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ABSTRACT. We investigate quantum systems perturbed by noise in the form of repeated
interactions between the system and the environment. As the number of interactions
(aka time steps) tends to infinity, we show, following the works by Pellegrini [@] that
this system converges to the solution of a Volterra stochastic differential equation. This
development sets interesting future research paths at the intersection of quantum algo-

rithms, stochastic differential equations, weak convergence and large deviations.
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2 STOCHASTIC LIMITS OF QUANTUM REPEATED MEASUREMENTS

1. INTRODUCTION

The stochastic modelling of open quantum systems under continuous measurement has
led to the development of a rich mathematical framework involving stochastic differen-
tial equations. Among these, the so-called Belavkin equations also known as stochastic
Schrodinger equations [[I, 15, 16] describe the random evolution of the quantum state of an
open system undergoing continuous measurement. These equations capture the intrinsic
randomness induced by quantum measurement and give rise to what are called quantum
trajectories. An intuitive way to obtain such equations is through the repeated interaction
model in which the environment is modelled as a sequence of identical quantum systems,
each of which interacts successively with the system under consideration. After each in-
teraction, a measurement is performed on the corresponding environmental unit, and the
outcome influences the state of the small system. This setup leads to a discrete stochas-
tic evolution of the system’s state. Under suitable scaling assumptions, one can rigorously
prove that this discrete-time model converges, in the limit of infinitesimal interaction times,
to a continuous stochastic equation of Belavkin type. This convergence relies on techniques
from stochastic analysis—such as weak convergence of stochastic integrals—and functional
analysis [12, [L8, [7].

Open quantum systems, as quantum systems perturbed by external noise, are of fun-
damental importance in the current context of NISQ (Noisy Intermediate State Quantum
Computing) environment, where quantum hardware suffer from noise in the form of partial
decoherence of qubits and imperfect quantum gates. Understanding this noise is of funda-
mental importance. However, discrete formulations of quantum systems, akin to discrete
stochastic systems, are difficult to grasp, and we hope that an accurate formulation of their
continuous limit will help in understand their properties.

We develop here extensions of this standard repeated interaction model in several direc-
tions, accounting for more general — and seemingly more realistic — versions of noise. We
first consider discrete dynamics in which the interaction between system and environment
alternates between two distinct interaction operators, derive the corresponding continuous
limits equations and analyse how a perturbation in the interaction operator affects the re-
sulting quantum trajectories. We then study memory effects in quantum dynamics (where
the evolution depends not only on the current state of the system, but also on its past
states) and show that the continuous limit turns out to be a stochastic Volterra equation.

The paper is organised as follows: Section E recalls the discrete repeated interaction model
and its convergence to a continuous-time stochastic differential equation. It also serves as
a reminder of the essential tools of quantum computing calculus and sets the notations for
the rest of the analysis. We develop our first extension in Section E, modifying the unitary
coupling at every time step and perturbing it using the machinery of quantum channels, and
prove the continuous-time limit of this extension. We further show that the perturbation

can be analysis through the lens of large deviations techniques, providing precise estimates,
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useful to control the error estimates. Finally, in Section H, we introduce a version with

memory and prove its convergence to a stochastic Volterra equation.

2. BACKGROUND ON CONVERGENCE OF DISCRETE QUANTUM TRAJECTORIES

We first provide a self-contained overview of classical convergence results of discrete
quantum trajectories to continuous-time stochastic models and introduce the main notations
and tools for the subsequent analysis. We shall consider the discrete repeated interaction
model, where a quantum system interacts sequentially with an infinite chain of identical
environment units. After each interaction, a measurement is performed on the environment,
resulting in a discrete-time stochastic evolution of the system’s state. We then recall the
diffusive Belavkin stochastic differential equation describing the evolution of a quantum
system under continuous indirect measurement, and discuss the convergence of the discrete
model towards its continuous version. This setup is based on and borrowed from [[16] and

related papers [, 9].

2.1. Notations and setup. Given a (complex) Hilbert space H, a quantum state is repre-
sented via its density operator, namely a positive semi-definite Hermitian matrix with unit
trace acting on H, and we shall write S(H) the set of all such states. Quantum measurements
are performed via observables, that is self-adjoint operators on H whose (real) eigenvalues
correspond to the outcomes of the measurement. We refer the reader to [14, Chapter 2] for

general terminology and background on this formalism for quantum computing.

2.2. The quantum repeated measurement model. We consider a quantum system
with Hilbert space Hg interacting sequentially with an infinite chain of identical and inde-
pendent quantum systems modelling the environment. Each element k of the environment
is described by a Hilbert space Hj, = H and the full space is H = Ho ® ®k21 Hi. Each

interaction lasts for a time length 7 > 0 and is governed by the total Hamiltonian
Hiot =Ho ® I + I ®@H + Hing,

acting on Ho®H, leading to the unitary evolution operator U = e~i™wot The k-th interaction
is implemented by the unitary operator U, acting as U on the bipartite system Ho ® Hp
and as the identity elsewhere. After each interaction, a measurement is performed on Hj
via a fixed observable A with spectral decomposition A = Z?:l A;P;, where {P;};—1 . are
orthogonal projectors. The probability of observing the eigenvalue A; for the quantum state
o € S(H) is Tr[oP%] by Born’s rule and the post-measurement state becomes o; = %ﬁfz],
where we denote P;? the operator on H which acts as P; on Hj, and as the identity on H; fjor
i # k. We initialise the system as o = p® @);5, 3, with p € S(Ho) and 8 € S(H). After k
interactions, the state then becomes o, = VkO'VL, where we define recursively V41 = Ug1 Vg,
for k > 0, starting from Vo = I.

Measurement outcomes are modelled by a sequence w = (wy,)g>1 € QY = {1,..., m}V
and the cylinder o-algebra generated by A;,, ;. = {w € O | w1 = d1,...,wk = ik}

Because U; commutes with P¥ for each k < 7, the (non-normalised) post-measurement state
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after outcomes (i1,...,4) reads o(iy,..., i) = (Pfk .. .P}l) Ok (P}1 .. .Pﬁc)7 with associated
probability P[A;, . i.] = Tr[c(iy, . .. ,ix)], which defines a probability measure on Q. The
resulting discrete quantum trajectory is the normalised sequence

o g(wl,...,wk)
op(w) = Tr[o (w1, ... wi)]

The following proposition summarises the key results from [[L6, Proposition 2.1, Theorem 2.2,

Theorem 2.3] and characterises this sequence:

Theorem 2.1. The trajectory (ok)k>0 is an H-valued Markov chain and satisfies

PkJrl Uk‘ op(w UT Pk)+1
opt1(w) = o B ) uanabliz

, forallkZO,wEQN*.
(o (W)U, PET L Uk 1]

Conditionally on {o, = 0}, P [O'k_H = 9?«+1 | o = Gk] =Tr [Uk+1(9k ® ﬁ)ULHPfH} where

i LAY (e B)ULHP?H
kil =
Tr[Up41(0k ® B)ULHP?H]

} , for all k > 0.
1 m

The evolution of the couple (system, environment) is unitary, as required by the axioms
of quantum mechanics. However, we are ultimately interested by the evolution of the system

itself, which can be seen through partial trace operations:

Definition 2.2 (Partial trace). Given two Hilbert spaces H1 and Hy and p € S(H1 ® Ha),
the unique state p; € S(H1) such that Try, [Dp1] = Tra, o, [(D ® Iz, )p] for all bounded

operators D on H; is called the partial trace of p with respect to Hs.

Probabilistically, the partial trace corresponds to a conditional expectation and we write Eq[']
as the partial trace over H, with respect to &), -, Hi of any state on H. For w e OV the

discrete quantum trajectory defined by
(2.1) pr(w) = Eglog(w)], for k > 0,

on Hy represents the conditional evolution of the quantum system given the outcomes of
the repeated indirect measurements.

We shall from now on consider Ho = Hy, = C? for all k > 1 (and therefore set m = 2)
and denote {eg,e1} an orthonormal basis of C2. We choose 8 = eoeg and use the basis
{ea ®ep,e1 ®ep,eqRer,e1 e} for Ho ® H. Typically in Quantum Computing eg = |0) =
(1,0)T and e; = |1) = (0,1) T denote the standard basis elements of C? in Dirac’s notations

and therefore 8 = |0) (0]. In this basis, the unitary operator U acting on Ho ® H can be

U= Uoo  Uo1 ’
Uio Unn
i

where each U;; is a 2 x 2 matrix. The choice 8 = ege;, ensures that only the blocks Uy

written in block matrix form

and Up; influence the evolution of the discrete trajectory (pr)r>o0, and indeed we have

1 1
(2.2) U @ BT = 3 UioprUly @ esel = > Uioprtly @ 1i) (il
i,j=0 1,7=0
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Thanks to Theorem EI, we define the two possible non-normalised states as
(2.3) Pl = Eo [(I ®P;)U(pr @ B)UT (T ® Pj)} . forj=0,1.

