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BT RAMRIE T LR RV B AR, B 20 HELRIEINL DORAWIARE . S, oy
DR ER S K EEAS b 2 —. BEAE THEALR = AME BRI AE R R, BT % 5HE AR T
X EERETER M, BEMMAE T RERMEREERI SO HE S, AT SeBUB B st (RIHEE T
JIEH) 7 RAERERH —AUE B EOR, i TR T Bl s 102 Bt 5 T8 AR T AR 00 45

BOEEE 20 HHLDREWILOR R RE, XEATRIZE T RGN BN 7 E R ER, AT
BT T RE XY sl ARk AT E 8 10— X —TJ7 [l A 18,64, 74, 201) - ¢
i fEpiet, REFERMSHMTHEVEBR S ES KM, 28T RGN EZ LS. R
o, T RGHATIEH], eI AR 5 ST L e AMER ) 1, BRI R T R GUEEAT
WS ZHAG T ), XIESS, $HESCHR [41] B itsE X, ZARE AN BT 0 BRI N A AT A il
THZIE R E R,
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EICEE: BT RGP ESHLTT

ETRGHHRSSEAG TS — D E B W TTIa), W R BRI E BRI 2 R
HAFRLENEEW — R0 3ORDEER 5N H B SCRE. ROk, &1 REHCAEA T IR BB IE AR
BT EHEHF RS B, £8LE) Cramér-Rao (CR) AU T & 7S 8U5THIIF5 R 8
SCHR [117) 4 BRI, S RREER I8 DU SCRE S B FEAS i & 28, T IEALE T
FRERITFENL IR v ZAREME S 1400 BN JEASHe il % 1801 M (1 P £ vF BB 1E
BN TSR E RS X, S5 I R 2 HAER I, M R E KT RA TR
PEEE 9 ST R R TH 208 43 SCHIVEA: ) 4910 Newton SN 1 BIF T2 3 00 B AL T AR 43 ; Dirac 7ERFFT
H )R T Dirac 6 B8, JEZRH JEORAEH T CRBOL I BT g1 5 %8 b i
B H R KE K. B, & BACEE RN & T REHHR S SHUATHR A — MR G NER £53R A
MR IEZTT 1R R 5 e, SRR SHCA I BB I R 5 AL EB).

BT AR5 KIFRRE TR SAAEZ R, BT REPHR S SE T I7 [ N B E T AR
TIRE. B 1R 7B RAHHRE ST — AN R AN BB E T R T YIS
p(0), HAIBK N T W) 158G BONAZRS p(T), BIIX) p(T) T ETNERIE R, BEaid
28 W BT B AL BT B0 BB B 1) il THE. ARIEAE RS, B 1 AR SR MR
B BETEEPUUE T E TSI E BB VB S, ARV p(0) O, KAMSHaET
)12 FE R B ENT (quantum tomography) FIYCARIRE K 1 10 T AEAEE, ERkih
THEM B ET XS =TS (quantum state) T I FE (quantum process) BUIRIIES (detector)—H]
S ETUEM (quantum filtering) 5 B 1 G FTASE], 1772 I & X G BOGEBI R HT AR
MAERGA L, BT A S22 (quantum noise spectroscopy) IRIEVIZS p(0) TAI, ittt FrabdE Markov
PREEE A 5 B

AR THNERZHNT. BETEREPYIARTREDSHMA TR ERIE, 281 /5% — 8t
HERS S T BB A 8, R E SRS 2 TRl 58 3 RN WAG VTS SR T %
5 3 WA EFE SN E T EN I E. 5 4 WA AN EENASEAS T, P 4.1 8
WA EETIEBITVE, 5 42 NN ARTHEA B THEOR. 5 5 RO NLLEE.

1.2 FSEXSEXMI

WL S: i = V1. Ny NIEBEEES. B/ ESEH PN 1 5KEFN ®. d 488 /5K
B2 N CH/RY, m x n 4R /SREFEREZS Ay cmxn /R, AT A* R AY 5 RIEROREERE A 16
PEEL UL, JLHIRE. MR o 0 2- EEMBE A 1) Frobenius YEEUHHICHN |laf A1 |A]. H AR
F Hilbert F[H. T X € H1 @ Ho, W Hy ERMRIZZE RN Try (X). A AR A FEX AL
W FE o, BN A = diag(a). ZE X FIMGHEICHN X W TRIECERE Xoa > 0, BEILEHE
RN X = UPUY, X VX 8. X2 N Udiag(v/Pri, VP, . .., V/Paa)UT. E(-) TR Fi A o] e K

&
AR

1 EFRGIPRASSHMITELRE
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HERE HeE 54k M5 M

MRS, (A, B) = AB — BA %X 5T (commutator), {A, B} = AB + BA FRARR 5T
(anti-commutator). AXSCH T — RN 2 Geis A ) 26 1R I 2 Bk AT I & I 2. Pauli FEFE A

(0 1) (0 i) <1 0 )
Op = y Oy = y Oz = .
10 i0 0 -1

—NEFRE T RAFPRE AT HIELATE R Hilbert 2510 H LRI R R ) Ko (B RYER A5
&), HIEWE) )% H Schrodinger 752

.0
i [¥(0) = HIp(2)) (1.1)

fiiiR, b H & &%t Hamilton &, /2 Hermite 51, HAEZRZ BB O INERHE h=1 1
JRF- B T IHIE T RAECE Y RGREAME e, JTEHZEHE T (density operator) p
iR RGUIRE, p MEEEER N Hermite P 1EE K Tr(p) = 1. BEYEN p ML (pure state), H
p = )|, FHA |y 5 (| BONERE, SR EAMX HERITE p 5 |¢). JEAUSFONIRED (mixed
state), A LU /0 iS5 TR AR KR 2k, TR p = S, cili) (], HA e, e R H Y, =10 &
FRIAEEE (purity) & A Tr(p?), 2EASHILEEESET 1, IRASIIAE/NT 1. TR B [a)yE 40 75 F2 i 7 5
T U (XFAEHET (propagator)) HE:

p(t) = U0)p(0)U'(2), (1.2)

HdYy H AERHE (AL T ¢) B Ut) = e 1AL

B RGH0ME BT LGB SRS 12T IR LRSS B AN R 5 3, He
Bz — MO IES FENE (positive operator-valued measure, POVM). —#41 POVM Jt % & —1>
HTEA (P, A P, #2 Hermite Y- 1E € 1, Hili R 5 & LR (completeness constraint)
Soiy Pi= I RRRINEE AR T AR DMEE I EEYEE n ANEERB R4 RYE Born 2N, 15
B P NEEROMRZ

pi = Tr(P;p). (1.3)

FIS R AL, A S0 pe =1 W N FoRHEFRE 758 D (BHOSBHE) %, id
B NERRAET N R WS ERTH p = Ni/N AERX pp B THE. 2 CNERZEA e; = pi — Pi-
BEERENHE T REMNRSERER. B TEME B REARIT “HoRe £ k] b
—Ar, NMTHEHZRRE T REMMHANIELD (0) F1 (1) MERARETEBMEEAR BTG, XFER RGEHRA
ET I (qubit). A ESUR, A T FRR “HAF . SRR, &
T EARE T AR T [0) A (1) FIZRHEEL AR [0) = al0) + B]1) (o, B € C, a2 + B2 = 1), XHFRNE
JIZS (superposition state).
WILE T RAMHCN d, WHTEHRILRFRETE p (d=2) SFTEHLE |7 < 11 7 e R %Ry
TR %o o
_I+7-0
5
HPRH T 7 2 (04,0y,0,) BB, ZHFRAN Bloch AR (representation). [AlE 7 #RA Bloch [A]
&, M) RS A BRI ERFRN Bloch BR. LS HNRAS 73 700f LK IR 2 T AT P 35, B KIRAS p = 1/2 X

p (1.4)
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REERCy. 77 5 SCHLURT e e
Rz (0) £ exp < - igﬁ . 5’> = cos (Z)I —isin (Z) (Ngoz + nyoy +n.0), (1.5)

[\

Ho 7t = (ng,ny,n.) N R FAEEBALE, U U = Ry(0) FIMEFHIRTE Bloch % K A¥ Bloch [
& 7 4% Bloch BRI 7 Fliiess 0 ff.
2 EFE=E®

X} B EY B & TR RN S HOR I 2 S0 R R SRER. E TR EY (URE IR
BB PR T 27N THE T RGPS EEERFMET, A HR] 2 g5
(entanglement) FIEZH (squeezing) S5 RN, T REh tH LU 4R 8L 7 R 0 |k B/ RIBUBE Al 185 1. %07 1)
CAfFERZ LR, SAME. WA EEMIEARNBSAEWLENA, B R RARIN AR IS AE R
%?EJ‘]E/J%TL.

2.1 NZRHEIBFERIREIE THERR

ZUSHAG T — DAL R T BN R X 1 N AL (R FE p(z | 0)) 1)
FEAAL T LA GBI S HL 0. 38 SCRAMPEARRIZ L Fisher /58 (RBHAFE) N

1(0) & EKalOgggce)) } (2.1)

BASSCHE {x | p(z | 0) > 0} AMEHT 0, HXF 0 BT LSR5 [p(a | 0)de SR MZ I
Cramér-Rao A5 162:203] 5 W TGRS B T A (RN CR FAY):

EIR 2.1 74 7E BRI R, ARG 6 107 2K R SRS Fisher {5 BI85

1

NI9)

EH 2.1 MEWIFEAL A Cauchy NS, HMZEEHE N SR E T Fisher {5 8 #I01E, F&RAEY 2
DLSCHR [36,293]. CR T A4AT u%ﬁ*&j:WNﬁﬁL (CHFAFLERS) Wik 3] 88.89),

X T2 2815, Fisher (5 B HUEFEE

ka)éE[<ab%$f|w)<abiﬁj|w)]. (2.3)

AR, CR GRS FEASE

Var(6) > (2.2)

b Cov(9) NP5 25 RE.
BT SHMA TR LAZEE 1 3 E kBN &R N BT RS p(0) 1E N
Bt (probe), HIREH 55 0 MRS (TN IREE I EFE BT 0) MEAEH, MEREAS
po(T), KEFRHHE IAF BT 0 1001 AT o« FoRFTBEMMESE R, N ST X 50T RE4%, B
PREF R GE0FE DU ST AR B AR BT () Al i35, BN A (2.2) BRI
1

min o () ~ ok (2.5)
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Hob () NkrUEZE, FRAFMER TR (standard quantum limit) BEEURIEE A HZER (shot noise limit).
SR, P 2 9 45 B 1 50Nz, W REFT AR I oAl BRSO RTHE, B, fl& R N A8 DL T-24 2
A%, JUDRE I A5 380 (14 25 R — MRS A PR A TR ST 000 BRI A3 25 A0 T T s S AR P A R A
(scaling)

o(6) ~ (2.6)

N?
FRA Heisenberg HRIR (1001202811 (2.6) L (2.5) fEARIEHE PAFAE Lo ARG, IRBIL 1 81D 5 7 S840
P L7 SRR S, BUNE TR 51— /N E B A7 ) (01 B — i, A TR E T E T R AR
RELLZ BT RARTE 2/ DRE RE L SRS FE S T1 7 Bk W e 2% 1, 75 L P 20 1 6 0 6 U7 2 AR KS E A
PR, — AN BRI LR 2, K20 L 2 RS FE A PR 20 T2 CR T A4 R & 2 5 T2, XENA
R ESI e kS
2.2 EFRESEMEIT

PATAER CR FH (2.2) #E) Bt E T RAETHBASH 0 WIEE. HEIEE T RGN E
F1, p(z | ) = Te[P(x)p(0)] AT AR POVM JGE P(z) FIEEL, ML A 1(9) = I(P(2),6).

