arXiv:1712.07921v3 [quant-ph] 13 Apr 2018

Real-Time Kalman Filter: Cooling of an Optically Levitated Nanoparticle

Ashley Setter,^{1, ∗} Marko Toroš,^1 Jason F. Ralph,^2 and Hendrik Ulbricht^{1, †} 1Department of Physics and Astronomy, University of Southampton, SO17 1BJ, United Kingdom 2Department of Electrical Engineering and Electronics, University of Liverpool, L69 3GJ, United Kingdom

We demonstrate that a Kalman filter applied to estimate the position of an optically levitated nanoparticle, and operated in real-time within a Field Programmable Gate Array (FPGA), is sufficient to perform closed-loop parametric feedback cooling of the centre of mass motion to sub-Kelvin temperatures. The translational centre of mass motion along the optical axis of the trapped nanoparticle has been cooled by three orders of magnitude, from a temperature of 300K to a temperature of 162 ± 15mK.

Introduction.— In order to perform closed-loop feedback control of a classical or quantum system, accurate real-time state estimation is crucial. With recent advances in quantum engineering and technology comes a need to accurately measure and control quantum systems. In order to obtain accurate knowledge about the state of a system from noisy measurements one can use a process called filtering which combines the knowledge of the dynamics of the system with noisy measurements of the system to estimate the true state of the system [1].

A much targeted goal in levitated optomechanics [2] is cooling and stabilising the centre of mass motion of an optically levitated nanosphere in a target phonon number state [3–12]. Nanospheres cooled to low temperature thermal states and stabilised in phonon number states have applications such as performing matter-wave interferometry, allowing investigation of quantum phenomena which cannot be accessed with atoms [13], and tests of collapse models which cannot be performed at smaller mass scales [14–16]; as well as providing the possibility of much higher force sensitivity than can be achieved in levitated atom systems [9, 17– 19]. Optically levitated nanoparticles have also been used as a model system to simulate and investigate non-equilibrium dynamics [20] and stochastic dynamics [21] and show promise for use in investigating quantum gravity [22–24].

The first step in stabilising the centre of mass motion in such a state using closed-loop feedback is to accurately estimate the motional state of the system in real-time. In principle, this can be accomplished using a quantum filter, known also as the stochastic master equation (SME), where the estimate of the state, i.e. the conditional density operator, is updated continuously by the measurement record [25– 28]. Quantum estimation theory has been discussed in the context of optomechanics to investigate wavefunction collapse models [29, 30], to detect and measure gravity [31, 32] and the Fisher information for parameter estimation in linear Gaussian quantum systems under continuous measurement has been considered [33].

A quantum filter is a more general approach to modelling the system than a Kalman-Bucy filter as it includes the effect of measurement backaction on a quantum system under continuous weak measurement. However, as will be shown here, it reduces to the optimal Quantum Kalman-Bucy filter in the case where the system is linear and the noise is approximately white and Gaussian [25, 34–36]. Moreover, as discussed in [37], we can formally map the Quantum Kalman-Bucy filter to a (classical) Kalman-Bucy filter [38, 39]. Kalman filters, the discrete-time counterparts to continuous-time Kalman-Bucy filters, have been used extensively in many aerospace and defence applications [40, 41], including navigation systems for the Apollo Project and the wellknown Global Positioning System (GPS) [42]. FPGA based Kalman filters have also recently been developed for applications including antilock braking systems [43], radar tracking systems [44] and displacement measuring interferometry [45]. Kalman filtering has also been applied in various areas within the physical sciences such as atomic magnetometry [46], tracking dusty plasmas [47] and noise cancellation in gravitational wave detection [48].

The second step is to control the state of the system with feedback [49, 50], e.g. Markovian [51] or Bayesian feedback [37], the latter of which we will adopt in this letter (alternatively one could also consider coherent feedback [52]). However, numerically solving a SME in real-time requires truncation of the Hilbert space basis as the computation time scales exponentially with the size of basis. To circumvent this difficulty different suboptimal methods have been developed, namely, the number-phase Wigner particle filter [53], the Volterra particle filter [54], the quantum extended filter [55] and the Gaussian approximation of the conditional density operator [34].