The former appears with probability px4+1 = Tr[p(,i] and the latter with probability g1 =
Tr[pt] = 1 — pr41. For any k > 1, introduce the random variable
0, with probability pg,
Vy =
1, with probability q.
Using this notation and provided that both probabilities are not equal to zero, the discrete

quantum trajectory is described by

o) Pi [Qrkt1 [Pr+1
(24)  pro1 = ——(1 = vy1) + ——vkq1 = pp + ph — ( pr— Pi) Xkt1,
Pk+1 gk+1 Pk+1 dk+1

where we introduced the random variable
U — g
= Vo
with associated filtration F, := o(X;, i < k) on {0, 1}, so that (X},)x>1 forms a sequence
satisfying E[Xy11 | Fi] = 0 and E[X? | | Fi] =1 for all k > 0.

(2.5) X : for any k > 1,

Remark 2.3. In the case where py+1 = 0, then vi; = 1 almost surely and (@) needs to
be amended as pi+1 = p,lC almost surely. If pr11 = 1, then v 1 = 0 and X1 = almost
surely and hence pii1 = p{ almost surely. We will discard these (trivial) limiting cases in

the rest of the analysis.

2.3. Belavkin equations. We now consider a two-level system in Hy = C? interacting with
an environment, whose global evolution is governed by a unitary process (U;)¢>o solving a
quantum stochastic differential equation. Without measurement, the reduced evolution of
the system is described by a semigroup with Lindblad generator L, satisfying the Master
equation (also called Gorini-Kossakowski-Sudarshan-Lindblad equation) [14, Chapter 8.4.1]:

d . 1
(2.6) % = L(pe) = —ilHo, pe] = 5{CCT, pi} + CpiCT,

starting from py € S(Hp) with Hy the system Hamiltonian and C a given operator on H.
Recall that [, -] denotes the Lie bracket (matrix commutator) [A4, B] := AB — BA and {-, -}
the anticommutator {4, B} := AB + BA. We consider a noisy version of (@) called the

diffusive Belavkin equation [2] that accounts for continuous monitoring:
(2.7) dpt = L(p)dt + (PtcT + Cpr — Tr[pe(C + CT)}Pt)th, po € S(Ho),

for some Brownian motion W supported on a filtered probability space (2, F, {F: }i>0,P).

Remark 2.4. A jump-version of the Belavkin equation, the Poisson Belavkin equation, also

exists, to model jump-type measurements, and reads [[15]

Cp.CT ~
pe ] —pt) (dNt —Tr[CptCT]dt>,

= L —
dpy = L(py)dt + <Tr[C,otCT

where N is a counting process. We shall not use it here though.
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Existence and well-posedness of (@) is guaranteed by the following [16, Theorem 3.2]:
Theorem 2.5. The SDE (@) admits a unique strong solution in S(Hy).

2.4. Convergence of the discrete model to the solution of the Belavkin equation.

We now discretise the interval [0, 1] into n sub-intervals of size 2, so that the unitary U = U(n)

U(n) = (Uoo(n) U01(n)>
Ulo(n) U11(’I’L) ’

where each U;;(n) acts on the system Hilbert space Ho. The following links the asymptotic

reads, in block form,

expansions of the blocks U;;(n) with the corresponding generator of the unitary U(n):

Proposition 2.6. Assume that, for i,j = 0,1, as n tends to infinity,
oy =y©@ 4 Lo 1@ 1
Then there exists a Hermitian matriz H(n) such that U(n) = exp {1H(n)} with H(n) =

nD + /nE+ F 4 0o(1), as n tends to infinity, for some matrices D, E, F.

Proof. Consider the ansatz U(n) = U©) + ﬁU(l) + 2U® 4 0(L). Since U(n) is unitary,

identifying the terms of order 1 shows that U(®) is also unitary. Assume that H(n) =
nD + /nE + F + o(1) for some matrices D, E, F. By Lemma @ (with ¢ defined therein),

i . i i 1 1
—H(n)y =e® |1+ —¢ip(E) + — ( din(F) — =¢)(E -).
exp{ L)} = |1+ o) + - () - 3o3(E) ) | 40 (5
Hence U = P UM = ie'P¢;p(E) and U = ¢lP (ic/)iD(F) -3 I(?(E)) Since U is
unitary, it admits the spectral decomposition U(®) = VDiag(el ... el%) V! with V unitary,
and D is Hermitian. We choose 6; so that if k < [ exists with 8, — 6, € 2nZ\ {0}, 6; is reset
to 0. and hence ¢;p is invertible via Lemma @ Then

E = —ig;} (U(O)TU(l)) and  F=—ip;} {Um)m(z) I %aﬁi%) (%1 (U(O)TU(1)>)] ’
and the proposition follows. O
Returning to the quantum trajectory (pg(n))r, we consider the asymptotic expansions

(2.8) Ugo(n) =1 — % (iHo + c<2:T> +0 <71L) and  Up(n) = % +o (i) :

as n tends to infinity. Note that only Uyp and Ujg need to be approximated by (@), since
the dynamics of (pg) depend only on them. From now on, we write py for px(n) when n is

fixed. The following assumption will be key throughout the whole paper:
Assumption 2.7. The observable A = A\gPg + A;P; is non-diagonal in the basis {eg, e }.

By non-diagonal, we mean that at least one spectral projector of A (either Py or Py) is
not diagonal in the basis {eg, e1}, equivalently {eg,e1} is not an eigenbasis of A. This is

also equivalent to (e;,Pje;) ¢ {i,1} for all ¢,j. Here, since there are only two projectors,
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assuming for either is equivalent to assuming for all. Later, in higher dimensions, for all
will be the correct assumption.

If both P; are not diagonal in the basis (eg, e1), since their eigenvalues are 0 and 1, this
implies that (eg,Pjeq) ¢ {0,1} for all j. Conversely, let us assume that (eg,Pjeq) ¢ {0,1}.
Note that Tr[P;] = 1 because the P; are not equal to 0 or I and the dimension of H is 2. Then
(e1,Pje1) ¢ {0,1}. Hence the P;s are not diagonal in the basis. The following proposition,
proved in Appendix @, provides a small-step expansion for the evolution of (pg).

Proposition 2.8. Under Assumption @, the sequence (@) satisfies

1 KXi+1 1
Pkt1 — Pk = ﬁL(Pk) + (C'ypk + prCl = Tr [pr(Cy + CD)] pr + 0(1)) NG +o <n> ;
where C, = vC with v € C\ {0} depending on A and on the basis {eg,e1}, and

. 1
L(px) := CprC" —i[Ho, pi] — 5{C0T7Pk}'

Remark 2.9. The precise value of « is of no particular importance for the rest (as long as

it is non zero), and we shall hence take v = 1.

1 0 0 0
Lemma 2.10. If A= )g <0 0) + A\ <0 1> is diagonal, then

1 CprCt 1
Pk+1 — Pk = *L(Pk) bt o(1)| VPer1qkr1Xp41+o0| = ).
Tr[CpxCT]
Proof. With (R.4), note that the only term for which the proof of Proposition @ must be

adapted is —, /;’;i 0+ Z:ﬂ pi. By factoring by \/Pr11dx+1, let us calculate fpfil + q:L
With the proof of Proposition @, recall that

i 1 1 1 1
P = pr. — —[Ho, pr] — 5—{CCT, p} + 0 () and  pp = *CPkCT +o ( >
n 2n n n

Then pgi1 =1 — %Tr[CkaT] +o0 (%) and qpr1 = 1 — ppy1 = Tr[CprCT] + 0( ) hence

Ju P
Lk — pp+0(1) and £ =cpicl +0(1),
Pr+1 dk+1
and the proposition follows. O

In the non-diagonal case in Proposition @, two types of convergence were established
in [[16]: in expectation [[L6, Theorem 4.1] and in distribution [16, Theorem 4.4]. The following
two theorems summarise the results of the previous subsections. Note that the convergence
in distribution is also established if A is diagonal (as in Lemma ) in [15, Theorem 4].

Theorem 2.11. Under Assumption @ the map t — E[p|,.)(n)] converges in L>([0,1])

th —

as n tends to infinity to the unique solution to (vt), starting from vy = pg.