R, (2.2) R T RGN P(z) oAk, & XEF Fisher {5 8 NE M Fisher {5 E1EFTH I G
POVM A [ #x K1E

Ig(0) & r}l&)){I(P(x), 0), (2.7)
BIRI152] (2.2) IETHRA CR 7
Var() > NI;(Q). (2.8)

SR, AR E XN (2.7) WIBEIEAA B A E M p(0) THE W Io(0) KRR, F W5 LN 1 E

R 7]
Io(8) = Tr[p(6) L(6)?], (2.9)

HAr L(0) /& Hermite FT, FRONKTFRXEUFEL (symmetric logarithmic derivative, SLD), J#i /&

900) L 1o0)26) + LO)p(0)] (2.10)

X Io(6) = I(P(x),0) KRR T2 0SCHR (293, (5.4)]. A HTEUEE S AT 40, et i L(9) AaT
LI & (observable), BT L(0) [IRFAE ) FEHEAT HERS IR, A0 SRIE— 25 SR AR LA L, U0 T 7
EFET CR 5

LLB S HOBLA L (phase estimation) U], BT Fisher {3584 H TR BEZIE 1O & 1F: ¥ N
BT HRF RGHIITTEN pous(0) = €75 pue5, Foift, Jo = S0, i, i € RS REMALIVEL, fi
R = SN ol X E ol R n AT Pauli HFE k. SCHR (191 EW T Io(0) > N
S RGAFIE LN GRS 4, ML S E TP BRGSO Y (BB 8 1 2 N Ao B TR
(T, AR T 2 SCAR [192). BLAL, 5 RS BUIR 2 8 BE QU S AS 7 B AT SE s R T AR5
4, AT R, BRICIE RS BEAR T FUHD e S R 7 T 24 20 0 2 ST M I T W (00 8 4
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P @ % IR . FEARK T ¥ Hamilton BMEEH . ¥ RS H G677 X715 T bRk &
THRBR AR 2 A, P DAAE i g 55 R AN T 2 GRS S HU THRS FE I T, AH SRR w2 WL 3L
ik [36).

i 5 NAF A EAE JE E Hamilton & A BESE LY Heisenberg bR FEHER & TR &, Flan,
* Hamilton B k RS TEAN, BSHAETHRE EEFR R AT AR 1/NF RO B & e M I EL 2
R DAEF] 27N [RRE BE bR EEA 20T (EAH DG, S 15 2 A B B “E L Heisenberg ) ATSRAFAE— 1€ 5
WIS 296] AH IR TG Rt — 2D R R L V. BUE I BOX U7 TN 28R T 2 WL SCHR 36, 101] 45

bR TR T HRSEE T N BASR, BT Fisher {7 8.5 Hamilton #1772 1531, &F45 U
BET{E1E 18, BT M4 (quantum phase transition). Z44# H i (entanglement witness) F1£H 24 ]
(entanglement detection) 143 ZEMES A B UIHK R, AHCLEIR T 2 WICHR [145,146,231,259] 5. #T
Fisher 15 514 5 s 45 7] 2 WOCHR 204, 231].

2.3 ETEZESHMHIT

RIS TR T RGNS H, 7 (2.7) #E)7 (2.3) K7 NEIRAME—, #iefe e 2 Moy e
BT Fisher {5 B FEIFS 2B AIE T CR JF, MRAT Z WICHR [145]. X HEIEHEE 2.2 NH)
B, FEAHET SLD E LHIE T Fisher 58, HotHN

T(6) & STrlp(0){Ly, Li}) 211)
Hoef L 23500, () SLD, Bl AL
dp(0
géj) = %[p(H)Lj + L;p(0)]. (2.12)
HIRIHR T CR FT LS Wy
Cov(0) > %I—l(e). (2.13)

TERSHINIETY, (2.13) IBAGAK (2.8), FTLAIER S (HIEZ SHIE Y, 5 2RSS, TEXAFW L,
FURFAE A B AT BOE IR, AR —RIBE T R_AX S 1), BEEbr AR RN E. Fik, 228087
CR Ft (2.13) —MAATIA. AlIEYER BARSRIA AT 22 WoCHR [145, 26 3.1.2 /N19).

= Fisher 15 BHEA — RV)E W A FEE T HEEFTS. 5% Fisher %%%’é@», =T Fisher
5 R R A B B DUAIM 1 2 U AN & 7 22 U RO R 8l ) S N Tz Rk, Bk
ARG R 25 LRI SR [145].

HTET RAAFRSHERNEXAAHEN (incompatibility), £ ZHhiHF/EETF CR FLL
AN R R FE R T L, 0 Bayes J7v% . Holevo SRR T RIEHTIT IER (quantum local asymp-
totic normality) 5§, AHIK W] 2 WERIR SCHR [70]. IXWAAIL T &7 S8 152 Sl v r) S 2 X ).
SRS, 228 THAAEVE 2 R R AT O, R BRI FER L E T [, AR ERIR T 2 03
ik [70,145,215,227].

24 NASERE
EFEEERE AN — 2 AES OGRS T8O T8 R 5] 3 WAL (laser inter-

ferometer gravitational-wave observatory, LIGO) [JEgE (2:27.51,109,144,212,237] W Ab 17 5 & 2400
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HERTEENARZ T MAZNHS K E 19 Qa7 (RIE 2 & iR ) E 2
) 0119, 180 g Jak o) 24 [198] | Bl (quantum thermometry) 1, &-FRE 1T (quantum mag-
netometer) 3% 260) | B IIEE (quantum ranging) 127196294 | &1 2% (quantum spectroscopy) 441641 |
BT HE (quantum imaging) 49 185,151,170,232,236] | G P [ERZ(Y (quantum gyroscope) [79 121 JE -4
(atomic clock) (42:72: 1501 F1 A W2 (228] £ 95 Jo 3843 I B 2538 W] 22 WL SCHiR (69, 135, 192].

PR ETEEYRBES AT BEARTT A, A V2 SEbrin) TR M. J5L, EREE T
CR 45 HIX R AN Z B LI & 77 R B0, 258 i— R AV BRI R R, 48 RGPS RL.
B 715 R AL L B T7 R RIARAK, AR 257 2 WA SCHR [146]. HIk, B TR R ENE
TRIANLG TAESLI = %, AR W& KB R G LRIR, )R 1 R L8 1920, ¥ 5 1260 A
6 F G [711.80.81.198] &R f | MRS BAHT (decoherence) J2& & ¥ 2k [a) SE R ) S ZE BHAG, i,
RIS A2 5 B — M 1) Markov M S ] DLKE iy B 4 48 25 B IA 21 1 Heisenberg P PR AE b 4B AL RSP
AT T AR PR 183,128, 136] B AR &I R0 N (W T 2 DA HUR T — @A RCR, (5 — M e 7 X b
£ R R M 5 0 0 B 7 5 55 () S M AT SR e B B T I ) R, A e A R A BT R R A S i S T 2 A
ik [71,82,101,146,192,215,231).

FEH

30
el

e L)L, S ETEORIG 7 BEN#E, affE i EEE . & T R ERE T
A, ERX LR, — N EEARAE S Bt A R AR S, DERBUBO R &7 RS T8
BE, RS ERNEFZNEET RAEHHN (quantum system identification) 7971, & 1 iR T #AT
B TSI ML AR, FE AR B R LA AN R TN LA R ST ESS: (1) ETRE
M1 (quantum state tomography), fEMEH T S5MMEL R PSR, Bz RN E TS (F
AW E], ATCRBOSEBEZ p(T)); (i) B FHRNZRENT (quantum detector tomography), FH C
HTR) R AR R 25 BRI AR HE TR % 4% (1i) BT IRENT (quantum process tomography),
BT OMBIE p(0). MEHETHWELR, PHRRMNE T #EAE . X=2RENMES 1A
0 XVENEE 3.1-3.3 /NI, FFH ekl EEET FMAT =% A A EERR. ETH¥NE—
FNWRETRAGHENE p HRZIH, MEFSEIMEEER p. BT FNE Ko RR
Schrédinger 772, HAAFRH AN ET RA, KAFHWH Hamilton & H RE, W EFISREEN
B AR Hamilton & H. MR RGEHRICARE, TUH—KE TR € kiR RZAE, &
THRRENRAEEN £ BT IFHHE =4 A%RME A &, HE TR &7 RG 1T E,
IS EX R —24H POVM {P 1, & FERNG R = (P, B, X=KEH <%
SEAME A (RTIE) SLIAT M=o 152 R\ &7 EHr & 5 BhE g . 20 o B &7
ARPJHEZETH.

SR, B TR MR, — KRR BEN, WENHEANE 7S /& 7R/ & 7R
Ay, X RTTIEA] DURIE JZ A 45 R A n] Sk 535 @ v, (HR BN EEM G5 S, 2480z LE ) n)
RO SRBURIETR R B BT R GG N, SLI6 ATV R 1) SRS 1 LU R SO KR fe Ao
I, BRUIX R T 0 s 4R T RGN E ST, R B, R ERHE TS/ E T
T /B BRI S (1385013 1., X R T7 VAT Ay 0 28 G 45 HO R 1) 1) R, AR R385 0 — SUp ik
BT EAERED. T —RAETNER, TR RIUEA . AT R L Z T 0 /8 57 fid A
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W UL SE B SR B, TR R A A — e Ay IR AT A
3.1 =ETFSEMR

3.1.1 #hR

ST iR B T AN R RER. FEE TR, R AT POVM, A HHE e HE
RAETA p WS FERR A& T4 24 1842450 g e B 20 ) B 1 RGUIRAS I B A AR, o VP Ak & 755
B AR KV ARE ARV e 20 2, AR T HES) & 15 B BARMIK R, IR R )& 7SR st
P B 2 ) OB T SR, DR, B EATIRAS T R AR R I O

RIKERRA RN E T RN, M2 HRBHERZ A ET RE. N TEEERETRAGNE
Mrorid, W+ B EOREB IR Wigner JEHT, 72 ILICHR [154, 184].

