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Abstract

A closed-form solution to the energy-based stochastic Schrodinger equation
with a time-dependent coupling is obtained. The solution is algebraic in
character, and is expressed directly in terms of independent random data.
The data consist of (i) a random variable H which has the distribution
P(H = E;) = m;, where m; is the transition probability |(1|¢;)|> from
the initial state |y) to the Liiders state |¢;) with energy E;, and (ii) an
independent P-Brownian motion, where IP is the physical probability measure
associated with the dynamics of the reduction process. When the coupling is
time independent, it is known that state reduction occurs asymptotically—that
is to say, over an infinite time horizon. In the case of a time-dependent coupling,
we show that if the magnitude of the coupling decreases sufficiently rapidly,
then the energy variance will be reduced under the dynamics, but the state
need not reach an energy eigenstate. This situation corresponds to the case of
a ‘partial’ or ‘incomplete’ measurement of the energy. We also construct an
example of a model where the opposite situation prevails, in which complete
state reduction is achieved after the passage of a finite period of time.

PACS numbers: 03.65.Ta, 02.50.Ey, 02.50.Ga, 02.50.Cw

1. Introduction

This paper is concerned with the problem of obtaining closed-form solutions to the energy-
based stochastic extension of the Schrodinger equation in the case of a time-dependent coupling
parameter. In this situation the dynamical equation of the wavefunction is assumed to satisfy
the following stochastic differential equation:

i) = —iHY,) dt — g0 (H — H)? 1Y) di + 30,(H — H)[¥,) dW,. (1)

Here {|Y/)}o<i<oc denotes the state-vector process, which is defined on a probability
space (2, F, P) with filtration {F;}o<;<00, With respect to which {W;}o<,<o0 is a standard
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one-dimensional Brownian motion. The operator H is the Hamiltonian of the system, and

H, = (Y| H|Y,) 2)

is the expectation value of H in the state |/;). The time-dependent coupling parameter
{01 }o<s <00, Which has the units (energy)~' (time)~!/2, and is assumed to be a given positive
function, determines the rate at which state-vector reduction occurs. For simplicity we
consider the case of a pure initial state |1); the generalization to the case of a mixed initial
state is straightforward. For convenience we assume that the initial state has norm unity; a
straightforward exercise making use of the Ito calculus then shows that (y,|y,) = 1 for all
t > 0. Likewise, for simplicity, we assume that the Hamiltonian A has a discrete spectrum,
and that the Hilbert space is of finite dimension. The possible values of the energy are given
by {E;}i=1.2...~, and the transition probability from the initial state |) to a state of energy
E; is m; = (Yo|I1;| o), where I1; denotes the projection operator onto the Hilbert subspace of
states with energy E;. Equivalently, we can write 7r; = |{(¢;|¥)|?, where |¢;) = 71;1/ zﬁi [Y0)
is the so-called Liiders state associated with the given initial state |y/) and the energy E;.
We note that (¢;|¢;) = 1. According to the von Neumann—Liiders state-vector reduction
hypothesis [4, 25, 30], if the initial state of the quantum system is |{/y) and a measurement
of the energy is made with the result E;, then there is a discontinuous transformation of
the state of the system, and the new state is given by |¢;). In particular, in the case of a
degenerate spectrum a specific state is selected in this way among all those with the given
eigenvalue.

In the stochastic framework the discontinuous von Neumann—Liiders reduction process
is replaced by a continuous reduction process modelled by equation (1). Depending on the
details of the physical set-up, the reduction process modelled by (1) can be regarded as taking
place either (a) as a consequence of a measurement having been made, or (b) as a result of
interaction of the system with its environment, or (c) spontaneously. For instance, we can
view (1) as a phenomenological ‘reduced-form’ model for the dynamics of a system when
an energy measurement is made. The time-dependent coupling in that case represents the
exogenous intervention of the measurement apparatus in the dynamics of the system.

The mathematical and physical properties of the energy-based stochastic extension of the
Schrodinger equation have been studied extensively in the literature [1-4, 6, 9-13, 22, 24,
32, 33]. The energy-based stochastic Schrédinger equation can be regarded as a special case
of a more general class of stochastic models for the dynamics of the wavefunction that use
nonlinear stochastic differential equations of the form (1), but typically involving a number
of quantum operators. Such models have been introduced with a variety of aims, and in the
general situation the operators need not commute amongst themselves or with the Hamiltonian,
and need not be Hermitian. We mention, e.g., [5, 7, 8, 15, 19, 21, 23, 31, 34], and works cited
therein, as references to the substantial body of publications in this area.

The significance of the energy-based reduction model, in contrast with the more general
situation, is that energy is conserved in expectation. More specifically, it is a property of the
dynamical equation (1) that tr(p, H) is constant, where the time-dependent density matrix
is defined by p, = E]P[| ¥ ) (Yr|]. Here EP[—] denotes expectation with respect to the physical
probability measure IP. Conservation of the energy follows from the fact that

D= it p+ g0 [HpH - %mﬂ : ©
Thus, the energy-based stochastic Schrodinger equation can be regarded as appropriate to the
description of the dynamics of an isolated system, or any system for which on average there
is no net exchange of energy with the environment.
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When the coupling parameter in equation (1) is a constant, it is possible to obtain a
closed-form solution to this stochastic differential equation [10-13]. The solution to (1) in
the case of a constant coupling parameter can at each time ¢ be expressed as a function of a
state variable &, the value of which is determined by the specification of a pair of independent
random data corresponding roughly to the idea of a split between ‘signal” and ‘noise’. More
specifically, the state-variable process {&; }o</<co 1s Of the form & = o Ht + B;, where H is a
random variable that takes the value E; (i = 1,2, ..., N) with probability 7;, and {B;}o</<cc
is an independent Brownian motion. The purpose of this paper is to show how this construction
can be generalized to the case of a generic time-dependent coupling.

The paper is organized as follows. In section 2 we introduce an ansatz that leads to the
solution of (1). Some comments are made on the interpretation of the ansatz and its relation
to similar constructions in the theory of filtering. In section 3 we obtain general expressions
for the conditional probability m;, = E[l{ H=E,} |]-',] and the conditional energy expectation
H; = E[H|F;] in terms of the process {& }o</<oc. Whereas in the time-independent case the
random variable H; can be expressed, for each value of #, as a function of the state variable
&, in the time-dependent case H; is a functional of the trajectory {&,}o<s</. In section 4 we
show that although {,} is in general non-Markovian, the corresponding energy process { H,},
which is a functional of {§,}, does have the Markov property.

In section 5 we show how the analysis of section 3 leads to an expression for the state-
vector process that solves (1). In section 6 we examine the corresponding ‘inverse’ problem.
We show how, given any random trajectory {|1;)} that solves (1), it is possible to construct
explicitly the independent random data H and {B;} associated with it. We also remark on the
relation between our solution technique and a well-known linearization method often used in
analysing the properties of (1). Then in section 7 we show that the state vector collapses to
the specified eigenstate, provided a condition on the coupling is satisfied.

More generally, since we consider an essentially arbitrary time-dependent coupling, one
can envisage circumstances in which the coupling ceases before state reduction is complete.
This kind of situation can be regarded as representing an approximate measurement of the
energy, in which partial information is gained but no definite outcome is obtained. In section 8
we examine this case in some detail, and derive upper and lower bounds for the asymptotic
value of the energy variance as  goes to infinity.