Recall [3, Chapter 3] that the Skorokhod space D(]0, 1], R?) is the set of R%-valued cadlag
processes and is particularly suited for quantum trajectories as their evolution typically

features small jumps induced by discrete measurement events. For f,g € D([0, 1], R9), let

t—F(t)| <
o(f,g) :=inf {5>O: SUPoci< | Wl <e, for sorneFEA}7
supg<;<1|[f(t) — g(F(t)] <e,
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where A is the space of continuous and increasing functions from [0, 1] to [0, 1]. A sequence
(n)nen € C([0,1], RN is said to converge to = € C([0, 1], R?) in (D(]0, 1], R?),d) if and only
if it converges to x in (C([0,1],R%), || - | «). We denote X,, = X for the weak convergence
of a sequence (X,,), either in D([0,1],R?) or in C([0,1],R%), and by X, (t) = X(t) the
convergence in law at some fixed time ¢ € [0, 1]. Obviously weak convergence in D(]0, 1], R%)

implies convergence in law in R? for all ¢ € [0, 1].

Theorem 2.12. Under Assumption @, for po € S(Ho), the discrete quantum trajectory
(PLn-](n))n converges in distribution to the solution to (@) as n to infinity.

3. PERTURBING THE UNITARY COUPLING

Until now, we have studied the behaviour of a sequence of quantum trajectories arising
from repeated interactions with an environment (governed by a fixed unitary operator U)
and measurements associated with a fixed observable A. This model yields convergence, in a
suitable scaling regime, towards a solution of the diffusive Belavkin equation (@) We now
aim to understand how changes in the interaction mechanism (specifically in the choice of
unitary operators) affect the limiting stochastic evolution of the system. We first consider a
modified model in which the k-th interaction is not governed by the same unitary for all k,
but alternates between two unitaries Ut and U~ depending on the parity of k. We analyse
how this periodic structure in the dynamics influences the resulting continuous-time limit.
We then turn to a stability question, comparing the limiting trajectories associated with two
sequences of repeated interactions governed by the same observable A, but with two slightly
different interaction unitaries. One of them represents an ideal unitary evolution, while the
other corresponds to a perturbed version. Our goal is to quantify the deviation between
the two limiting dynamics and to assess the sensitivity of the model to imperfections in
the unitary coupling, as is the case in current NISQ (Noisy Intermediate State Quantum

Computing) hardware.

3.1. Alternating unitary operators. We again consider Hq = H = C2, a Hamiltonian H
on Hy and an observable A on H satisfying Assumption @ The initial state o lives in S(H)
and we consider the random sequences (ok)ken and (0k)ren as in Section @, but where

the unitary operator now alternates according to the parity of k:

Ut, if kis even,

, if k is odd,

U =
U

for two fixed unitaries U™, UT. The following theorem is the main result of this alternating-

operator mechanism and echoes Theorem @

Theorem 3.1. For all k > 0, conditionally on {7 = 0}, the probability of observing the
eigenvalue \; at step k41 is

Ploy1 = 0; | 64 = 0] = Tr [(1 ® PEIYUL (61 ® B)UL (I ® p§+1)] ,
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where the post-measurement state is given by
5 PET U1 (0r ® 5)U£+1P§+1
J )
Tr [P§+1Uk+1(9k ® /B)ULHP;?“}

foreach j=1,... m.

Define now the sequence (pg)r := (Eo[ok])k, similarly to (EI) as well as the states p°, p!
as in (@), using U and U™ respectively as well as the probabilities pgi1, qri1 and the
normalised random variable X1 as in (@), adapted to the present sequence (Ug). It is
straightforward to see that the discrete dynamics (@) still hold, namely

qk+1 DPk+1
prrs = o+ ol — <\/ [ ) X forall k=0,
Pk+1 qk+1

Given two operators CT,C~ on Hg, define the sequence (Ug(n))r by Usx(n) = UT(n) and
Usps1(n) = U™ (n) where UT(n) = Z;j:o Uf;(n) ® eie; are unitary operators on #H, and
assume as in (@) that, as n tends to infinity,

1 1 1 1 1
U (n) =1 — = (iH + sCc*(c*)T — d  Uj(n) = —=c* —.
S0 =11 (w04 5050 ) o (1) and )= =ot o
We write LT and L™ the two Lindblad generators linked to C* and C~ and (pg(n))x the
random sequence of states on H, constructed by repeated quantum interactions (with Ut (n)

and U~ (n)) and measurements. Under Assumption @, Proposition @ is then updated as

O~ (p2x) +o(1) L 1
.1 — = X —L -
(3.1a) P2k+1 — P2k NG 2k+1 + - (p2r) +o =)
ot +o(1 1 1
(3.1b) P2k+2 — P2k+1 = (pzkj}) ( )X2k+2 + *L+(P2k+1) +o0 () )
n n n

for all k > 0, where ©%(p) := C*p+ p(C*)T — Tr [p(C* + (¢E)T)] p.

Remark 3.2. Similarly to Proposition @, a parameter v (depending on A and {eg,e1})
has emerged in and B.1H, and we normalise it to 1 as in Remark @

converges in

Theorem 3.3. Under Assumption @, the sequence (t — E[p|) (n)])n>l

L*>([0,1]) as n tends to infinity to the unique solution of the ODE

déy _ L¥(d) + L7 (41)
dat 2 ’

Proof. Fix k > 1. Taking expectation in () and ()7 writing p;, := E[px] and using
the fact that the process (X}) is centered conditionally to Fj, we obtain

starting from ¢o = po € S(Ho).

_ 1 1 _ _ 1, 1
Pok41 — Par = EL (Pax) +o0 o and Pok+2 — Pokt1 = EL (Pag11) + o o)

Since LT and L~ are linear and continuous, then
— - Lo +(— +(= — 1
Pok+y2 = Poi + o (U (Pak) + L7 (Pay) + L7 (Popgr — ka)) +o R

= Pop, T %<L+(ﬁ2k) + L_(ﬁ%)) +o (Tll) -
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We note ¢ the solution of the ODE with the initial condition ¢y = pg. Then

_ Lis - 1
¢%—¢%+n(L (¢2x) +1L (¢>27§))+0(n>,

which leaves us with
_ 1 _ o 1
Pojto = Pare2 = (sz - ¢%) + (L+(P2k — G2 ) + L7 (Pay, — ¢%)) t+o (n) -

Let K € R such that for all p € S(Ho), [[LT(p)[|+IIL™(p)|| < K|pl|. Let vg := [|pay, — dzx [|;
then v < (14 £)vp + 22 where (ay,) converges to zero. Gronwall’s lemma [6] then implies
that v, < %2(1 4+ £)* for all k. Choosing k = | %], since (1 + £)* converges to e’s", the
supremum v|,¢| can be controlled and converges to zero, proving the theorem. O

Using () and () and denoting ¢ (n) := pax(n), we obtain

B (n) = 6u(m) + % (17 () + 1 (o)) 0 (1)

+ %{(@+ (pr(n)) + 0(1))sz+1 + (@* (or(n)) + 0(1))X2k+2}~

In particular, setting k = | %], we have

Pze)(n) = po+

_ 1S _ 5]
Wn (t) = = X2k+27 Vn(t) - ’
no n
1 [%]-1
WiH(t) = NG Xok+1, Gn(t) = by ne|(n),
k=0

+ [ O Gl + [ O (a5 ),
=)+ [ (L) + L0 Vs) + [ 0(6,(57)) - i)

with &, defined in an obvious way, ©(p) := (0% (p), 0~ (p)) and W, (t) := (W (t), W ().
The function ¢, is cadlag and the integrals involving ¢, (s~) are well defined as Riemann—

Stieltjes integrals. The following are required to prove the convergence of (W,,).

Definition 3.4. Let B € SJ(R). We call M a (0, B)-Brownian motion if M = BW for
some standard Brownian motion W in R? with B € S;(R) such that B2 = B.
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Theorem 3.5 (Theorem 2.1 in [18]). For n € N*, let M,, = (My,1,...,My.4)" be a local
martingale in D([0,1],R?) starting from 0 for each n, and B € S (R). If

lim E | sup ||M,(t) — Mp(t7)|1| =0
ntoo 0<t<1

and [My,. i, My, ;]¢ = tBi; for alli,j € {1,...,d}, t € [0,1], then (M,) = M in D([0, 1], R?).
We can now state the desired convergence, using the filtration 77" := o(X;li < 2| 2¢]).

Proposition 3.6. The sequence (W,,), converges in distribution to %W where W is a

two-dimensional Brownian motion.

The following simple result will be needed in the proof of the proposition:
Lemma 3.7. Under Assumption @, supyen- E[X}] ds finite.
Proof. Let k € N and Fy, := o(X;|l < k). With (A.1)),

2 2 2 2
Pry1 | 9e+1 _ Poo |, Y00 1
E[X i) = htL —++0< )
Xig1lFi Qk+1  Pk+1 qoo  Poo Vn

where the O <ﬁ) term is uniform in k. O

Proof of Proposition @ We first check that (W) and (W,;) are (F™)-martingales. Recall
that for all k € N, with i, = o(X;|i < k), E[Xp41]Fi] = 0 and E[X?,,|F,] = 1. Therefore,

E W ()| Fe] =W (s) + Z E [Xog1|F] = W, (s), forall 0 < s <t,
k=[%]

w‘g

t

and E [W;(t)2] = L2

n

< L. Regarding the second condition of Theorem @,

i
3
541 .

