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Indirect quantum control for finite-dimensional coupled systems
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We present a new analysis on the quantum control for a quantum system coupled to a quantum
probe. This analysis is based on the coherent control for the quantum system and a hyperthesis
that the probe can be prepared in specified initial states. The results show that a quantum system
can be manipulated by probe state-dependent coherent control. In this sense, the present analysis
also provides a new control scheme which combines the coherent control and state preparation

technology.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Controlling the time evolution [1, 12, 13, [4, 15, 16, |7, [§]
of a quantum system is a major task required for quan-
tum information processing. Several approaches to the
control of a quantum system have been proposed in the
past decade, which can be divided into coherent (unitary)
and incoherent (non-unitary) control, according to how
the controls enter the dynamics. In the coherent con-
trol scheme, the controls enter the dynamics through the
system Hamiltonian. It affects the time evolution of the
system state, but not its spectrum, i.e., the eigenvalues
of the target density matrix py remain unchanged in the
dynamics, due to the unitarity of the evolution. In the
incoherent control scheme |9, (10,11, [12], an auxiliary sys-
tem, called probe, is introduced to manipulate the target
system through their mutual interaction. This incoher-
ent control scheme is of relevance whenever the system
dynamics can not be directly accessed, and it provides
a non-unitary evolution which is capable for transferring
all initial states (pure or mixed) into an arbitrary pure or
mixed state. This breaks the limitation for the coherent
control mentioned above.

To be specific, Romano and colleagues |9, [10] have in-
vestigated accessibility and controllability of a quantum
bit (or a two-level system) coupled to a quantum probe,
under the condition that the external control affects only
the probe. This analysis is based on the Cartan decompo-
sition [13, 14, [15] of the dynamics, and hence it involved
for high-dimensional systems.

In this paper, we first reexamine the controllability
for two-dimensional systems, then extend the approach
to finite-dimensional quantum systems. This analysis is
based on the quantum coherent control scheme and the
hypothesis that the probe can be prepared in a specified
initial state. The advantages of this scheme are threefold.
Firstly, it overcomes the difficulty of the Cartan decom-
position based analysis. Secondly, it brings a connec-
tion between the coherent control and incoherent control
for quantum systems, hence it is easy to be generalized
to finite-dimensional systems. Finally, this analysis pro-
vides a new control scheme, namely quantum states can

be manipulated by probe state-dependent coherent con-
trol on the quantum system.

We denote the state of a quantum system s by a density
matrix pg, a positive, unit trace operator in the Hilbert
space of the system H;. The convex set of all possible
states is represented by Ps [9]. Its boundary OP; is a
set of pure states satisfying p? = ps. By the definition
[9], the system s is controllable if and only if for all pairs
(pispr) € Ps x Ps, there exists a set of controls g such
that py(t = 0) = p; and py(t,§ = Gawes) = ps for some
t > 0. Suppose that the quantum system s interacts with
an initially unentangled probe p, whose density matrix is
denoted by p, on its Hilbert space H,. The time evolution
of the composite system of the controlled system and the
probe is governed by H = H, + H, + Hy, where H, and
H), are the free Hamiltonian for the controlled system and
the probe, respectively, while H; denotes the coupling of
the system and the probe. Since local transformations
do not affect the controllability of the system [9], Hy and
H), can be ignored safely in the later analysis.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec.II, we study
the controllability of a two-dimensional system in the in-
direct control scheme, then we extend the approach to
arbitrary finite-dimensional systems in Sec.III. Conclu-
sions and discussions are presented in Sec.IV.

II. TWO-DIMENSIONAL SYSTEMS

Consider a two-dimensional system s coupling to a
probe p modeled as another two-dimensional system.
The interaction Hamiltonian which describes such a com-
posite system takes the form

Hi(§) = (9107 + 9205 + g505) @ (9305, + ga0), (1)
where § = (g1, 92, 93,94) are coupling constants, o1 *
and o, denote the Pauli matrices acting on Hilbert
space Hs and H,, respectively. We now show that the
two-dimensional system is controllable governed by Hj.

The controllability requires all initial states in H, can
evolve to an arbitrary pure or mixed target state. This
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requirement for the initial state can be partly lifted by re-
quiring that the interacting Hamiltonian H; is unchanged
up to ¢ under the local unitary transformation

0 0 g
cos ¢ sin Ze
F(0 = . 2, 2 ® I,
(0, ¢) <s1nge“zb cos & >S P

= [s® 1, (2)

where 0 < ¢ < 2w, 0 < 0 < 7 and [, is the identity opera-
tor on H,. By unchanged we mean Hy(g') = FH;(§)FT,
namely the transformation F (6, ¢) changes the coupling
constants (or the controls) in the Hamiltonian only. The
proof is straightforward. Suppose the composite system
is initially prepared in a state p(0) = ps(0) ® pp(0). The
final state of the quantum system s reads(F = F(0, ¢)),

ps(t,g) = Trp(up(O)uT)
= Tr,(uFTFp(0)FTFul)
= JiTp(w'p )u') 1, (3)
where u = e iHI@t o = =iHi(d)t and p'(0) =

