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Abstract. A family of optimal control problems for a single and two coupled spinning
particles in the Euler-Lagrange formalism is discussed. A characteristic of such
problems is that the equations controlling the system are implicit and a reduction
procedure to deal with them must be carried on.

The reduction of the implicit control equations arising in these problems will be
discussed in the slightly more general setting of implicit equations defined by invariant
one-forms on Lie groups. As an instance, the first order differential equations describing
the extremal solutions of an optimal control problem for a single spinning particle,
obtained by using Pontryagin’s Maximum Principle (PMP), will be found and shown
to be completely integrable.

Then, using again PMP, solutions for the problem of two coupled spinning particles
will be characterised as solutions of a system of coupled non-linear matrix differential
equations. The reduction of the implicit system will show that the reduced space for
them is the product of the space of states for the independent systems, implying the
absence of ‘entanglement’ in this instance.

Finally it will be shown that, in the case of identical systems, the degree three
matrix polynomial differential equations determined by the optimal feedback law,
constitute a completely integrable Hamiltonian system and some of its solutions are
described explicitly.
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1. Introduction

In this paper a family of optimal control problems for single and coupled spinning
particles in the Euler-Lagrange picture are discussed. Besides, these problems could
just be considered as a new family of abstract integrable optimal control problems
defined on groups.

Quantum control (optimal or not) of coupled (or standalone) quantum spin
systems is a relevant question in quantum control and quantum information theory
and is becoming more and more relevant because of their experimental implementation
achievements. A basic requirement for quantum information processing systems is the
ability to control the state of a single qubit. Notice that for qubits based on spin, a
universal single-qubit gate is realized by a rotation of the spin by any angle about an
arbitrary axis [PrO§]. Moreover the control and high-fidelity readout of a nuclear spin
qubit was shown in [PI13].

Even more, individual spins, associated with vacancies in a silicon carbide lattice,
have been observed and coherently manipulated [Mol5]. In the same vein electrical
control of a long-lived spin qubit in a Si/SiGe quantum dot has been shown recently
[Mal4]. However even if nanofabricated quantum bits permit large-scale integration,
they usually suffer from short coherence times due to interactions with their solid-
state environment. The outstanding challenge is to engineer the environment so that it
minimally affects the qubit, but still allows qubit control [Kal4].

Let us emphasize that interacting or coupled spin systems are fundamental in
quantum computation as a network of interacting and controllable spin qubits can act
as a quantum computer. However, because of their magnetic and quantum-mechanical
nature, the spin qubits must be controlled and measured using radically different
techniques as compared to classical, transistor-based bits. Further developments will
aim at measuring and controlling the exchange interaction between pairs of spins, to
demonstrate a fully functional 2-qubit quantum logic gate (see for instance the analysis
of continuous feedback control in [Wil2]).

Geometrical control theory has provided the mathematical background to deal with
quantum spin control. Khaneja et al showed how to obtain efficient RF pulse trains
for two-spin and three-spin NMR systems by finding sub-Riemannian geodesics on a
quotient space of SU(4) [Kh02] and the subsequent numerical implementations of it
[KLoO3].

We should also mention [Mo04] for a geometric control study of quantum spin
systems and [Sc05] for an optimal control discussion of blocks of quantum algorithms
(see also [AIO8, Chps. 5,6] and the recent review of geometric optimal control for
quantum systems in NMR by Bonnard et al [Bol2] and references therein).

In spite of all these developments in geometric quantum control of spin systems,
little attention has been drawn to their Euler-Lagrange picture. The reason for this
could lie in the singular nature of the Lagrangian functions describing them. Variational
descriptions for spinning particles provide a natural framework to obtain a better
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understanding of the corresponding quantum systems.

There is already a long history on the Lagrangian description of the equations of
motion describing the motion of a spinning particle in the presence of an external weak
homogeneous electromagnetic field [Bab9] that we will not try to reproduce here (see for
instance [Fr96] for part of this history). Let us just mention, because the formalism used
there is close to the one that will be used in this paper, the early attempts to provide
a Lagrangian picture by P. Horvathy’s [Ho79] and the more elaborated Lagrangian
descriptions of charged particles with spin by Skagerstam and Stern [Sk81] (see also a
more recent discussion by Grassberger [Gr01]).

It is well-known that the Euler-Lagrange picture of a quantum spin system is not
of mechanical type [Ba83| and it is given by a degenerate Lagrangian function on the
tangent bundle of the group SU(2), i.e., the Legendre transform is not invertible. To
establish the equations of motion of the system requires, in general, a careful analysis
and it may also happen that the misleading simplicity of the quantum formulation of
the problem dismisses the relevance of the analysis from such perspective.

We feel that optimal control problems of spinning systems in the Euler-Lagrange
formalism deserve to be analyzed because they would definitely help in building more
intuition on the behaviour of more complicated situations. Studying such problems in
the Euler-Lagrange formalism would bring together the geometrical analysis proper of
optimal control problems with the geometrical picture of spinning particles. Thus the
analysis of such relevant aspects of symmetries, reduction, etc., can be done from a
unified perspective and drawing significant results becomes easier as it will be shown
afterwards.

More specifically, in this paper we will analyze the optimal control problem of
two coupled spinning particles in a uniform magnetic field with objective functional
combining the intensity of the field plus the intensity of the coupling. The coupled
spins will be described in the Euler-Lagrange formalism as a system on the product
group SU(2) x SU(2), and it will be shown that both, the optimal control problem for a
single and coupled spinning particles, define completely integrable Hamiltonian systems,
offering a new insight into the structure of the corresponding quantum systems.