Quantum Kalman filtering has recently been applied to the field of optomechanics and demonstrated to produce a minimal least-squares estimation of the mechanical state of an optical cavity [56]. This was done in post-processing by using the measurement record from a homodyne detection as the input to a Quantum Kalman filter implementing an accurate state-space

FIG. 1. The 3D position of the particle is detected by interference of the scattered and divergent field by the photodetector. This signal is then passed into an FPGA which is implementing the Kalman filter that estimates the z position and amplifies the estimate. This estimated signal is then sent into a second FPGA which DC shifts it, frequency doubles it, applies a time delay and multiplies it such as to keep the amplitude approximately constant. This signal is then fed to a AOM to modulate the power of the trapping lasers. The Erbium Doped Fibre Amplifier (EDFA) then amplifies this modulated signal to the power required to trap the nanoparticle, this signal is then used to trap and measure the nanoparticle.

model which carefully took into account nontrivial experimental noise sources. They suggest that ground state cooling should be readily achievable by utilising a real-time Quantum Kalman filter of sufficiently high spatial resolution, dynamic range and latency in the detection and processing of the signals.

In this letter we demonstrate that a real-time Quantum Kalman filter with a sampling period of 2.275μs is sufficient to estimate the state such that one can perform closed-loop parametric feedback cooling of the translational motion of an optically levitated nanoparticle to sub-Kelvin temperatures.

The model.— We consider an optically levitated nanoparticle in free space subject to continuous weak measurements of its position. Specifically, we consider the experimental setup described in [57]: an incoming beam is focused by a paraboloidal mirror to the focal point, where it creates a harmonic trap. The particle, which is trapped in this potential scatters photons in the Rayleigh regime: these are collected by the detector to obtain the z position with efficiency η (see Fig. 1). We model the particle dynamics along the optical axis, namely the z-axis, using the following SME:

dρ̂_c = − i ℏ [Ĥ + Ĥ_{fb}, ρ̂_c]dt

+ (n̄ + 1)ΓD[â]ρ̂_cdt + n̄ΓD[â^†]ρ̂_cdt + 2kD[ẑ]ρ̂_cdt + √ 2ηkH[ẑ]ρ̂_cdW, (1) where ρ̂_c is the conditioned state at time t. On the first line we have Hamiltonian and feedback terms:

Ĥ = p̂^2 2m + mω^2 2 ẑ^2, (2)

Ĥ_{fb} = β ( mω^3 2 ⟨p̂⟩⟨ẑ⟩ ⟨Ĥ⟩ ) ẑ^2, (3)

respectively, where β is an adimensional parameter quantifying the strength of the feedback, ⟨ · ⟩ = tr[ · ρ_c], ẑ and p̂ denote the particle position and momentum operators, respectively, ω is the trap frequency and m is the mass of the particle (see appendix A1 for more details on the feedback term). The second line of Eq. (1) describes the interaction with a gas of particles at temperature T , where n̄ = (exp(ℏω/k_BT ) − 1)^{−1}, k_B is Boltzmann’s constant, â^† = √_{mω} 2ℏ (ẑ +^i_{mω} p̂), D[L̂] · = L̂ · L̂† −^1_2 {hatL†L̂, · } [58], L̂ denotes an operator, { · , · } is the anti-commutator and Γ is the damping rate [59]. The effect of weak continuous z-position measurements is described by the third line of Eq. (1), where H[L̂] · = {L̂, · } − 2Tr[L̂ · ] · and L̂ is a Hermitian operator, W is a real Wiener process, k =^{12π2 μ}_{5λ2} , λ is the wavelength of the laser light, μ =^σ_{πw20}^P_{ℏωL} is the scattering rate, σ is the the Rayleigh cross section, w_0 is the beam waist, P is the laser power, ω_L =^{2πc}_λ and c is the speed of light. In addition, we assume that the measurement record is given by [57]: dQ = 4ηk⟨ẑ⟩dt + √ 2ηkdW. (4) We suppose that the initial state ρ_c is thermal, when the feedback term starts to cool the system, and thus the state ρ_c remains Gaussian under the evolution of the SME given in Eq. (1). This simplifies the problem to the analysis of the mean values [34]: d⟨ẑ⟩ = ⟨p̂⟩ m dt − Γ⟨ẑ⟩dt + √ 8ηkV_z dW, (5) d⟨p̂⟩ = − mω^2⟨ẑ⟩ ( 1 + β ω⟨p̂⟩⟨ẑ⟩ ⟨Ĥ⟩ ) dt − Γ⟨p̂⟩dt + √ 8ηkCdW, (6) and of the covariances: dV_z = 2 m Cdt − 8ηkV^2_z dt − ΓV_zdt + Γ(2n̄ + 1) ℏ 2mω dt − 3Γ⟨z⟩^2dt, (7) dV_p = − 2mω^2C ( 1 + β ω⟨p̂⟩⟨ẑ⟩ ⟨Ĥ⟩ ) dt − 8ηkC^2dt + 2kℏ^2dt − ΓV_pdt + Γ(2n̄ + 1) mωℏ 2 dt − 3Γ⟨p̂⟩^2dt, (8) dC = V_p m − mω^2V_z ( 1 + β ω⟨p̂⟩⟨ẑ⟩ ⟨Ĥ⟩ ) dt − 8ηkCV_zdt − ΓCdt − 3Γ⟨p̂⟩⟨ẑ⟩dt, (9) where V_z = ⟨(ẑ − ⟨ẑ⟩)^2⟩, V_p = ⟨(p̂ − ⟨p̂⟩)^2⟩ and C = 1 2 ⟨{ẑ, p̂}⟩ − ⟨ẑ⟩⟨p̂⟩. We can further simplify the filter by neglecting the small feedback term and damping term, i.e. we set β = 0 and Γ = 0 in Eqs. (5)-(9). The equations for the variances then form a closed set of coupled Riccati equations [60– 63] and we can also formally rewrite Eqs. (5) - (9) as a classical Kalman-Bucy filter [37]: dx_c = Ax_cdt + √ 2ηkdξ + √ 2Γk_bT dV , (10)