X22k:+1 and [W7?’ W’r:}t = E X22k+2’

k=0 k=0

i

n

Wvﬂt =

SRS

for any t € [0, 1], so that

B [([W:,Wmt - Lnj)]

131 151 .
S . | %]
n2 "’

- B[ -]+ Y B[ -) (B -1)] p<C

2
n
k=0 i,j=0,i#j

where C' := sup,,cy E[(XZ —1)?] is well defined by Lemma @ Thus ([W7, WZ]:), converges

in L? (hence in distribution) to £ for z € {—,+}. Now, W5, W], = %Z,EEOJA Xok+1Xok+2,
which implies that
L[l L% -1
lim E [[W,}, W, 7] = hTm = E [X3 i1 X5 + Z E[Xoi11X2i12X2j11X2j42]
nhee e k=0 1.§=0,i
nt
= lim L 2 J =0,
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since E[X9;j42|F2j4+1] = 0 for all j. Regarding the first condition in Theorem @, the only
possible jumps in W, are the terms §W,, ;. := ﬁ(X2k+17X2k-+2)T7 so that

E [ sup ||[W(t) — Wn(t_)Hl} =E

0<t<1

sup |0W,,, 1] .
0<k<[2]-1

Now, by convexity and with Lemma @,

4
1
E( sup ||5Wn,k||1> = —E

2
0<k<[Z]-1 n

4
sup <|X2k+1| + |X2k+2|) ‘|
0<k<|2]—-1

8
< 5E sup <|sz+1|4 + |X2k+2|4)]
n 0<k<|%]-1
16[5)
< 22 sup E[X}].
n?  pen- [ k]
Therefore liTrn E[supg<i<1||Wn(t) — Wy (t7)|l1] = 0 and the proposition follows. O
n|Too - -

Before stating the final theorem of this section, we show that the expected limiting process

of our sequence of states is well defined.

Lemma 3.8. Let W a two-dimensional Brownian motion. The SDE

1 t
(32) pt:p0+§/ (L+(ps)+L ( d5+7/ 6 ps dW ) fO’/‘tG [0,1],
0
with po € S(Ho), admits a unique strong solution in S(Ho).

Proof. LT and L™ are linear continuous maps on S(Hg), ©F and ©~ are quadratic contin-

uous. But for all p € S(Hy), using that ||p|| < 1, we obtain
1ot (o)l < lloll (ISt + 1)) + |Tx [p(c™ + (cT)N]| < K1+ [lol),

where K is a positive constant that depends of CT. Hence, all four functions satisfy at most
linear growth on S(Hy). We already know LT and L~ are Lipschitz, and ©F and ©~ are
locally Lipschitz (since they are in C*°). By compactness of S(Hg), the four functions are
Lipschitz and the lemma follows from [L9, Theorem 5.2.1]. O

Theorem 3.9. Under Assumption @, (p2)n-1(n))n converges in distribution to (@)

The proof relies on the following, which ensures that convergence of the integrands leads

to convergence of the solutions of the corresponding SDEs.

Proposition 3.10 (Proposition 1 in [12]). Let f : R? — Mg 4 (R) be bounded and con-
tinuous, (U,,Yy) be an (F™)-adapted process in D([0,1],R¢ x RY) and (Y;) a good se-
quence of semimartmgales with (U,,Y,) = (U,Y). If for each n, X,, is the solution to
Xn(t) = )+ fo ))dY, (s ), then the sequence (X,,,Yy) is tight and any limit
point X satzsﬁes X(t) )+ fo —)dY (s).
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This proposition requires the notion of a good sequence [13, Proposition 1.5]: Let (Y;,),, be
a sequence of semimartingales with values in D([0, 1], R¢) with decomposition Y,, = M,, + 4,
with M, a local martingale and A,, a finite-variation process. The sequence (Y},), is called
good if for each v > 1, there exist stopping times {75}, with P(7% > a) < é such that
(3.3) supE[[Mn,i, M ilinre + Ti(Ani)| is finite for all ¢ € {1,...,d}, forallt >0,
neN

where T3 (A, ;) is the total variation of A, ; up to time ¢. We can now prove Theorem @

Proof of Theorem @ The process Yy, := (V,,, WF, W) T isa (F")-semimartingale since V,,
is of finite variation and W,", W, are two (F™)-martingales. With Proposition @, (en +
po; Yn) = (po,Y) where Y (t) = (£, %Bo(t), %Be(t))T and (B°, B®)" is a two-dimensional
Brownian motion. The map f(p) := (LT (p) + L™ (p),0"(p),0 (p)) is continuous and
bounded on S(Hp). The proof thus follows from Proposition by checking the goodness
condition (@) For all a > 1, let (75), = (15%)y, so that t A7 = t. With Proposition @,
a decomposition of the semimartingale Y,, is Y,, = M,, + A,, where M, = (0,W,;, W, )T
and A, = (V,,,0,0)T. We also proved with Proposition @ that ([W2,Wi];) converges in
LY(R) for all i € {+, —}. Hence sup,,cy E[[M, i, My, ;]inre] is finite for all i € {1,2,3}. Also,
the only jumps in A, are the terms Z(1,0,0) and occur [%
Ty (An) = (Ty(Anyi))icq1,2,3) = (ij 0 0), and therefore sup,,cy E[T;(4,,)] < & for all
i € {1,2,3}. Then, with Proposition , (pQL%J(n))n converges in distribution to the
unique strong solution p to (@) Since S(Hyp) is closed, so it D([0, 1], S(Ho)) and clearly
(P2 nt (n))i>0 € D([0,1], S(Ho)) for all n € N, so that (pi)e>0 € D([0, 1], S(Ho)). O

| times up to time t. Then

3.2. Robustness under unitary perturbation. We now investigate how the discrepancy
between two unitary operators—one exact, the other perturbed—impacts the evolution of
quantum trajectories. Specifically, we analyse the difference between the solutions of the
stochastic differential equations arising from two repeated interaction and measurement
models, each associated with one of the respective unitaries. From a practical standpoint,
this approach is well motivated: in quantum information processing, the application of an
ideal unitary U on a system is affected (especially in current NISQ hardware technology) by
imperfections, so that the implemented operation is in fact a noisy channel close-but not
equal-to the noiseless unitary channel p — UpUT. We assume that Hy = C? and H = C8,
take ey € C* be a unitary vector and set 8 = eoeg. We complete ey into an orthonormal
basis {eg, ..., e3} and let A be an observable on C*.

In quantum computing, the notion of noise is usually introduced via quantum chan-
nels, which are convex, linear, completely positive and trace preserving operators on the
space S(Ho) of density operators on Ho. We refer the reader to [14, Section 8.2] for full
details, but recall in particular the following result by Kraus [[L1], based on the Choi decom-
position [4]:

Theorem 3.11. Any quantum operation £ on a system of Hilbert space H of dimension d
has the form E(p) = ;;é KipKZ, where (K;)i=o,...r—1 5 a collection of (Kraus) operators
on H such that Z::_Ol KIKi =TI andl<r<d?is called the Kraus rank.



14 STOCHASTIC LIMITS OF QUANTUM REPEATED MEASUREMENTS

Example 3.12 (Noise models). The following are standard noise models [14, Section 8.3]

(where X,Y,Z are the usual Pauli gates) with p € [0, 1]:
(a) Bit flip channel: r =1, Ko = /pI, K1 = /1 —pX, so that £(p) = pp+ (1 —p)I;
(b) Phase flip channel: r =1, Ko = /P, K1 = /T — pZ, so that £(p) = pp + (1 — p)ZpZT;
(c) Bit-phase flip channel: 7 = 1,Ko = \/pI,Ki = /T = pY, so that £(p) = pp+(1—p)¥p¥T;
(d) Completely depolarising channel: 1 = 4, Ko = /1 — i%p I, K = @x, Ko = gY, K3 =
Y27, 50 that £(p) = (1 — p)p + 21.

We therefore consider from now on a noise model of the form

(3.4) E(p) =(p) = (L—¢g)p+eQp),  for peS(Ho),

for € € [0, 1], where Q is a given quantum channel, and hence so is Q°. We wish to find
a unitary operator U°(n) on Ho ® H such that the sequence (p%(n)) (resulting from the
repeated interactions and measurements with U%(n) and A) verifies

lim sup HE [pimj (n)] — ¢F

ntoo 0<t<1

t
=0, with ¢f = po —|—/ 0% (¢s)ds, for t € [0,1].
0

3
Lemma 3.13. Let U°(n) = Z U;; ® eie; be such that
i,j=0

1—
Ugo = (1 + 6) Ko and Ujo = iKi, fOT?: S {1,2,3},
2n V n

for some operators (K;)i=o,... 3 with Ko = I and the others U;; of any form as long as U%(n)

is unitary. Then, for any p € S(Ho),

Eo [U%(n)(p ® B)UE(n)w =p+ %Qa(p) +o (;) , asn tends to infinity,

where Q° has the form (@) with Q(p) = Z?:l K;pK! .

