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Fidelity plateaux from correlated noise in isolated few-level quantum systems
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‘We show that, in an isolated two-level quantum system described by a time-dependent Hamilto-
nian, correlated noise in the Hamiltonian’s parameters can lead to an arbitrarily long plateau in the
state-preparation fidelity as a function of elapsed time. We explain the formation of this plateau
using the Bloch-sphere representation, deriving analytical expressions for its start and end times
and its height. We also briefly discuss the extent to which this phenomenon is expected to be visible
in more general quantum systems with N > 2 levels.

I. Introduction

Quantum systems described by Hamiltonians that in-
clude random elements have been studied for many
decades. The majority of that work has focused on the
case where the Hamiltonian is independent of time. One
example is random-matrix theory [1-3], where each entry
in the Hamiltonian is drawn independently from a given
probability distribution, subject only to global symmetry
constraints on the resulting matrix. Another is the study
of quenched disorder in condensed matter systems [4-7],
where typically a random part (e.g. on-site energies) is
added to an otherwise non-random Hamiltonian (e.g. a
d-dimensional tight-binding model). A modern variant
of the latter is many-body localization [8, 9], where the
non-random Hamiltonian to which the disorder is added
includes interparticle interactions.

Another area that has been studied since the early days
of quantum mechanics is Hamiltonians that are wholly
or partly time-dependent. Here the canonical example
is the Landau-Zener problem [10-13], where one studies
the probability of transfer from the ground to the excited
state as a two-level system is driven non-adiabatically
through an anticrossing in its spectrum. There are many
variants on this problem, including some exactly solvable
cases [14-18]. Recent progress in experimental cold-atom
physics [19] has led to increased interest in problems of
driven isolated quantum systems, though in fact these
also arise naturally in several other fields of physics, no-
tably nuclear magnetic resonance [20]. Furthermore, the
drive to implement quantum information processing has
led to a concerted effort to produce good approximations
to driven isolated quantum systems in such systems as
cold-atom optical lattices [21], trapped ions [22], impuri-
ties in semiconductors [23], NV centers in diamond [24],
superconducting circuits [25], and more.

Systems that possess both of these features, i.e. for
which the Hamiltonian contains both explicit time-
dependence and randomness, exhibit a rich range of phys-
ical phenomena. Again there are subclassifications, de-
pending on whether or not the division between the non-
random (‘clean’) and random (‘disordered’) parts of the
Hamiltonian lines up with the division between the time-

independent and time-dependent parts. A particular case
of recent interest is the clean monochromatic driving of
a disordered system, which is a particular example of the
Floquet problem [26].

In the case where the time-dependent term is disor-
dered, one might suppose that the strong-disorder limit
is simple, corresponding in some sense to ‘full random-
ization’ of the state over time. In this paper, we present
a counter-example to that supposition: a two-level sys-
tem in which the application of strong time-dependent
disorder (‘noise’) leads to a long-lived and non-trivial
metastable state. In section II we give the Hamiltonian
of the model in question, discuss its potential physical re-
alizations, and introduce the fidelity, the main observable
of interest to us. In section III, we analyze the strong-
noise limit of our model, predicting a long-lived plateau
at a non-trivial value of the fidelity which we calculate.
In section IV, we present numerical evidence of the exis-
tence of this plateau, and in section V we derive expres-
sions for the start- and end-times of the plateau which we
again confirm numerically. In section VI, we summarize
our findings, and discuss to what extent the emerging pic-
ture is valid for more general quantum systems subjected
to strong correlated noise.

II. The model

Our model starts from an ideal noise-free state-
preparation process for a two-level quantum system. This
process is described by a time-dependent Hamiltonian
Ho(t) that evolves from an initial value at time ¢t = 0 to
a final one at time ¢t = T'; we refer to T as the exposure
time. We define the instantaneous eigenstates of Ho(?)
as follows:

Ho(t)lgo(t)) = Eq(t)]go(t)); (1)
Ho(t)leo(t)) = E(t)]ea(t)), (2)

where ‘g’ stands for ‘ground’; and ‘e’ for ‘excited’. We
start the system at ¢ = 0 in the instantaneous ground
state of the Hamiltonian H(0), i.e. [¢)(0)) = |go(0)), and
we define the fidelity, Z(t), as the probability of finding
the system in the instantaneous ground state of Ho(t) at



time t:

Z(t) = g0 ®)[*. 3)

Our measure of adiabaticity is the probability of find-
ing the system in its ground state at the end of the pro-
cess, Z (T). Of course this probability will not in general
be unity, because of the possibility of non-adiabatic tran-
sitions out of the ground state due to the finite rate of
change of Ho(t). In a noise-free system, however, pro-
vided the Hamiltonian changes smoothly and the energy
gap above the ground state remains finite throughout,
F(T) — 1 as T becomes large [27].