The optimal control problems discussed in this paper will be presented in a slightly
more general context, that of first order Lagrangian systems defined on Lie groups that
will be discussed in Sect. Bl The implementation of Pontryagin’s Maximum Principle
(PMP) for this situation will be also considered and in the regular situation, i.e., when
there exists an optimal feedback law, the reduced Hamiltonian equations satisfied by
normal extremals will be derived. This will be the content of Sect. B.Il These ideas will
be applied to the discussion of two coupled spinning systems in Sect. [AIl Finally,
in Sects. and 3] the corresponding Hamiltonian equations obtained applying
Pontryagin’s Maximum Principle will be shown to be completely integrable and its
solutions will be described using an appropriate system of coordinates.
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2. The Euler-Lagrange description of spinning particles

We will adopt here and in what follows, the formulation used in the monograph by
Balachandran et al [Ba83] for the variational description of spinning particles. Thus
a spinning particle with spin S moving on a fixed external magnetic field B can be
described by the Lagrangian function on the tangent bundle of the configuration space
Q = SU(2),U € SU(2) (we will be discarding here the degrees of freedom corresponding
to the position of the particles in space), given as:

LU, U) = iXTr(o5UU) 4+ pTr(SB), (2.1)

where S = (51, S, S3) € R? is a unitary vector, S? = 1, and the Hermitean matrices S

and B are defined as
S=S.-o, B=B. o,

with o = (01, 09, 03) the vector whose components are the standard Pauli matrices:

(01 (0 S
Y l10 ) 2=V 0 = \lo -1 )

The relation between the configuration variable U € SU(2) and the spin matrix S
is given by the Hopf projection map: SU(2) — S?, U + S:

S =UlosU.

In other words, if we parametrize the matrix U by two complex number zq, 25 as

U:U(Z1,ZQ) — ( ;1 ;2 )
<2 1

satisfying |z1]? + |22|> = 1, we will obtain:
Sl = Z129 + 29271 s Sg = 2'2122 — ngZl s Sg = Z121 — %929 .

The constant p represents the magnetic moment of the system and A measures the
spin length.

It is immediate to check that the Euler-Lagrange equations of such system
determines an implicit system of differential equations because of the Lagrangian linear
dependence on the “velocities” U of the system. An appropriate treatment of them,
based for instance on Dirac’s theory of constraints (see for instance [Did9]) or, in modern
terms, using the Lagrangian version of the presymplectic constraints algorithm [Go78],
will lead to the equations of motion of the system in Hamiltonian form:

Si = ,ueijkBjSk y 1= 1, 2, 3, (22)

where summation over repeated indices is understood (see the discussion of the inverse
problem for Wong’s equations in [Ca95] of which the previous equations are a particular
instance).
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The spatial part of the system will not be considered (we are assuming an uniform
magnetic field) and we will concentrate just on the spin part. Thus the equation
describing spin evolution in eq. (2.2), is written in matrix notation as:

L0

$ = Z[B.S]. (23)
with B representing an uniform and constant magnetic field. Equation (23], can be
integrated easily to give (see [Cald, Ch.1.2]):

S(t) — 6iutB/25(O)6—iutB/2 )

Let us consider now two coupled classical spin systems. We will follow here
the prescription for composing systems in the Lagrangian formalism, that is, the
configuration space of two Lagrangian systems with configuration spaces Q),, a = 1, 2,
is given by ) X ()o. Thus, the configuration space of the composite system will be
the product group SU(2) x SU(2). Thus both, the departing configuration space and
the possible interactions among its components will be clearly shown and, after the
corresponding constraint analysis, both the reduced state space of the composite system
and the corresponding equations of motion will be obtained (see Section[Hlfor a discussion
on other possibilities).

Thus the total Lagrangian of the coupled system as a function on 7'(SU(2) x SU(2))
will depend on pairs of unitary matrices U, U; and the corresponding generalized
velocities Uy, Us, and it will have the form:

L=L1+Lo+ L, (2.4)
where,
Lo(Us, Us) = ATr(03ULUL) + 1o Tr (S, B), a=1,2, (2.5)

are the Lagrangians of the individual spin sytems and,
ﬁ[(Ul, Ug) = Tl"(SlKSQ),

defines the interaction between them, where the matrix K determines the structure of
the coupling between the spin variables.

The magnetic moments pq, po and the modules A; and Ay of the individual spins
can be different. Again the Euler-Lagrange equations of the system are implicit and an
adaptation of Dirac’s constraint algorithm must be used to determine them. We will
discuss such procedure in Section B.11

In addition to this, a given initial configuration (Ui, Us) of the system (2.4]) can be
driven by letting the parameters of the problem evolve in time: for instance, both the
external magnetic field B or the coupling matrix K can be varied. Thus we are led to
consider the control problem determined by the Euler-Lagrange equations defined by
the Lagrangian function (2.4)) with control parameters B and K.
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Moreover a natural optimal control problems for such system can be posed by
considering an objective functional J depending on the variables U, K and B, that can
have, for instance, the simple form (the coefficients are chosen for convenience):

T

10.5) = 5 [ BOIF + 1) e (26)
Thus, given an initial Uy = (U, Usp), and a target configuration Ur = (U7, Usr)
to be reached at time T', we would like to know if there exist admisible curves K(t),
B(t), and a solution U(t) of the Euler-Lagrange equations defined by (2.4 such that
U(0) = Uy and U(T') = Ur, minimizing J.