Remark 3.14. We have not assumed that (K;);=o,... 3 are Kraus operators, though of course

the Kraus decomposition clearly offers such a choice.

Proof. For any p € S(Ho), U¢(n)(p @ B)Us(n)! = Zij:o UiopU}O ® eie} and therefore
( 1 )
+ol|— |-
n

For i € {0,...,3} and p € S(Ho), define q,(;)_l =Tr [p;f(n)] and pgll = 1—q,(;_|)rl, where

3
(I—¢e)p+ €ZK¢PKI

=1

3
Bolt ()(p © 910"} = 3 Uity =4 %

O

pe(n) = Eo (T @ P))UF(n) (p @ B) U5 (n)T (T ® pi)] :

as well as the random variable 1}, (w) = Ly, ,,—; for any w € {0,...,3}". Conditionally

on p5,(n), we have

0, with probability p,(:j_p

(@)

Vi = . e
,  with probability ¢,

1
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so that

3
Py (n) pi°(n)
Prt1(n < Z ) k(o) JFZ V11 k(i) .

i1 i=1 i1

Remark @ applies again. With X ,iz_‘)_l the normalised version of v}, we obtain:

Proposition 3.15. For any state py € S(Ho) and any observable A on C*,

> > P(i) \/ pg) 1‘11(;) 1
e i, k i, + +
piea(n) = DA () + 30 | Tt et (n) = gt | X
i=0 i=1 11 11

We write the projectors P; = (p,(;l)) Using Lemma , the increment of the sequence

(p5.(n))k is rewritten as follows, under the assumption (analogous to Assumption @)

(3.5) pgg( poo)yéO for all i € {0,...,3}.

Proposition 3.16. Assuming (@), then

%\%

P (n) = pi(n) + - (o () +

i(uz () + o) X2, o (1),

where Z; = p(()io)(l — péio)) 22:1 Oy with K = y,gi)Ka and ’y((f) € C (depending on i, on A

and on the basis {e;}) for alla € {1,...,3} andi € {1,...,3}.

Proof. Write pj, instead of pf(n). For i € {0,...,3}, we have

= Z P VL0050,
a,b=1

3

3 3
1—¢ e \/g i €K € i & 1
= Poo (H) Pt (pé’iKapwp%pk D+ péZ)KapkKZ+o<n>

a=1 a,b=1

; 1 1
(3.6) =pidsi + =T60) piKapt + (12 | +o (1)

a,b=1

where I';(p) = \/522:1 (P Kapy, + paOpk ) Hence

1 1 1
Zpk —pp+t (Zxapkxf 1—e>p>+o(n)=pi+nﬂf<pz>+o(n).

Denote ¢ := Tr[I';(p5)]. Then

Mo

i i 1 i y  qW
(3.7) q,(CJ)rl = p(()o) + NG +o (\/ﬁ> and p,(cil =1- P(()o) ~
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[0 0@
Let us focus on the terms E; ’/p’f;l pe _ VP 0€ for i € {1,...,3}. Denoting
A 41

(0)
941

= L, we can compute
() ()

p i L
Gotq 2pgg (1 —pgg)v/n
VAl e [ 1 ( AO0=pl) q@) o <1>]

G pé%) Vi 2 - p) Y vn

(1) 1 ; 1 1
q (1) £ £

1+ - +0() {P P +Fi(ﬂ‘)+0(>}
(L= sV VR ] S Ve e
i sl [Hl(q““l—*ﬂé%” q<°>)+o( L)
oy Vi \ 20 (1= i) P vn

Bi q(O) q(i) 1 1
= ﬁ (0 p(l) pE + (z) P(pi) (0) P (pi) + 0(1)
00

so that

Ei = OZ(Z)

)

Poo Poo Poo
YO PG , (i) ._ Py _ P
where 3; : Pog (L —pgg)- Fora € {1,...,3},i € {1,...,3}, we define 74" : MOBNG
) 00 00
and K,(f) = 'y((f) K, then the last expression finally reads
Ve [ . . ,
Bi= b [Z (%0 + PR ) =1 i (5 + &)1 | i) +0(1)
a=1

|

Remark 3.17. Since ||p5|| < 1 for all k € N, the term o (ﬁ) in (@) is bounded indepen-
dently of k and w € QY. This independence follows also in the approximations (@)

Lemma 3.18. Assuming (@), then, for alli,j € {1,...,3}, k €N,

(@) ()
%*b~ 140 1
@ G Y vn/|’

K;:=supE {(X,gikl) } < 00 and
P y1Pri1

keN

(), () .
where b;; 1= % and O (ﬁ) is bounded independently of k and w € QY.

Proof. Leti € {1,...,3}, k€ Nand Fj, = o(X|j € {1,...,3},1 < k). With (B.7) we have

(i) \2 (1) \2 (i)\2 (1)y2
(i (Pri1) (@) ~ (1=pg) (Pog) 1
. [(X’““) |]:k] O T T ’ * o O vn)’

k+1 Pria Poo — Poo
where the O ( ) term is bounded independently of k. Again, by using (@)

qk—o)—lql(cj—al — b {1 I 1 ( g g <1>>}
= by; @- i .
PPy Vi \pa— o) e ey O \Va

Note that ¢(*) is bounded above independently of k and w € QY (because ||pf (w)|| < 1). O

£ 1 £
{P(()%)Pk + %FO(pk) +o (

NG

ok
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[nt]—1
[nt] i 1

We define the processes V,(t) := o and W, (t) := N Z X,chl as well as

alt) = 50~ o [ O GRLNA(S) — VE [ 2N )

with pf, () = p,, (n) and Z(p) := (Zi(p))ief1,..,33- Consider the filtration (F") =
o (X,gi) vie{l,....30k< LntJ).

Proposition 3.19. For each n, W,, is a (F™)-martingale and (W), converges in a distri-
bution to a (0, B)-martingale where, with b;; defined in Lemma and

1, =,
~bij, ifi# ]

(3.8) Bij =

Proof. That (W,,) is a (F™)-martingale holds since, for all k € N and i € {1, ..., 3},
(3.9) E[X{LI1F]=0 ad E [(X,SH) |J—'k] =1,

where Fj, = O’(Xl(i) l7 € {1,...,3},1 < k). The proof is similar to that of Proposition @
We wish to apply Theorem @ to (W,). The only jumps possible in W,, are the terms
Wk = f(X,gJ)rl)ZE{L .3}- By convexity and using Lemma

4
]. 33
E su ow, = — su ’X <3Sk,
[<0§k§8—1|| "’k”1> ] pol ocnab | (; k+1> S

so that the first condition of Theorem @ holds. Let now 4,5 € {1,...,3}, t € [0,1]; then
Wi Wi, =2 ZLMJ ! k:)-le+1 If i = j, then

(1w wae - “jfj)]

|nt]—1

=iy B ) e S ef(ekr o) (e )]

k=0 0<I<k<|nt]—1

|nt]—1

L (CREPIE

for some C > 0. If 7 # j, since l/]i+1l/i+1 = 0, we obtain

(@ ()
M__b., 140 L
@ G Y vn)l’

(3.10) E [X,gglx(”ﬂfk} -
Pri1Pria

and therefore

EWWM%J=—%%HP+O<$J}
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To prove that [W}, Wi]; converges in L? to —b;;t for all ¢ € [0,1], it suffices to show that
limppoo V [[W), W]],] = 0. Indeed,

[nt]—1

i ) 1 ) . ) . 2
vIWEW) = 2 B| (X - B (X))
k=0
2 i . i ) i ) i .
T2 Z E KX,ELX,% —E [XIELXIEJHD (Xl(Jr)le(il —E [Xl(Jr)lxl(i)l
0<I<k<|nt|-1

For all k£ € N, Cauchy-Lipschitz’s inequality and Lemma yield
e[| (x2x2 - B [xQxEA])’]| <22 [ e [ + 28 e ) [0
<AKK;.