Another interesting situation arises when the magnitude of the coupling increases
sufficiently rapidly to ensure that state reduction is completed after the passage of a finite
amount of time. In section 9 a special example of such a model is constructed. This example
turns out to have a direct relationship to the finite-time collapse model introduced in [11]. The
model presented in [11] is based on a constant coupling parameter and a Brownian bridge
noise. Here we present an alternative model for finite-time collapse, for which the noise is a
standard Brownian motion and the coupling is time dependent. We demonstrate that the two
models are physically equivalent.

While the probabilistic method presented in section 3 is effective in obtaining the solution
to the problem under consideration here, there are circumstances in which other methods are
useful as well. We thus outline two further approaches for obtaining the solution. In appendix
A we introduce a method that involves a discretization and a continuum limit, and proceeds in
a manner similar to the analysis entailed in the evaluation of Feynman integrals. The method
is computationally intense, but is satisfying because it allows one to work directly with the
quantities under investigation. In appendix B we consider another method that is similar to
the path integral approach, except that we use a decomposition of the state-variable trajectory
into increments, and we regard the time-dependent coupling as moderating the noise rather
than the signal.
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2. The quantum information process

The ansatz that we use to solve (1) is based on the specification of a state-variable process {&;}
which, for reasons discussed shortly, will be called the ‘quantum information process’, and is
of the following form:

t
StzH/ o, ds + B;. 4)
0

Here H denotes a random variable on the given probability space (€2, F,P), taking the
possible values {E;};= 2. n with the probabilities {7;};=1 2, n, and { B;}o</<oo 15 a standard
Brownian motion, independent of H. We do not assume that {B,} is adapted to the filtration
{F:} introduced earlier. On the contrary, we shall see later that {F;} is generated by {&;}. The
various terms appearing in (4) can be given an interpretation in the language of filtering theory.
This ‘signal and noise’ interpretation, although not essential to the use of the ansatz to solve
(1), is nonetheless physically very suggestive, and as a consequence helps to motivate the form
that the solution takes. Indeed, the methodology of filtering theory has been already shown
to be effective in deriving solutions to the energy-based stochastic Schrodinger equation [10],
and in what follows we take this line of investigation further.

The random variable H, according to this interpretation, represents the unknown terminal
value of the energy of the quantum system whose time evolution is described by equation (1).
The term H fot o, ds in (4) should be thought of as the ‘signal’ component of the quantum
information process. As time passes, the magnitude of the signal component increases, but
the true value of H remains obscured by the presence of a noise process {B;}o</<cc. The
‘accessible’ information concerning the value of H is represented by the process {&;}o</<oo>
which consists of both signal and noise. Given the history {&}o<s<, over a finite time interval
[0, #], it is not generally possible to disentangle the true value of H from the noise. In the
context of filtering theory, the task in such a set-up is to determine the best estimate of H,
given the information of the trajectory {&,}o<,<, from time zero to time ¢. It is a remarkable
feature of the stochastic Schrodinger equation that the expectation of the Hamiltonian turns
out to be given by such an estimate.

In the first part of the paper we shall examine the case for which the state-vector trajectory
{|1,)} satisfies the dynamical equation (1) for all # € [0, 00). In order for the trajectory
{1¥:) }ogi<oo to be well defined, the coupling function {0} }o<; <00 must be such that

t
/afds<oo, 0<t <o0. (®)]
0

Additionally, as will be established in section 7, to ensure a complete reduction of the state

vector, the coupling function must be chosen such that
t

lim [ oZds = oo. (6)
t—00 0

The purpose of this condition is to ensure that the coupling remains reasonably ‘strong’ for all
time, and does not attenuate too much.

There are circumstances in which (5) is satisfied but (6) is not. In such situations the
wavefunction need not fully collapse to an eigenstate, even though the energy variance will be
reduced. This case is examined in section 8. It will be assumed throughout sections 3-8 that
{&:} and {o,} are defined for all ¢ in the range 0 < ¢ < o0, and that (5) holds. In section 9 we
drop the assumption of an infinite collapse time, and consider the case for which the integral
of {0} diverges after a finite passage of time.

The estimation problem posed by an ansatz of the form (4) is well established in the
literature of nonlinear filtering [14, 29]. The relevance of (4) to the dynamics of the quantum
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state {|y,)} satisfying the stochastic Schrodinger equation (1), on the other hand, is not
obvious. As we shall demonstrate, the information generated by {&}o<s<; 1S equivalent
to the information generated by the evolution {|y/)}ogs<; Of the quantum state itself. We
formalize this notion by observing that {&; }o<;<oc and {|V;) o</ <co generate the same filtration
{Fi}o<i<oo- As aconsequence, the energy process { H,} determined by the quantum expectation
(2) of the Hamiltonian operator turns out to be indistinguishable from the process generated
as t varies by the mathematical expectation of the random variable H, conditional on the
specification of the trajectory {&;}o<s<:-

The best estimate for H, in the sense of least quadratic error, given the history of the
information process up to time ¢, is known (see, e.g., [10]) to be the conditional expectation

H; = E[H|{}ogs<i]- @)
We have used the same notation { H,} for the processes defined in (2) and in (7) because these
processes will be shown to be the same. When {o;} is constant, equation (7) can be simplified
to the form H, = E[H|&]. In this case, {&} is Markovian: this is the situation considered
in [10-13]. However, if {o,} is not constant, then in general the trajectory {&;}o<s<, must be
taken into account to determine the conditional expectation (7). The non-Markovian property
of {&;} can be seen intuitively as follows. Writing (4) in differential form, we have

d&, = o, H dt + dB,, (8)

which makes it evident that {0} determines the strength of the signal, that is to say, the rate
at which the true value of H is revealed. If {o;} is constant, then sampling from {&;} at any
small time period in the interval [0, ¢] is as good as any other. This is, in essence, the property
of {&}, when {o,} is constant, that makes it Markovian. If {o;} is not constant, then there is
a temporal bias in the sampling from {&,}, and observations from different periods cannot be
treated on an equal footing.

3. Conditional probability process

Our goal in this section is to work out an explicit expression for the conditional probability
process {m;;} defined by

i = E[Lin=g,) [{E o<s< |- 9
Here 14, denotes the indicator function which takes the value unity if A is true, and zero if
A is false. Once we obtain ;;, then the conditional expectation (7) can be obtained by the
relation H, = ), m; E;.

To determine {r;;} we use a change-of-measure technique (see, e.g., [14, 17, 26]),
proceeding as follows. Let (€2, F, P) be a probability space on which a standard Brownian
motion {B,} is defined, and let H be a random variable on (€2, F, IP) that is independent of
{B;}. We fix a time interval [0, u], and let {£}o</<. be given by

t
é,:H/ oyds + By, (10)
0

where {0;} is deterministic and satisfies (5). Next, we define a process {A;}o<;<u Over [0, u]
by the expression

t 1 t
A, = exp <Hf o, d&; — -HZ/ a?ds), (11)
0 2 0o

or equivalently, by virtue of (10),

t l t
At_1 = exp (—H/ o, dB; — —HZ/ Gsz ds) . 12)
0 2 0
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The idea is to use {A;} to make a change of probability measure. The new probability
measure will be defined on the space (2, G,), where G, C F is the o-subalgebra of events
determined by the specification of the trajectory {B;}o<:;<« Over the given time horizon,
together with H.