ST EHTES, T 2584 1IN R AR, 13 NERE ohaT DL A e — 3 R A Rl T 25 p (2
JLSCHR (175]). Ak, G TR AV 2 AR PRI TX p 2 A T . — AR 38 B —
AN POVM 4, —HBZ AR BB A S — RS &I E. BEch 7 AR, SHRNEA n;
A POVM UK (P2, MAKMESEF NN L= n;, MHMF 1< <J A

Pryt Pajt et Py = L ()

BOEAHFLIM B A AR, N BRI, THE X (PO, A P, o Py B, SRS
(1) Cube WL 00 Jy {Lpe Thou Tiooy iy 3 AUARIIER Y Loze | Lhow O Liee 8 00 BE46 4
MO L= 6. BUERL T4 (P, B8 Bor 2, SARRII R (2

pi = Tr(P;p). (32)

S b, ARHER R TSRS AR

o MERARMETE p B N MJSL FF 5 DL

o 7 T AR SR AT I, R AE N/J AEE DL Ol o W, st DU 7 AR

o XFFIEFST Py, RIS RLEE R BRI m.
2 pi = sy W p MAETHE, 3 e; £ p — py NSRS LR BRZ. ISR RN 2 Ol &
WO e, i O BRGE B AT A, BEE N IR0, e; SSABIIMEY 00 TTEN ”j\,_/@? FIES S
A5 1199

BTABENE X s inl 853E (p ), IFEE (P, MEEREMHRMNETS p, —
F AT LA SRAIE A B A1 RSB R AIC A 1. AN [ ) 2 A B3 T eI il i H o R B8 3 AN TR
TOR, SRR OO, RHEAE 3 KRR R TSR EE D, ORI
(maximum likelihood estimation, MLE) Flix /N 3t 11

3.1.2 OfiLfhitEiE
BAENT AT LARR IR A ]
L
min Y [p; — Tr(pP;)]?
Z; (3.3)
st. Tr(p) =1, pl=p, p=0.
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2 AL 0] ) LR AR 228 LI AR A DR AR EAT SR AR, 40 CVX D07 FI YALMIP (yet another LMI
parser) 1470 & AL AL IR A2 A5 2 A R 3 B DL AR A A 4 Ry B AR ) 1231 i Lt A2 BT RO B 4 R
Bl THAE p — € /2 Hermite 15 HAEA 1; SRR MESS HH AT 191 22 43 BT T H S 2 4 FE 1 17
H SRR — M AR SR AR M, T ASERR R B 8 5 T HR AR, (3.3) MR EUE T L,
TEH, T DAL T Ly YOR AR OREF R — AR il R Ak T W R AR T VR I 5 — AN A
ARt SRR T 453 2% bR B 26 43, AN TR] A5 2 bR RT3 (0 A P REAS IR, A DA H A ) 45 2k bR 5045 2
{1 e Ry P B 3L

3.1.3 KSR

AR H T, VR SRR T IR B R R AR AN o, SRR I IS A5 THE pvre H Y
IR 3G AR T R IR p o, paiwe A2 AR S T ISR () T REE BRI S, A
T, R ER RO TTi [Tr(pP,)]) ™, & ST X HUBhaR o8 B 1124184,

L
L(p) = pilnTr(pP). (3.4)
i=1
SRR R ABRAR B Al T A
L
PMLE = arg maxZﬁi InTr(pP;). (3.5)
P =1

SCHR [124] $RH T 0N BRI AR AR A

(1) BsE — AN S VB RIVIIRTE, W p© =1/d. & k=0.
(2) 7658 k B, i1
L
pil;
(3) FE58 k + 1 2, BT fliiHE
R pk) R(K)

Tr[R(k)p(k)R(k)] ’

(4) % k=k+1. EEDIE (2) F (3), HENRZE [|p®) — pr=D|| < e, HF e > 0 ZFULBE IR
ZBME. A pure = p™).

WRALIAAG T AR B IR R KT LUEL CR T AL (HR RNk, [RIAEHE DARR AT b2y
WriRZESHHERE.

3.1.4 H/PNITFRMAMT

SCHR [199] $E T T RN IRINE T ENT, 25T, WAL REAS T (linear regres-
sion estimation, LRE) 7. % {Q: 50" /& d 4 Hilbert %3] {{—LIEACHE, W2 Tr(QlQ;) = 6,
Q =, AR T Qo = 1/Vd, HAFEFERE Tr(Q) = 0. WE THEXH LR ERRITA

I d“—1
= 0, 3.8
p=-+ ; (3.8)
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Hoeh 6, = Tr(p) B 58 LR 02 (6,00 1), Feflth, MIRERLE EASHE FIRITA
Pi=Y 6ifh (3.9)

Hr ¢f = Tr(PiQy) NEHL B SCRME & 2 (¢l,..., ¢ )" BEMEIRE e;, 7T LT HNZ 1M H T
JitE
é Tr(P;) + @16 + e;. (3.10)
EX G2 [pr— TP, pr — ST(P)]T, @ 2 [y, )T e 2 fer,. . en)T, A SEREIL N
JitE

pi =Tr(pP;) +e; =

§ =0 +e. (3.11)
(3.11) Hydpe/D —Tefift
0" = (T ®) 1Ty, (3.12)
I H & LU R AN
o VS REMft T, B E(OVS) = 6;
o YJJTRZE B(OMS — )T (05 —0) N
% Tr[(@T®)toT0d(dTd) 7Y, (3.13)

HA 0 = diag(p, — pi,...,pL —p}). ,
RN 3R 0%, ATUF OB EES 5= L+ 0 10,0, B/ IR 5, %R AT
(1, HAPEE QB O(Lad?) 9 Ho L > a2 BN p; — p? < 1, FTLOETT DIgh iR 2 B3

J
Bllp— pll* < 73 Tr(@®) (3.14)

THE p WL Te(p) = 1 R pt = p, (BRTRE & FURERIER, A2 4 1 R LR, BRI Db s,
FRGRCIE. SOk [218) B T —FRER ER B, A B R R RE — B GT p BME
p — pll. & p HIRFIE S fi# N
p= ﬁdiag(j\l, A S\d)fﬂ,
Her 5y > > A B YL N = 1Sk [218) $8H, ROTER BT KM &, 1 < k < d, 143

5 E?—k+1 S‘i 3 E?—kw ;\i
==Ts >0, —=rTe . 1
Ak + p 0, A1+ 1 <0 (3.15)
4
- LI\
N PV S R R Ry 3
Aj = i=k+1 k (3.16)
0, k+1<j<d
W £ i A BN

p= Tjdiag(j\l, cee S\d)fﬁ.

AR IE SRR R R 34 E Dy O(d®) 28], PR/ — il ok in B IE 5095, RS 2 EAR 2 O(Ld?).
ETXEHETTE, Tk [122] £ 4 /J\ETV\JE?“%EFJT — 14 BT RS,
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3.1.5 HEGSENEEDLE

N WETRE RE RS0 FE SB35 3,12 8.1.4 /NA5E JLA IR B BLAA S,y T A 4
RHPREIE, B T 77 R 2240, H BB EAT IR S (trace distance)

D(p, ) = 5 Ty (6~ )15 ) (3.17)

MOREE (fidelity)

F(p.p) = (Te\/V/pov/p)?, (3.18)

X RIARREE (infidelity) & XN 1 — F(p, p). X 528 ENTETHRZE, AT DGR, ZERE R K7
FAER I BARILSICR R O(1/N) B3 N R BT 18 DU %1 LA A0 3 FhEEy:, dEfE Al
B T7 RERNE B BB 7 ST UL BRI O(1/N). 1552, anix Tk 2128 R X L85
2, B rank(p) < d, FERIEEZRIRSE—BCN O(1/V/N), MIEABIEARFIWSEE O(1/N). AT ik
PLAHCEICR, STk [158] £TxF LR R G, ST T BEM IR TS EMT %, shbuaell 8557, WA
WHISEIG FIAIE 74518, BEJE, HIERRE TS Z Py 2P by 1992000 f ge g i1 R4t 190,
HLT Bayes (UARAL, SCHR [129,139] IR I T B IE R E 7 58, BUE A SLI6 96 UE 7] LK B e iiesies
O(1/N). AR, HHIXS T G S A& 5 SR Hrid s/ sg BAGHER, RIS 1A B4R OR 5O s i iiesk
F O(1/N) BB, X —T7 Rt — PR R,

FESENT R ke B AR T, T KB T2 H A RE (S5 2.3 /), B
AR AL VT B PR AT AR AR e, DAL SR T FROAS LA B i) R Rt R R R RPIRAS . RpRIN 2, BT
FURF B AL U4 58 A fif v 99,115,128, 298] ATy Gill-Massar ANZE 3 P9 5 ) (H 2 LURR 0 — USR5 4R
FETT T[]

3.1.6 SIESENEE

AN RTR BT 3 B S B B PSRN ST SRR BT, RE2 m i E I EiE
FE AR L. EEAHMERR I R4S, STk [92,108]) #2H T R4 AT (compressed /compressive sensing) H 77
2, RS T I AR R . SClR [85) B T REHLER, 2 T HEI SR TAZEN (self-guided quantum
tomography), 15 A2 [A] & 4% FE AT AR T 5 8 20T, 9288 B e 7 A R b6 %05k 3 EE Rl
A, ik [202] FIH TR ER 74508 20 FIE A, REAAEH] 0.991. 2% UL Hamilton & 1)5E
A, ALK E M2 (tensor network) UM IR, HARMS IR 5 LWRFBUN MR &R, WP IR
(BT, SCHR (63, 141) 3 T SRR S, IR0 AIAEBIR AT 9050 BIUE T BRI R, WiRxt p
R B BEATLEAT 1), O LI B0 i 2 — i 5 20 AT, )2 i B e SR AT DA ) B BT,
SRR [1,13,125] $EH T2 )ZEHT (shadow tomography), R FEE O(log K) RIE, #AexT K A&
BEAT MRS A HERA TR, 1) EHL SRS RRMAERC G, & MaAEE SR o BT R, AL
52551 5 R H ORI, A BRI R0 159,156,152 21 Boltzmann B U520 4
U2 2 4 g N B & S R

3.2 ETHEEH
[ e ALK, d 488 T RGNS DLH — AN 5 4 1E e e & SkEiR, Ritn B N\ &
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T p, WA E TN pot = E(p™). 1E Kraus KRR T, f (S WU [175))
. d2 .
pout — (c/’(pln ) — ZAipm _Aj, (319)
=1

Hrp A; € C BRA Kraus FAT, BATH 2

d? .