Moreover, by (), E [X,@lX,ggﬁ}"k} —E [X,@lX,ggl} =0 (ﬁ), so that, for all [ < k,

B [(x X0 — B [xxE0]) (% — & [x X))

c (i) 5 () () () 20
< %E [(XlJrle«JH -E [XZHXLJHD] < %Kin-
Overall, V [[W}, Wi];] = O (ﬁ) showing the second condition of Theorem @, and the
proposition thus follows. O

The following shows the convergence of the expected process to an ODE and its proof,
based on (@) and Proposition , is omitted as analogous to that of Theorem @

Theorem 3.20. With the setting above and assuming (@), the sequence (t — E[pint] (n)])

converges in L>([0,1]) to the unique solution to % = Q(¢%) starting from ¢§ = po.

n>1

The following is the analogue to Lemma @:

Lemma 3.21. Assume (@), let W be Brownian motion in R® and B € S5 (R) such that

B? = B, with B in (B.8). Define 2(p) = (33_, Oy, (0))ieq1,.3) with the ) € C

.....

depending on A and the basis {e;}icqo,....33- Then the stochastic differential equation
t t
(3.11) pi=mt [ @ as+VE [ 20Baw,
0 0
starting from pg € S(Ho) admits a unique strong solution in S(Ho).

Proof. Let X € C*(]0,00), [0, 1]) such that X‘[o =1 and X’[Q ooy = 0- Let Z the truncation
of = defined by Z(p) := X (||p|)Z(p) for p € S(Ho). Then p* satisfies the SDE

t t
(3.12) b=t [ 0(Rds+vE [ Ept)Baw..
0 0

Since Q° and = are Lipschitz continuous with at most linear growth, the result follows
from [19, Theorem 5.2.1]. O

Theorem 3.22. If (@) holds then the sequence (pf,,, (n))te(o,1) converges in distribution
to the unique strong solution to () as n to infinity.
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Proof. The proof is similar to that of Theorem @, using Propositions and . O

We now analyse how close p° is to p° to understand whether the solution issued from the
unitary with noise Q° converges to the solution issued from QY. From now on, A is a fixed
observable on C* with the assumptions mentioned above, {e;};cqo,....33 a fixed orthonormal
basis on C*, pg € S(Ho) and p) = elpy for all ¢ € [0,1].

Lemma 3.23. Let € € [0,1], under the same assumptions of Theorem (), let p° the
solution of the SDE () Then p® € C([0,1],8(Ho)) almost surely.

Proposition 3.24. Let p° be the unique solution with values in D([0,1],S(Ho)) of ()
Then supg<;<1 E[||pf — €'poll] < Ce, for some constant C' depending only on Z and B.

Proof. For any p1, p2 € S(Ho), we have [|Q°(p1) —Q%(p1)[|< 2|31 — p1|| < 22 and [|Q%(pa) —
Q% (p)|l < (1 —¢€)|lp2 — p1]|- Then, for any ¢ € [0, 1],
t
= loi = ot < [l (es) - 2|

t ~
=(p%)
0

and therefore

t t t 2
< [0 0) - O + 4 [ 986 - | as 2| [ = (o2 Baw
0 0 0
t t ~ 2
<4(1- 5)2/ 62ds + 4e’t + 2¢ / E(p)BdW,
0 0
Since sup ¢ SHE(p)E || is finite and independent of ¢, then the proof follows as
¢
E[67] < 4(1 — 6)2/ E[67]ds 4+ 2 (26* +£C) t
0
t
<4(1 - 6)2/ E[62]ds + Cet
0
t 2
< Cs/ se~(179) Sds,
0
by Gronwall’s inequality [6]. |
Theorem 3.25. Let o € [0,3), € € (0,1] and p° the unique solution in D([0,1],S(Ho))
of () The sequence (pi _Eztpo)5>0 converges in distribution to zero as € tends to zero.

Proof. Let € € (0,1]. The process (Z; := w)t>0 satisfies the SDE

t t/q t N t
Zf:(l—s)/ Zjds+al_o‘/ (21—p2> ds+a%—a/ E(pg)deWuz/ Z¢ds+ Re(t),
0 0 0 0

with RE(t) := ez~ f Z(p%)BAW, + el fo 11 — pS)ds. We first show that R® converges
to zero in dlstrlbutlon as € tends to zero. Since E is continuous in S(Hg), there exists
Uz = sup,¢s/Z(p)|| < oo. Recall that (pf); is in D([0,1],S(Ho)). Then the Burholder-
Davis-Gundy inequality [10, Theorem 3.28] yields

ZLwﬂfmmﬁm4

E | sup

0<t<1

t
| =tnBaw.
0
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and
| sw IR
0<t<1
t _ 2 t/q 2
§252(1°‘)E[sup /E(pi)BdWs +2e'72°E | sup /(I—p€> ds ]
o<t<1 /o o<t<i||Jo \2

< 20T B|? + Ce' 2 = O (727).

For e € (0,1], let Y<(t) = Y (¢) = (t, BW(t))T € R® and (e,) € (0,1]" converging to 0 as n
tends to infinity. For all ¢ € [0, 1], since E[[BW, BW];] = tB, then {Y._ }, is good as in (@)
Applying Proposition with the couple (R, ,Y:, ), the sequence (Z°"), converges in
distribution to Z = fo Zsds starting from Zy = 0, namely to Z = 0. ]

We can actually improve this weak convergence with a large deviations principle for the

sequence (p°)cs0. The following theorem is a direct application of [8, Theorem 4.4].

Theorem 3.26. The sequence {p°}.c(0,1] in () satisfies an LDP in (C([0,1]),]] - [lco)

with good rate function

1
Lo () inf lg@)l*dt, — for all ¢ € C([0,1]),
0

1

2 geA(p.B)
where A(p, E) 1= {g € H?: p(t) =po + fot o(s)ds + fg E(p(s))g’'(s)ds on [0, 1]} and H :=
{h:]0,1] = R: h(0) =0, h € L*([0,1])} the Cameron-Martin space of Brownian motion.

4. INCORPORATING MEMORY

Until now, the evolution of the quantum system was described by discrete or continuous
dynamics in which the next state depended only on the current one. In particular, the
system’s trajectory did not retain any explicit memory of past states. This may be too
restrictive for certain physical situations where the environment retains partial information
from previous interactions and feeds it back into the dynamics. We now develop a non-
Markovian version in order to keep track of the process’ past trajectory. Let W be a
d’-dimensional standard Brownian motion and b : R — R%, ¢ : R¢ — R4*d" measurable
functions. Let K, K, € L%([0,1];R) be convolution kernels and zo € C([0,1];R?). We

consider the Volterra stochastic differential equation
t t
(4.1) X = xo(t) +/ Kp(t — s)b(Xs)ds +/ K, (t—s)o(Xs) - dWs.
0 0

We first revisit the discrete deterministic repeated interaction model with memory pro-
posed in [5] (see also [[17] for similar constructions) and provide a rigorous proof of its
convergence to a continuous-time limit of the form (@) We then propose a stochastic
extension of the standard quantum trajectory model by modifying the discrete dynamics
to incorporate memory effects directly. Inspired by the construction in [§], we interleave
interactions and measurements in a non-Markovian way and prove its convergence to a

convolutional Volterra SDE.
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4.1. A Volterra-type deterministic evolution from repeated interactions. We start
with a rigorous derivation of a Volterra integro-differential equation as the limit of a discrete
repeated interaction model. Our goal is to describe the effective dynamics of a small quantum
system H, interacting sequentially with an infinite chain of identical environment units .
The model is based on the construction introduced in [§], where memory is introduced via
random swaps between consecutive environments and where a continuous-time limit was
heuristically stated. We justify the latter rigorously in a specific asymptotic regime and
explicitly characterise it, which turns out to differ slightly from the one proposed in [f].

For any k € N, define the swap operator §k+1,k on the total Hilbert space H by

e’} k—1 0o
Sk [0 Qb | =t | Q) | @dredre | Q) ¢,
j=1 j=1 j=k+2
for ¢ € S(Ho) and ¢; € S(H) for j > 1. Given p € [0,1], we define a stochastic swap

channel Si41,x acting on S(#H) by
Sk+1,k[0] = (1 = p)o + PSpi1,k0Sk+1,k-

Let H be a Hamiltonian on H = Ho®H and 7 > 0 a fixed interaction time. For each k € N*,
we define the unitary operator Uy on H that acts as U := e ™ on Ho®H and as the identity
on all other sub-systems {H,; : ¢ > 1,7 # k}. We fix an initial system state py € S(Ho), an
environment state $ € S(H) and define the global initial state as 0g := po ® @) ,~; 8. We

then construct the sequence (o )ren of global states via the recursion
Of+1 = Uk+1 Sk+1,k[0k] UL—H’ for all k Z 0.