We recall that the points of €2 represent the possible outcomes of chance, and the elements
of F are subsets of 2 with the property that for each such subset A € F the measure [P assigns
a probability P(A) to the event that @ € A. The elements of G, consist of those elements
A € F with the property that knowledge of the value of H and the trajectory {B:}o</<u
is sufficient to determine whether w € A. For any element A € G,, the value of the indicator
function 1,c4) is determined by the specification of H and {B;}o<;<s. The new measure
on (€2, G,) is then given as follows. For any set A € G,, we define

Q(A) = E[A; Lwen)]- (13)
This relation is usually abbreviated by writing dQ = A ! dP. Since E*[A;!] = 1 by virtue
of elementary properties of the stochastic exponential (12), it follows that Q(£2) = 1.

Given the set-up described above, we have the following facts: (i) on the probability space
(2, G,, Q), the process {& }o</<u defined by (10) is a Brownian motion, and is independent
of H; (ii) the random variable H has the same probability law with respect to Q as it does with
respect to IP; (iii) for all ¢ € [0, u], the conditional expectation f, = Ep[f(H)l{%'s}ogsg,] of a
function of the random variable H can be expressed in the form

EQLf(H) A/l {ESo<s<i]
;= =S 14
/ EQA & Jogs</] (1

To work out an expression for 7r;, we start with the definition (9), substitute (11) into (14)
and set f(H) = 1{g=g,) to obtain

;i exp(E; [y oy d&, — LE? [ o2 ds)

! > miexp (Ei fot 0, dg, — S E} fot 02ds)
Similarly, by setting f(H) = H we obtain
1 E; exp(E; Yo, dg, — L2 'o2ds
i 0 271 JO s (16)
t =

> miexp(E; fot o, d&; — %Elz fot 02ds) .
The result appears at first glance to depend on the choice of time horizon u, since {r;;} and
{H,} are only defined for ¢ € [0, u]; but it is straightforward to see that (15) and (16) remain
valid for all € [0, 00).

The arguments establishing the validity of (i), (ii) and (iii) above can be sketched briefly
as follows. First we note that the relation between expectation under the P-measure and
expectation under the Q-measure is given by

E9[x] = EF[A,'X]. (17)
To see that {£;}o<s<co is @ Brownian motion on (2, F, Q) it suffices to show that

]EQ [exsrﬂ‘&] — e%(x2s+)r'2t+2xys) (18)
for s < t and for all x, y. In particular, if {£,} possesses this bi-characteristic function, then it
follows at once that {&;} is Q-Gaussian, and that Cov[&,, &,] = s for s < ¢. These properties,
together with the fact that {£,} is continuous, are sufficient to characterize it as a Brownian
motion under Q. The verification of (18) follows by a calculation that makes use of (10),
(12) and (17), the P-independence of H and {B,}, and basic properties of {B,} under P. The
@-independence of H and {,;} then follows by a similar calculation that establishes that

EQ[exE,+)‘H] — C%XZt Zm_ eVEi (19)

L
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To show that the probability law of H is the same under P and Q we make use of the
P-independence of H and {B,} to observe that

Q(H = E) =E"[A, " 1{y=p,]

t 1 t
=E" | Liy—g, exp —H/ anBS——HZ/ o2 ds
‘ 0 2 0
t 1 t
=EF 1{g=£, exp —Ei/ anBS——EiZ/ aszds
' 0 2o
t 1 1
=EP[1[H:E,.]]EP [exp <—E,-/ oy, dB; — EEIZ/. oszds>i|
0 0

=P(H = E)). (20)

As for (iii), we remark first that relation (14) is a special case of a more general result
referred to as the Kallianpur—Striebel formula [27]. A derivation of (14) can be sketched
as follows. We reverse the construction above and start with a probability space (2, F, Q)
on which {&}p<;<co is a standard Brownian motion, and / an independent random variable
taking the values {E;};—; 2.y with the probabilities {r;};—=1 2 . n. We fix a time interval
[0, #] and let G, denote the o-subalgebra of events generated by {& }o</<, and H. Assuming
that {o,} satisfies (5), we define the process {A;}o<:<u by (11), as before, and we introduce
the measure P by setting dP = A, dQ, or equivalently, P(A) = IEQ[AMI{w€ ayl. Then the
process {B;}ogi<u defined by B, = & — H fot o, ds is a Brownian motion with respect to P,
and is P-independent of H. It is worthwhile emphasizing that 7, = o ({&,}o<s<:), Whereas
G = o(H, {&}o<s<t) = 0(H, {Bs}ogs<i). Thus F; C G,. One can think of {F;} as the
filtration generated by the dynamics of the state vector process {|¥;)}o</<c0, Whereas in the
larger ‘nonphysical’ filtration {G;} the value of H is already ‘known’ at time 0. It follows by
the conditional form of the change of measure relation that

ECLf (H) Aul{Eoco<i]
EC[A, {&o<sr]
Finally, we use the fact that H and {&, }o<s<, are Q-independent to deduce that
ECLf (H)Aul{EsSoss<i) = ERLF(H) A [{Esdoss<i] (22)

for any choice of f(H), and as a consequence we deduce (14).

E°Lf (H){&Yo<s<i] = (21)

4. On the Markovian nature of the energy process

Before we verify that our expression (16) for the conditional expectation of H agrees with the
energy process (2), it will be useful to show that {H,}, as defined by (16), has the Markov
property. We note in particular that by virtue of (16) we have

Z,’ 7 E; CXP(Eiﬂt - %Ezz f()r Gsz ds)

H, = , (23)
' > miexp(Ein, — LE? [) 02 ds)
where the process {1, }o<;<co 1s defined by
t
0= [ o 24)
0

To show that { H;} is a Markov process it will suffice if we can show (i) that {#,} is a Markov
process and (ii) that 1, can be expressed as a function of H, i.e., that the relation between
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n, and H, is invertible. In particular, if the relation between n, and H, is invertible, then the
filtration generated by {7, } is the same as the filtration generated by {H,}.

To verify that {n,} is Markovian we must demonstrate that, for all 7 > ¢ and forall x € R,
we have

Pr < xl{nsogs<r) = Pnr < x(ny). (25)
Alternatively, it suffices to show that

P < X055 Ny Nsys - - -5 M) = P < x1y) (26)
for any collection of times ¢, s, 51, 52, ..., S suchthatt > s > s =2 s, > --- 2 5, > 0. To

check that these conditions are satisfied we proceed as follows. First we note that by virtue of
(24) we have

t t
n=H / o2ds + / o, dB, @7
0 0
and therefore
Nu B Ny _ fou o, dBy 3 fov o, dB; 28)
Joo2ds  [)o2ds go2ds  [Jo2ds
for all u > v > 0. We shall establish that the process {¢, },~( defined by
Jo o5 dBy 29)
P a2 ds

appearing in (28) has independent increments. In particular, since {¢,} is a Gaussian process
it suffices to show that ¢, — ¢, and ¢; — ¢, are independent foralld > ¢ > b > a > 0.
To see this, we note that since ¢, — ¢, and ¢; — @, are Gaussian random variables, for their
independence it is sufficient to verify that the covariance E[(¢p — ¢,) (94 — ¢.)] vanishes. But
this follows after a short calculation making use of the Wiener—Ito isometry

E [(/ oy dBS> </a dBS)} = /Waf ds, (30)
0 0 0

where u A v = min(u, v). Similarly, one can verify that ¢, is independent of ¢, — ¢, for all
¢ > b > a > 0. This follows from the fact that the increment ¢, — ¢, is independent of
©p — @q. Next we observe that as a consequence of the definitions of {n,} and {¢,} we have

P(ne < x|0 050 tgys oo 05) =P < x|05s 05 — @510 051 — @y oo 05 — 05). (3D

However, since 71, and 7, are independent of ¢; — ¢5,, @5, — @5, - - ., Y5, — @s,, the desired
result (26) follows.