Because of the implicit character of the control equation determined by the
Lagrangian function L, it is not possible to apply Pontryagin’s Maximum Principle
[Po62] directly to this problem. Unfortunately a general discussion on the PMP for
optimal control problems with implicit control equations is not yet available. Some
results on this direction for linear quadratic systems can be found for instance in
[De09] and references therein. Other ideas involving an extension of Dirac’s constraints
algorithm to singular optimal problems was also discussed in [De(02], [Lo00]. An
adaptation of PMP to a class of implicit differential control equations by Petit [Pe9§]
can also be used. However because the proposed objective functional eq. (2.6]) does
not depend on the state variables (U, Us), we can just obtain the reduced equations
of motion for the Lagrangian (2.4]) and then, apply PMP to them to obtain an explicit
characterization of the normal extremals of the optimal control problem. These ideas
will be discussed in the following sections.

3. Extremal solutions for classical spinning particles

3.1. Constraints analysis of the implicit Fuler-Lagrange equations on Lie groups
defined by first-order Lagrangians

Because the configuration space of individual systems are groups, it is convenient to
introduce a slightly more general setting that will prove to be helpful in computing
the corresponding reduced systems. Let G be a Lie group that will be considered as
the configuration space of a Lagrangian system. As customary g will denote the Lie
algebra of G and g* its dual space. Given an element v € g*, we denote by «, the
unique left—invariant 1-form on G whose value at the identity element is v, that is
a,(g) = TL; v, where L, denotes the standard left-translation by the element g € G
and T'L, the corresponding tangent map. We may use left-translations to identify TG
with the Cartesian product G' x g by means of the diffeomorphism A: TG — G X g,
A(g,9) = (9,TLy-1(9)). Then the vertical part of the tangent bundle results canonically
identified with g.

For instance, if G is a matrix group like SU(2), its elements are matrices U = (Uj;),
then its Lie algebra g is the linear space of matrices A = LU(s) |,—o where U(s) is
a smooth curve on G such that U(0) = [ is the identity matrix. Clearly in the case
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of the group SU(2), its Lie algebra su(2) is given by 2 x 2 skew-Hermitean matrices.
The tangent space to the group G at the matrix U consists on matrices of the form
U = UA, where A € g and left (right) translation by the matrix U~! is given by
TLy-U=UA=A. So, the natural identification between T'G and G x g above is
spelled as A: (U, U) — (U, A=U"U).

Let ©F be the canonical left-invariant g-valued Maurer-Cartan 1-form on G, that
is ©)(9) = TLy1(9), g € Ty,G and, clearly,

o, = (v,0%) (3.1)

where (-, ) denotes the canonical pairing between g and its dual space g*. Because of
the Maurer-Cartan equation

1
de’ + §@L ANOF =0, (3.2)
it is also evident that:
1
day, = —§<y, ol arel). (3.3)

Again, in the particular instance of matrix groups, the previous definitions become
particularly simple. Thus for instance the canonical left-invariant Cartan 1-form
becomes the matrix valued 1-form whose (7, j) component is given by @Z-Lj = U,iz,ldUkj.
However in general, it is more convenient to choose a linear basis (,, a = 1,...,dimg
and its dual basis 62, (#%,(,) = 6°. Then consider the 1-family of left invariant vector
fields on G defined by the elements (, (and the corresponding left-invariant 1-forms too)
and use them to write explicit formulas for ©F and other geometrical objects. Denoting
with the same symbol the element (, and the corresponding left-invariant vector field,
and doing the same for 0% we get easily that ©1 = (, ® . Thus if «,, denotes the
left-invariant 1-form whose value at the identity is v, then o, = 1,0* = (v,0F) as in

Eq. (3d). With these notations Maurer-Cartan equations (3.2)) become simply:
do* = —Cg.0° N 6°

where C}!. denote the structure constants of the Lie algebra g in the basis (,, i.e.,

[G¢e] = Cfla, and Eq. (B3) reads:
doy, = —Vanceb A6°. (34)

Finally, notice that for semisimple compact groups (like SU(2)) the Killing-Cartan
form is negative non-degenerate and it allows to identify g and its dual g*, hence the
bracket (-, -) denotes either the canonical pairing between g and its dual g* or the Killing-
Cartan form. In the particular instance of SU(n) groups, the Killing-Cartan form is
given as (4, B) = —1Tr(A'B) and we may identify su(n) naturally with its dual space
su(n)*. Again in the particular instance of SU(2), once we choose and orthonormal basis
for su(2), we may identify it with R?® and its Euclidean metric. This correspondence is
truly what lies at the bottom of the identification between vectors S in R? and Hermitean
matrices S used so far (properly speaking the identification is between vectors S and
skew-Hermitean matrices S = —%S as it will be explained below, Sect. B3.2)).
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Now, either using Eq. (3.3]) or its components expression Eq. (3.4)), it is simple to
check that given a left-invariant 1-form «,,, the characteristic distribution K = kerw,
of the presymplectic form w, = da, on G, is given by K = g,, where g, denotes the
isotropy algebra of v with respect to the coadjoint action, i.e., the Lie algebra of the
isotropy group G, = {g € G'| Ad v = v}, more explicitly

K=g, ={{cal{[)=0,vcg}. (3.5)

The characteristic distribution kerw, is integrable because w, is closed, and the
connected components of the leaves of the foliation K defined by it, are orbits of the left
action of the isotropy group G, on G.

Consider now the Lagrangian system on G with Lagrangian function £: TG — R
given by:

L(g,9) = (aw(9),9) = V(9),  (9,9) € TG, (3.6)

with V:G — R a G,—invariant function on G. The Poincaré-Cartan 1-form 0, =
OL/0gdg of the system is easily obtained to be:

O =1, (3.7)
where 7: T'G — G denotes the canonical projection of the tangent bundle of G. Then,
the Cartan 2—form w, = —df, is just:

we = —7*day, = %@, (08 A OL)) | (3.9)
and the kinetic energy of the system is simply given by

Eﬁzg%—ﬁzv. (3.9)

Hence the Euler-Lagrange vector field I" for the Lagrangian function eq. (3.06) are
given by the implicit system of equations on T'G,

ipwl: = dEE s

which, because of eqs. (3.7), (B.8) and (8.9)), are equivalent to:
ir(t"day,) = —7*dV . (3.10)

We apply now the constraint algorithm to eqs. (BI0) |Go78]. We have to
characterize first the characteristic distribution of w,. Because of the previous discussion
is easily seen that

kerwe =g, @ g,

where we have used the identification TG = GG x g discussed above.

