products like (p| 8..) using the fact |a/ |*, |, |8, >, 8.7 > 1. To that

end, we take the square root of Eq. (47) and obtain

1 \P _ = 8ml)?
< | 5/ > _ M@—lﬁ%\zﬂ ~ ;16 4l gipArg(Bl,) (55)
g [2r |8, "]

We now simplify Eq. (45) using Eq. (55) as
p(t+dt) = |W(t +dt)) (V(t + dt)|

1 S . = )

— _P [OmCZE_ZHatmdte_laoamdt |1/}m> <1/}n| 6+z7—[atmdt6+zaoandt]
k

m,n

XZ (pl Br) (Brl p) (0 + kI ) (| p + )

N Cmcv:;e—iaoa(m—n)dt [efiﬁatmdt ’w > <w ’€+i7:~tatmdt:|
~ 1 m n
o 21 P (1857 18 || o]

X ) exp [ip (Arg(ﬁ ) + Arg(B)) + Arg(ay,) + Arg(aﬁ))}

416,17 4167 4|a

xexp[—(p_m'QV 18Pt k—lal? o+ ko)

l” 4oy’

O, Ot e~ i0a(m—n)dt [efiﬁatmdt ) (] e+iﬁatmdt}

o 21 Py, [180, 7 180] e | ]
. 71272 . 712\2
e =18 = 18P)
- 418 | 416
ke @kl
4lal |? 4as,|*

(56)

where, assuming —7/2 < Arg(8l,), Arg(8r), Arg(al,), Arg(a¥) < +n/2, we have
defined
i0 = Arg(B),) + Arg(8) + Arg(a,) + Arg(al)). (57)

In Appendix B, we show that upto O(dt) and O (apf/ (a? + (%))

aap(n — m)dt) |

a? + (52 (58)

0 ~ —2itan " <

In Appendix A.2, we calculate the summation over p that appears in Eq. (56), see Eq.
(A.12).

|
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We use the result of Eq. (A.12) in Eq. (56). In Appendix C, we simplify the density
matrix p(t + dt) further by neglecting O(dt?) terms and using 32 = O(1/dt) > 1. As a
result, we derive

p(t +dt) = |U(t + db)) (T(t + dt)|
e, _Fr2agsMan? _[b+zagpmad?
o e~ HMatmdt ™ 4[aZ+57] ]\If(t)> <\If(t)] e 4Z+7 eJrﬂ-Lgmdt7 (59)

where

~

ﬁgffm - ﬁatm + 204004/\}1

5 a - Ao wp s
= Ham = Mt agaap M

(60)

Equation (59) obtains the following expression for the changed quantum state after a
single weak measurement in the time step d¢:

[f+2008Mdt]?

|\I’(t + dt)> x e—i?—lg‘:fmdte_ [a2157] ‘\I’(t» _ e—iﬁg‘fmdte—QlCdt(l%—Mr)Q |\I/(t)>, (61)

where we used the definitions of Eq. (53). This expression is the same as Eq. (27) of
Ref. [7]. Here we also delineate the generalized Gaussian measurement operators and
the corresponding positive operator-valued measures. Following the same procedure as
in Ref. [7], we obtain the SSE

[0 (1)) = {—mgffmdt — KM2dt + 4ICMrl%dt} ¥ (1)), (62)

where k was defined in Eq. (54). In general, the Hamiltonian H¢T  contains perturbative

atm
correction terms that are linear and quadratic in the measurement operator M,. To

obtain the measurement signal and the SSE considered in Ref. [12]

I(t) = 29{Mo) + 7 i—z/, (63a)
AT®)) = |—iHaom — %Mg + I(t)Mo] dt|T (1)), (63b)

one needs to operate in the limit of @« < 1 and x > 1. In this limit, we have

ﬁgﬁm ~ Hatm. We have further used the following redefinition:

define: I(t) = 16Kk = %l%, replace: M, — 4Mg, 32K — . (64)

4. An Example: The Bose-Hubbard Model

To numerically demonstrate the stochastic Schrodinger dynamics of Eq. (63), we start
with the optical lattice potential

Vi(x) = Vysin?(kx), (65)
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4! 6 Sites, 6 Particles |
(oom ..... 0.0 .
%G
Z 3 Q
S )
g 9
S 2t Q
<§ (‘%
o
0 ‘ ‘ ‘ oy,
1072 107! 10° 10*! 1012
u/J

Figure 3. The variation of (Mcon)o/N with U/J for a Bose-Hubbard system with six
sites and six particles. Here we have (Mcon)o = |(10| Meon|t0)| with [¢)) being the
ground state of the Bose-Hubbard Hamiltonian (66). This plot, similar to the plot of
the condensate fraction in Ref. [12], indicates a superfluid to Mott-insulator transition
for U/J between 1 and 10.