To show that H, is invertible as a function of 7, it will suffice to show that for each fixed
t the function

> miEi exp(Ein — 5E [y 07 ds)

H(n,t) = (32)
> miexp(Eim = 3 E7 [ 02 ds)
is monotonic in 7. But this can be seen immediately, since
8H(7}, [) _ Z,‘ 7":i(Ei - H(T], [))2 exp(EiU - %Ezz fOt (TS2 dS) (33)

an > miexp(Ein — LE? [ o2ds)
which is positive for all values of 1. As a consequence, we see that the process {H;} as
defined by (16) has the Markov property. In particular, we have the following equalities:
P(Hr < x|{H;}ogs<i) = P(Hr < x|H;) = P(Hy < x[n,) = P(Hy < x|F).
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It is interesting to note that the conditional probability process {rm;;} given by (15) can be

expressed in the form
= s exp(E; f; o, dg, — TE? f; o7 du) ‘

R exp(E; [ 0, d&, — LE? [ 02 du)
The interpretation of this relation is that the energy-based reduction models exhibit a
fundamental dynamic consistency property. In other words, if at some intermediate time
s, where 0 < s < ¢, we take note of the a posteriori conditional probability 7;, which is based
on all information available up to time s, then we see that the resulting ‘new’ model for the
collapse of the wavefunction, given by (34), is of exactly the same form as the original model,
with m;; playing the role of the new a priori probability. This means that the choice of the
initial time 7 = 0 has no preferential status in the theory. Indeed, the dynamical consistency
of the energy-based reduction theory shows that the objections raised by Pearle [32] in this
connection are groundless. It is perfectly consistent to regard the collapse process as having
already started at some earlier time than ‘the present’.

(34)

5. Innovation process and solution

In section 3 we calculated the expectation of the random variable H conditional on the
specification of {£}o<s<:, and we claimed that the result gives the energy expectation process
(2). The aim of this section is to verify this claim by showing how {£;} is related to the
Brownian motion {W;} of equation (1). We begin by analysing the dynamics of the energy
process (16). A direct application of Ito’s rule shows that

dH, = —oH,V, dt + 0, V, d&,, (35)
where
V, = E[(H — H)*l{&}o<s<i] (36)

is the conditional variance of H. The next step is to define a random process {W;} by

t
W, =& — / o, H ds. 37N
0

It follows then from (35) that the dynamical equation for {H,} is given by

dH, = o, V, dW,. (38)
Equation (38) can be given a simple heuristic interpretation if we write it in the form

Hirar — E[Hpvar {65 Yos<e] = 00 Vi AW, (39

Since at ¢ the variance V; is known, as is also the conditional expectation K[ H, .4 |{&s}o<s<:i]s
we see that dW, embodies the ‘new information’ entering the system between ¢ and ¢ + dz. It
is for this reason that {W,} is called an innovation process.

We claim that {W,} is an {F;}-Brownian motion. Here we recall that {¥;} denotes the
filtration generated by the process {&;}. Thus, conditioning with respect to the o-algebra F;
means conditioning with respect to the trajectory {&,}o<s<;. To proceed we need now a more
precise definition of Brownian motion. A process { W; }o<;<oo On a probability space (€2, F, P)
with filtration {F; }o<: <o 1S said to be a standard Brownian motion if it satisfies the following
properties: (i) Wy = 0 almost surely; (ii) {W,} is {F;}-adapted; and (iii) for all 0 < s < ¢
the increment W, — W; is normally distributed with mean zero and variance ¢t — s, and is
independent of F;. In the present context we shall use the so-called Lévy characterization of
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Brownian motion, which states that if {W,} is a martingale, and if (dW,)? = dr, then {W,} is a
Brownian motion.

Let us consider the martingale condition. Writing E,[—] = E[—|F;] for conditional
expectation with respect to F;, we shall establish that E,[W;] = W, fort < T. We find

T
E,[Wy] = E[&] — B U o, H, ds]
0

T T
= H, / oy ds + E,[Br] — / o,E,[H,]ds, 40)
0 0

where we have substituted (4) and we have interchanged the order of integration and
expectation by use of the Fubini theorem. Next, we note that

T t T
/ o,E[H,]ds =/GXE,[HS]ds+/ o, K[ H,]ds
0 0 t

t T
=/GSHS ds+H,/ o, ds. “4n
0 t

Here we have used the fact that H, = E,[H] satisfies the martingale condition E,[H] = H,
for s > ¢. Hence substituting (41) into (40) we obtain

t t
EWrl = H, [ 0.ds+ElBr1 - [ ot a5 “2)
0 0
Finally, from the tower property of conditional expectation we have
]Ez[BT] = ]Ez[E[BTHB.v}nggz, H]] = EZ[BI]~ (43)

Inserting this relation into (42) we obtain

t t
]EZ[WT] =IEt |:H/ of} dS+Bti| _/UsHv ds
0 0
t
=s,—fasHsds= W, (44)
0

where we have used the relation [E,[£,] = &,. This establishes that {W,} is an {/F;}-martingale.
On the other hand, because

dW, = (H — H,)o, dt + dB,, (45)

it follows that (dW,)? = dt. Taking this together with the fact that {W,} is an {F,}-martingale,
we conclude by Lévy’s criterion that {W,} is an {;}-Brownian motion.

We are now closer to establishing the relation between (2) and (16). To this end, we
consider the conditional probability (15) that H takes the value E;. Taking the stochastic
differential of (15) and substituting (37) into the result, we find, after some rearrangement,
that {7m;,} satisfies

dmi; = oy (E; — Hy) i AW;. (46)
With another application of the Ito formula, we thus deduce that

> = —Lo2(E; — H)?m)/” dt + Lo (B — H)ml/” dw,. 47)
Finally, if we let |¢;) denote the normalized Liiders state [4, 30] associated with the eigenvalue
E;, and define {|y,)} according to

W) =Y e Erm ), (48)
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then it follows at once from (47) that {|, ) } satisfies the time-dependent energy-based stochastic
Schrédinger equation (1).

In summary, if we define {§,} and {#,} in terms of the independent random data H and
{B;} according to (4) and (24), and if we define {H;} and {|y,)} by (16) and (48), and {W;} by
(37), then {|y,)} solves (1) for the given Hamiltonian H and initial condition |v).