In a system with fast noise this is not the case, since
the eigenbasis fluctuates rapidly even for large T. To
include such noise, we add to our Hamiltonian a rapidly
fluctuating term H; (t):

H(t) = Holt) + Ha (). (4)

In general the real and imaginary parts of each matrix el-
ement of H; (t) might have independent and uncorrelated
time-dependence. However, in this paper we shall con-
centrate on the case where a single fast time-dependence
n(t) is common to all of the matrix elements, though
potentially multiplied by a slow variation that is matrix-
element-dependent. This kind of noise would be expe-
rienced, for example, by a spin-1/2 particle traveling
through a long and slightly curved solenoid carrying a
rapidly fluctuating current: in this situation, the mag-
nitude of the applied magnetic field would vary rapidly,
superposed on a much slower variation of its direction.
As we shall show, such ‘correlated noise’ shows some
counter-intuitive features in the time-dependence of the
fidelity.

The Hamiltonian (4) in the case of perfectly correlated
noise may be written

H(t) = Ho(t) + en(t) Hn (1), ()

where Ho and H,, are operators that change smoothly
and deterministically in time, 7(¢) is rapidly fluctuating
noise, and € is a parameter that quantifies the strength of
the noise. We take the noise to be a Gaussian-distributed
stochastic variable with zero mean, n(t) = 0, and a two-
time correlator

n(t)n(t+7) = o(r), (6)
where the bar denotes an average over realizations of the
noise. The delta function should be considered as an
approximation, valid in the limit where the correlation
time of the noise is much shorter than any other timescale
in the system [28, 29].

We have already introduced notation for the instanta-
neous eigenstates and eigenvalues of H(¢); analogously,
we denote the eigenstates and eigenvalues of H,,(t) by

Hn(t)]gn(t)) = Ey (t)]gn(t)); (7)
Hn(t)|en(t)) = EZ (t)]en(t)). (8)
We will initialize the system and measure the fidelity

with reference to the ground state of the clean part of
the Hamiltonian |go(t)).
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Figure 1. The distribution of final states on the Bloch sphere
in the ‘pure dephasing’ limit. The sphere on the left represents
the state of the system in the #,(¢) eigenbasis; the sphere on
the right in the Ho(t) eigenbasis. On the right the distribu-
tion of final-state fidelities (i.e. the range of z-coordinates) is
indicated by a left-brace.

III. The fidelity plateau

When the noise is strong, the Hamiltonian (5) will be
dominated by the contribution from the noise part, i.e.

H(t) = en(t) Hn(t). (9)

In this limit, we should therefore describe the system in
the basis {|g,(t)), |en(t))}, the instantaneous eigenbasis
of H,(t). If the time-evolution of H,(t) is slow enough
that the system adiabatically follows the eigenstates of
H,(t) then the Hamiltonian (9) causes pure dephasing,
i.e. the relative populations of |g,(¢)) and |e,(t)) become
independent of time. This, as we shall show, gives rise to
a plateau in the disorder-averaged fidelity .% (T').
This ‘pure dephasing’ time-evolution is given by

)= 3 cuesp (=3 [ arene) B2 ) )
(10)

where ¢, = (un(0)[9(0)) = (1n(0)[go(0)). When the
relative phase of the two components of |[¢(t)) is fully
randomized, the average over disorder realizations gives
a fidelity of