Notice that the Hamiltonian of this system, Eq. (BI0), is 7%V which is invariant
with respect to the vector fields on kerw, because by definition it is G -invariant.
Consequently the constraints algorithm stops at the first step and the final constraints
submanifold is simply the total space T'G. However the dynamical equations (B.10) have
a large kernel and the reduced state space of the system is given by TG/ kerw,.
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This quotient can be computed in two steps. First we will quotient the system with
respect to the vertical distribution g and secondly with respect to the characteristic
distribution g, (which is tangent to the configuration space G considered as the zero
section of the tangent bundle T'G). In fact because of the identification TG = G x g, it
is obvious that T'G /g = G and, after the first step, the reduced system is defined on G
and takes the simple form:

irda, = dV. (3.11)

This system still has a kernel K ker da,,, i.e., it defines a presymplectic Hamiltonian
system on G. Now because of the discussion before and after Eq. (B.5]), we get that
K = g,, and the true reduced space happens to be G/G, = O, where O, denotes the
coadjoint orbit of GG passing through v. In fact, a simple computation shows that the
projection of the presymplectic form da, to G/G,, gives the canonical Kostant-Kirillov-
Souriau symplectic structure on O,,.

We must notice that if V' were not GG,—invariant the constraint algorithm would
have to be pursued until obtaining the final constraint submanifold of the problem.

3.2. An optimal control problem for a single spinning system

We will prepare the ground for the study of two coupled spinning systems by considering
first the case of the optimal control of a single classical spinning particle consisting on
reaching a prescribed state Sy starting from a given one S in a fixed time 7'. In such
case the configuration space of the system will be the group SU(2) and its (un)reduced
state space will be T'SU(2). The equations of the system will be given implicitly by
the Lagrangian function (ZI]) and, comparing with the general form of a Lagrangian
defined by a left-invariant 1-form on a Lie group G, eq. (3.6]), we have that v = —%)\03
and V(U) = —uTr(SB).

We will consider now the following simple objective functional (the coefficient is
chosen for convenience):

Jo(B) = —% /OT Tr(B(t)%) dt, (3.12)

as there are no coupling term in this situation.

The extremal solutions of the optimal control problem defined above, are obtained
by solving the optimal control problem defined by the objective functional eq. (BI2)
restricted to the the reduced state space of the system. In this case because of the
analysis in the previous section, Sect. B.I, such reduced space is S?, which is the
quotient of SU(2) with respect to the characteristic distribution of the presymplectic
form de,, which is just the diagonal subgroup U(1). Hence SU(2)/U(1) = S? and the
canonical projection o: SU(2) — S? is just the Hopf map.

Notice that the equation of motion are given by Eq. (B.II]) with the potential V'
being clearly U(1)-invariant. Recall that the canonical embedding of the coadjoint orbit
O, C g* allows to write the reduced Hamilton’s equations as the restriction to O, of
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the Poisson equations defined on g* by the linear form defined by V with respect to
the canonical Lie-Poisson structure on it. In our case, O, = S? C su(2)* & R3, and
we get immediately Eq. (2.2) or, in matrix form, Eq. (23). However we will rather
write the equation on motion in terms of natural variables on the Lie algebra su(2), i.e.,
skew-hermitian matrices S = —%S , B = —%B. Notice that the matrices S, B satisfy
[S , B] = S//E’, with S, B the vectors in R? associated to S and B respectively. Then,

Eq. [23) becomes:
d . .
L& s B
70 = HlS, Bl

In what follows we will use the matrix notation S or the vector notation S depending
on the context.

To apply PMP we construct first Pontryagin’s bundle, that is the space M =
T*S? x R3, consisting of points (S,P;B), with S-S =1, and P -S = 0. Using matrix
notation we will have ||S|| = 1, (P,S) = 0. The variables S represent the states of
the system, P are called the co-estate variables and B are the controls of the problem.
Pontryagin’s Hamiltonian is given by:

A

&>
B/
=

|

—tP:— o3 ::U’[P7B]7
and the optimal feedback law:
o 9Hr _ ulP.S)— B. (3.13)
0B

that provides the magnetic field B that should be applied at each time to the system.
Substituting the optimal feedback relation (3.13) in Pontryagin’s Hamiltonian Hp,

we get:
S PP
Hp(3,P) = (B, B) = "L |II8. PI| (3.14)
The Hamiltonian system on 7*S? defined by the Hamiltonian function Eq. (3.14)
is completely integrable. The equations of motion are given by:

dA_ 210 p Q iA_ 21D D G

and it is easy to check that [5’, ]5] is a constant of the motion together with the
Hamiltonian itself. Actually we may consider the Hamiltonian system on T*R? defined
by the Hamiltonian (no restrictions on the modulus of S):

M2 2
H(S,P) = [ISAP[".

This system can be easily integrated by observing that S-S, S-P, P-P and SAP are
constants of the motion. Thus the motion takes place, given initial values Sy and Py for
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the momenta, in the bundle of spheres of radius ||Pg|| over S?. In particular, selecting
the level set corresponding to S-S =1, S-P = 0, the restricted system becomes (B.14]).