> AlA < 1. (3.20)

=1

H S5 5 I, FROX AR TR AR R AR, AR AR BRI ). SRR cixd I —AsEH Ik (B, 7T
PIKE A; FEXZHIE T T

A = ZQijEj7 (3.21)
J
1
d2
E(p™) = > Ejp"Efa, (3.22)
4, k=1

Horbr e =30, 4ijay- B UERE Q = [gi5] M X = [ay5], W
X =QTQ", (3.23)

BRI, & — N 1EE K Hermite 5FE. WM FE X M € &——XERLH, AT BN
E MR EM X UL bl (B} o — AR R EE {|5) (kb paa, MRS Try(X) < Iy, H
XFARB R RE, B Ty (X) = 1,249,

ETIREENA 3 RMAELL 68 SR Ar i & T FEEHT (standard quantum process tomog-
raphy) (134,175,224,249] 4 i 22 g P i i R B AT (ancilla-assisted quantum process tomography) (9]
& T3 1% HEJENT (direct characterization of quantum dynamics) [166:167,254] 7R [ 3= FE A 4H |
FRAEZE.

3.2.1 tREETHREEWNR

R HE TR, R R TR RN HEE T BN HY R AR TS, RS R R
[ AR R TS AT, FIF G B TR R, SUOUN AR RS X BOfiT. 33— cixd 1y
SEAEE (o), W NG {pn Yo, K A 7EX 45 BB TF

d2
Pt = E(pm) = Z AmnOn- (3.24)
n=1
SE S By, A
d2
Ujpmaii = Z ﬂgr]fngn- (3.25)
n=1
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IR {0142, BTG, BTULE

a2
Z /Bgrfnxjk = Omn- (326)
7,k=1

ik, 9 T AREA B0 — HHE, TR 32 MRS REVET 20, & SUEFE A 2 amn AR
d*x d* ERE B 2 (BY,BY,,... By, Bl By, Bhg]™, o By 2 (811 B3, B3 812, B3,
L BEET BN vee(), 4 NEBE Ay = (o] Bt IR

VGC(Aan) :[an, A21y e+ vy A1, A125 o« s AmM2y - oo y ALy v - ,amn]T. (327)
EEITA NG, AT LGB S R Uy R (175, 249)
Bvec(X) = vec(A). (3.28)

A AR T AR, TR A, BRI (3.28) F Ik E R AR, o]

LT BAERE X, —HHE ERIFIIAG R ()]} < pea BUNILIIERE B 20— B#UE

B 299 (5000 ek ELB B A SRR S, BN SR SRR Sk [175] %, ] LA

AL A 177 ARG A NS 12 [+) 2 (1) + k) /V2 AL |=) & (1) +ilk)/v2, W E(|5)(k|) N

E(7) (k1) =E (D) + (YD) — T () ~ o

KA T BT AR, T LU TN L — M A AR, 2R Tt A5 I, Born
ENFTLAEAE (2 030K [194])

E(|k) (K])- (3.29)

Pmi = Tr[(Pr ® p) X], (3.30)

Horb, Py 25 m MBS T, o 5 1 NN, BUATRE L RA T 2L, SR [14] K PR
W AR BT SRR B LA )

d2

min Y [ — Tr[(Pr, @ pf) X[
m;ﬂ (3.31)

st. Y XupE[E;=1, X=X' X>o,
G k=1

Hort p, A2 R
S ABA s, AT DL AR KA ARG TSR SR AR AR 32 ) i AR EAT Y. H R B KRBk R 5L
Xure = arg}r{naXZﬁmz InTr[(P, @ pf) X] — Tr[(Ar @ 1) X], (3.32)

m,l

HAr Ay 72 Lagrange J-THFE, F SRR RIE Tr(X) = I; MR AR STk [91] Wit 1 W N kAR
Rk

(1) WE— M EH A IPIEE, W X© =1/d. & k=0.

(2) B kB, iHH

K® = D P ® pf 3.33
Z Tr[(Po @ pf) X )] ®prs (3.33)

m,l
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AP = [Try (KO x 8 g Y]1/2, (3.34)
(3) £ k+1 B HH
(k1) — [(Agc))fl ® I]K(k)X(k)K(k)[(A(Lk))fl ® 1. (3.35)

(4) 2 k=k+1. HELIE (2) 1 (3), HBIRZE | X® — XED| <6, Hf e > 0 RTEWE M
REBIME. RAHH Xue = X®).

SCHR [30) X FHRFIR VAR DRI L RE, B e BOA B B ML 2R, BEATMOANSR A TSR SR JE i
REVRFAEE A — 2] 1. BI5GB — B AR CRazE e 72, RS e ¥ v A2 AR PR3 A oz £ AR
WA RAIRAG THE A RE 2B THE. X ORI RE, SCHR [134,224] 200 — L@ AIAAREEE. H
HIAR 2 SCERB ISR 1 3 1P 22 2% (B IR 24T, B0, SCHR (34] SR 1 36X P L 26 13
THERGEAT BT ERRR T, TR M2 DN T N2 AR T RGUE RIS T AR Lk 3 v 27
SIHARP ) Jy 2 1691 — B SCiR g 1 1 AT {8 N ) A N 2 B R B s T R AT R I
H AT Z AR P EpR iR T RN % B Uk [229] B ERBEFEMAZ, STk [194,246] 2 1 Hi&EM
WFFMEFAT. H A E X B IE RN & T R R S %,

3.2.2 HBRGHENIIZEMN

TEAIN A G I Tl BB AT HORE SRR, (EJRIR RS A ZAMRIN— MBS RS B, W A
B BEAR 4 N &7 S A T S — R 4R Hilbert 2B Ha @ Hp 0, W& 2 Bos.
N T AREIME— S, RGAROE R da < dp ), ASCBYE dy = dp = d. 4T Ha0Hp b
R — A BT o™, %8 Schmidt 5 (17

p
o= sidi® B, (3.36)
i=1
Forft, s > 0, {AE, R {BYE, 2SR T bR, B To(4,A]) = 6 = Te(B:B)). RTEM
Schimidt ¥{ Sch(o™) & X RAEE s; MM N T HEIME—HIFEIHE, T Seh(o™) = a2, W 5; > 0,
V1< i< a2 AN HORNA 1L R R A ), SERR B, Ha @ M LR I R T AR L
PTG B R TS R, 1 Schimide HUNT o2 MR FASA TR 103,
Bt £ 5, RN

oM = (ERI)(0™) =) siE(A;) ® B (3.37)

—_———————n

pilh==s

B 2 HEBMARZHBEFIRENTER, ERERES A ZINRM—NENEEEIRS B, A #1 B 2k S
HEFSMNEEFLAEESHL Hilbert ZFE Ha Q Hp F
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b5
d2
Trp[(I ® B))o*™] = 5,£(A;) Te(B]B;) = 5;E(4A;), (3.38)
i=1

Fr A

 Trp((I ® B)oo]

Sj

PR, SE A A oot TN TE A B, W AR @2 MM RRAm A S R AT S hRER T
HRZEPREL, AP S ME AT E TR & siE R T IR X

—MRERIE T R A K 2B (maximally entangled state) |¥) = Z?:l l7) @ |4)/Vd, |¥) 1
d =2 W52 Bell &5, 7E d = 3 I /2 Greenberger-Horne-Zeilinger (GHZ) #&. FJH Choi-Jamiotkowski
[y 58,194 A5

£(4)) (3.39)

d.d
pe = (ERI)(|V)(¥|) = % > Eiy G @ Lyl (3.40)
ij=1
Al LMIEB I AR X 5 pe MRRE
X = dps. (3.41)

UeR B I RSN T EMRE S, XA T RGDBE T IREET SR TSENNEERR,
HRWAW R FERAF L —RYBRLARAR, X T BN 1, T R R 2 il N T4
T I ZRXIB Born EN (3.2) 5 (3.30) AN, WA IR E TR A ET, A4 TS5 I ReAE
HEBME (product measurement).

SCHR 9] 7ESES B4y I A A Werner NS FIECR A PERS, Wik 140 B R G 0 B i 12 E AT A R4
P, HrR A K Werner 252 AT 7045, 925 B4 A QS AN 5y il £, X BRE| 74HBh KRG hBhid 722
WIE R YR T RN, 5526 ) SCHR [210,248] 255280 17 e Pl iR+ D0 s F 2498, 78
WESRAEZE T, anfT k4T BE R I B BT I A B R A I ie, BARS BENSET AR Z L
b, AHRFEA RN B & NS E T B 2SR E A

3.2.3 Hamilton E##7

% 3.2.1 A1 3.2.2 /N RHE R — R A TR R G E TR RN o TR RS, Hahdnd
PN, HARSM Hamilton & H RE, N EFSREARL (1.2), 228% 3.19) B—4
Rl DRIE, # RSN Hamilton EHEFIH (Hamiltonian identification), Rl I % gk N R O
RA Hamilton &, A2 T3 A RGHIEIRZT, KA S P 2R G000 R 1l R R I8 A4 75 200 2
rank(X) = 1. FrAt A DL AR R 7R BT el B R g b B & Tl AR BT £ 45T X, AR5 ERX
JS2F) P4 6 [ AT Hamilton &, SCER [249] 2T BL BRI, 2 1 PI B SR A 71 Hamilton &,
LRI, I MR B R AR O(dS) fee 2 B3t

E|H - H| :o(j%), (3.42)
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g N 2R B NS DL ZEEETAE TR [252) UL E B O(a®) TR E AR,

SCHR [287]) $H T AN B R T AN RGN Hamilton BHFHREE. FIFHEE 3.1.4 /N 1E X
FAL IR ), AR (i) 1R Lie OB su(d) BI—HIERHE, o su(d) RaFTAK dx d KR
Hermite . llﬂiﬁ‘tbﬁﬁﬁﬂ

IQ],IQZ Z D]llek, (343)

Hr Dy, B84 Lie A3 su(d) it 4. X T Hamilton & H, W Tr(H) = 0, WIHATLIE {Q;} HE
Tt

d?—1
H= Py Qi (3.44)
m=1
Xy (t) £ Te[Qp(t)], WILBHE D TR
d2
=Y (Z Drjihim > (3.45)
k=1 m=1

ESSEME o 2 [1,..., 20017, BEHAMTFE (coherence vector), NH
= Az, (3.46)

Fer PR R gl h i B SO FRIF, FrBL A, = — AT B RO FRSEFERE. HAIEES po BT A

d?—1

1
Qo + Z 1.0 (3.47)
k=1

Po = ﬁ
BT MR O, HAA Uy —> Hermite FEFEIH AL Tr(0) = 0, HAERE T HIEIT N

0= Cil. (3.48)

TESNSEMHE C 2 [Cy,. .., Cg_y], WA E B AP (time traces) A y(t) = Cz(t). AIFEN RSt
iﬁﬁﬁﬁ@i«ﬁtj‘wlﬂﬁﬁﬁ

{x’(t) = Acx(t), A.=-AT, z(0) =, (3.49)

y(t) = Cu(t).