Zo(t) = | (9n(0)]90(0)) (g0 (£) g (1)) |
+ | (en(0)]90(0)) (go(B)]en(t)) |, (11)

which depends only on the instantaneous properties of
Ho(0), Ho(t), H,(0), and H,,(¢), not on T. Thus, coun-
terintuitively, strong noise does not fully randomize the
system’s state, instead distributing it uniformly over a
manifold of lower dimension than the full state space.
We may visualize this by comparing the evolution on
the Bloch spheres defined by the instantaneous eigen-
states of Ho(t) and H,,(t). On the H, (¢t) Bloch sphere
the initial state is located at a point on the sphere’s sur-
face at some angle 6 to the |g,(¢)) pole. Pure-dephasing
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behavior then corresponds to the state performing a ran-
dom walk around the line of latitude 6 = 6,. Thus at
t =T the ensemble of final states is distributed on a ring
at a constant angle 6y from the |g, (7)) pole, as shown
on the left of Fig. 1.

The unitary transformation relating the eigenstates of
Ho(T) to those of H,(T) corresponds to a rotation of
the Bloch sphere. This rotation preserves the form of
the ring of final states, but changes the angular position
of its center, as shown on the right of Fig. 1.

The fidelity is equal to half of the z-coordinate of the
state on the Bloch sphere measured from the |eg(7")) pole.
This results in a distribution of #(T), the average of
which (equal to F#o(T')) corresponds to the z-coordinate
of the center of the ring as described above. The distri-
bution of fidelities corresponding to this ring is:

1 ) 51—1/2
~ |72 - -7 o~ Fol < |F1;
fl@)y=9 7
0 otherwise,

(12)
where 71 = 2/l ol o) (e
with the superscripts (%) and (f) signifying the state eval-
uated at t = 0 and ¢ = T respectively.

IV. Numerical demonstration of the fidelity
plateau

We now demonstrate the predicted behavior in a sim-
ple model by numerically time-evolving the system using
the Heun algorithm [28]. We choose a Hamiltonian where
Ho(t) and H,,(t) both rotate at constant rates with con-
stant energy gaps:

Ho(t)
H(t) = hwo [cos (Jo(t)) o* +sin (o (t)) o]
+ en(t) hwy, [cos (U, (t)) 0% + sin (9,,(¢)) o],
Hn(t)
(13)
where
Dalt) = 0a(0) + (alT) ~ 9al0) 3, @ € (0.}, (14)

and o” with v € {z, 2z} are Pauli matrices. This choice
of Hamiltonian results in simple analytical expressions.
However, the analysis presented in sections IIT and V is
valid for Ho(t) and H,,(t) with arbitrary (smooth) time-
dependences and including o¥ terms. As such, the quali-
tative features of our numerical results should be common
to any two-level system with a Hamiltonian of the form
(5).

In this model the instantaneous eigenstates of H(t)
are:

(b)

S
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Figure 2. Disorder-averaged state-preparation fidelities
Z(T), determined by numerical time-evolution according to
the Hamiltonian (13). The plateau value .%y(T") — see equa-
tion (17) — is indicated by the black dashed lines. (a) Z(T)
plotted as a function of exposure time 7" for a range of noise
strengths e. For strong noise, the fidelity exhibits a plateau
at Fo(T) rather than decaying directly to 1/2. Increasing the
noise strength causes the plateau to begin earlier and to end
later. For T — 0 the fidelity tends to |{go(0)|go(T)}|* ~ 0.962.
(b) .Z (T') plotted as a function of noise strength for a range of
exposure times. For strong noise the fidelities tend to .%o (T")
for all exposure times shown.

and the corresponding eigenvalues are Fhw,. In this
model, the fidelity of the plateau is given by:
69(0
Fo(t) =cos? (2()) ( )
(17)

e () ()

where 09(t) = 9, (t) — Jo(t). According to (10), for suf-
ficiently large T the fidelity of any individual noise real-



ization must stay within the bounds:

Fi(t) = ( (5792@) <602<t> )
+ sin (5192(0)) sin (5192(0))2’

which correspond to the top and bottom of the ring on
the right of Fig. 1. For these numerical tests we use
the following parameters: wy = w, = 1, ¥(0) = /4,
Yo(T) = 7/8, ¥,(0) = w/8, 9,(T) = /2. This results
in a plateau fidelity of %#y(T) =~ 0.677, and we note that
Po(T'/4) = 9,(T/4), so at this time the limits .Z4 () close
to a point. The results are shown in Figs. 2 and 3, where
data has been gathered over N disorder realizations such
that the standard error o/v/N of .Z(T) is at most 1% of
the mean.