The solutions of such system can be described explicitly as follows. The magnetic
field is given by Eq. (BI3]), or in vector notation B = uP A S, but because S A P is
constant of the motion then B is constant in time and perpendicular to both S and P.
Then the motion of S is a rotation around B with angular velocity ||B||/u. Notice that
the same happens for P because the evolution of S determines that of P.

Thus, given an initial state Sy € S2, any state S; € S? can be reached in time T’
following an optimal trajectory. For that we must pick up a tangent vector Py which is
coplanar with Sy, Sy, orthogonal to Sy and of norm 6y/AT" where 6, denotes the angle
determined by Sy and S;. Then the magnetic field B is orthogonal to the plane defined
by Sp and S;, and the spin variable will rotate around B with angular velocity A||Py||.
Notice that the vector Py is uniquely defined unless S; is antipodal to Sy in which case
any tangent vector Py of the appropriate length will suffice. Hence we conclude that
the system is state controllable and the trajectories joining two states can be chosen to
be optimal.

4. Optimal control of two coupled spinning particles

4.1. Constraints analysis of the implicit Euler-Lagrange equations for coupled spinning
particles

We can apply now the previous results to the problem at hand. First we want to obtain
the reduced state space of the system defined by the Lagrangian function defining two
coupled spinning particles. Such Lagrangian function is defined on the tangent bundle
of SU(2) x SU(2) and has the form given in Eq. (2.4]). The configuration variables will
be pairs (Uy, Uy) of 2 x 2 special unitary matrices (in what follows we will use a subindex
a = 1,2 to label them.)

The Lagrangians L, of each individual system have the form given in Eq. (2.3]),
that, in the intrinsic form described in Sect. B.I have the form of first order Lagrangian
on groups, Eq. (B.6), where the chosen left-invariant 1-forms v,, o = 1,2, in su(2)* are
given by

Va:_l)\aOﬁv Oé:1,2,
2

where we have used as usual the canonical Killing-Cartan form on su(2) to identify it
with its dual space. Hence, the Lagrangian function corresponding to the composite
system has the following form:

ﬁ(Ul, UQ, Ul, UQ) = <OKV1(U1), U1> + <OKV1(U1), U1> +
+ ‘/l(Ul) + ‘/2(U2) + V}(Ulv U2) ) (41)

where the potential functions Vi, V5, V;, are given respectively by the expressions,

Vo(Us) = poTe(UlosUsB),  Vi(Uy,Uy) = Tr(UlosUy KU o3Us) .
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Hence repeating the computations leading to the Cartan 2-form of a single spin, Eq.

[B.8), we get now:
we = Ty day, + Tydaoy,

with 7., @ = 1,2, denoting the canonical projections 7o(Uy, Us, Uy, Us) = U,. The
characteristic distribution of w, will have the form:

kerw, = ker 7/'da,,, @ ker t5da, = (u(1) @ su(2)) @ (u(l) & su(2)),

where u(1) represents the Lie algebra of the isotropy group SU(2);s, of the element ioy
in the dual of the Lie algebra su(2), i.e., the one—parameter subgroup {Us(s) = €73},

After performing the first reduction step as in the case of eq. (B.11]), we will obtain
the presymplectic system on the product group SU(2) x SU(2) defined by the closed
2-form w = day,, + day,, and Hamiltonian V (Uy, Uy) = Vi (Uy) + Vo(Us) + Vi (Uy, Us). All
terms in the Hamiltonian are obviously invariant with respect to the isotropy subgroup
U(1) x U(1) acting on the left on SU(2) x SU(2) (each one of the components U(1) has
the form above Us(s)).

Notice again that the subgroup U(1) x U(1) spans the characteristic distribution
of w. Thus the system projects to the quotient SU(2) x SU(2)/(U(1) x U(1)) which
is trivially diffeomorphic to the product of two spheres S? x S2. The projection of the
presymplectic form w is given explicitly as ﬁ(wy1 + w,, ), where each factor w,, denotes
the canonical area 2-form on the sphere of radius \,.

Using again natural spin variables S, & = 1, 2, the canonical commutation relations
defined by the induced symplectic structure above on the quotient space S? x S?, among
the components S,;, « = 1,2, 7 = 1,2, 3, of the spin variables take the simple form:

1
{Saiasﬁj} = 501562']'195&]'55197 aaﬁ = 1727 Za] = 1>2a3' (42)

A%

Thus we conclude that the final reduced space of two coupled spin systems with
Lagrangian (1) consists of the Cartesian product of the state spaces of the individual
systems. In this sense we have shown there is no “entanglement” in the system
determined by Lagrangian (41)) as the states of the composite system are pairs of
individual states even if the dynamics induced on such space is not separable, i.e., it
is not a direct sum of individual dynamics because of the term V; in the Lagrangian
function.

It is important to observe that other choices for the interaction potential V; could
have been considered. For instance, it is possible to consider interaction potentials of
the form V;(Uy, Uy) = Tr(KU|U,) which is clearly invariant only under the diagonal
subgroup U(1) in SU(2) x SU(2). In such a case, the set of states such that V; would be
invariant with respect the characteristic distribution of w will reduce only to the pairs
U, = U,. Thus, the constraints algorithm will impose that, restricted to such subspace,
the interaction term will be constant and the coupled spin systems will be be trivial.

Finally we notice that if the matrix K introduced in the interaction term Vj is a
multiple of the identity, then the system exhibits an additional symmetry corresponding
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to the right action of the U(1) subgroup of SU(2) that leaves invariant the magnetic
field B. The main consequence of such situation is that the system becomes integrable
as it will be discussed in the next section. Thus we will assume in what follows that
K = kl,. Then, the equations of motion on S? x S? given by projecting eqs. (B.11)),
can be written in matrix notation as:

. 1 K . 1 K

Sy = %[B, Sil+ 5 (52,51, 82 = %[B, Sl + 5 151, 5al. (4.3)
which obtained easily by computing dV = dV; 4+ dV; 4+ dV; and using the commutation

relations (£.2).