+150 +150 +150
+100 (a) +100 (b) +100 (C)
o +50 450 B0
= = =
FE O T i S Oy At
S S S
~ —50 ~ —50 ~ —50
~100 i o ~100 U/J =09 ~100 U/J = 100.0
7 =0.01 7 =0.01 7y = 0.01
—150 —150 —150
0 2 4 6 8 10 0 2 4 6 8 10 0 2 4 6 8 10
(t—2x10%) /10 (t—2x10%) /10 (t—2x 10%) /10
6 (d) 107 (e) )
+24 ~12 -2
122 S 14 S o7
& a R
~ ~ ~
+20 —16 —12
(i ) U/J =0 /J = 100.0
+18 v =10.0 —-18 ‘0 17 v =10.0
0 2 4 6 8 10 0 2 4 6 8 10 0 2 4 6 8 10
(t—2x10%) /10 (t—2x10% /10 (t—2x10%) /10

Figure 4. We plot the time dependent expectation value (68) of the measurement
operator Men vs time in dark blue. We also plot I(£)/(27) in faded blue to show the
effect of the Wiener noise in the homodyne measurement signal. We see the signature
of the superfluid to Mott-insulator phase transition in the time dependent dynamics
of <Mcoh> in panels (a), (b) and (c). Considering 10% times larger measurement
strength in panels (d), (e) and (f), we show examples of quantum trajectories in
the quantum Zeno regime. Deep in the Mott-insulating phase, we observe frequent
quantum jumps in this regime.
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+60 +60 +60
(a) (b) ()
20 A~ F20 20
R AP AVAVAAVAV VARV YaY R EEMA R SV VWS z
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U/J=01 U/J =50 U/J =100.0
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—60 —60 —60
0 2 4 6 8 10 0 2 4 6 8 10 0 2 4 6 8 10
(t—2x10%) /10 (t—2x10%) /10 (t—2x10%) /10
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4 S~ 44 ~ 44
U/J=0.1 U/J=5.0 U/J =100.0
4 =100.0 v =100.0 v =100.0
+2 +2 +2
0 2 4 6 8 10 0 2 4 6 8 10 0 2 4 6 8 10
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Figure 5. We show the plots for the time dependent expectation value (68) of the
measurement operator M, vs time and I(t)/(2y) vs time in dark and faded blue,
respectively. As expected, the superfluid dynamics here in (a) is similar to the Mott-
insulator dynamics of Fig. 4(c) and vice versa. For the trajectories in the quantum
Zeno regime (d)-(f), we observe fewer quantum jumps here than in Figs. 4(d)-(f).

where the wave vector k is related to the wavelength of the laser light by the relation
k = 2w /\. Expanding the atomic field operators in terms of the Wannier functions
for the optical lattice potential (65), one can show that Hotm becomes the following
Bose-Hubbard Hamiltonian [15]

~ ~aa U
_ i A .
(,3) g g
where n; = l;j b; and the parameters of Hpn are given by
]52
7= [ (= 4 Vi) ) wpalo)do (67a)

U= gs/|wj(x)|4dx, (67b)
€ ~ VT(ZL}), (67C)

with V; the lattice potential, V a slowly varying external trapping potential, and g, the
s-wave scattering length in one-dimension.

Considering two different choices of the spatial mode function f,(z,wr,), we obtain
the two Hermitian observables Mo : Mcoh = Meon Y i ?);Z;jﬂ + h.c. and Mo : Mpop =
Mpop D ZA)QJ ng, whose weak and continuous measurements was studied in Ref. [12]. Here
Meoh and My, are two constants calculated from the Wannier functions. The Bose-
Hubbard Hamiltonian (66) has a superfluid to Mott-insulator transition at U/J ~ 4.65
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in the thermodynamic limit [18]. The plot depicting the ground state expectation value
of Mcoh in Fig. 3 is consistent with this critical value.