where x_c = (z_c, p_c)^⊤, A = [ 0 1/m −mω^2 −Γ ] , dξ = (0, dξ)^⊤,

ξ is a real Wiener process, dV = (0, dV )^⊤, V is a real Wiener process uncorrelated with ξ, and we have added the Γ dependant terms on p_c. In place of Eq. (4) we consider the classical measurement record: dQ_c = 4ηkz_cdt + √ 2ηkdζ, (11) where dζ is a third real Wiener process uncorrelated with ξ and V . Moreover, we suppose the following relation: dW = √ 8ηk(z_c − E[z_c ])dt + dζ, (12) where E[ · ] = ∫ · P_c(z_c, p_c)dz_cdp_c and P_c is the (classical) conditioned state obtained from the Kushner- Stratonovich equation corresponding to Eq. (10) [64]. We can then formally identify E[ O ] with ⟨Ô⟩, where O and Ô denote the classical and its corresponding quantum observable, and Q_c with Q [65].

Experimental Methods.— The Kalman filter described in Eq. (10) and further detailed in appendix (2) was implemented in VHDL (Very High Speed Hardware Description Language) using fixed-point arithmetic and synthesised onto a XilinX Virtex-5 SX50T Field Programmable Gate Array (FPGA) provided in a National Instruments (NI) PXIe-7961 and connected to a NI 5781 baseband transceiver for ADC and DAC conversion. The fastest sample rate achievable for a Kalman filter with this FPGA was 439.56kHz, this was because the fastest synthesisable clock rate for the design was 3.07MHz and each Kalman filter iteration takes 7 clock cycles, this is equivalent to a sample period of 2.275μs. Cooling was performed by taking the estimated signal for the z position from the Kalman filter and using a leaky integrator to calculate the DC component of the signal. The DC component was then removed from the measured signal in order to provide only the AC component of the signal. This AC signal containing the estimate of the particle position was squared in order to produce a signal at double the frequency of the motion of the particle. The signal then had a constant phase offset applied to it by introducing a time delay, in order to compensate for experimental latency, which was optimised such that maximal cooling was observed experimentally. In addition, the amplitude of the output cooling signal was controlled such that it maintained a set average amplitude in order to keep the cooling rate approximately constant regardless of fluctuations in the amplitude of the motion of the particle. This signal was then applied to modulate the power of the trapping laser in order to parametrically cool the translational z motion.

A particle was trapped and the power of the trap was lowered such as to reduce the frequency of oscillation in the z direction, a frequency of 38kHz was obtained for the z motion. The VHDL code for a Kalman filter modelling a simple harmonic oscillator with a frequency of 38kHz was generated, the Q matrix and R value, corresponding to Eq. (19) and Eq. (20) in appendix 2, were tuned by application to simulated data [66] and then synthesised onto an FPGA. The frequency doubling, time delay and amplitude control code was synthesised onto another FPGA. The experimental setup is shown in figure 1.

A lock-in amplifier was used to cool the other two directions of motion as described in reference [10]. The power of the trapping laser was adjusted slightly so that the z motion, the motion parallel to the propagation direction of the laser, stayed oscillating at a frequency of 38kHz regardless of pressure so that the Kalman filter could continue to optimally track the particles z motion.