4.2. Optimal trajectories and PMP for coupled spinning particles

We are now ready to characterise the extremal trajectories of the optimal control
problem posed by the objective functional (Z€) on the system of coupled spinning
particles described by the Lagrangian function (2.4]) (or, equivalently (4.I])). Because of
the regularity of the constraints analysis we apply Pontryagin’s Maximum Principle, as
we did in the case of a single spin, to the system (4.3) instead.

The quantities B and s will be considered as the control variables of the system.
If no restrictions on the values of such variables are introduced, then PMP assures that
normal extremals for the objective functional J, Eq. (2.0), will be given by integral
curves of the Hamiltonian equations defined by Pontryagin’s Hamitonian function Hp
defined on T*S? x T*S? (depending on B and k to00).

As in the case of a single spin system it is convenient to use natural Lie algebra
variables to describe it, that is, we will consider in what follows skew-Hermitean matrices
S., and pa, a = 1,2, as in Sect. to denote state and co-estate variables. Now the
state Eqs. (43) become:

C8 = mlS Bl 4 sS85, TS = mlS Bl A5 8] (44)
With the notations above Pontryagin’s Hamitonian has the form:
Hp(Sy, Ss, Py, Po; B, &) = (Py, B, S1] + k[S1, Sa]) + (4.5)
¥ (P ol B, ]+ w8, S11) — (B, B) — o#”
where the co-estate variables ﬁa denote canonical momenta in 7%S? and are such that

(pa, §a> = 0. Notice that if P, denotes as usual the vector in R? associated to the
Hermitean matrix P,, then the last conditions amounts to P, -S, =0, a =1, 2.

N —

The regular character of the objective functional implies the existence of an optimal
feedback law given by 0Hp/0k = 0, that is:

R = <p1 —pg,[gl,ggb, (46)
and, 0Hp/0B = 0, which is equivalent to:

A

B = [Py, S1] + pal Py, o] - (4.7)
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The adjoint equations are given by

iﬁa:—aﬁ, a=12,
dt oS,
that is:
d - . .
EPI:Nl[PlaB]"'_K[PI_P%Sﬂu
d - . .
_P2:ILLQ[PQ,B]_'_H[PQ_Pl,Sl]. (48)

dt

4.8. Controllability and integrability of an optimal control problem for coupled spining
particles

Notice that the system of equations (4.4)-(4.8) obtained by substituting the optimal
feed-back relations Eqs. (L0)-(1) in them, constitute a rather complicated nonlinear
coupled system of third-order matrix polynomial equations in the variables S,, P,
subjected to the constraints ||S,|| = As, and (P,,S,) =0, a = 1,2.

However if we consider now the case of identical spin systems, i.e., u; = ps and
we substitute the feedback laws Eqs. (4.6])-(47) into the expression for Pontryagin’s
Hamiltonian Eq. (LX) we obtain the simple formula:

1,4 » 1
§<Bv B> + §<"€7 "i>7
or, in terms of the original variables S, P, in the phase space T*S? x T*S2, we get:
HP(Slag%pl)pQ;Ba'%) =

2
Z%H[Phsl]Jr[PzaSz]HZ+§\<P1—P27[51752]>\2- (4.9)

Hp(gl,gmplaﬁ)% B,H) =

Theorem 1 The Hamiltonian system on T*(S* x S?) described by the Hamiltonian
function above, eq. ({{-9) is completely integrable.

The proof is easily obtained by realising that the quantity u[Py, S1] + p[Py, Ss] is a
constant of the motion. Actually, a long, but easy, computation shows that:

{Hp, u[Pr, S1] + p[Py, S5]} = 0,
and
{Hp, H} = 0,

where {-, -} denotes the canonical Poisson bracket on the cotangent bundle 7*(S5? x S?).
For instance, using now the vector notation, we may compute B (up to a
proportionality factor) as follows:

BoxS; APy +S;APy+S; APy +S; APy =
=u(S1 AB)AP; +K(S1 AS2) APy +
+ u(S2a AB) APy + Kk(Sa ASy) APy +
+ pS1 A (P AB) + £S; A[(Pr — P2) ASo] +
+ uS2 A (P2 AB) + kSa A [(P2 — P1) A Sq].
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The terms in the right hand side of the previous equation can be split in three parts:
(I)  :=rk(S1AS2) AP1+ Kk(S2AS1) APy,
(I1) :=kS1 A [(P1—P2) ASa|+kSaA[(P2—P1) ASq],
(I11):= p(S1 AB)AP1 4+ u(S2 AB) APy + uS1 A (P AB) + uSa A (P2 AB).
Using the vector and scalar products properties together with the constraints

satisfied by the variables S,, P, o = 1,2, we get that (/1) = —(I) and that (/I]) =0,
thus B = 0.

It is also easy to check that {B ,k} = 0. Notice that the Hamiltonian vector field
X, associated to the function & is given by:

8%;.8_’_8!1.8_8!1.8_8&_8_
oP, 9S8, 0P, 9S8, 085S, 0P, 9S, OB,
. 0 o B)
= S7S . ~ S,S : ~
([S1, 82]) P ([S1, 9] 3,
(S P — D) - 4 (16 P — By]) 2 (4.10)
2,41 2 apl 1,41 2 p2' .

P

Then, we compute {B,x} = X,.(B) = 0.