In this section, we numerically study the stochastic Schrodinger dynamics of Eq.
(63). We show the examples of individual quantum trajectories due to the coherence
measurement Moo in Fig. 4 and due to the population measurement /\/lpop in Fig. 5.
In each of the panels of Figs. 4 and 5, we plot the time dependent expectation value of
the measurement operators

(Mo) = (e(®)] Mo |9 (1)) (68)

vs time for different values of the parameter U/J and different measurement strength
7, where |¥(¢)) is obtained numerically from the SSE (63). Since we are not interested
in the transient effects, we have not shown the trajectory upto t = 2 x 103.

From the plots shown in Figs. 4(a)-(c) and 5(a)-(c), we conclude that signatures
of the superfluid to Mott-insulator transition can even be detected in the measurement
signals (without the Wiener noise) for individual quantum trajectories. The phase
transition is in agreement with the one detected in Ref. [12] with the help of power
spectral densities.

In Fig. 4(a), we see that the coherence measurement signal remains almost constant
in the superfluid phase with U/J = 0.1. On the other hand, in Fig. 4(c), we observe
chaotic oscillations in the Mott-insulating phase with U/J = 100.0. Interestingly,
the coherence measurement appears to be able to distinguish the phases even in the
strong measurement (quantum Zeno) regime at v = 10.0. This is in stark contrast to
the coherence measurement PSDs obtained for the quantum Zeno regime in Ref. [12].
However, one must point out that the nature of the stochastic jumps in Figs. 4(e) and
(f) are quite different from the chaotic fluctuations observed in Figs. 4(b) and (c).

In the weak measurement regime, one observes chaotic fluctuations in the
population measurement signal in the superfluid phase in Fig. 5(a) and almost constant
signal in the Mott-insulator phase Fig. 5(c). It is hard to distinguish the phases using the
population signals in the quantum Zeno regime that are shown in 5(d)-(f). Our study
shows that typical quantum trajectories from different measurement signals contain a
lot of information even in the quantum Zeno regime.

5. Conclusion

Starting from a full atom-light Hamiltonian, we derive an SSE solely in terms of the
atomic degrees of freedom. The SSE is conditioned upon a homodyne measurement
record. We explain how the approaches of Refs. [7], [8], [9] and the one adopted in
Ref. [14] could be reconciled. This then demonstrates that, in general, a homodyne
measurement setup with a linear coupling between a Hermitian atomic measurement
operator and the coherent probe laser leads to a Gaussian quantum continuous
measurement.
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Appendix A. Evaluation of Important Gaussian Integrals

We show the details of how to compute the Gaussian integrals appearing in Eqs. (46)
and (56) in this appendix. In both examples, we replace the summation over photon
number p by an integral with lower and upper limit of 0 and oo, respectively.

Appendix A.1. Gaussian Integral Needed to Simplify the Probability Py

Here we consider the summation that appears on the last line of Eq. (46). We replace
the summation over p by an integration and obtain

- 1 (p+k—lo,H?  (p— 18,
Z / 1P| 2 - 2
27 || |Br,| 2o, 216,

p=0

O 1 (p+k—lon)?  (p—181%)?
~ P a1 XP | — 2 - 2
o 2m|an,]18] 2]al,| 2|8;,|

2
(k + 181" = lal”) > -1 18" + logl” ) =
- X /@4,12(;92@;“2) dp—| S A (T AR N

7 |12 ;12 27 o’ / 712 7 12
2 (18,4 o) |7 S ) oo T3, 215, e
(A.1)
where we have introduced a new shifted variable
_ 181,17 (k = 21ag,%)
p=p+ : A2
181,17 + [o, | (42)
Since |, |*, |82, > 1, we have
’ 12 ’ 12 2 2
k—2|a 2o/ /

2 2 ~ 2 2
87,17 + || 18117 + [, |
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Using the above, we extend the lower limit of the integration to —oo in Eq. (A.1) and
finally obtain

. 1 (p+k—lonl)?  (p—18L1")?
22 / 1 SXP |~ ;12
= 2 |a,| |5;,] 2o, | 24|
2
(418 — o) /*w dpexp | — [1Bel ol -
2 (180,17 +la,)?) | /- 21801 o)
(k18 = o)
2 (18,17 + i) |

1
~ oo 18] T
1

= exp
V2 (18 + o)