Results.— The data analysis has been primarily performed using the open source optoanalysis package which we have developed [67]. The derivation of the method of calculating temperature is detailed in reference [10]. Plots showing the measured, bandpass filtered and real-time Kalman estimated z motion signal are shown in figure 2. The Kalman estimate has been shifted forward in time by one filter cycle (time for one timestep / iteration of the Kalman filter algorithm which is 2.275μs) to account for the latency in the estimation. The dominant noise source in the estimated and cooling signals is electrical noise originating from the Analogue to Digital and Digital to Analogue Converters.

As described in the Experimental Methods section this estimated signal was then passed to a second FPGA so that the signal could be squared, a time delay applied and a modulation applied to the amplification of the signal so as to keep the amplitude approximately constant. This signal was then used to modulate the power of the laser via an Acousto-Optic Modulator (AOM) as shown in figure 1. Through this technique cooling of the translational motion in the propagation direction of the laser (labelled the z direction) from 300K to 162 ± 15mK was achieved, see figure 3 for the PSD (power spectral density) of the uncooled and cooled signal.

The main limitations on the temperature reached with this cooling scheme are discretisation noise from the ADC, stochastic noise on the particle motion from gas collisions and the sample period with which one can perform an iteration of the Kalman filter state

FIG. 2. (A) Time trace of unfiltered measured signal from particle and filtered z signal over 0.5ms. (B) Time trace of filtered z signal and Kalman filter estimated z signal over 0.5ms. (C) Power spectral density of measured signal from particle and the Kalman filtered estimate, the peaks at 100kHz and 120kHz are due to the x and y motion respectively. (D) Same as C but over a smaller frequency range centred on the z frequency of 38kHz.

FIG. 3. The PSD of the uncooled particle in equilibrium with the environment at 300K (at a pressure of 3mbar) and the cooled particle at a pressure of 5.7 × 10^{−5} mbar. The lines represent the Lorentzian functions fitted to the PSD data to calculate the temperature of the cooled state.

estimation.

The discretisation noise is caused because the voltage signal from the photodetector is read into the FPGA as a digital value from an ADC. For the ADC used here the voltage difference between the discrete observable levels is 122μV, this means that for the signal shown in figure 2 the FPGA only observed ∼ 5 discrete levels. The feedback cooling is operating very near the limit of what motion it can discern and estimate, and this is likely the predominant limiting factor on the cooling achievable. Using an ADC with higher voltage resolution or amplifying the signal into the ADC with a sufficiently low noise amplifier will improve this limit.

The stochastic noise on the motion of the particle from gas collisions is the other primary limitation on the temperature reached; performing this cooling at lower pressures will further reduce the temperature that can be reached as the stochastic driving of the particle motion by gas collisions will be further reduced.

At present the hardware implementation can run at a fastest sample period of 2.275μs, this means that for a particle oscillating with a frequency of 38kHz one only estimates the motion ∼ 11.6 times in one period and results in a higher signal to noise ratio being necessary for accurate state estimation. Increasing the sample frequency would mean that the accuracy of the state estimation at lower signal to noise ratios will improve and therefore that cooling to lower temperatures should be achieved. A high sample frequency also means that higher frequency motion can be estimated and cooled in this way, leading to a lower mean phonon number for the same temperature of motion [10, 68].

The model used in this Kalman filter is sufficient to out-perform other, more simplified, state estimation and feedback cooling schemes such as using a bandpass filter to track and cool the motion, which we found only achieved cooling to a temperature of 3K. However, the model of the motion considered here has been simplified to that of a simple harmonic oscillator which does not represent a perfect model of the experimental system, because of this the state estimation is suboptimal which reduces the accuracy with which the Kalman filter can estimate the motional state of the system, which in turn causes the cooling to be suboptimal. A more sophisticated model that more completely modelled the physical system would produce a more accurate estimate and therefore a higher cooling rate which would result in an achievable final temperature which was lower.

Discussion and Conclusions.— We have demonstrated that, for an optically levitated nanoparticle, a Kalman filter using a very simple harmonic-oscillator model of the dynamics of the system and which operates with a relatively high sample period is sufficient to achieve cooling of translational motion to sub-Kelvin temperatures of 162 ± 15mK. Improvements in the speed of the hardware implementation such that a lower sample period can be achieved, a more sophisticated model of the dynamics including the effect of feedback and extending the modelling to all 3 translational degrees of freedom, as well as performing the cooling at a lower pressure, will increase the performance of the cooling performed using this method and result in cooling to lower temperatures. Provided that the limitations discussed could be overcome and a sufficiently accurate model of the system could be implemented in a Kalman filter and that the achievable cooling rate could be made sufficiently high to overcome the rate of re-heating caused by thermal gas heating and photon recoil then ground state cooling should be achievable in this way.