[ 5 Hamilton 2A KK SEEAE RN FRIERE A, B, FERE AN E TS po SHith y(t) 9
i Hamilton &EHFRFSE. 0T SLPrA — G S5HRFER Hamilton =, i@ MillE O J5, HXT
L R GEEALTT B UG (3.49) I —ASF 2518, BRIECFIFHBE T (filtration) (211 AT DAAS 21— 2H BE (R 4E 4L
(IR 2 (] 7 7%

(3.50)
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Hrp A, F1 C Rl A I C BIFHRE. Bltn, —A n BRI —4E B ekt (spin chain), £ Hamilton
BN (S WSCHR [287))

n

n—1
Wy
H= Z 70’; + Z Ok aiak"’l +o" U’f‘l). (3.51)

TSRV B B — N R T AR o, B (0L(2)), BERTHERE A, 4E50M 2n x 2n, IR TR RS A, 104k
£ 2m x 2n,

XERGHHR ) AL i f B b AR 2 Bk, RO RARIIHR SR AT, %
B R S0 08 v DAME— 7 8 Hamilton &, B Hamilton & AT HF R ) . 5T 3CHR [287)
()R A REHE S SRk [220,250] 43 BRI Grobner 33X — T2 5 528 i 2 48 Al R 0 591 (16 R AL S 6
%, Bl %féﬁ%‘i’@ﬁﬁ%T Hamilton & ] #1551 i) 2.

TE— MM HRR BRI BT 5T, STk [287] SR T ERA (eigenstate realization algorithm). %57k
RS, 1 Sl B LI AEAN [ N 8] P I8, BIants 3 (o2 (¢)) IR IEBIE, 285 R H ERA 5%,
HAH AN R RO R RN RILR S, X RA S TR RGN, DRI R AT A [F] 4% 8 R
B R FAE 3 B B S 1 — 2 A, STHR [287) KR 1) U A0 D 22 56 2 T 05 R AL IR SR e 1) L. 1207 1%
HIE 278 70 A T Hamilton EERERSER, HEETEREN AR, %ﬁﬁiﬁu)\%ﬂ'i?*ﬁﬁ
By SRR AR, R BRI R, SR DA e B B SRR A T, A T
B\ 4 Hamilton I8 45M(5 RAVE T RS, BUE T P87 FIseae D21 FIGUE 1 AR @Rt 'ﬁﬁ'
PEVE.

HAth Hamilton = HHR TR EHEIET Bayes LA I 51k 223257 X K5 1L A F) A&+ Hamil-
ton E¥ 2], HA MMV Z AR 6 ES B2 7IUE, 40 NV (nitrogen-vacancy) A0
(98,247 | i 17y F) Az gk 1130, 2090 gy s i) 2790 4% VR 22 SRt A P VR FE 2 ST (R 75 2K AT Hamil-
ton 2% 2. SCHR [265] FIHFHZE 48 MK Hamilton 5545 (I E K A Hamilton &. SCHR [57) FIH
TEI L N 28 Al 1T IS AE ) Hamilton . SCHR [12] FIAXI G p = exp(—BH)/ Tr[exp(—BH)] {EIll &
(I R A s R T B0 22 T ) Sk B 43 [A) JR ) Hamilton &, Horb g YR L.

LR RS S ARG, LIRS 877 AT L3y Markov JHHCE T R 485 9F Markov
TR #4058 ﬁﬁ%%%iﬂ‘fl?ﬁﬁﬁ@ﬁﬁﬁ%?%éﬁ, Ha&d 2l Lindblad 75 e B

p= Z g5k ([, P2 + (20, 2L, (3.52)
]k 1

Hh G = [g;e] > 0 REIBATFHERE O 12 LT R AT LLE s I R GUIRZS 2% (8] {5 (6 288]

&(t) = Ayx(t) + b,
y(t) = Cx(t).
HE PRGN, PSR A, AR PR, I H RGN 1 sLm& b. SCHR [288] 4% Hamilton
BAHRIAELZEY 2] Markov JFCRE T R4, 2 1 RN {471 Hamilton ARG S N FIE. X
Wk [269] 3 716 SR X — RN Al T 4R 55 HAt R R A SR AE SR [50,185] /551 7 1Fig.
XFAE Markov IIRSE, ¢+t RVETE pypo AURET pr, WARITIABENI DG 5L, BRI IL
TR, Sei £ E N

(3.53)

t
py = / Ko.slps]ds, (3.54)
0
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Hrp Ky o AR TREHE RIS (time-nonlocal superoperator) %391 TRk [255] 7 & T AL 85 L5
UE T 3k Markov 1. SCHR [256] FIFH 5K B2 AT T 4 Markov fHk 71 FRJZ 7. S0k [264,268,270] I
VR BE SRR G REAT 1Al SR [15] FIFIOEIAF 22 i 28 X5 3 Markov i FEBEAT 1 AL

3.3 =ETIRMNZENR

WEAEEFRHE LT R, 29018 St S 2 it S agpr 2. B 18 AR 28k 3R
1RSI aE R, PRI G i — I E SR (P, i€, b —A P, #2 Hermite FIEER, H Y, P
= I, 54 P, #O8—A POVM Joz. FIH A £ 55T, o LISl E 42T, 8, FIH S A8
A, ] DUSEHLE IR AR ZE AT

BRI ES ] DL AW BN USRI ES (phase-insensitive detector) F1AHA BUBER I 2%
(phase-sensitive detector). JEAHABUBERIIEE AT AERIM 67000 A Be I &+ 2 [ I AH 14 (coher-
ence), FILE IR POVM {EJG 308 T #8208 M AR . AH Sty AH A7 B BPR I 25 7T LLIRAS
HFAS T AR, X5 RLE POVM A X M 76, R B A AR AL SR A ERIN 28 B8 hn IR 4. 36 | /1R
T2 EHT 8 N 216226 T 11 (optical photon-counting) 152291 FIZE Z A (homodyne detection)
() 32 4iF v (106,290

NS 3 IR Z AR Al BORAASR Al TH AT B BR324 0 1) 2 A o7 Bk
PRI 75

3.3.1 Ot SIRKRMUARMITEE

Wt MOARRAIETA (o), SNSRI (P, 5, AEISME {5}, M
VRIS T34 91 DR b R s f (106152201,

n,M
min Y [py; — Tr(p; )

i,j=1 (3.55)
st. >0, P=P, vi<i<n, Y P=1I

FUUTB BN G RE T, n] UG TH R A 55 3Rk 1 SCan T A ALLAR e i 1901
n,M n
{PMLELR  — arg max Z Pij InTr(p; P;) — ZTr(A,CPi), (3.56)
P} 5= i=1
Hrp A, A Lagrange e F5ER%, {1555 & 200K S P =1 R, SCHR [90] 25 HHan R kAR S
(1) 4 — AN S WELARMPIEME, 1 PO =I/n,1<i<n. 2 k=0
(2) 75 k&, it

M ~
(k) Pij
RM =3 —"2 _—p, (3.57)
' j=1 Tr[iji( )]
BB Lagrange 318
n 1/2
AP = (ZREk)Pi(k)REk)) : (3.58)
=1
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(3) 2B k+ 1 S EH S THE N
P_(k+1) _ (A(ﬁk))_lREk)Pi(k)REk) (A(ﬁk))_l. (3.59)

K2

4) 4 k=k+1. EEHE ©2) M (3), HER2E S0 |PP - PR Y| <6, b e > 0 RS
SE IR M. i {PMLEYr | — (p(Fyn

3.3.2 MMEREX

AL AR AL IR A TR IR AT, MELASS AT T 5 2R B2, DRI SCHR [253] SR 8 T sy
BARAL BT SR 4558 ¢ > POVM JUEAIEE j MRS 3.1.4 /e U RALIERSE {Q;) T
ESAS]

d? d?
P=Y 090, p;=> 1", (3.60)
a=1 b=1

08 2 Te(PiQy) BT 7 2 Te(p;Q) #RSEL 45 § MR TR, 2 A POVM
Fry i 2 R L I A R AR

d2
pij = Te(Pip;) = > 706 =TT 6, (3.61)
a=1

Hepry 2 (79 79 s e 2 0,65, oW, SERRISLIG S R SRR 2, R SE PRI
MEEFAN piy, WINEIRZERN e = pij — pij. HFOWREHETTHL e 2WSBIBMER 00 THEN
(pij — p3)/(N/M) #] Gauss 205 b, Hoit N 2B VEL € X 0 £ (e],07,...,00)T ZIrf R
SRR AR, AN R TENSEIEMEAN T 2 (T, Ta, .., Tan) ™, Y 2 (ras s ity Doty - -5 unr) s
I'=1,800,e2 (e11,. .., €105 €215y €a0s - sennr) s S 2 (1,1, 1) 1xn®I, Dg2yq 2 (Vd,0,...,0)7T,
AT LAAS 3] 5e 8 (1 2 7 F2

Y =T0 +e, (3.62)
WA —AN N T R TE VSR AT 2L R
SO =D. (3.63)

SCHR [253] T PIRT BORIE IS — B BOR SRR DA L 2 ML SR A 7 . 7T RAZE HE B 1 iy etk
IR /N SR AT i

OcLs = O1s — (M) LST ST 18T~ 1(SOLs — D), (3.64)
Horp Opg RAHFEL R IR/ T f#,
Os = D)y, (3.65)

M Ocrs SR 9. BT M BOR A K IE S AR, BRI B = 2O 090, T
e URIRFIE L. A T IEE LR, TR (), ST IBIE. 8% B, BFHIE MR

Ei = Wzdlag[(K})u, (Ki)22; B (Kz)dd]wja (366)

803



EICEE: BT RGP ESHLTT

(K = -+ > (Ki)(dfﬁ,;)(dfﬁi) 20> (Ki)(dfﬁi+1)(d7ﬁi+1) > > (Ky)aa EHK B RN

Hor 1
E, = F; — G, Hr,
Fi = Wzdlag[(f(l)n, (Kl')zg, ey (Ki)(d—ﬁi)(d—ﬁi% O, NN 7O]W: 2 O, (367)
éi = _Widiag[ov <0, (Ki)(d—m+1)(d—m+1)a (Ki)(d—ﬁi+2)(d—ﬁi+2)v SR (Ki)dd]WiT > 0. (3.68)
SRJE 25 BN 73 fig:

iﬁ;:uiéi:éé (3.69)
=1 =1

i € =\/T+ X, G BIEEBMMHTHEN
P,=CFEC™, 1<i<n. (3.70)

BHWAE S =1 H P, >0,1<i<n. ZHAMBEIEEMITN, STk [253]) 440802 4%
N O(nd?M) FRZE FJ

L (dn+2vdn +1)(n — 1)M _
E<Z_; | &, — Pﬂ’) < N Tr[(TET) Y. (3.71)
BT R E R E RGN G, SCIR [262) 3SR T RALE RS, A5 SIC (symme-

tric informationally complete) i AZF MUB (mutually unbiased bases) fi A\Zs. MY B BE G 2
BENA—E R, FTREZ DU, (B SARMRAL T SEIEAR b, 1K 2R [RIAS 2 AR e Y AE —
E“E/ME% 203] S8 bR AT AR R TR 2T, T SLhrtl A SR & Lotk
A ERAR, H 2 SBUSTHR A R M Z IR K. Dy 7 A IX — [, TR AR R B0 fleAh (162 291 g sy
BBy 203 vh . — SR R AT T S R I TR A E AT SCR [65]) B BE R SR T &
ZEPRIN G BOAS THAS BE; SR [262] $2H 1 P20 @ NSNS, FFIER] 1 535 mT LA B e e A E DR
SGEER O(1/N).