6. Direct derivation of independent random data

The way in which we have solved equation (1) is by introducing the concept of a quantum
information process (4) specified in terms of a random variable H and an independent Brownian
motion {B;}. It is possible, however, to deduce the existence of these random data directly
from (1). In this section we shall illustrate this reverse construction.

We begin by remarking that the energy-based stochastic Schrodinger equation can be cast
into integral form, incorporating the initial condition |), as follows:

N 1 [ A 1 [ A
V1) = exp <—iHl - Z/ ol(H — Hy)*ds + 5/ os(H — Hs)dWs> Vo). (49)
0 0
After some simple rearrangement we then deduce that
exp(—ift + 1A [ 0 (AW, + o Hy ds) — LA [! 62 ds)|yo)
exp (% fol o Hy (AW, + o, H, ds) — %fol o2H? ds)

Given the {F;}-adapted Brownian motion {W,} and the energy expectation process {H;} =
{(v:|H |¥,)} we now define a process {&;} by writing

t
s,:w,+/ o, H, ds. (51)
0
It follows then that |;) can be written in the form

) exp(—if1 + 1A [1o,d& — LA [} 62 ds)lvo) -
' exp(} [y oyHydg — 1[5 o2H2ds) .
With these ingredients at hand we now claim the following: the random variables
H = lim;, . H, and B, = & — H fot oy ds are independent. Furthermore, the process
{B;} thus defined is a standard P-Brownian motion.
The existence of the random variable H is ensured by the martingale convergence theorem.
The fact that H has the distribution P(H = E;) = m; then follows as a consequence of known
properties of the stochastic equation (1). To show that H and B, are independent (for any value
of 1) it suffices to show that

]EP[CXB,+yH] — EP[eXB,]EP[eyH] (53)
for any x, y. The proof proceeds as follows. First, by use of the tower property of conditional
expectation we have

EF[e B = EF [exp (x (Et — H/ oy ds) + yH):|
0
— P [exp(xéz)JE,P [exp ((y —x / oy ds> H)H , (54)
0

where [E; denotes conditional expectation with respect to F;. Here we have used the fact that
& is F;-measurable. For the inner expectation we can write

EF [exp ((y —x /0, oy ds>H>] = lZn’,-,exp <<y —x fotos ds)E,-) , (55)

[v,) = (50)
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where 1;, is defined as the conditional probability
mip = P(H = Ei|F). (56)

To obtain an expression for {r;, } we recall [4, 6] that since the projection operator [1; commutes
with the Hamiltonian, the bounded process { (v, |I1;|y/;)} is a martingale. It follows that

(W 1L 1Y) = B [ (Yool T [r0) 1. (57)

On the other hand, by known properties of the reduction process (1) we have (V| I |Yeo) =
1{#=g,}, and hence

Wl 1) = Ef [Lm=g,)- (58)

We are therefore able to deduce that P(H = E;|F;) = m;; = (1/ft|f1,- [¥;). A short calculation

making use of (52) and properties of the projection operator then shows that

_ mexp(E Jy o, d — SEF fy o7 ) .
exp(fot o, Hy d&; — %fot o2H? ds)

In fact, with a little work one can also show that 7;, = |(¢;|¥;)|>. In other words, 7;; is
given by the usual formula for the quantum-mechanical transition probability from the state
|) to the Liiders state |¢;). Of course, in standard quantum mechanics it is an assumption
that 7r;,;, when defined in this way, has the interpretation of a transition probability. But in the
stochastic theory, we deduce this property.

Returning to our calculation of the inner conditional expectation in formula (54), we see
as a consequence of (59) that

o e (v o.a) )|

B Yimexp((y —x fot o, ds)E;) exp(E; fot o, d&, — %Elz fot o2 ds)
N exp(fol oy Hy d&, — %fot o2H? ds)

it

. (60)

It follows that
EF[e*B+H] = EF e 3, miexp((y — x [y 0, ds)E;) exp(E; [, o5 d& — SE? [) o2 ds)
exp(fot oy H, d§, — %fot o2H? dS)
’ 6 exp(E; Jy oy dg — 3 E7 fy ol d
=ZTF1’GXP<<)’—X/Gsds>Ei>EP|:e eXp(t Jo o 46, -k P Jooids)|
i 0 exp(fo oy H d§; — 3 fO GSZHsz ds)
(61)

Next we observe that, since d§, = dW, + o, H, d¢, the expectation appearing above can be
written in the form

- exéfexp(Ei fot o, d& — %Ezz f()t Usz ds)
exp(fy v Hy dg, — § [} 02 HZ ds)

t 1 t
=EP |:exp (—/ o H, dW, — —f Ufo ds) e
0 2Jo 7
t 1 t
X exp (EI/ o, d& — —E?/ USZ ds)] . (62)
0 2 " Jo

However, the expression

t 1 t
®, = exp (—/ ogHy dW, — E/ gs2[-1s2 ds) (63)
0 0
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is the change-of-measure density over the interval [0, ¢] needed to make {&,}o<s<; a standard
Brownian motion. Writing Q for the resulting new measure, by use of the Girsanov theorem
we obtain

t
EIP’[exB,+yH] = TT; exXp ((y — x/ lof ds> Ei)
2 :

t 1 t
x EQ |:ex§’ exp (Ei / o, d&;, — EE’Z/ 032 ds):| . (64)
0 0

By rearranging terms, the expectation on the right above can be rewritten in the form

t 1 1 1 !
0 2 0 2 0

x EQ |:exp <f (E;jo, +x)d&, — % f (E;jo, + x)? ds>] ) (65)
0 0

Since {£,} is a Q-Brownian motion, it follows that the expectation appearing on the right-hand
side of (65) has the value unity. As a consequence, we deduce that

EP[e B ] = e Y et (66)
i

We see therefore that B, and H are independent, as claimed. We also see, by the form of its
characteristic function, that B, is Gaussian, with mean 0 and variance 7. An argument similar
to that presented above shows that if s < ¢ then

]Ep[exBﬁy(B,—BJ)] _ e%x%e}ﬂ(r—s) 67)

for all x, y, and hence Cov(B;, B;) = s for s < t. Since { B} is a continuous Gaussian process
and has the correct mean and autocovariance properties, we deduce that {B,} is a standard
P-Brownian motion.

We have therefore shown that the solution to (1) can be put into the form (52), with
& = Hfot o,ds + B,, where H = lim,_, oo (y,|H|¥;), and where {B,} is an independent
standard Brownian motion.

Conversely, as we have shown earlier in the paper, if on a fixed probability space
(2, F,P) we are given a random variable H with the distribution P(H = E;) = m; together
with an independent standard Brownian motion {B,}, then we can proceed as follows: we
construct the process {&;} by setting & = H fot oy ds + B;; we define the process {H;} by
H, = E[H|F;] where {F;} is the filtration generated by {&,}; we define the process {m;;} by
setting 77;, = E[I{ H=E,) |]-—,]; and we define the {F;}-adapted Brownian motion { W,} by setting
W, =& — [1 o,H, ds. Then {|y,)}, defined by |y) = Y, e "5,/ %|¢;), satisfies (1).