Using this form of state estimation in real-time also opens the way to implementing more complex feedback schemes [64, 69–71], such as combination with a Proportional Integral Differential (PID) controller [72] or a linear quadratic regulator (LQR) [37, 64]. Combining the Kalman filter, which is a linear quadratic estimator (LQE), with an LQR constitutes linear quadratic Gaussian (LQG) feedback control. Coherent-feedback cooling by LQG Control has been discussed in depth in [73] and [74] and could be used to significantly improve the level of control over the motional state of the system as well as improving the minimum temperature reachable in this system.

Acknowledgements.— We would like to thank M. Bilardello, M. Rashid, C. Timberlake, L. Ferialdi and J. Murrel for discussions. We also wish to thank the Leverhulme Trust and the Foundational Questions Institute (FQXi) for funding. A. Setter is supported by the Engineering and Physical Sciences Research Council (EPSRC) under Centre for Doctoral Training grant EP/L015382/1. We also acknowledge support from EU FET project TEQ (grant agreement 766900). All data supporting this study are openly available from the University of Southampton repository at https://doi.org/10.5258/SOTON/D0355. The code used to analyse the data is openly available at https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.1042526.

∗ A.Setter@soton.ac.uk † H.Ulbricht@soton.ac.uk [1] A. H. Jazwinski, Stochastic processes and filtering theory (Dover Publications Inc., 1970).

[2] M. Aspelmeyer, T. J. Kippenberg, and F. Marquardt, Rev. Mod. Phys. 86, 1391 (2014).

[3] D. E. Chang, C. A. Regal, S. B. Papp, D. J. Wilson, J. Ye, O. Painter, H. J. Kimble, and P. Zoller, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 107, 1005 (2010).

[4] O. Romero-Isart, M. L. Juan, R. Quidant, and J. I.

Cirac, New J. Phys. 12, 033015 (2010).

[5] O. Romero-Isart, A. C. Pflanzer, F. Blaser, R. Kaltenbaek, N. Kiesel, M. Aspelmeyer, and J. I. Cirac, Phys. Rev. Lett. 107, 2 (2011).

[6] N. Kiesel, F. Blaser, U. Delić, D. Grass, R. Kaltenbaek, and M. Aspelmeyer, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 110, 14180 (2013).

[7] M. G. Genoni, J. Zhang, J. Millen, P. F. Barker, and

A. Serafini, New J. Phys. 17, 73019 (2015).

[8] P. Mestres, J. Berthelot, M. Spasenovi, J. Gieseler, L. Novotny, and R. Quidant, Appl. Phys. Lett. 107, 151102 (2015).

[9] V. Jain, J. Gieseler, C. Moritz, C. Dellago, R. Quidant, and L. Novotny, Phys. Rev. Lett. 116, 243601 (2016).

[10] J. Vovrosh, M. Rashid, D. Hempston, J. Bateman, M. Paternostro, and H. Ulbricht, J. Opt. Soc. Am. B 34, 1421 (2017).

[11] N. P. Bullier, A. Pontin, and P. F. Barker, Proc.SPIE 10347, 10347K (2017).

[12] J. F. Ralph, S. Maskell, K. Jacobs, M. Rashid, M. Toroš, A. J. Setter, and H. Ulbricht, arXiv:1711.09635.

[13] J. Bateman, S. Nimmrichter, K. Hornberger, and H. Ulbricht, Nat Commun 5, 1 (2014).

[14] K. Hornberger, S. Gerlich, P. Haslinger, S. Nimmrichter, and M. Arndt, Rev. Mod. Phys. 84, 157 (2012).

[15] S. Eibenberger, S. Gerlich, M. Arndt, M. Mayor, and J. Tüxen, Phys. Chem. Chem. Phys 15, 14696 (2013).

[16] S. Bera, B. Motwani, T. P. Singh, H. Ulbricht, and J. I.

Cirac, Sci. Rep. 5, 7664 (2015).

[17] J. Gieseler, L. Novotny, and R. Quidant, Nat Phys 9, 806 (2013).

[18] F. Monteiro, S. Ghosh, A. G. Fine, and D. C. Moore, arXiv:1711.04675.