3.4 INES5RE

BIAEN BRI ET A E TS RENT AT, f£ETSENF, BEN#20
A, MAER FRINEE E0S, BEFSLCHM. SEhr b, &1 BRI 2 1 H] & &SRR 2=
(). —J5 T, FRATE T LR 25 5 i) 4% 0 kS BE 1R 2 1 A AR 28 5k 2 A E R 48 Z T 2 738 2
e, Ferb B g 2 SAGTHRZA EERT DLZRE . 55— 710, A TR X B AU ¢ 2R, HARIE (self-
calibrating) ()58 T45ZEHT 182] FOS-FPRINZS E AT 5k 165282] bt ok 1 & 71 A2 E A = Ol T o5 4b
PFENTI, N T R A A R SCHR [163,173) $2 i T E T T T4ENT (gate set tomography), Ak T
NS TR S, (H2 15 2 Ak vHE P BEAME—. 0 &1 ZE M B HABLRIR, 0] 2 WL SCHR [75,97).

BETENSE@NSHPHRA REZ . BN, &1 EZT SSRGS R EHHRE T LLS N
LMETTRE § = @0 + e BB, #AT DL e/ VR A, (HRMIES AR KAE. &1 2 S35
HERE @ MO T ISR AT, (H2 S e sk e, © Al R T R4 . fEfEa M 25
HER T, RS0 R I R AN, TR ERRATA v MR E TR, DU E R O T A ), —
FAN TR B HIAG T, T HLBEAE R D N B30, BRI E R T 22 O(1/N) WSaIm), {2
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G R GEHHRE S (175 22— R B AR, BEE MR BN, o 2GS EUER © 4t
BTG, ERE TR & A E RI4ER, DI REE & Y e/ —aRoR .

SRR, BT RN OIS E R, SR TREENE ., BT 2 8 T E R
RBLAE TR, U IR A IR 2 0T BB 7T, X A AW IR . BT B — M b
TR, et e R Sk A R BB K TR L. H AT RIHLAS 27 STRIBA RS JZ AR 1 it ik
BT 71, BATE TG BB N R S PR A T AR LA LT R ERE 2 B RN E
THRENAPRE; 53— T5 R Bt BirA 12 M isad HT B0 @ BLEATHEZE, JF 45 HVHE SRR R A A Al
Z ], XA BT KR P i v 1 2 A ARG B DA A TR .

4 BESY/IESHHT

SHEAT RS RS BSOS AR HA T b AE — @ FE T E 2B RGP AR R, &1 RS
A IR B B A I A BEATL AR, AR oAME R . BT U A T a0 el A R R R VE D TR 45 Y
Y& RGUE B AL T, T AR R AN, O T SR RS R BRI E R R ), G
BURANTE IR P AR OGS S, W 7S B SAME AN TT 25 v &, JUH R IE Markov M ) Dh 2R 1% 2 iE
(power spectral density, PSD) B%L (AR Vi %L, 12X T AR e A 15k 11

TEIX R TAEH, —ANEZL Y ) 82 Wil A 3 1 RAE AR G Rk, fEE IR, AX)
Gy REEIE B MR A5 (A eV S 4 B 2R A () — — X 2. PRIk, 28 il R B O V08 e vk B B
TERF RS, MAERTBREAIEY T, S8 AE N5 RAR 5 PSR IA 5 2 5 T
ANTR], F EL ] 8 2R E5 G IS S50 T e R ORI 0. R AR Sy el 5 21 R G P A o i)
AT EE P RIR AL AR IR ESR A IE R TT .

4.1 EFIEEK

HE T RGAPIRES S BB [0 Zh AR, oAb T ) U 7 g E e ok, B8R ie i
i 2 RIS Z A0 22 11 Sk 0 7S A - R 23 ADWLINAE B BT R GRS BRSO ATl . &R
PR S BT ) S AR | BRI G R 2R O EE N R A (21,24,59,206,259] Belavkin (2124 A RLEAT T
BRI T, R IEBIA I EHELE TR H#E T F X (operational formalism) fiff 75 | &
YR ). AEYER AR, 20 tHEAD 90 A — LU S ST AL T BRI, W RO E T

EE (quantum trajectory theory) (42,

BOBARERAF PO E R TR - ME LA, AR TERER T, TLoEE g E
FEAE Hilbert 7% 8] b &1 HAFHIX 5 TN E M Kolmogorov i3 7 8] Z [AJ g 32— M RIFI ) (iso-
morphic) S4B, TTBLEE— A n 45 Hilbers 220 #, 7 F0OLER B AERAE O 47 Fit
Iy

0=> 0P, (4.1)

j=1
Hr, {o;} RMBHFFIEE, IEAZBEEHAT {P,,} Wi Po, Po, = 6juPoy M Y0 Py = 1. R
ELRE f R — C, A f(O) =7, floj)Po,. WM, 8£H 0 ={X : X = f(O),f: R — C} MK—
AN O A IR 5 B AREL (*-algebra). 1L P: ¢ — C N—MWEHH LW FHAKR: () 4 X > 0 W,
P(X) > 0; (i) P(I) = 1. WEAFAE—DNELERF p 1F P(X) = Tr(pX) BOL. 24 A4 & Hilbert
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I H LR 5 RAREET, (7, P) RelE SUR— AN E TR ) B BT 2B, — M ETN
I AL A T AT DU R T R ESAENR B I E 4 R BT RS . — A= IR T
LA Z %5 J57% (reference probability method) %18 Tto BEMLA S 7 2RI AT H BLo4 BF ki
B O 2 TR 76 RS AR . AESEBRR ] A, AR R AT R AR 5 0k R b Sk
N, TG G BT XT S BEARK 45 M SR R e K

W 3 fR, B ARG, K HF B, R B AR, 0] LA Wiener 1 72 146],
HHRIINET Ito #N, i1 dB.dB] = dt M dB]dB, = dB(t)dB(t) = dB}dB] = 0. Hir& T &%
BE N AR FEE LR RS, ERGOREM—HER X, £, HNEELAN X, = U XU, Kb
U(t) FR RGN EE T W55 HirE 7RG B RN, FAE T B, = U/ B,U, £, [ Ito
BRI, AT LAAS 3 R GUIRES (K Ak 7 72

dje(X) = ji(Lr,m(X))dt + ji([L", X])dA; + 5o ([X, L])dA;, X € B, (4.2)

Hr, 5(X) #oR X, WESHE, H &R %5 Hamilton &, L ZIEAEERE T RANHES, HRRRR
AT 2 (B R G, B A — Mt RRERS A 551 (coupling operator). £ f&# ¥ Lindblad H4F. 7EAH]
i R B BN E RN Y, = B, + B, J N

dY; = j(L + L*)dt + dA, + dA]. (4.3)
IR B RS LR R
m(X) = P(j(X) | %), (4.4)

Hodp (X)) 2XE Xy BT, @ ARRIMEFTR R 5 B AR BY. F2h Y, A # K Wiener
S, FrUAE P BT ARER ML T, FA R A LR R A, 8% % 85I A& T Bayes x0TI E
TG, N L SR A B A 4 B ] B B I BE R AT IR (X)) BBV TR (recursive equation) A LAY
SRR T7 vk BY ol K RFAE R BT 15 (conditional characteristic function method) 75

bl E TR, B 3 iR RGUIRES IR TN

dry(X) = (Lo g (X))dt + (mi(LYX + X L) — (LY + L)m (X)) dWs, (4.5)

HABENLLRE dW, = dY; — m (LT + L)dt & Wiener IS FE. HE—25H1, B 7(X) = Tr(pe X), W50 FBE
B2 5 R FH F BB 6 8 8 B 7 A o

1 1
dpy = —i[H, p]dt + (LptLT — 5LTL,ot - 2ptLTL) dt + (Lp; + p; LT — Tx[(L + L) p]pe)dW;.  (4.6)

———| BTRG: T.&——e wg s )
t t

3 AEEWIETEFRKERATE. BN B: R7HR. ANES B, BISEFAGHITRERNBLES
H B ZFNERBIN Y, ELBTRBEEL, ARMTEBNE FRENMIT ©(X). RATFE 1, XEH
MERMTIAE, MIFEEENTERETF RS
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BEXT Markov i 7% /Gauss W25, AH R () &7 7 B2 22 M AE MO AR ) Zakai 75 F2 212310 X
Gauss W5 201 R G, HOBE T R AR T2 L PER (1 Kalman-Bucy J7 2 (22:23,82,45,234, 284, 285],
MEFXTE Gauss BN, —BEIE 5N —NBI R4 (ancilla system /extended system) KHHIAIE Gauss
(5 43 [37,78,104, 105,221, 267)

T3 A B R A PR 0 R VT TR AR (RN A T R AL AR AN SRR R 104234 g ]
T — P B S P A0 B AR RN B A B DR S, SR ik, B H R E T RA NS HLEIEL
(1), G LS ML Markov BEALIERE. o) @ HE s A2 T 51 WE 2 2 (AR 22 UL 28 3 (A AN G —, 3]
FRIME 3 (A R IR T AN AR, I 7 ZE N XM & E T - SR G M E M R A
KA ' T AREME G BMEE 2. Fl, Gao % P HEETRAMSHNE R 22— g UL
ZHNER 0] (Q, F,P) LR HAPFENLEE SR R 2FEIEMNH R € {Ry,..., R, }. TEILIEAD
b MATTRE ST T AR ] 00(Q, F,P) @ A FEICRRER AR B, AATTE T A BN S R
(bounded random observable) Ap = U(R)U};AUR =Y v(Re)1g=R, ® U};k AUg,, HH v(Ry,) RtrE
TR MR T - 288EE N Pz @ X) = Ep{z Tr{pX}} : (°(Q, F,P) @ A — R. M a] LLE
NET - KA E