Because the Hamiltonian system has dimension 4, the constants of the motion given
by the Hamiltonian itself and x suffice to integrate the system. However it is possible
to find a set of independent variables exhibiting a simple dependence on the spin and
the corresponding co-estate variables, that will provide an explicit integration of the
system. Consider the variables:

g:t:gligg; p:t:pljng.
We find

d 5 r d - - ~ .
ES-F _M[S-i-aBL EP— - [P—>MB_K'S+]a (411)

that together with B and & will provide an explicit integration of our system. Actually,
we notice that both |[Sy|| are constants of the motion and |[S, |2 + |[S_||? = 2,
(S4,5-) = [|54]12 = ||S_||>. The motion can be described by a precession around
B of the vector S, of length 0 < ||S.|| < 2. Once we have got the evolution of S, then
we can integrate the evolution equation for S_:

L I T IR
dt
It is remarkable that the quantity <§1, Sg) is a constant of the motion too (what can be
checked after a simple computation), hence the system will not be state controllable,
as the angle between the vectors determining the initial state will be preserved and not
every configuration will be reachable.

A few simple solutions can be easily obtained. For instance, it is obvious that if
k = 0 (this would happen, for instance, if S; and S, are parallel), then the equations
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describing the motion of the two systems, Eqs. (44)-(48), decouple and each one
behaves as the individual system described in Sect. under the influence of the
magnetic field B, i.e., each spin precedes around the constant magnetic field B.
Notice, however, that the magnetic field is given by Eq. (A7) and mixes both
motions. Thus, if we choose for instance P; = S, and Py = —S;, the magnetic field
becomes B = 2uS,; A'S; and the equations of motion become (using vector notation):

81:2M281A(82/\Sl), 82:2u282A(SgA81)

This system can be easily integrated using the identities for the triple vector product
and noticing that cosa = S;-S,. But, because Py is perpendicular to S;, then cos a = 0.
and the two perpendicular spins will rotate rigidily in the same plane.

Another family of solutions is obtained when the magnetic field vanishes or pu is
negligible. In such case the equations describing the motion become:

d A A oA d A A oA
Esl = K[S1, 5], E& = K[S2, 5]
d - - Aoa d - Ao
Eplzlﬁ[Pl—Pg,Sg], %PQZKZ[PQ—Pl,Sl].

or, using the variables S., we get from Eqs. (1)),

S. =0, S_=kS_AS,,

or, in other words, S_ precedes around the constant vector S..

5. Conclusions

The optimal control problem for two coupled spinning particles systems with given initial
and final states, fixed time and control equations given in the Euler-Lagrange formalism,
is analized and the differential equations determining their extremal solutions provided
by PMP are exhibited.

Such equations are obtained by using an adaptation of PMP for implicit control
equations that involve a simple application of Dirac-Bergmann-Gotay constraints
algorithm to reduce the implicit control differential equation of the system. Thus the
reduced control equations are obtained first and then PMP is applied.

However it must be noticed that, in general, optimal control problems with implicit
control equations doesn’t necessarily satisfy this and, even for systems similar to the
ones described in this paper, it could happen that the solutions to the optimal control
problem are not found among the set of solution of the reduced control equations. The
space where the extremals are found being larger than the reduced space of the original
implicit control equations. This will happen, for instance, if the objective functional
introduces some further constraints into the problem (for example like in the case of the
time-optimal problem). Under these more general circumstances another formulation
of the problem is needed (like in the simple case of LQ systems discussed in [De09]).
Results in this direction will be discussed in future publications.
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It should also be pointed out that the resulting control problem for coupled
spinning particles discussed in this paper excludes the possibility of entanglement, i.e.,
the reduced state space of the system is the Cartesian product of the corresponding
individual reduced state spaces of the systems. However, as pointed in the text, there
are other couplings for which this is not true. Nevertherles, other possibilities could
also be considered. For instance, the group SU(2) x SU(2) is a diagonal subgroup of
the group SU(4) that could be considered as the configuration space of the composite
system (in accordance with the quantum mechanical prescription and as commented
already in the introduction [Kh02]). The exploration of such possibilities will be done
elsewhere.

It was shown that the differential equations describing optimal extremals in the
case of two coupled identical spinning particles in an uniform magnetic field with scalar
coupling constitute a new, as far as it is known by the authors, completely integrable
Hamiltonian system and a number of explicit solutions, both for individual and coupled
systems, have been discussed. The analysis performed here can be extended easily to
chains of spinning particles a situation of interest in many applications as emphasized
in the introduction.

Acknowledgments

A.l. would like to thank P.J. Morrison for pointing out that the equations describing
the optimal control problem for a single classical spin, eqs. (BIH), are completely
integrable. R.S. would like to thank the support of project QUITEMAD, S-2009/ESP-
1594. A.L. would also like to thank the organizers of the “Second Iberoamerican Meeting
on Geometry, Mechanics and Control”, where part of this work was completed.

The authors would like to acknowledge the partial support by the Spanish MEC
grant MTM2014-54692-P and QUITEMAD+, S2013/ICE-2801.

We would also like to acknowledge the referees for their criticisms and valuable
suggestions.

References

[A108] D’Alessandro D 2008 Introduction to Quantum Control and Dynamics (CRC Press, Boca Raton,
FL).