[19] D. Hempston, J. Vovrosh, M. Toroš, G. Winstone, M. Rashid, and H. Ulbricht, Appl. Phys. Lett. 111, 133111 (2017).

[20] W. Lechner, S. J. M.

Habraken, N. Kiesel, M. Aspelmeyer, and P. Zoller, Phys. Rev. Lett. 110, 143604 (2013).

[21] F. Ricci, R. A. Rica, M. Spasenović, J. Gieseler, L. Rondin, L. Novotny, and R. Quidant, Nat. Commun. 8, 15141 (2017).

[22] A. Albrecht, A. Retzker, and M. B. Plenio, Phys. Rev. A 90, 033834 (2014).

[23] M. Carlesso, M. Paternostro, H. Ulbricht, and A. Bassi, arXiv:1710.08695.

[24] A. Bassi, A. Großardt, and H. Ulbricht, Class. Quantum Grav 34, 193002 (2017).

[25] V. P. Belavkin, Radiotekh. Elektron. 25, 1445 (1980). [26] V. P. Belavkin, Commun. Math. Phys. 146, 611 (1992). [27] V. P. Belavkin, J. Multivar. Anal 42, 171 (1992). [28] V. P. Belavkin, Theory Probab. Appl 38, 573 (1994). [29] M. G. Genoni, O. S. Duarte, and A. Serafini, New Journal of Physics 18, 103040 (2016).

[30] S. McMillen, M. Brunelli, M. Carlesso, A. Bassi, H. Ulbricht, M. G. A. Paris, and M. Paternostro, Phys. Rev. A 95, 012132 (2017).

[31] S. Qvarfort, A. Serafini, P. F. Barker, and S. Bose, arXiv:1706.09131.

[32] F. Armata, L. Latmiral, A. D. K. Plato, and M. S. Kim, Physical Review A 96, 043824 (2017).

[33] M. G. Genoni, Phys. Rev. A 95, 012116 (2017). [34] A. C. Doherty, S. Habib, K. Jacobs, H. Mabuchi, and S. M. Tan, Phys. Rev. A 62, 012105 (2000).

[35] J. Gough, IEEE Trans. on Automatic Control 54, 2541 (2009).

[36] Z. Miao and M. R.

James, 2012 IEEE 51st IEEE Conference on Decision and Control (CDC), , 1680 (2012).

[37] A. C. Doherty and K. Jacobs, Phys. Rev. A 60, 2700 (1999).

[38] R. E. Kalman, J. Basic Eng 82, 35 (1960).

[39] R. E. Kalman and R. S. Bucy, Journal of Basic Engineering 83, 95 (1961).

[40] S. Blackman, Multiple Target Tracking with Radar Applications (Artech House, 1986).

[41] Y. Bar-Shalom, X. Li, and T. Kirubarajan, Estimation with Applications to Tracking and Navigation (Wiley & Sons, 2001).

[42] M. S. Grewal and A. P. Andrews, IEEE Control Syst. 30, 69 (2010).

[43] F. Sandhu, H. Selamat, S. E. Alavi, and V. Behtaji Siahkal Mahalleh, IEEE Sensors Journal 17, 5749 (2017).

[44] G. Kara, A. Orduyilmaz, M. Serin, and A. Yildirim, 2017 25th Signal Processing and Communications Applications Conference (SIU), , 1 (2017).

[45] C. Wang, E. D. Burnham-Fay, and J. D. Ellis, Precision Engineering 48, 133 (2017).

[46] J. Geremia, J. K. Stockton, A. C. Doherty, and H. Mabuchi, Phys. Rev. Lett. 91, 250801 (2003).

[47] N. P. Oxtoby, J. F. Ralph, C. Durniak, and D. Samsonov, Phys. Plasmas 19, 013708 (2012).

[48] L. S. Finn and S. Mukherjee, Phys. Rev. D 63, 062004 (2001).

[49] H. M. Wiseman, S. Mancini, and J. Wang, Phys. Rev.

A 66, 013807 (2002).

[50] D. Dong and I. R. Petersen, IET Control Theory Applications 4, 2651 (2010).

[51] H. Wiseman and G. Milburn, Phys. Rev. Lett. 70, 548 (1993).

[52] H. M. Wiseman and G. J. Milburn, Phys. Rev. A 49, 4110 (1994).

[53] M. R. Hush, S. S. Szigeti, A. R. Carvalho, and J. J.