P(PjX) -

PX|%)= ) B 5.0 Py, VXe%', (4.7)

B(Py1)#0
HH, P =1p-p, ® U}T%kPAj Ur,, @' 7 % KA (commutant). B LA _EE XIF HEs &R H R T
- 2 Bayes A3, A RIET - LM EHIEE TR, DUSCIN &1 REM AT

FAeldh, Tsang 34 FE R T RAMSEE NS ELMBEHLTRE, € L TRASH - B TEEH
#F (hybrid classical-quantum density operator) p;(z¢) SRIfRIR G LM - = FEEMZ A0, (T34
WIBEREEN P(xy) = Te[p(x,)], BT EEFELTN pp = [ dopy(a,). FETZAIE) PBERAE, gy
7RI SRR R 1) 0 X S5E Wigner 437, AHRL I8 0] AT DAZE S (M3 2 8] Fh AT 5 X
SRR, X T Bk 240, XK in) i J 0] LR 4 U 2R PR I8 7. o TR in) s, o] DLEAT 26k
A Kb 3 1276, 277 B35 SR F — SR B AR Bt T v, B — 2807V FE R R T S AU & RS 1Al
i, BT SRS 80, AR BRIl T AT B RS TH, FRAS R R 2501
flipf 241,

FERE IR, ¢ I ZIDER A Al T2 T ¢ I ZIRTHOWINE 5. AT E L m T, oA
VBT (quantum smoothing) EREKE— BRI U114 g (54,93, 110,181,157, 181,272] 75 fo—p P ot
1E t R/ (2l 5%) M2 JE CRERidsk) ROt FIRERI . AR, 5T 2806
SRAC S B TP A5 VA L IR Rk B B A Al TE 1 BE P, — AN B R DR TP
T HE IR Z FNNE . BT ¢ N2 B2 DI E ] RE S S N RO RS S R EAT
ANKE Gy, FLAE RN 2 307 B B & P ) ] B S BER B RAG THEE R B R E L R AN &
T PEEIS RS L ET RGP — R e TR SEF-FEE R T/ERI9E (weak value) HI$2
T =S RS, HEANNZMETFESH—AZJ0d (o, B) KE X, Hh p HEFmmzl ¢ 2
R ERARES 2], 1 E B ¢ 202 5 R IEAR 2. 78 ¢ I 20 8 A D0 & 51 1 DU & A i

_ Ep+pFE
v = Tn(Ep + pE)
gy, XAME AR S9ME, BVAE 1k AR I EAS B BT 9 E R R TP TAES WOk [93,286]
SRR BTN I R ST 55 8 0T ABCEHE AR AEE 4, B S — B2 G (2332350 (Rt

(4.8)
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B4R SE A T O B TPV G, I LU T 58 AN B R S A P L, L Pl 2 %
RO AR 154551100 703X R 51 TAErD, B H % —ANHIs KH5 IR 5231,
TEPESS AR T AR RS S ER T A R W B (58 T, 1245 R I A Jnf. 91
11, o BRGEHAT — AR, MR S 90%, A 10% (45 BRI, 4 O FRFAH 211
M, U, %5 ¢ W12 5005 K5I, SOk [110] 32 AT LR Al s S0 e O s A 1
ME U, #A7 TR, 85 B0, | ). RSE ¢ WA RLeRA, 7THOMMFIHLE R O Rk
- LI 35 ) 5 TRt R GAR A AT Y 75 3] 154,55, 110),

ps(t) = Eg, 5lrs, 5,0 (4.9)

Hbt B, o T BT A TEH IR R U, KT, st e 2 04k 1 0 £ S5 i il 5,
I EAGTHH IR TR ps(t) HAMEE S MR TEER T HE T FESAINE TS RA T &M e,
HEHBEFL T 5T AR En w7 I AT (e AR & 5 S B AR AR BE) R TS S .
BT IR AAE IR R 0 8l — AR BT R IE AR R, BB T R G 4EEENT
TEIE R, o8 IRAS 1 S S T B AR L v, LR M v o 5 i) A T 4 B0 oA 5 99961 gk b
WA 4 75 R SRS ) A 1R BT I VLT R D /AN T I R A A ) A )
FETREG (WET ML) FIFER A, 7T LB {S, L, H} 85 5 RGN B AR SR 5 34745
Bz [ ERE, W BRI R BRAE. 7R AR A B nT DA F 4 M (W B g8 v U v D03 TRt F & T
W, EE AR T T ARG S P B BN T BT RS BIRSE YRR . AT
AF R TP A L& B AR, EHEE — AN — ) 22 E TR R, thah, X
TaM - BETRA RS, WRSGTRINAAEL T ENE TEE, HIRGE T gk B2 ES
1) ) R

4.2 BEBFEREELEE

FIE—MNEGBRI R T RS S, N 7 E etz Em RS RS ) FEEERE, RN ET RS
SRR AL AN S B Hamilton & H(¢) 1R, A

H(t) = Hint + Hctrl(t) + Hsignal(t)a (410)

Hrp, Hipe NARGAES Hamilton &, B BSOS AR Hewn (t) AN TR SRR, H
HART AR T B ARG SBT3 Hagnar (1) AT ZAE T HBOOBE S Hamilton &, A[4E—41
FEME T (H)} TRITHN

Hsignal(t) - Zﬁz(t)Hz (411)
I AL R T AR ANME 5 i RS S I ] (214,261,289] Ay

ﬂl(t) = Z 51‘7]‘ COS(27Tfjt + ¢j), (412)

b B f; A gy AARFEGE S R A T AR 2R . AlrH e YA 5 DA O 78 T 2 WOCHR [69).
MRS, BEVLE AT (BN B () ARFIBENLIEFE, JEHAZEAE Markov 1 F2 1421 KA Markov i FEAR
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BUAS 2 DASE 2 1 IR BURE 24 1 2T 1 % R LI 31) ) 2R AIE (28,197, 2550 Rty Sk T =5 [ R S5 A1
SRS Z S, AT A AREHE 5 IR,

ZH i (t) MBEHLIE EZR A TAMTHEE (SRR bath) T4 1162951 I 22 G s A8 1) AN A 1 55 DA
Z 0714 R S AR ON RS XRLA R G, M H o« o, B, FHRIBEHLINS S ECRGUIRASTE |0) A1
1) Z[AIf#H% (Bloch SRR T RS ERARAN), X ETE B EREZBEILIR (nuclear magnetic
resonance, NMR) H#i#x Ny Ty i FE P20 2, M H; o< o, B, FHN AIBENLIS] AL ) /& R G AN v
BB MAAAE B AEIEERE B ER, XE NMR F#HCA To/Ty R, HAE B EKR (Bloch
RE T NIRESEEAZ) NFAIBHAL (dephasing), Pt AH AR R

Hsignal(t) = B(t)o'z (413)

JIFE (4.10) PAKH &8 i AT R0 3 i R T FIARE (0 (4.13)), iRk NEZ B (semi-classical)
TR (26,2731 R Sy H R PR o 15 SR AR A 8 S BB LI R T AE & ) S AR RS OR I, AR SL PR /e 7
RN IIREE /e . eI &1 ) S 2420 /BN R G0 S MIAMIIEE B M iR R, 5 &3
) Hamilton &40

Hyy=Hs®Ig+1s® Hg + Hgg, (4.14)

Hrh, Hg/Hp ARG /H5E L Hamilton &, Hyp RN RGN AR 80 A5 U 28 ]
LR 7 ) A R A A R SR (B AR — S BB R I RE T T8 T IR 5 8 R, it b ikl
Z WSCHR [225]. AT TR T8 BEAR, T 2L SRR R S 81 pR S

A () FRBENLE R, B HE AR FHMMEE Gauss W FE, WGV 58 4 th DA i

2
XE

S(w) = /_ T e84+ 1)A(E))dr (4.15)

g, B OB SO SIS REYIA SEHIEN Hew () X RGBT I EHHUE B LA
FHR IR S(w) MR, MRHESCER [177) RS, HIURRAR

(1) M EE N E T REAE AR GRS BRRE BE REE (R RGBUAE I RS, N
—RANE SRy BT BEEIE ),

(2) Hil &R T — > T AR IR

(3) A TREHEPA MR 5 K O N B2 e 21 5 R AL

(4) W& —AN A& (RO B RO B AR R, X T B 3 &R Pl R ),

(5) MAF IS 323 A BT W & R IR (1) (4), SCHE I & 24

(6) AL FHACHE LA OGS M6 i Th 22 1% 85 1 bR A A T 45 2R

HRAE B R F ) B B S S A ORI 22 5, BT IR A i S — RV BT, NI E A
R A I E TR AL (filter function method /formalism).

4.2.1 EBRBCE

20 A2 50 FACE, BEIRGUITT AR A2 Skl (W1 E ERI (spin/Hahn echo) M1 45) JH
BT RGITZ BRI, CLEBHNHRART (MBS R T KRG TR MECR P i
S B TARAE SCHR [242, 243]) TP DR 75 SALAM BOF R S HET T, R R 44 WIBh A i /30 10 2@
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#4 (dynamical decoupling) AU RGBT RANGE S, FFHEE K 73T I8 REHELL M) &
TR

AR CA B R IR AR AR (4.13) D51 [ 3R 2 25 AR R R HIOHE B2 . 76 S faT B R P LB 7,
(B8 Py 3 Hamilton Hit Hiy = 0, FEHI1EM Houn () = S02] 50(t — ti)oy, A—RIMIILE ¢, 1% 18
HA « %8 o, HEkeh, o “fg{E” e 7 2 f5/2 09 7 UL Bloch AR T .

WRGHIEN p(0) = (I +0y)/2, L IERZ) T WEFTWIE Y. AATHHEE B ERAR S T 2 2 52
FXETRANEGEIL T 0, BIRSR S P4 <A (Y(T)) RATREFEIL (Y(0)) = 1. HBEXLT
FEHIWER Heon(t) BIAHEAEAZ ST, WM E Y A2 (& n AL SUCE T B 2000 = 55—
A KFEI AT, &4t Hamilton =AZAFTE “BHFEHESS (toggling frame)” Hamilton &

Hi(t) = y(t)B(t)o, (4.16)

Hodr () BRI R AL (switching function), FIGHEA 1, £ © BKIFHEMPIR Z y(t) F{EM +1
(1) BEAER] —1 (+1), a0l 4(a) 1 3 MIT .
RGNPIRAS AL IR

p(T) = U(T)p(0)U(T), (4.17)
Kt Hy(t) FEARRNZIX 5, Bl U(T) = exp[—i [y Hi(t)dt]. aTWRRIE M A
(Y/(T)) = Tr[p(T)Y] = (cos (T)), (4.18)

b o(T) =2 [} y(6)B(t)dt. SifF BRUE D40) (B TRAHHE 2 WLSCHK [186]) JETT, (5 2 53y
& P2 Gauss 19, WFH
2
(Y(T)) = exp ( — W) (4.19)
BRI, (o(T)%) BOK, (Y(T)) #k$i 0, B 75 E HREHZ.