[Ba83] Balachandran A P, Marmo G, Skagerstam B S and Stern A 1983 Gauge Symmetries and Fibre
Bundles. Applications to particle dynamics vol 188 (Lecture Notes in Phys. Springer-Verlag,
Berlin)

[Bab9] Bargmann V, Michel L, Teledgi VL 1959 Phys. Rev. Lett. 2 435

[Bo12] Bonnard B, Glaser S J and Sugny D 2012 A Review of Geometric Optimal Control for Quantum
Systems in Nuclear Magnetic Resonance Adv. Math. Phys. 2012 857493

[Ca95] Carifiena J F, Ibort A, Marmo G and Stern A 1995 The Feynman Problem and the Inverse
Problem for Poisson Dynamics Phys. Rep., 263 (3) 153212

[Calb] Cariiena J F, Ibort A, Marmo G and Morandi G 2015 Geometry from Dynamics: Classical and
Quantum (Springer Netherlands)



Optimal control of two coupled spinning particles in the Fuler-Lagrange picture 18

[Di49] Dirac P A M 1949 Forms of Relativistic Dynamics Rev. Mod. Phys. 21 (3) 392; ibid. 1950 Canad.
J. Math., 2, 129-148

[De02] Delgado-Téllez M and Ibort A 2002 On the Geometry and Topology of Singular Optimal Control
Problems and their solutions Discrete Cont Dyn Syst (Proceedings of the Fourth International
Conference on Dynamical Systems and Differential Equations, Wilmington, NC, USA) Supp.
223-233

[De09] Delgado-Téllez M and Ibort A 2009 A Numerical Algorithm for Singular LQ Systems Numerical
Algorithms 51, 477-500

[Fr96] Frydryszak A 1996 Lagrangian models of the particles with spin: The First seventy years arXiv
preprint hep-th /9601020

[GoT78] Gotay M J, Nester J M, Hinds G 1978 Presymplectic Manifolds and the Dirac-Bergmann
Theory of Constraints J. Math. Phys. 19 (11) 2388-239977

[Gr01] Grassberger P 2001 Classical charged particles with spin J. of Phys. A Gen. Physics 11 (7)
1221. DOI:10.1088/0305-4470/11/7/009

[Ho79] Horvathy P 1979 Variational formalism for spinning particles. J. Math. Phys. 20 (1) 49-52

[Kal4] Kawakami E, Scarlino P, Ward D R, Braakman F R, Savage D E, Lagally M G, Friesen M,
Coppersmith S N, Eriksson M A and Vandersypen L M K 2014 Electrical Control of a Long-lived
Spin Qubit in a Si/SiGe Quantum Dot Nature Nanotechnology 9, 666—670

[Kh02] Khaneja N, Glaser S J and Brockett R 2002 Sub-Riemannian Geometry and Time Optimal
Control of Three Spin Systems: Quantum Gates And Coherence Transfer Phys. Rev. A 65,
032301 (2002); Errata Phys. Rev. A 68, 049903, 2003 Phys. Rev. A 71, 039906 2005

[Kh05] Khaneja N, Reiss T, Kehlet C, Schulte-Herbriiggen T and Glaser S J 2005 Optimal Control of
Coupled Spin Dynamics: Design of NMR Pulse Sequences by Gradient Ascent Algorithms J.
Magn. Reson. 172 (2) 296-305

[Lo00] Lépez C and Martinez E 2000 Subfinslerian metrics Associated to an Optimal Control Problem
SIAM J. Control Optim. 39 (3) 798-811

[Mal4] Malissa H, Kavand M, Waters D P, Van Schooten K J, Burn P L, Vardeny Z V, Saam B, Lupton
J M and Boehme C 2014 Organic electronics. Room—temperature Coupling between Electrical
Current and Nuclear Spins in OLEDs Science 345 (6203) 1487-90

[Mo15] Morello A 2015 Quantum spintronics: Single spins in silicon carbide Nature Materials 14 135
136

[Mo04] Moseley C G 2004 Geometric Control of Quantum Spin Systems Proc. SPIE 5436, Quantum
Information and Computation II 319

[Pe98] Petit P 1998 On the Optimal Control of Implicit Systems ESAIM: Control Optimization and
Calculus of Variation 3 49-81

[P113] Pla J J, Tan K Y, Dehollain J P, Lim W H, Morton J J L, Zwanenburg F A, Jamieson D N,
Dzurak A S and Morello A 2013 High-fidelity Readout and Control of a Nuclear Spin Qubit in
Silicon Nature 496 334-338

[Pr08] Press D, Ladd T D, Zhang B and Yamamoto Y 2008 Complete Quantum Control of a Single
Quantum Dot Spin using Ultrafast Optical Pulses Nature 456 218-221

[Po62] Pontryagin L S, Boltyanskii V G, Gamkrelidze R V, Mishchenko E F 1962 The Mathematical
Theory of Optimal Processes Interscience, N.Y.

[Sc05] Schulte-Herbriiggen T, Sporl A, Khaneja N and Glaser S J 2005 Optimal Control-Based Efficient
Synthesis of Building Blocks of Quantum Algorithms: a Perspective from Network Complexity
towards Time Complexity Phys. Rev. A 72 (4) 042331

[Sk81] Skagerstam B, Stern A 1981 Lagrangian descriptions of classical charged particles with spin
Physica Scripta 24 493-497.

[Wil2] Wiseman H M 2012 Quantum Physics: Cruise Control for a Qubit Nature 490 43-44


http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9601020

	1 Introduction
	2 The Euler-Lagrange description of spinning particles
	3 Extremal solutions for classical spinning particles
	3.1 Constraints analysis of the implicit Euler-Lagrange equations on Lie groups defined by first-order Lagrangians
	3.2 An optimal control problem for a single spinning system

	4 Optimal control of two coupled spinning particles
	4.1 Constraints analysis of the implicit Euler-Lagrange equations for coupled spinning particles
	4.2 Optimal trajectories and PMP for coupled spinning particles
	4.3 Controllability and integrability of an optimal control problem for coupled spining particles

	5 Conclusions