Hope, New J. Phys. 15, 113060 (2013). [54] M. Tsang, Phys. Rev. A 92, 062119 (2015). [55] M. F. Emzir, M. J. Woolley, and I. R. Petersen, J. Phys.

A 50, 225301 (2017).

[56] W. Wieczorek, S. G. Hofer, J. Hoelscher-Obermaier, R. Riedinger, K. Hammerer, and M. Aspelmeyer, Phys. Rev. Lett. 114, 223601 (2015).

[57] M. Rashid, M. Toroš, and H. Ulbricht, Quantum Measurements and Quantum Metrology 4, 17 (2017).

[58] H. Wiseman and G. Milburn, Physical Review A 47, 1652 (1993).

[59] T. Spiller, B. Garraway, and I. Percival, Phys. Lett. A 179, 63 (1993).

[60] V. P. Belavkin and A. Blaquière, Lecture notes in Control and Inform Sciences (Springer-Verlag, Berlin 1989) 121, 245 (1989).

[61] V. Belavkin and P. Staszewski, Phys. Lett. A 140, 359 (1989).

[62] A. Barchielli, Int. J. Theor. Phys 32, 2221 (1993). [63] D. Chruściński and P. Staszewski, Phys. Scr. 45, 193 (1992).

[64] H. M.

Wiseman and G. J. Milburn, Measurement And Control (Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2009).

[65] In the classical Kalman-Bucy filter we have neglected the position damping term −Γxc. The noise ξ models the environment at temperature T , which damps only the momentum pc.

[66] Simulated data was generated by solving the classical stochastic differential equation modelling a levitated nanosphere using the optosim package [75].

[67] A. Setter and M. Rademacher, Zenodo - optoanalysis (2017), 10.5281/zenodo.1042526.

[68] J. Gieseler, B. Deutsch, R. Quidant, and L. Novotny, Phys. Rev. Lett. 109, 1 (2012).

[69] J. Zhang, Y. xi Liu, R.-B. Wu, K. Jacobs, and F. Nori, Phys. Rep. 679, 1 (2017).

[70] K. Jacobs and D. A. Steck, Contemp. Phys. 47, 279 (2006).

[71] K. Jacobs, Quantum measurement theory and its applications (Cambridge University Press, 2014).

[72] J. E. Gough, (2017), arXiv:1701.06578.

[73] R. Hamerly and H. Mabuchi, Phys. Rev. Lett. 109, 173602 (2012).

[74] R. Hamerly and H. Mabuchi, Phys. Rev. A 87, 013815 (2013).

[75] A. Setter, Zenodo - optosim (2017), 10.5281/Zenodo.1042500.

[76] J. Gieseler, L. Novotny, C. Moritz, and C. Dellago, New J. Phys. 17, 045011 (2015).

[77] R. J. Schwarz and B. Friedland, Linear systems (McGraw-Hill, 1965) pp. 212–213.

[78] R. R. Labbe, Kalman and Bayesian Filters in Python (GitHub, 2014).

[79] H. Musoff and P. Zarchan, (2005), 10.2514/4.866777.

Appendix for:

Real-Time Kalman Filter: Cooling of an Optically Levitated Nanoparticle’

In this appendix we derive the form of the feedback term in the stochastic master equation (SME) in Eq. (1) in the main text. We also derive the discrete-time state transition matrix for the Kalman-Bucy filter considered in Eq. (10) in the main text.

A1: THE FEEDBACK TERM

We denote the measured signal by z̄ = Q, where Q is given in Eq. (4) in the main text, and we define the phase of the signal as:

θ_t = { arctan (_{p̄} mωz̄ ) , if z̄ ≥ 0, arctan (_{p̄} mωz̄ ) + π, otherwise,

(13)

where p̄ = m^d_{dt}z̄. Note that this definition of p̄ assumes a physical noise with a non-white spectrum in place of the Brownian noise^{dW}_{dt} . We apply a sinusoidal modulation of the laser power P at twice the tracked signal phase. Specifically, we consider the modulation βsin(2θ_t), where β is the amplitude of the modulation of the laser power P . We have that the trap frequency squared ω^2 is proportional to laser power P (see main text and [57]). Thus when the modulation is applied we can obtain the feedback term by formally making the replacement ω^2 → ω^2(1 + βsin(2θ_t)) in the unmodulated Hamiltonian H (we neglect the corresponding modulation of the k dependant terms in Eq. (1)). The feedback term is given by:

H_{fb} = βmω^2 2 sin(2θ_t)ẑ^2. (14)

Using the definition in Eq. (13) we note that:

sin(2θ_t) = sin ( 2 arctan ( p̄ mωz̄ )) . (15)

Using Eq. (15) and trigonometric identities we then find from Eq. (14):

H_{fb} = β ( mω^3 2 p̄z̄ Ē ) ẑ^2, (16)

where Ē =^{p̄2}_{2m} +^{mω2}_2 z̄^2. Note that Ē is also time dependent.