(18)

Fig. 2(a) shows the disorder-averaged fidelity as a func-
tion of exposure time for various noise strengths. It de-
cays from .Z(0) = |(g0(T)|go(0))|* ~ 0.962 to the value
Fo(T), indicated by the dashed line. For strong noise,
as predicted, it ‘sticks’ there, forming a long plateau;
for weak noise, it almost immediately resumes decaying
towards 1/2, the value naively expected for a two-state
system.

Fig. 2(b) shows the disorder-averaged fidelity .7 (T) as
a function of noise strength for various exposure times.
The predicted value of the fidelity plateau %y is shown
by the dashed line. For all exposure times shown, the
average fidelity tends to .%( as the noise becomes strong.
The curves depart from the strong-noise prediction as
the noise strength € is reduced. This reflects the counter-
intuitive fact that weaker noise is better able to spread
the ensemble of states across the entire Bloch sphere.

Fig. 3 shows histograms (vertical slices) of .#(t) as a
function of time for systems both (a) in the strong-noise
limit (for T = 4 and € = 5/T') and (b) outside the strong-
noise limit (for 7' = 10 and € = /7/10). The dashed
black line shows .%(t) (the center of the ring in the right-
hand panel of Fig. 1), the dotted black lines show the
upper and lower bounds on % (t) (the top and bottom
of the ring in the right-hand panel of Fig. 1), and the
solid red line shows .#(t). In the strong-noise limit the
average fidelity falls exactly on the %#y(t) curve, while
the full distribution is well contained by the predicted
bounds even when they close to a point at t = T'/4. In
panel (b) this is not the case, and the fidelity becomes
uniformly distributed between 0 and 1.

V. When does the plateau occur?

Three conditions must be satisfied for the fidelity
plateau to occur. They are most easily understood in
terms of the equation of motion for ¢4(t) and c.(t), the
decomposition of the system’s state in terms of the in-
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Figure 3. Time-resolved histograms of the instantaneous fi-
delity, determined by numerical time-evolution according to
the Hamiltonian (13). The solid red line shows the disorder-
averaged fidelity % (T"). For comparison, we also show the
predicted average .%o (t) — see equation (17) — by the dashed
black line, and the predicted bounds — see equation (18) —
by the dotted black lines. (a) In the strong-noise limit (here
T =4, €= 5\/T) the distribution of fidelities stays within
the predicted bounds, and the average is equal to %y (t). (b)
Outside the strong-noise limit (here 7" = 10, ¢ = /7T'/10) the
fidelities do not show this behavior.

stantaneous eigenbasis of H,,:
ih C:g — (gn|Holgn) (gn|Holen)
Ce (en|Holgn) (en|Holen)
o ({gnlgn) (gnlén) Eg 0 c
—ih ’ . +e g 97, (19
(i) i) +en(§ 22) | (2) 09
where the dots denote time-derivatives. The first con-
dition is that transitions due to [Ho,H,] # 0 must be
negligible, i.e. the first term in the square brackets must
be small compared to the third. The second condition is
that non-adiabatic transitions between the instantaneous
eigenstates of H, must also be negligible, i.e. the second

term must be small compared to the third. The third
condition is that the third term must be strong enough
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Figure 4. ’ﬂ(T) —Zo |, the absolute deviation of the disorder-
averaged state-preparation fidelity from the plateau value, as
a function of exposure time 7 and noise strength e. The
black dashed lines show the boundaries of the plateau, as pre-
dicted by (22) and (23). The boundaries plotted here show
the plateau at t, < T < t4, where t, = (6hD,)?/(e (AE,)?)?
and t, = (e AE,)?/(2 AFy)?, with the numerical coefficients
chosen by eye. We average over a number of disorder real-
izations such that the standard error O’/\/N is at most 1.5%
of the mean. The light gray markers indicate data points,
and the color map is determined by a linear interpolation be-
tween these points. The black circle and square indicate the
parameter values used in Figs. 3(a) and 3(b) respectively.

to completely dephase the components of the initial state
by the end of the process.