(A4)

Appendiz A.2. Gaussian Integral Needed to Simplify the Density Matriz p(t 4 dt)

We consider the summation that appears on the last line of Eq. (56)

. Replacing the
summation over p by an integration, we obtain

S exp =18 =18 ko) (k= o) 0
416, 418, 4)at,|? 4ol

- /wdp exp[_@—ww_<p—|/3;|2>2_<p+k a2 (p+k— o)) )2_p6]
0

p

416, 416, 4o, |? 4ol
(A.5)

where 6 will be computed in Appendix B. After completing the square in the argument
of the exponential in Eq. (A.5), we note that

T R R 1 Vel A 9 S 0 Bl A
A7 o, o,

o
1 k2 k2
= O e o) b
2
180218017 [2 1P 1P (0 — 2) + (k| + |ad,[?) &]
a, Pl [, | [ |* (1807 +1841%) + 184,17 18417 (I |” + [ )]
2
1( (S S 1> 1Bl 1801 [2 [l [ * (0 = 2) + (lag]” + |, *) ] .
AN (B2 1807 el Janl?) \ ekl e (180,17 + 1841%) + 1841718417 (lag,|* + |a]?)
EQl(k)+Q20 (Q21 +p)2,

+ pb

+

(A.6)
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where in the last line we have defined new variables ()1, (Q29, and ()o;. In particular, we
define

k2 k?
AT
181l 1841 [21 [ (6 = 2) + (Ja, [ + o) K]
P lanl? [lan P lanl? (18 +18,7) + 18,7 1847 (Jagal” + o )]
to be a quadratic polynomial in k that does not depend on p. As a result, one can pull

the factor exp [—Q1 (k)] out of the summation in Eq. (A.5).
Using the variables introduced in Eq. (A.6), we obtain from Eq. (A.5)

1 12\2 _1Ar12\2 g 12\2
exp Qi (k xzexp[ o3 N 7 R e R _W]

Ql(k> =

1
£ {08 4187 4 a4 o) = ab +

(A7)

416, 416, 4|a

l” |

:/O dp exp [—on (@21 "‘p)Q]

[ di o[- (@b + ).

St (k)
(A.8)
where we have introduced the variable change
_ . Bl * 180" [kl ” + | ) — 4|, [* e[
Pr=p+Qa(k)=p+ Ll ) | (A.9)

a2 el (185,17 + 18417) + 1801 18417 (lad, |* + o *)

The shift Q5¢(k) becomes the new lower limit of the integral. Inside the integrand, we
have introduced the new variable

2 2 2 2
20 |oi,|” || 1671”15

o | |2 (180,17 + 1841%) + 1817 18417 (g, |* + Je,|?)
(A.10)

Q51(k) = Qu(k) — Q55 (k) =

for convenience. Since @ is complex, Q5 (k) is also a complex number.

Similar to (A.3), we can replace the lower limit of the integral Q5¢(k) by —oo using
the fact o, |*, ||, 15,7, |8,]° > 1. This then obtains from Eq. (A.8) the following
Gaussian integral offset by a Q% (k):

o0

/Qz;(k) dp; exp [_QZO (le(k‘) _|_51)2] %/

dp; exp [—Qm (le(k) "‘51)2]
_ Qﬂ _ Vir (AL
20 g
(lﬂml2 T E T e T ’I2>

which produces the same result as a usual Gaussian integral. As a result, we finally
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have

S exp =18 =B (k=) (ko)
416, 416, 4)al,|? 4ol

Var

(IB’\2+IB’\2+I’\2+I \)

where Q1 (k) is defined in Eq. (A.7).

—

~

exp [—Q1(k)], (A.12)

1
2

Appendix B. Approximate Value of 6 Introduced in Eq. (57)