The following result, easy to prove, can be found in [, Equations (207)-(208)] and pro-

vides a general formula for the evolution of the system:

Lemma 4.1. For all k € N, the global state satisfies

k—1
or=(1=p) Y7 " Won (0 + " Uioo(U])".
j=1
Moreover, for each k € N, the reduced state py := Eglok] belongs to S(Ho) and satisfies

k-1
(42) o= (=) Y0 o [W(piy @ BYUTY | + B0 [UF (0 @ B)(U)].
j=1
We now focus on the asymptotic regime where the system and environment are both
qubits, that is Ho = H = C2. We consider the interaction time 7 = % and a memory

parameter p = p(n) = e~ 1/"

for some fixed constant I > 0. We denote by (px(n))r the
corresponding sequence of reduced states on Hy. We now prove that the rescaled process
Plnt)(n) converges uniformly to the solution of an integro-differential equation of Volterra
type. This gives a mathematically precise version of the memory equation heuristically
introduced in [p, Equation (209)], although the form of the limiting equation is slightly

different due to our specific scaling.
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Theorem 4.2. Let py € S(Ho), B € S(H), et[po] = Eo [e 7™ (py ® B)e™]. The sequence
(PLn-(n))n converges in L>°([0,1]) to the deterministic path ¢ : [0,1] — S(Ho) solution to

t
Py = F/ e T=9)g, [ps]ds + e Mei]po), for allt € [0,1].
0

Since conjugation by a unitary preserves norms, then ; is a bounded operator on S(H),
namely there exists C > 0 such that [le "] < C for all t € [0,1]. Also, since t — e~ lg, is
smooth, there exists C' > 0 such that ||e 1*c; —e™I"e,|| < C|s — r| for all s,7 € [0,1]. The
function ¢ belong to C!, therefore bounded and Lipschitz. For ¢ € [0, 1], we now show that

[nt]—1

. L”tJ —J /t —T(t—s)
1 — —I'=— nt|—j i] = s —s|Ps
n#rgo - E exp{ . € J [¢;] ; e €1-s[¢s]ds

Jj=1

in L*>([0,1]), with an error of order o (1). Indeed,

1 [nt]—1 %
LY e eyl - [T e e oas
n j:O n n 0

[nt]—1 it

Z / [T Re,_464] - e T e(t — s)(,]

n n

s—jD ds
n

n

|nt]—1

<c Z/ (|¢z—¢s+

[nt]—1
<s — > ds.

¢y [
Each term is of order .5 and there are at most n terms, so the total error is O(1/n). We

1

also estimate the difference between this sum and the one from in the discrete dynamics:

[nt]—1 [nt]—1
1 j Lnt]—j 1 C’
il Z (e*F(t*%)et,l[tM] —e T/ 5LntJ J [gﬁi]) < — Z C ‘t — u <=
7=0 7=0
We can therefore write, for any s € [0, 1],
ns]—
I‘ Lnt]—j _plnt[—1 s
S T BRI (O
n = n n n

for some bounded function x : [0,1] — S(Ho). Since ||p?(n)|| < 1 for all j, we also have
|nt]—1 [nt]—1

. _plntl—j . _r _plnt]—j
lim — Z e TS T e L [pn)] = lim (1—6 E) Z e T e ey [p;j(n)],

n|Too
j=1 T j=1

since 1—e ™ ~ L. Let vp(n) == Hpk(n)—(b%”. From (@) then v, (n) < £¢ Zj 1 vj( n)+ Cl
with C; > 0. The discrete Gronwall lemma [6] yields vx(n) < %e Sk. In particular, for

all t € [0,1], v (n) < %, for C > 0 independent of ¢, which concludes the proof of the
first result. Moreover, for all ¢ € [0, 1], the sequence (p|,¢](n))n takes values in the compact

set S(Hg), thus any pointwise limit also belongs to it.
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4.2. A noisy quantum trajectory model leading to a Volterra-type SDE. We now
aim to construct a discrete sequence of quantum trajectories that converges to the solution
of a stochastic differential equation (SDE) of Volterra type. The target equation involves
exponential convolution kernels in both the drift and the diffusion terms. We keep the same
framework as above, namely working under Assumption @ Let p € [0,1] and py € S(Ho),
while 8 € S(H). We define the initial global state as og := py ® ®;’i1 B € S(H) and let
w = (wg)gen+ € {0, 1}N* represent the outcomes of the successive projective measurements
on the environment. We define the sequence of states (o (w))ren on the full system as
pk+1 pk+1

t
W1 Uk+10% (w)Uk-i-l W41

Tr[Upr10% ()}, PES L]

Op+1(w) :=p + (1 — p)oo, starting from og(w) = oyp.

This model can be interpreted physically as a noisy version of the deterministic quantum
trajectory model discussed in the first section. While the core mechanism — interaction
with the environment via unitary evolution followed by projective measurement — remains
present, the addition of the convex combination with the fixed state oy introduces a prob-
abilistic "reset” mechanism governed by the parameter p. This models a noisy evolution
where, with probability 1 — p, the system returns to the initial state, thus incorporating a
stochastic memory loss or decoherence effect into the dynamics. This construction allows us
to rigorously approximate a stochastic Volterra equation with exponential memory kernel
using a quantum measurement-based dynamics. The following proposition is an immediate

consequence of this construction.

Proposition 4.3. Let (o))ren be the sequence of states defined above. If oy, = 0y, then the
random state o1 takes one of the following values
PEF U1 (0 @ B)UL, PEF!
Tr[Us 41 (0 © B)UL, PEH!]

+ (1 — p)oy, forie {0,1},

with probability Tr[Ugy1(0r ® B)ULHP;CH]. Furthermore, for any k € N, py, := Eg[oy] €

S(Ho) and if py = O, then prpi1 takes one of the following values

Eo [(I®P;)U(pr ® B)UN(I @ P;)]
Tr [U(pr ® B)UT(I ® P;)]

with probability Tr[U(0) ® B)UT(I @ P;)].

Pk+1 =D + (1 —p)po,  forie{0,1},

By reintroducing the notations pi (j = 0,1) and the random variables X1 defined
respectively in @ and @7 we obtain the scheme

qk+1 Pr+1
pkz(l—p)po+p{pﬁ+pi—<w =op = +pi>Xk+1}.
Pk+1 qk+1

From now on, we assume that the parameter p depends on n through p = p(n) = e_%7

where I’ > 0 is a fixed constant. We also assume that the unitary operator U= U(n) satisfies
the approximations (@) Furthermore, we fix the environment state as 8 = eoe;g and
suppose that the observable A is non-diagonal in the orthonormal basis {eg, e; }. Denote by
pr = pr(n) the state of the system at step k. Since pi, € S(Ho) and using the computations

in Proposition @, we immediately obtain the following:
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Proposition 4.4. Under Assumption @, as n tends to infinity,

e = Lot 2L o (1) + (B, () +on) b4 (1)

where v € C is a fized parameter depending of A and the basis {eg,e1}. The equality holds

uniformly in k,w. Hence, as n tends to infinity,

(4.3) pk—po+Ze e { )+o<1>+(9cw(pj)+o(1))X\%1}.

To simplify the notations, we henceforth set the parameter v = 1 as in Remark @ We

now present a first result concerning the convergence of the expectations. Its proof is similar
to those of Theorem and Theorem @ and is therefore omitted.

Theorem 4.5. Under Assumption @, for po € S(Ho), the sequence (t = E[p|ns)(n)])n
converges in L ([0,1]) to the solution of ¥y = po + fot e TU=9)L(,)ds.

Introduce now the auxiliary processes

Va(t) = =— and W, (t) :== ,

as well as p,(t) := pne)(n) and X, (t) :=e" s pn(t). Using (@), we obtain the relation

(4.4)  Xp(t) = "5 po 4 enlt) + /0 L(X,(5))dV,u(s) + / " 0¢ (e X, (5)) AW (s),

0
where ¢, (t) collects the approximation errors. The introduction of the process X,, reveals a

structure reminiscent of a classical (without memory) SDE. Observe that |le Tt X, (¢)|| < 1
for all n € N and t € [0,1]. Fix a smooth cut-off function X € C*°([0, ), [0,1]) such that
X’[O)l} = 1land X|[2’OO) = 0, and define a truncated version of the noise coefficient ©¢, namely
Oc : S(Ho) = S(Ho), by Oc(p) := X(||pl]) - Oc(p), so that X,, also satisfies (@) with O¢
replaced by Oc¢. The following lemma, whose proof follows that of [19, Theorem 5.2.1],

ensures uniqueness of a limit to the sequence (X, ).

Lemma 4.6. The stochastic differential equation
t t
(4.5) X, = e + / L(X4)ds + / 5B (e X, )dIW,.
0 0
admits a unique strong solution satisfying || X:|| < e'* for all t € [0,1].