Let us now consider briefly the ‘linearization’ technique (see, e.g., [8] and references cited
therein) often used for studying the dynamics of (1). Starting with (1), we proceed as above
to deduce (52), defining the process {£,;} as in (51). Next we observe that if we introduce a
process {|W,)} by defining

1 1. [
W,) = exp —th+—H/ osdé,——HZ/ o2ds ) Vo). (68)
2 Jo 4 0
then |\,) satisfies
diW,) = —iH|W,) dt — Lo2B°|W,) di + Lo, A|W,) dE,. (69)

We note that |\¥;) appears in the numerator of (52). Thus the relation between |\V;) and |;)
is given by
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|W)

a1 70
1Y) A (70)
where
(\I',|\D,)=exp(/ aSHSdEt—lf a?Hfds>. (71)
0 2Jo

Now suppose we fix a finite time interval [0, T'], and change to a new measure QQ by use of
the density ®7 = (W7 |Wr)~!. Then over the interval [0, T] the process {£;} is a Q-Brownian
motion. Thus in the measure Q we can ‘solve’ (1) by expressing |v;) in terms of |¥;), making
use of (68) and (70). Equation (69) holds under both P and @, but under Q it is a linear
equation, and hence under Q we can regard (68) as the solution of (69).

The existence of this underlying ‘linearization’ of (1), together with the fact that there
is only a single Hermitian operator appearing in the dynamics, may help to explain why the
problem is exactly solvable. Of course, the ‘physics’ is in the measure PP, so any application
of the linearization technique to solve a physical model typically involves using the density
@;1 to change from Q back to P. In practical terms, this means that realistic simulations of
the trajectories of |,) cannot be efficiently achieved by use of the linearization technique.

On the other hand, our ‘random data’ method involves a construction that is carried
out entirely in the physical measure. The auxiliary measures are introduced simply for the
purpose of verifying the results, not for the actual specification of the solution. In that sense, the
random data method can be regarded as a major improvement over the linearization method.
In particular, to simulate a set of trajectories for {|1,)} we only need to simulate outcomes for
H and {B,} in the measure P.

7. Verification of collapse property

In this section we shall verify directly that the solution (48) of the stochastic Schrodinger
equation (1) gives rise to the collapse of the wavefunction. By substituting (4) into (15),
setting H = Ej, and inserting the resulting expression into (48), we can express the solution
of (1), conditional on H = E;, for some fixed value of %, in the form

> /i exp(—iEit + %EiEk fot olds + %E,- fot o,dB; — %E? fot ol ds)|¢:)

Yr) = . (72)
- 70; exp(E; Ex 2ds . [1o,dB, — LE? [T o52ds
| (5w oxplE B Jj o205 + £ Jj o0 B, — 162 020s)]

In this situation we imagine that nature has ‘secretly’ chosen the outcome H = E; (i.e. H
takes this value for the given w € 2), and we want to show that the wavefunction evolves
to the appropriate eigenstate. If we multiply the numerator and denominator of (72) by
exp(—1E7} [, 02ds — LEy [; o, dBy) and write w;; = E; — Ej, then (72) becomes
) = > JAiexp(—iEit — 10} [y o2 ds + Yo [ 05 dBy)Igy)
= 1/2
[0 i exp(=§i Jy o ds + o fy 03 dB,)]'

VT e B ) + > itk VT exp(—iEit — %a)fk fot o2ds + %a)ik fot o, dBy)|¢:)
= 12 :
[ + D i T exp(—%a)izk fot o2 ds + wi fol o, dB;)] /

It should be evident then, on account of condition (6), that |1/,) — e 'E|¢) as t — o0.
More precisely, defining

1 ! 1 !
M, =exp| zw | o,dB; — —w? o2ds |, (74)
2 Jo 4 Jo

(73)
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we have, for any € > 0,

1 ! 1 !
IP’(M,>e):IP’(§wf oy,dB; — — 2/0ds>lne)
s dBy 21
=P fOG / o2ds + —— ne
f ozds a),/f o2ds
_ 1 2 2lne
) 1 N(zw,/fo o ds+—wm) (@ > 0) s
_1 r 2 _ 2Ine
N( s,/ [ 02 ds —wm) (w < 0),

where N (x) is the standard normal distribution function

1 * 1.2
- —3Y
T /7 ooe dy. (76)
Here we have used the fact that [ oy dB, /(i 02 ds)'’* is normally distributed with mean zero
and variance unity. We thus see that (6) is satisfied if and only if P(M; > ¢) — 0 as ¢t — o0;
and hence it follows that, given condition (6), the state vector collapses to the designated
eigenstate. The intuition behind this result is that the ‘signal’ component of {7,} eventually
dominates over the ‘noise’ component if (6) is satisfied. This is because the magnitude of
[ o, dB is on average about ([ 62ds)"/’.

We note, incidentally, that if the leading order behaviour of the mtegral of { } is such
j(@—1)

N@) =

that fo as ds ~ t% with « > 0, then to leading order we have o, ~ ¢2
12

, and hence

Jy o5 ds ~ 2@ Since the magnitude of B, is on average of the order ¢1/2, we see that in
this situation the signal component in (4) also dominates over the noise component.

8. Reduction without complete collapse

In this section we show that when condition (6) is not satisfied, state reduction nevertheless
takes place, in the sense that the energy variance decreases on average. However, unlike the
models for which (6) is satisfied, in this case the terminal energy variance in general does
not vanish. In other words, the state approaches an energy eigenstate, but does not get there.
Physically, this situation corresponds to an approximate measurement of energy, in which
some information concerning the energy of the system is revealed, but no definite outcome is
obtained.

To analyse this situation we consider the energy variance process (36), which is given,
equivalently, by

AD A
Vi = (Y| H Y1) — <1ﬁt|H|1/fz>2- 77
Taking the stochastic differential of (77) and using the dynamical equation (1) we find that
AV, = —o? V2 dt + oyic; AW, (78)

where «; is the third central moment of the energy:

Ko = (Y |(H — H)* ). (79)

We observe that the drift of {V;} is strictly negative. Therefore, the energy variance is on
average decreasing. However, if {o;} is a square-integrable function, then {V;} may converge
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to some finite nonzero value smaller than the initial value Vj. To investigate this scenario we
write (78) in integral form:

Vi=Vo— fo tafvf ds + /( taxlcs dw;. (80)
)

Taking the expectation of each side, we obtain

E[V,]= Vo — /OlafE[vf] ds. (81)
On account of Jensen’s inequality we have E[Vf] > (E[V;])?, and hence (81) implies that

BV < Vo | 2LV, ds. (82)
Bearing in mind the fact that E[V;] < E[V|] for ¢ > s, the inequality (82) implies

BV < Vo — @IV [ ofas (83)
As a consequence, we obtain an upper bound on the expected value of the energy variance:

'
E[V,]gm -1+ 1+4V0/0 o2ds | . (84)

In the limit # — oo the inequality (84) determines an upper bound for the asymptotic value
of the expected energy variance. That is, on average the energy variance will be reduced to a
value no greater than the asymptotic value of the right-hand side of (84). In particular, if (6)
is satisfied, then E[V;] — 0 as t — oo. On the other hand, if (6) is not satisfied, then we can
obtain a lower bound for E[V]. Let Vi,.x denote the maximum possible variance that the
energy can have, over all states. Then from (81) we get

max

o0
E[Vs] = Vo — V2 / ol ds. (85)
0

Hence providing fooo alds < Vp / V.2, we are ensured that state reduction will be incomplete.