Fp(0)F' represents a set of states which have the same
spectrums as p(0). Since the two sets {fsps(t,7)fl}
and {ps(t,§)} are in one-to-one correspondence, thus the
quantum system s is controllable initially in {Tryp’(0)}
if and only if it is controllable initially in {Trpp(0)} [16].
With this knowledge, the controllability of the quan-
tum systems can be reformulated as the following. A
two-dimensional quantum system is controllable if and
only if for all initial state in the form ps(0) = p; =
Po(0)]0)5 (0] + (1 — py(0)) 1) (1], where 0), and |1), de-
note the ground and excited states of the quantum sys-
tem, respectively, and 0 < p4(0) < 1, there exists a set of
controls § = (g1, g2, g3, g4) such that ps(t, § = Giea) = ps
for some t > 0.

In the remainder of this section, we show that the
Hamiltonian H; can drive the quantum system from the
initial state ps(0) to an arbitrary final state. The time
evolution operator for the composite system governed by
H; can be written as,

Ut)= Y Us(®)a)y(l, (4)
a,b=0,1
|

* 2ps — 1
ps(t) = (PO =

where U?, (1) satisfy

N 6 S S S
Zha(Jab(t) = HabUab(t)7 (5)
with
Hyy = —Hiy = —ga(g10% + g20] + g307),

H$, = Hiy = g3(910% + g207 + g307).

(6)

After some algebras, we find the density matrix for the
quantum system at time ¢

ps(t) = pp [Ps¥00) (Yool + (1 — ps)|tgo) (Vo]
+(1 = pp) [ps|11) (11| + (1 — ps)|¥11) (Wi ]

+ps|1/)10><1/}10| + (1 - ps)|1/)1L()><1/}1l0|7 (7)
where pp(0) = pp(0)[0),(0] + (1 — pp(0))|1)p(1| (0 <
pp(0) < 1) was assumed in the derivation. Here |¢;;) =
UZ0), [$10) = |vo1) and |¢5) = UZ[1), 4,5 = 0,1. Uni-
tarity of the time evolution operator U (t) requires that

> Uslug =1=">" uilug,
i=0,1 i=0,1

UsoUsh = —Us Uit UsoUs = U3 UL, (8)

hence [¢;;) and |¢$> (i,7 = 0,1) are not normalized.
This problem can be solved by restricting the density
matrix to be unit trace as Eq.([@) shows below. Note that
|1hi;) and [;5) are orthogonal, we can rewrite the density
matrix for the quantum system in the basis spanned by

{1%00), [¥50) }
( pgo(t) pgl (t) > 7 (9)

where (setting pp(()) = pp, and ps(0) = ps)

(sin 200e" + (1 — p,) sin 2alew1) )

pP(t) = ppps + pscos? ag + (1 — ps)sin ag + (1 — p,)(ps cos® a1 + (1 — ps) sin® ay),
pit(t) = pp(1 —ps) + pssin® ag + (1 — ps) cos® ag + (1 — pp) (ps sin aq + (1 — ps) cos® ay). (10)

Here «; is defined by (j =0, 1),

|¢1j> = COS aj|z/100> + SiIlOéjeiBj |’Q/J(J)b>

Two observations can be made from Eq.(®). (1)]woo) can

be prepared for the quantum system to be an arbitrary
pure state (unnormalized), this can be done by control
g1 and g2 in H,. The reason is that |1go) is a solution
of the Schrodinger equation ih-Z|tno) = Hgolthoo) with



the initial state |0), since i0? € su(2) and ioE € su(2)
are generators of the Lie algebra SU(2), |too) can be
manipulated to be any pure state in OP;. (2)ay,i =
0,1 (or f;) are controllable by g3 and g4 resulting from
the change of the overlap among [¢;;) 7,7 = 0,1. As a
result of these observations, we conclude that pl9(t) can
be manipulated to be zero for any p, and p,, leading to

ps(t) = p2°(t)|¥00) (Yool + P! (£)[¥a0) (Yoo |- (11)

Obviously, £(p2° + pi!) = 1, and p2° can be arbitrarily
controlled in the interval [0, 1] by changing p,. There-
fore, the quantum system is controllable with Hy. To be
specific, pl9(t) = 0 yields,

a = 3 arcsin[(1 — pp) cos f1],
1
o = iarcsin(— cos fp),
Bo = PB1+nm,n=0,1,2,... (12)

Suppose that the target state is p2°(t) = 2¢, (0 < ¢ < 1),
we find

2q — sin? gy — ps(cos 2ag + cos 2a) — sin a%

Pr = sin? a1(2ps — 1)

(13)
Eqs.([I2) and ([I3) together determine the parameters gs,
g4 and p,,. These discussions suggest that a two-level sys-
tem can be controlled by the Hamiltonian Eq. () together
with the initial state preparation of the probe. The probe
is not required to be prepared in an arbitrary initial state
but with a specified spectrum, according to the target
state of the controlled system. In fact, this requirement
on the probe can be removed by adding a control in the
Hamiltonian (see Eq.(I3])). This holds true for finite di-
mensional system discussed in the next section.