Theorem 4.7. Under Assumption @, the sequence (X,,) in (@) converges in distribution
to the solution of (@)

Proof. We apply Proposition to the sequence of augmented processes (f(n)n, where
X, (t) = (t,X,(t)) for t € [0,1]. Let V denote the deterministic process V(t) = t. De-
fine the processes Uy, Y, and the function f : R x S(Ho) — (R x S(Ho))? as U,(t) =
(t, e py + an< >> Ynu) - <vn<t>,wn< ) and f(t,X) = ((0,L(X)), (0,e"D(e T X)) so
that X, (t) )+ fo ))dY,(s). The sequence (Y;,), is good in the sense of Def-
inition @, for instance by choosmg the stopping times 75 = HT“ forall « > 1 and n € N.
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This follows similarly to the proof of Theorem @ According to [16, Proposition 4.1],
(en, Vi, W) converges in distribution to (0,V,W) as n tends to infinity, where W is a
Brownian motion. Consequently, we obtain the convergence (U,,Y,) = (U,Y), where
Ut) = (t,e'p), Y = (V,W). Finally, since || X, ()| < el'® for all n € N and ¢ € [0,1],
and since © is truncated and continuous on the ball of radius 1, the function f is bounded
and continuous on compact subsets. Therefore, the assumptions of Proposition are

satisfied, and the sequence (X,,), converges in distribution to the solution of (@) O

We now show the corresponding convergence of the original sequence (py,)n.

Theorem 4.8. Under Assumption @, for any po € S(Ho), there exists a Brownian mo-
tion W such that (pn)n converges in distribution in D(]0, 1] to the unique strong solution of
the Volterra SDE
t t
pt = po +/ e ML (pg)ds +/ e M99 (p,)dW,.
0 0
Proof. Existence and uniqueness of p follow from the fact that p, = e 1*X,, where X is
the unique strong solution to (@) Theorem @ establishes that the sequence of processes
(t — pn(t)er%) converges in distribution to X. We now show that the mapping ® : g —
(t — e Ttg(t)) is continuous on D([0,1]). Let (z), € (D([0,1]))N and = € D([0,1]) such
that (z,) converges to = in D([0, 1]). Then there exists a sequence of increasing continuous
functions (0,,), from [0, 1] to [0, 1] such that
lim sup ||z, (0,(t)) —z(t)]| =0 and lim sup |6,(t) —t| = 0.
nteo (0,1 nTeo 4eo0,1)

For each n and ¢ € [0, 1], we estimate

[T O (6(8)) = e (0)]| < llea(Ba(t) = 2O + lallo [0 — e

< lwn (0n(8)) = 2] + Tll]loo]0n(£) — -

This implies that e "z, (-) — e I"z(-) in D([0, 1]), hence ® is continuous. Applying ® to
nt|

the sequence t — pn(t)er(%), we deduce that (t — pn(t)eF(LT_t)) = p in D([0, 1]).
Finally, observe that for each n > 1 and t € [0, 1], using ||p,(t)]] < 1, we have

ot (o220 )] < (o= ) <

) s
Lnt]
Therefore py,(t)e" (%7 =1) and pn(t) are uniformly close, and thus the sequence (py,), also

n
converges in distribution to p. For all ¢ € [0, 1], pr € S(Ho) because p,(t) € S(Ho). O
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APPENDIX A. PROOFS OF SECTION E

A.1. Proof of Proposition E The proposition follows from the next two lemmas:

Lemma A.1. For any X,Y,Z € My(C), define the maps ¢px and vx on My4(C) by

1 1 s
ox(Y):= / e *XyeXds and  Yx(Y):= / / e Xyels I XyerXdrds.
0
Then, as ¢ tends to zero,
exp {X teY 4 522} = X [1 Fepx (V) + €2 (¢X(Z) + sz(Y))} +O@ED).

Lemma A.2. Let D be a Hermitian matriz and A1, ..., g its eigenvalues. If for all k # 1
A — N ¢ 21Z\ {0}, then ¢;p defined in Lemma @ is invertible.

Proof of Lemma . Since the exponential map has an infinite radius of convergence, then

oo oo k j (') k g 1
XteytelZ Xty xi o, XkZX XY XIY X 3
e =X e Z s | Y S Y ST 0.
J0k+]+1) (k+j+1) (k+j+1+2)! ()

k.j=0 k,7,1=0
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Now,
(1—s)* = Xy Xy
oX
extr)= - [N aivx = 0 R
o k15! oo (k+j+1)!
Furthermore, fol fos(l —8)¥(s —r)irtdrds = % for all k, 5,1 € N, and therefore
= Xy Xy x!
k k _ _
eXx (Y Z // (1—5)%(s —r)YrldrdsX*Y XkY X7 = Z S ETETIE
k,j,1=0 k,j,l=0

]

Proof of Lemma @ Since D is Hermitian, then there exists a unitary V such that D =
VAV with A = Diag(Ay, ..., Aq). Given Y € My(C) and Y := V1YV, we can write

1
¢iD (Y) =V (/ e—isAYeisAd8> V'['
0

For all k,1 € {1,...,d}, we define -y as
el(Ai—=Ax) _

1 -
Vit = / et ds = & (A = Ax)
v 1, if Ay = A

if A # A,

Therefore ¢ip = Conj(V') o H(7) o Conj(VT) with Conj(V') the conjugation by V and H(v)
the Hadamard multiplication operator associated with . Hence ¢;p is invertible if and only
if H(v) is. H(v) is invertible if v, # 0 for all k,1, that is \; — Ap ¢ 27Z\ {0} for k #£1. O

A.2. Proof of Proposition @ Let Py = (p;5) and P; = (q,;) be the orthogonal projectors
from Assumption @ Using (@), we can write

; i 1, 1 R 1
UooprUpy = P — E[Hmpk] - %{CC Pr}+o0 ~ ) UooprUyg = %pkc +o )

UiopU Lo to( L UiopUly = 2CpuCl + o [~
=— ol — =— ol —1].
10PkY00 \/ﬁ Pk n )’ 10PkY10 n Pk n
Recall from (@) that pry1 = po + pr — Tt Py — /pl€+1 1) Xpi+1. Concentrating
pk+1

first on the first two terms, we have, from (

1
Pg = Z sz‘UioPkU}(J

4,§=0
- 1
— boopi + p10PkCT + poiCpy, n p11CPrCT — poo(i[Ho, pi] + 5{CCT, pi}) +o (1) .
¥ " n
Similarly,

Plﬁ Z qjiUiOPkU}L‘O
i,j=0

qoopPr +

q100%CT + q01Cpx " q11CprCT — qoo(i[Ho, p] + %{CCT,Pk}) Yo 1
vn n
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Since Py and Py are the two orthogonal projectors, then pog + qoo = p11 + 911 = 1 and
Po1 + o« = Po1 + qo1 = 0. Therefore
P102kCT + PorCpy n p11CprCT — poo(ifHo, pi] + 3{CCT, pi})

0, 1 _
Pk + Px = Poopr + NG -
Ct + qo1C CprCt — qoo(i[Ho, pr] + L {cCT, 1
+ qoopk + 910Pk 901k i q11%Pk qoo (iHo, px] + 3{ Pr}) To ()
vn n n
B (P10 + 910)PkCT + (Po1 + d01)Cpr
= (Poo + qoo0) Pk + NG
" (P11 + d11)CorCT — (Poo + qoo) (i[Ho, pi] + %{CCT7Pk}) +o 1
n n
cprCt — (i[Ho, pr] + 2{cCT, pp 1 1 1
=y + S (B, pid + 5 pk})+0(>:[)k+L(pk)+0<)u
n n n n

with L(+) as in the proposition. Regarding the terms pg11 = Tr[p?] and gx1 = Tr[p}],

1 1
= — cf ¢ —
Dk+1 Poo + Jn r [pPr0okCt + po1Cpi] + 0 i)

(A1)
Qk+1 = o0 + LTT [d10%C" + q01Cpi] + 0 L
Consider now the term — Z’;i Pl + ’; :E py in (@) From the expansions above,
Qi1 _ ¢ p 1 )}
- = + o) - s
Ph+1 { (qoo P00> (\/ﬁ
Prr1 _ 1 P g 1 )}
= — [ _|_ o) JE— ,
Qk+1 @ { <P00 Cloo) (\/ﬁ
with p := Tr[px (p10CT + po1C)]; ¢ := Tr[px(a10CT + qo1C)], @ := 10 Then
dk Pk
Cr=— |2+ [k
Pr+1 dk+1
[ () + o ()] [ St s vocm <o ()
=— — | — — ol — — ol —
2vn \ 400 00Pk NG 10Pk 01%Pk NG
G )] o e s ()
o 207 \poo o q00Pk Jn q10Pk qo1Cpk -

1 1
=/ {( %) Pk + ( 04310> piCT + (L - 04301) Cpk} +o <\/ﬁ) :
Since ap — £ = Trlpx[(ap10 — L2)CT + (apor — 22)C]], o # 0 and, with y = 42 — apqy,
1
¢ = —={ o0 +1Co, = T [pr(7CT +10)] pi +0(1) }-

N
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