9. Finite-time collapse

Having investigated the case in which the coupling {o;} decays too rapidly to lead to a complete

collapse of the wavefunction, we turn to the situation where the integral of the coupling {o;}

diverges over a finite time horizon. In particular, we consider the example
oT

T—1t

where 0 > 0 and T > O are fixed constants. For the resulting state-vector dynamics we have

the following stochastic differential equation:

(86)

Oy =

dlv,) = —iH dzlaTzﬁ Bl de+ 2 2L i Hy e aw,. (87
[V:) = —1H |{y) _§(ﬁ>( — H) 1Y) ET_—t( — H)|y)dW,.  (87)

This model is of interest because the collapse of the wavefunction is achieved in finite time.

The stochastic equation (87) is identical to the finite-time collapse model introduced in
[11], where a solution to (87) is obtained by considering an ansatz of the form

£ =otH+p,. (88)
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The noise term B; appearing here is a Brownian bridge [28, 36] that vanishes at # = 0 and at
t = T. The vanishing of the noise at t = T guarantees the collapse of the wavefunction as ¢
approaches 7. In particular, since the coupling o in (88) is constant, {£} is a Markov process,
as is shown in [12].

In the present framework, it follows immediately from (4) that the appropriate ansatz for
solving (87) is given by

T
é,:oTHln(T_t>+Bt, (89)

where { B, }o</<r is a standard Brownian motion. Remarkably, the two prescriptions (88) and
(89) give rise to the same solution to the stochastic equation (87).
To see this we note that it follows from (16) that the energy process associated with (87)
is given by
> miE exp(oTE; [y 7+ T - dg, — 102E} 5
2T exp(aTE, fo T—s dés 2E12 TtTt) ‘
In section 3 we observed that under the probability measure QQ the process {&;} is a Brownian

motion. Therefore, in view of the expression appearing in the exponent of (90), we define a
process {£;} according to the following scheme:

H, = (90)

* _ . ' 1
& =T t)/o —T_sdé“s. oD

Substituting (89) into the right-hand side of (91) we obtain

t 1 t
(T—t)/ ———d&=0TH(T — 1) ds+(T—t)/ —dB (92)
o T —s o (T —s)?
After a short calculation, we deduce that
t
1
(T — t)/ ——d§, =otH + 8, 93)
0 T — S
where {B;} is defined by
t
1
ﬁﬁqT—n/———@&. (94)
0 T — 5

However, we recognize in (94) a standard integral representation of a Brownian bridge
[28, 36]. It follows that {£}, as defined by (91), can be put into the form (88).

On the other hand, we also see that (91) is an integral representation of a Brownian bridge
under Q, since in this measure {&;} is a Brownian motion. Therefore, under Q, the energy
process (90) can be expressed in terms of a Brownian bridge {£;} in the form

X miEi exp(7; (0 Eid) — 30°E}lt))
> miexp(7= (o TEi&' — 02E?H)) '
This result agrees with the result obtained in [11] for the finite-time collapse model.

We note, incidentally, that the innovation process associated with {£} in this example,
given by

95)

t =

t
m=a—/%mm, (96)
0

where o; = o T /(T — t), and the innovation process associated with {£;"}, given by

t

1

W, =& +/ — (& —0TH;)ds, (C))
0 T —s
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as obtained in [11], are identical if {3,} is defined as in (94). This follows on account of the
relation

|
g =&+ /0 s, (98)
which can be verified by writing the right-hand side of (98) in differential form:
1 1
dg’ + ﬁgt* dt = o Hdt +dp; + T t(atH + By de
1 t
=ocHdr — dt +dB H dr dr
’ 7= Prdt+dBir o dit o b
oT
=HT tdt+dB,=d$l. 99)

Therefore, the solution obtained here in terms of {£} is equivalent to the solution obtained in
[11] using {&}. The results above show that models exhibiting state-vector reduction over
a finite time horizon are both feasible and tractable, and that such models can be usefully
formulated by use of a time-dependent coupling.
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Appendix A. Path integral approach

In this appendix we present a path integral method for calculating the conditional probability
process {m;;} and the energy expectation process { H,}. First we note that (7) can be written in
the form

E[H|{Eocsi] = ) Eimir, (A.1)

where 7;; = P(H = E;|{&}o<s</)- By use of the Bayes theorem, the conditional probability
is given by

Tip{&stocs<i | H = E;)
Yo mip({&ocs<i | H = E))

P(H = Eil[{&}ogs<t) = (A2)

Here the expression

1
p({ss}OSsSAH =E)= \/%
e <_l//[ E_l(u’ v) (Eu _ Ei/u Oy dS) (Ev — Eifvgs dS) du dv)
2 Jo Jo 0 ’

(A.3)

is the density function of the trajectory {&;}o<s<; conditional on H taking the value E;. We
write X (u, v) for the covariance of the random variables E; fou o, ds+ B, and E; fov o, ds+ B,.
The form of the density function (A.3) follows from that fact that, conditional on H = E;,
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the random variables (&, }o< <, are jointly normally distributed. A straightforward calculation
making use of well-known properties of Brownian motion shows that

Y (u, v) = min(u, v). (A.4)

To compute the inverse ¥ ~!(u, v) of the covariance we substitute (A.4) into the relation

f Y u, $)E(s, v)ds = 8(u — v), (A.5)
0

and differentiate the resulting expression twice in the variable v to obtain
=, v) = =8"(u —v), (A.6)

where 8”(¢) denotes the second derivative of the Dirac delta function.

We note that the conditional expectation of any functional of the trajectory {&,}o<s<; can
be determined by use of the density function (A.3); the resulting expression corresponds to
an infinite-dimensional Feynman integral. This is related to the fact that ¥ (u, v) gives the
Feynman—Green function for a free particle [18, 20, 37].

To determine the form of the density function (A.3), one might consider substituting (A.6)
into (A.3) and then applying integration by parts, since —3”(¢) is a second-order differential
operator (with the property that it has a positive ‘spike’ at# = 0 and a pair of negative ‘spikes’
att = 0" and ¢+ = 07). However, the integral in the exponent of (A.3) is ill-defined as it
stands. Indeed, it is a straightforward exercise to verify that, depending on the order in which
integration by parts is applied, one obtains different answers. To circumvent this difficulty we
shall discretize the process {£;} first, derive the corresponding expression for the conditional
density function (A.2), and then take the continuum limit.