IIT. FINITE-DIMENSIONAL SYSTEM

In order to extend the approach to finite-dimensional
systems, we recall that the controllability in this case can
be expressed in the following way. For any state ps in Ps,
the quantum system is controllable if and only if there
exists a Kraus map @, such that ®, (ps) = py for all
state ps in Ps. In this section, we shall show that the
following Hamiltonian

N
H; = Z gZJ| Z fmn|m TL| ) (14)
Jj#i=1 m#n

which describes interaction between the system s and the
probe p, would give rise to the Kraus map ®,, required
for the controllability. Assume that the composite system
is initially in an uncorrelated state p(0) = ps(0) ® pp(0),
and the final state of the quantum system reads

ps(t) =TrpU(t)ps(0) @ pp(O)UT ®)]. (15)

Preparing initially the probe in state (}°, P, = 1)
=0)=)_ Puln)p(nl, (16)
we obtain
t) =V Pu, (mlU(6)n)pps (0) (mld! (1)) (17)
It is easy to find that 2/(¢) has the form

t) = Unn()lm)p(nl, (18)

with U3, (t) satisfying,

ous, SN
in%mm0 e U0 B = o 0510020
i#j=1

Substituting Eq.(I8)) into Eq.(IT), we find
=2 B
and the Kraus map ®,_ in this case is

ZKmn ps(0 ( ), (20)

SOUL ), (19)

ps Ps

where K, (t) = VP,UZ,,,(t). It has been proved that
Upnn(t) can drive all initial pure states of the quantum
system s into an arbitrary pure state at some time ¢ > 0
I7,18]. So, Uz, (t) can be written as,

Unn = |¢n(t)) (m (0)], (21)

where both |¢,, (t)) and |¢,,(0)) are arbitrary and in 9Ps.
This together with the hypothesis that the probe can be
initially prepared in an arbitrary state, show controlla-
bility of the quantum system s.

Before closing this section, we present a general for-
mulism to show that the indirect control can be repre-
sented as a combination of coherent control for the quan-
tum system s and preparation of the initial state for the
probe p. Consider an initial state of the composite system
p(0) = ps(0) ® pp(0), and a Hamiltonian H = H, ® H,
that governs the evolution of the composite system. Sup-
pose that both the quantum system and the probe are
N-dimensional, and the quantum system is coherently
controllable driven by Hg. The latter assumption means
H, can drive the quantum from an arbitrary pure state
to the other arbitrary pure state, i.e.,{|¢;)s = e~ #:t|i) }
i =1,2,..., N span a basis for the quantum system, and
|¢i)s is an arbitrary pure state in OPs for any i. The
density matrix for the quantum system at time ¢ reads

ps(t) =Y _(mle” H@H)tp (0) @ p, (0)e' HeEHo) ),

mp



Choosing Hy|m), =

ps(t) = Z p; Y p(mlpp(0)|m)pld; (Emt)) (65 (Emt)],

(22)
where the initial state ps(0) = 3_; p;[7)s(j| was set, and
|p;(Emt)) = e *H:Emt|j)  Suppose the target state is
(Zj g =1)

'm|m)p, we obtain

N
ps(T) = ZQm|¢m(T)><¢m(T)|v (23)
we find the condition to determine the controls in Hg and
Hy,

o = ij2p<m|pp(0)|m>17|cg¢m|2v
7 m

> v Yo w(mlpp(0)m)pci™ (™) =0,
J
a,B8,vy=1,2,...,N, (24)

where ¢™ was defined by |¢;(Emt)) = >, ci™|¢a(T)).
These results suggest that the manipulation of a quan-

tum system may be realized by coherent controls for the
quantum system conditioned on the spectrum of the ini-
tial density matrix of the probe.

IV. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have presented a model of indirect
control for a quantum system coupled to a probe. This
control scheme is actually a combination of coherent con-
trol conditioned on the initial state of the probe. For a
two-level system, we have proved that the restriction on
the initial state for the quantum system can be partly
removed. This simplifies the formulation for the control-
lability. The scheme has be generalized to arbitrary finite
dimensional systems and equations to determine the con-
trols are given. We would like to note that the probe is
not required to be initially prepared in an arbitrary state
but with a specified spectrum. This requirement can be
lifted by adding more controls in the composite systems.
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