In this section, we compute the value of ¢ introduced in Eq. (57) while keeping terms
upto O(dt) and O (apB/ (a? + 5?)). Recall the definition

i0 = Arg(f,,) + Arg(8)) + Arg(a,,) + Arg(a,)
= —tanfl (M) _i_tan*l (M) —l—tan*l (ﬂ - O(det) . tanil <6 - Oéondt) ’

a a « a
(B.1)
where —7/2 < Arg(8!.), Arg(B8%), Arg(al,), Arg(al¥) < +7/2. Using the formula
tan'(z) — tan"'(y) = tan"" (f;fy) (B.2)

and neglecting terms O(dt?) in the denominator, we obtain

oy (B4 agmdt L (Btandt aop(n —m)dt
tan (—a ) + tan (—a = tan 2+ B+ aoBlm )t )
(B

Simplifying the other two terms in Eq. (B.1) similarly, we write
] —m)dt acg(n —m)dt
6 = tan~* acg(n —m) tan— 0
1 an (a2+/32+0405(m+n)dt 4+ tan a2+ﬁ2—aoﬂ(m+n)dt
~ tan~! aap(n —m)dt 1 — aof(m + n)dt + tan~! aag(n —m)di 14 apB(m +n)dt
a? + 2 a? + (32 o + 32 T2

~ 9 tan-! <aa0(n — m)dt)

a? + (2
~9 aog(n —m)dt
- a? + (32 '

In Eq. (B.4) we have used the following Taylor series expansions for —1 < x < +1:

(B.4)

0 2n+1 S
—1 _ n T _ n
tw(@_zhng? —Lx, (B.5)

and kept terms upto O(dt).
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Appendix C. Simplification of the Density Matrix p(t + dt)

In this section, we simplify p(¢ 4+ dt) and finally write it as a rank-1 projector. Using
Eq. (A.12) in Eq. (56), we derive
p(t +dt) = |V (t+dt)) (U(t + dt)]

\/4ﬁcmozefiaoa(m*n)dt [e—z’ﬁatmdt ) (] e+i7'~[atmdt:|
~2 1 - exp Qi (k)
o 27TP]€ U/B/ ‘ ‘6/‘ |am‘ |Ckn‘ :| (IB/ |2 + |B/ |2 + | / |2 + |0¢ZL‘2>

C* —iapa(m—n)dt [e—iﬁatmdt |1/}m> <1/}n‘ e—i—z’Hatmdt:|
Z Py [ (02 + 32)]2

exp [=Q1(k)],

(C.1)
where we have used
1 1 1 1 1 8
P2 ot 12 12 12 2 2\4
;. nl o, ot R (o + , + ~ )
(C.2)

after neglecting O(dt?) terms.
We now simplify Q; (k) from Eq. (A.7) by neglecting O(dt?) terms as

Oi(k) ~ a2k:+252 (1 B 4aoi(2n1;2n)dt) N k{iaoa(n — m()ad;:g;)ﬁ(m +n)dt} iaga(n — m)dt
il k2 + 2k {iozoa(n2?a7;1ftﬁ:—) agB(m +n)dt} iaga(n — m)dt
= B+ Z]?Zgﬁiﬂ;%— njdt _ iopa(n —m)dt.

(C.3)

Since %2 = O(1/dt) > 1, in the second line (¥1) of Eq. (C.3) we have neglected the
term that is proportional to a3/ (a2 + 52)° in the coefficient of k2. Moreover, since the
probe light is quite weak compared to the local oscillator, we also neglect i/ (a2 + 52)
compared to agf/ (a? + $?) in the final line (x2).

First neglecting the constant factor Pyy/[27 (a? 4+ 52)] and then using Eq. (C.3)
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into (C.1), we obtain
p(t +dt) = |U(t + dt)) (U(t + dt)|

xS G ontmmit [o=Howmd ) (| e+ Hon] e [y (k)]

2 agB(m+n) ; ~ ~
N Z Omc;;e—iaoa(m—n)dte{k +22k(a%+52§ dt +zaoa(nfm)dt} [e—iﬂatmdt W)m) <77Z)n| e+i7-latmdt]
2
N « —iHe dt e de {2k* + dkagf(m + n)dt}
~ ; [Cmcne * ‘wM> W}n‘ e ¢ :| exp |:_ 4(0{2 I 62)

- _ [k+2agBmdi]? _ [k+2apBndt]? -
~ § OmC*G_ZHatmdte ilo*+5%) |¢m> <wn| € Ao +57] €+ZHa“mdt
n
m,n

X [b+2a08M1d¢]? [b+2a08Mat]? X
= e Hitadte™ HETT N GO i) (| € T R
m,n
[k+2a0811d¢]2 _ [k+2a98x141)?

= ety BT (1)) () ¢ BT et

(C.4)

where

~

ﬁ:fm = ﬁatm + 2090 M. (C.5)
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