It is a non-trivial task to add the feedback term in Eq. (16) to the dynamics in Eq. (1) due to the non-white nature of the noise. One would need to find the white noise limit of the term in Eq. (16), for example for a Gaussian noise; add it to the dynamics in the Stratonovich form, and then convert back to the Itô form [51]. However, if one considers only the non-stochastic contribution, then the feedback term in Eq. (16) reduces to:

H_{fb} = β ( mω^3 2 ⟨p̂⟩⟨ẑ⟩ ⟨Ĥ⟩ ) ẑ^2. (17)

This term yields, in the equations of motion for ⟨p̂⟩, the following contribution:

d⟨p̂⟩ = ( βmω^3 ⟨Ĥ⟩ ) ⟨ẑ⟩^2⟨p̂⟩dt, (18)

If we then replace ⟨Ĥ⟩ with a constant energy value E we obtain the cooling term considered in [10, 76].

A2: THE DISCRETE-TIME KALMAN FILTER

The discrete-time Kalman filter uses a linear state space model of the form

X_t = F_tX_{t−1} + w_t, (19)

where X_t is the state vector containing the variables that one wishes to estimate (e.g. position, velocity), F_t is the state transition matrix which describes how the state vector at time step t − 1 transitions to the state vector at time step t, w_t is the vector containing the discrete process noise for each parameter in the state vector. The process noise is assumed to be drawn from a zero mean multivariate normal distribution with covariance matrix Q_t i.e. w_t ∼ N (0, Q_t). Measurements of the system take the form

z_t = H_tX_t + v_t, (20)

where z_t is the vector of measurements, H_t is the measurement transformation matrix which maps the state vector domain to the measurement domain, v_t is the vector containing the measurement noise terms for each observation in the measurement vector. The measurement noise, similar to the process noise, is assumed to be drawn from a zero mean normal distribution with covariance R_t, i.e. v_t ∼ N (0, R_t).

If one considers the Kalman-Bucy filter given in Eq. (10) of the main text with the state vector X_t = (z_t, v_t)^T at time step t, where z_t is the position of the particle in the z direction and v_t = p_t/m is the velocity of the particle in the z direction, one has the following equation for the system dynamics,

Ẋ_t = AX_t + ω, (21)

where A = [ 0 1 −ω^2 −Γ ] , ω = √ 2Γk_B T_0 m dξ(t) dt + √ 2ηk m dV(t) dt , (22)

dξ = (0, dξ)^⊤ and dV = (0, dV )^⊤.

The stochastic terms can is modelled as process noise ω. The damping is time variant as it varies with pressure, however for the range of pressures explored experimentally Γ << ω^2 and therefore the damping value can be approximated as 0. In this case the dynamics model simplifies to a simple sinusoidal model of the motion ẍ = −ω^2x with the stochastic noise modelled in the process noise. This simple model also allows us to keep the hardware implementation simple to allow the design to fit inside the FPGA.

As described in references [77–79] we can use the following transformation from linear time invariant system theory (LTI System theory) in order to calculate the continuous-time state transition matrix F(t) for a time-invariant systems dynamics matrix A,

F(t) = L^{−1}([sI − A]^{−1}), (23)

where F(t) is the continuous-time form of the F_t matrix in Eq. (19), L^{−1} is the inverse Laplace transform in terms of the complex frequency variable s and I is the identity matrix. Performing this transformation and taking continuous time t to be in discrete steps Δt, gives us the discrete time state-space model [ z_t v_t ] = [ cos (ωΔt)^1_ω sin (ωΔt) −ω sin (ωΔt) cos (ωΔt) ] [ z_{t−1} v_{t−1} ] , (24)

where Δt = t_n − t_{n−1}.

The values of the process noise covariance matrix Q and the measurement noise covariance value R were tuned such that when the HDL (Hardware Description Language) implementation of the Kalman filter was run on noisy data produced by a simulated signal it produced an accurate estimate of the true signal. This simulated signal was produced by adding Gaussian noise to the simulated position measurements found by solving the classical stochastic differential equation modelling our system under free evolution using the open source optosim package we have developed [75].