Our strategy for determining the conditional probability law for the trajectory {&;}o<s<:
is thus as follows. Fixing ¢, we partition the range [0, ¢] into n equally spaced intervals.
In particular, we set s; = kA(k = 0,1,...,n), where A = r/n. We then calculate the
covariance of the random variables E; fgk o, du + B, and E; f(;’ o, du + By, and obtain
following expression for the covariance matrix (cf [16]):

RS B T S | S1
S S22 $2 S22 82 52
S1 S22 §3 8§30 - 53 53
N N N N cee S. S.
X(sg, s) = |71 2 23 4 4 o (A7)
St 82 83 S84 - Sp—1 Sn-1
St 8§22 S§3 S84 - Sp—d Sn

The validity of this result should be evident from the continuous case (A.4). The inverse of
the covariance matrix is the following second-order difference operator:

1 41 1 0 0 e 0
§1—80 S2—S51 $2—581
—L D T -1 0 e 0
$2—51 §2—S81 §3—82 §3—82
O - 853 13‘2 S3iS2 + S4iS3 - 54 l53 O 0
(A.8)
0 _ 1 1 1 1
Sn—1—"Sn-2 Sn—1"Sn—2  Sn—=Sn—1 Sn—Sn—1
0 e e 0 —

Sn—Sn—1 Sn—S8n-1



11048 D C Brody et al

Note that the last term on the diagonal is anomalous and is different from the remaining
terms on the diagonal. Because the partition of the interval [0, ¢] is equally spaced, we have
sy —sxk—1 = Aforallk = 1,2, ..., n. Therefore (A.8) simplifies to

2 -1 0 v e o0
-1 2 =1 0 -+ --- 0
O -1 2 -1 0 0
1
= — - A9
kI A ) (A.9)
0 o -1 2 -1 0
0 o -1 2 -1
0O v v oo 0 =1 1
For simplicity of notation, let us write
Sk
a;(sy) =&, — E; / o, du. (A.10)
0
Then the discretized form of the conditional density function (A.3) takes the form
AN I
(e £ )| Hr = E)) = <§> exp (—5 ; ; zk,lamsk)a,-(sz))
ln n—1
A2 1 1
= <§> exp (Z ;ai(&c)[ai(ml) —a;(s)] — ﬂaf(sn)> . (A.11)

Here we have used expression (A.9) for the inverse covariance matrix. Let us examine the
terms in the exponent. Substituting definition (A.10) we find that

Sk Skl
a; (s (See1) — ot ()] = &5, (B, — &) + E,Z/ o du/ oy dv
0 Sk
Sk+1 Sk+1 Sk
+ Ei <($S1‘+l - ésk) / 7 du — SSI:H / Ou du + é:sk / oy du) . (A12)
0 0

Sk
Turning to the conditional probability (A.2) that we aim to determine, we observe by
inspection of the right-hand side of (A.2) that all terms in the exponent that are independent
of the eigenvalue E;, such as the term &, (&,,,, — &;,) in the right-hand side of (A.12), cancel.
This is because such terms appear in both the denominator and the numerator. Hence in what
follows we omit such terms. Equality modulo omitted terms will be denoted by the ~ symbol.
Bearing this in mind, we see that the sum over k of the right-hand side of (A.12) gives

n—1

n—1 Sk Skl
> atonlaten ~ el ~ B2 Y [ oudu [
k=1 k=10 5k

n—1 Sn
+E; (Z O (Eserr — &5 ) A — &, / o, du + 551050A> . (A.13)
k=1 0

In deducing this result we have used the fact that for sufficiently large n, and hence sufficiently
small A, the following relation holds to a high degree of accuracy:

Sk+1
/ oudu = o, A. (A.14)
Sk

Similarly, omitting the term that contains no E; we have

Sn Sn 2
o (s,) ~ —2Eiésn/ o, du + E} (/ ou du) . (A.15)
0 0
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Substituting (A.13) and (A.15) into (A.11), we deduce that

n—1 1 n—1
o({€s &y - & }| Hr = Ei) ~ exp (Ei Zosk (B — &s) — EE,?ZUEA,A> . (A.16)
k=0 k=0

Here we have made use of the fact that to a high degree of accuracy one has

Sn 2 n—1 n—1
<f0 oudu> :Zaj(m)hzzosk%ﬁ (A.17)
k=0

k£l
‘We have also used the fact that
n—1 k—1 n—1
YN on0, =) 040, (A.18)
k=1 1=0 k£l

Note that the first sum in the exponent of (A.16) begins from k = 0, and not kK = 1 as in the
right-hand side of (A.13). This is because the last term in the right-hand side of (A.13) can be
written as oy, (&, — &) A (since &, = 0) and thus be absorbed in the sum.

We are now in the position to take the limit n — oo. In particular, the first term in the
exponent of (A.16) converges in this limit to an Ito integral of {o;} with respect to the process
{£,}, since the discrete approximation is always taken to be the value of the integrand at s;
in each interval [s;, si+1]. The second sum, on the other hand, converges to the Riemann
integral of the function {0,2}. Writing {p;,} for the unnormalized density function given by
the right-hand side of (A.16), we thus deduce, in the limit n — oo, that

t 1 t
Pir = exp <E,~ f o, d&; — EE? / ol ds). (A.19)
0 0

As a consequence, for the conditional probability process {m;;} we obtain (15), as desired.

Appendix B. Decomposition of path into increments

In this appendix we introduce another method for obtaining {r;,}, based on the decomposition
of the path of the quantum information process into its increments. The argument goes as
follows. Recalling the dynamical equation (8) satisfied by the information process {&;}, we
note that {o,} moderates the strength of the signal showing the true value of H. An equivalent
set of information can be obtained by moderating the noise level by use of the reciprocal
function {1/0,}. Thus we consider a process {¢;} defined by

t

1
G=Hi+ | —dB,. (B.1)
0 s

The relation between {&;} and {¢;} is given by

dz = 1 e, (B.2)

Ot
This alternative representation is motivated by Wonham [35], where the filtering equation for
a signal associated with a fixed random variable is investigated.

The fact that the information implicit in {&}o<s<; and {¢s}ogs<: 1S equivalent will be
shown. We begin with the discretization of the period [0, ¢] into n equally spaced intervals of
size A =t/n,and set sy = kA fork =0, 1,...,n. We define a process for the increments of
{¢:} by setting y,, = &, — &, 1t follows from (B.1) that

Sk+1
Vg = HA+/ o, 'dB,. (B.3)

Sk
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For each value of n, the random variables y,, — HA (k = 0,1, ...,n — 1) are independent
and normally distributed, with mean zero and variance
Sk+1
v, = / o2 du. (B.4)
S

If we assume that A is small, then to a high degree of accuracy we have v,, = oszzA. Next
we note that

IP)(I_I == Ei|§&‘07 ;&‘]7 AR ] CS,,) == ]P)(H - Ei|y307 ySw AR ] yS,,_l)' (BS)

This relation follows from the fact that conditioning with respect to {Csk } , s equivalent

k=0,1,.
to conditioning with respect to the corresponding increments. Letting { } denote the
conditional probability defined by (B.5), we conclude that

Lo T exp(—1 Yisy vy (s, — EiA)7)
T S mexn(— s Y (o - EiA))
T exp(EA ZZ é s: yck _ 1E2 n 1 ,IAZ)

> exp(E AZk -0 Ve s, — IEZ Zk =0 vy A )

Substituting the right-hand side of (B.4) into (B.6), and taking the limit as n gets large, we
have

(B.6)

t
- hm n,(n) _ T exp(E,» fO Gsz dgs — %Ezz fOI 052 dS) (B.7)
[2 - . .
! > miexp(E; [y o2dg, — JE? fy 02ds)
In taking the limit to obtain a stochastic integral we have followed a line of argument similar
to that of appendix A. This verifies that the information content of the trajectories {&}o<s</
and {}ogs</ 18 the same.
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