ANHita ingz s B T RN H AL (free evolution, Bl y(t) = 1), JLE (o(T)?) 7ESEPR RS —M%
b8 T RsGhnmsg oK, B R G AL —E A IR T2 3 EE TE R k. X R R AR TR
S AR, PR Dy 1T LB B TtAT T BV A — I TE). AR, AR K i 5N AT BE R IS AR A i
AT EE, IEK R GEE B ORAFE I B A0 BE LS S 18 B(¢) = B MItkdmEf a5, & 11E%k
ANEERIEE o KPS, o(T) = 0 FIE A5 (RS20 A 78 AW B, DR, an R o (¢) 0 i s T B(t) 1
D RUE, T ((T)2) T B B5 /0 2431 SRAEBI T it 4E: 4 F(w, ) 2 [ y(s)eds, NI

) =2 [ s, 1P, (4.20)

B F(w, T)[2 BOE FSEARME 5 A0 3 e 0 ipl o 2 (26681 L 543 R 50 1) T B ALK, SR A B 2.
H HE A B B8 BN ] 4(b) R Ze R, TR SIS HIZ (B 4(b) F1 4(c) HHIAK Tl £
N7 BRI ESPE; TR OB S RIAEE LR y(2) X B2 A8 R 08 i 58 il AR
AU AL B, T A1 55 1 il e ) B B AR ML, IE BMHER AR T BORCR, FH S I BORFR N Sh A M. Bx
7 NMR. STk 240 ) e A e 510 B e el 0 (B 4(b) FRE i £8) AT CPMG (Carr-Purcell-Meiboom-
Gill) 47 162] ZE DL Ak I f##S 7 #1140 CDD (concatenated dynamical decoupling) 1321331 A1 UDD (Uhrig
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dynamical decoupling) (238 2390 L4 5 111 & H-AF BIR AW T 2730 FEI J5 Rt 5 =F & I i 1 1 #4
TEREA (186, 1891 25 Rl iy A1 AR Ak 183) L Jikanfri 22 sl (R BRAIG « 7 4 i P 3 5 55 7 T AAAE R AR 7T,
B — R R A 2 WOCHER [225).

JEIE R ENEZE R 22 L5 5 A B FR AR BRI ) — T S, FEAMN B 45 3 i bk v
FIRBCTE, T H B 1R BhAS AR AT e P 3 A v B T LT S B K BEN Ly () — B AN
M IR AE R MR EE RGN T M IR, W2 M — oo WA BRI E S BT | F(w, MLo)| #lA+—
FNEAETE w = 27k /Lo (k € Ny« TRAEKE w 3K IR 1) Dirac 6 BEF1) 5102800 4] 4(c) Hhar el
Lo, HZm T RIS 6 R 8 L wo £ 21/ Lo, M (4.20) SEFREE H T 0TS BREL S(w) TEIEIEMIR
kwo SEFIRAFHAE BN, BIAR T S(kwo) FIZMETTRE. I A BOAS 5] F 8 % bR B0 AN LA, P
ANTTREY R Bt J7 AR 2, S5 R T 3 R e A T S5 S B R SR A T R, BT AT EEA HH G R AR
VPN AL M. BT BT A BGE VR R E) T LR TR, 1207 V5 NFR NI A2 (frequency comb method),
JEWHE P HET B AE Gauss W U781 22 LR 1881 1 22 4 871 S8375 5% AR DGk e SE VR4 K £ w] WS
ik [226].

BEAh, S T AL EE 5 AR S Ak W), B EKER T A1 (discrete prolate spheroidal sequences, X
PR Slepian [F41) #SCHR [177) 51N et M 75 (1) 47 55t AR 3 A0 A v 1R 908 U o ORI B2 s i i T A
P, Bayes HEWTITH SRR [86] FAGEPEH 31 A\ LA 0B FY 42 T3 1053 2 L ARG P 165

== 7
.

4.2.2 Hibik

AN TRTEES - RN () T U e EOHE SR 11 R A A 1 U7 R
TR EVE (relaxometry) 2& T — M EL L (K07 2R M 5 R S 20555, BISS5AEG (weak cou-
pling)) A& Fermi ¥4 € WH L | & LURFAEAS [F] B8 % 1] ) BROE o 2 55 e P 33 R 502E 0 o e 2 2R BRI

y(t) y(t)
1 e Tk
100 ¥ 100 N
-1t -1
y(t)
1
9. s FIBEEIE o kRGN %)
b
(a) VI e B ol
|F (w, T)2 (1079 Hz) |F(w, T)P (1072 Hz)
10 5
8¢ 4
6 3
4 2
2 1t
= ; e : w (10° rads) P : e /\2 w (10° rad/s)
— M — EEE — AR — BEE — SRR
(b) Ik BRI B e 1 TR A1) () BRI M P i R )

4 YRR, IEREH . AR R
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AT A R A0 TE EESGEE, DR H X A et Pt 4 700 2 B ) A ) % o 5 (2131, 3k — 2D 4R ml 2 WSk [69].

55 b E P R A ENE (periodogram) A FH it Tk 75 1 g 4 129,208,270 g AR X R
G IAVE S Ramsey S5 (ZINEL), XTIl E:45 2 045 5 — AN 8] 7 54T Fourier A2 #, Fxf i
B 22 % A th Ze DT S5 R4S e 24l 45 2R

e 75 Bl R R T 2 RERROA B S 3 R, FLBR 7 2 AR BT Faraday Bk (0G5 HL
ARIRMR T R LR E e s, KRR, M)z, HREER T 2 WO [172,216].

BLER % S HORTE T AR IR 5| N M s il 2% SCHR [275] JoR T il R LA 2 2] i T A
fETHITICR 7 RGN BN 5, AR ARG SERE bR, TR [160,258] 7R 1 #HZ M 2% T7E (A5 B HAE
SRI B I AT B8 0 BT IR RE) T8RS R A 5 TR AT DA LU AT AR v A B /D R S B BRI, STk [283] TIN
2% R HFENLZEHENNR (randomized benchmarking) 42 IEHE B 1/ f M=%, 7 NMR 40
I, VR E S 2] AN FH T AR DR T A T e e, an sk ([3,137].

M Z A B, % ok 2 M 7 1) ST R B AE AT 3 52, (BN HE Markov P75 (1 21 1 - A
AR BB R PR TR, SCRR [52] 51 AHEZEEEL (frame theory), 07 | —& — M5 RN 1E, T A0
R GOURGI L FOVE R IR Gy g DU A A R o, RSO [77] Fe L 7 HAEE Gauss Mg
Z 5 T I RCR AR SR (84,149, 159] FIFIALAS = 31 9 TRXT R 5 RS AR Markov 3l /5%t
AT T HESE; W SN M 75 ORI B BN I AL & 1 R G E Markov AL — AN B2, Wi A2 5K & R A it
T 5P EE — P R R A R AR (195 2561 (K I 1) B YRV G 5 AR AR 2 B B

4.2.3 NA5ER%

BTSSR CETLITE S WEA R, (S 181, 5Pk R8sl GNibe 10, 57 171 Fl
NV 0 19:205] 25 BP0 s i il ph o 51 AT DL DL — 52 0 B T 3R e 1 32 4 30y ) 2 Ak 4 SR 1118, 2191,
25 R ML TR N FH A AR BT Ak T R it 2 O Ak s s Bk o, 43 2R G 0 AH T e 1) 4 R AT R K DAAE K
= E B, B M MR ST T 5200, G0 SCHR 43,205,251 855856 BT, X Rk (1) %1 ) ik
R REA Bh T Uak D A B4 25 I & o ) S T s (20,1380 S Ak ade T DAAR B 43 IR A SRR (AT TT REVE
TE A BE 1 8 A e )3 T 20 i ) 19,98, 1702740 DL Sy B FE Al 87 FH 1 H e LA R e, 7T DASE R
2RO | 1R RS RN AL AT 55, Gn7E NMR A0k [ o7 i (1482221

RIRE, BT EE H AT E R R B BRSNS Z 3 AIIE Gauss 550 57 4 I e 75 R B35 1T
T, (H R Z B B A SN 75 I () SE R AT IR A SEIL. M TR I A, HLAs 2 ST 7R M e i
flvh o B R AR I e MR A, AR AR 5 BER R . TR 2T 75 1% 2 R i — > A 7 1) B
THUMEHRET RARFHEEE, G 1R 2 TIESERITE.

5 LHLFIRE

AL TEEND T B TRGHRESHMETX T TR TEE. B 720 BRI E 71
PG 4 AT UL %07 1A N ISR T HAR IR, BT AN 0 B A R LR T R AE
FEARSTIMUAVEAH/T 41, 4n9E Hermite 22400 Hfili vl (16,17, 161,278, 292) 5 S5 ] (¥ -4 N H R 4
(quantum input-output systems) PIHHR S ZH b [179] | ETHENE FEEMETEN [266] %, B
U A i B IR
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HEHATHT 228 MR E BN PR RS SF SRR R, &1 R AR S WA KRR
iR R R TS, T PR ) T A ) A AR DG T TR N R . IR, BRI — AN Ho ik
AFAE IR 1) R RN D v B 2% 2 ), X AR IO RO R I B 1 R G4 BEHEAE BT (BT HA)
AT R RUE G, T H R AN BRI BT RG (W) BT PG m 5 Bas Bkt A
MARGHHRE SHUA T R E KA 5RERG. &G, Mlas= 1 iR N TR BT IEAE GEAE, ©
S HA R BRI & U R R 2 AR A & 7 REHHR S S H bR AN 584
W7, R T 7). fez, DL RIS S R AR & T REHHR S SHUG T EE R R M.

M — AR, JHRS TR RAR N TIRANR, TRRSE, IRZHEE T HE N T H
IR RS B, BT REPHR S SEETHRRARI &R BRI R RA W 2, JT ik R
BT a2 SRR B = R RE IS K, S T BV 2 BT SR AT RE S T YRS AN W g R 2 BT AR
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Quantum system identification and parameter estimation

Yuanlong Wang, Shuixin Xiao, Qi Yu & Daoyi Dong

Abstract The rapid development of quantum information poses demands for robust and high-precision control
of quantum systems, while quantum system identification and parameter estimation are fundamentally important
for quantum control. In this paper, we provide a survey on the direction of quantum system identification and
parameter estimation, with emphasis on the four branches including quantum metrology, quantum tomography,
quantum filtering, and quantum noise spectroscopy. The problem formulation, analysis tools, solutions, and
various applications are introduced.

Keywords quantum systems, quantum metrology, quantum tomography, quantum filtering, quantum noise
spectroscopy
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