To determine when the first condition is satisfied, we
rescale the time variable: t = s T with s € [0, 1]. For the
first term in the square brackets in (19), this is equivalent
to rescaling the matrix elements by a factor T'. However,
the third term must be treated more carefully. Examin-
ing the correlation function of the noise,

ntn(t) =06t —t)=6(Tls = s']) =T~ '6(s — '), (20)

we see that the appropriate rescaling is n(t) —
T—1/25(s). Thus the Schrédinger equation becomes:

ih0,[1(5)) = | THo(s) + VT n(s) Ha(s)] [(s)).  (21)

This shows that the ‘strength’ of the noise depends on
how long the system is exposed to it. The influence of
the deterministic part becomes comparable to that of the
noise when the two terms on the right-hand side of (21)
are of similar magnitude: T AE, ~ VT AE,, where
AE, is the typical energy difference between the eigen-
states of H,. Thus we may neglect transitions due to Hg
provided that

AE,\?
T <<ty ~ (eAEo> ) (22)

while for very large T the state becomes completely ran-
domized [30].

The second condition requires that the third term
on the right-hand side of (19) is much stronger than
the second. Rescaling time as before, we find that
non-adiabatic effects can no longer be neglected when
evVT AE, ~ hD, AE,; ! where D,, is the typical magni-
tude of (g,,(5)|0sHn(s)|en(s)). Thus, as expected, non-
adiabatic effects become weaker for processes performed
over a longer time, becoming negligible when

h D,

T >ty ~ (G(AEn)Z)Z. (23)

Assuming that the first two conditions are satisfied,
only the third term on the right-hand side of (19)
need be retained. Thus, from equation (10), we see
that the relative phase at time T is given by A¢ =
L dten(t) AB, (1), where AE,(t) = EMt) — ENt),
the instantaneous gap between the eigenenergies of H,,.
It follows that A¢ = 0 and (A¢)2 = 2h~20E2 T, where
SE2 =T [/ dt[AE, (). The distribution of A¢ be-
comes approximately uniform when (A¢)? is of order one,
and thus the phase is randomized provided that
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T >t~

We therefore expect to observe the plateau when the
Hamiltonians Hy and H,,, the noise strength ¢, and the
exposure time 7' are such that the following condition is
satisfied:

toy ta < T < tg. (25)
Fig. 4 shows |.Z(T) — F|, the deviation of the nu-
merically determined fidelity from the predicted plateau
value for the model described by (13), as a function of
noise strength e and exposure time 7. The light gray
markers indicate data points, and the color map is de-
termined by linearly interpolating between these points.
The dashed black lines show the timescales (22) and (23),
and we see that the fidelity attains its plateau value ev-
erywhere between these two curves on the side where
ty > tq, exactly as predicted by (25). For the H,, studied
in section IV one finds that D,, = 9, (T") — 9, (0) = 37/8.
The curve (24) is not marked on the graph as it has the
same functional form as t,, and for this system we find
that ty < t, for all parameter values used in generating
Figs. 2-4. In particular, this can be seen from the rapid
collapse of % (t) onto Z#y(t) in Fig. 3(a).

VI. Summary and outlook

In this paper we have described in detail, both an-
alytically and numerically, a particular model of time-
dependent state-preparation for an isolated two-level
quantum system subjected to strong noise. We have
shown that, for a broad range of parameters, this results



in a long-lived metastable state which manifests itself as
a plateau in the state-preparation fidelity as a function
of time. The key observation is that, on the appropriate
Bloch sphere, strong correlated noise drives the system
on a single orbit, leading to partial but not total random-
ization of the state.

How does this generalize to the case of an N-level sys-
tem? To answer this question, let us consider the above
two-level case from the group-theoretic point of view. A
generic two-level Hamiltonian can be expressed as a lin-
ear combination of the three Pauli matrices, which are
the generators of the group SU(2), plus the identity. The
Lie algebra of SU(2) has a one-dimensional Cartan sub-
algebra formed by just one of its generators, e.g. 0*. Fast
noise coupled to only this generator cannot fully random-
ize the state, since it can only rotate the spin around a
single axis. As we have shown, this phenomenon survives
over a broad range of times even if the direction of that
axis is allowed to evolve slowly in time.

In the N-level case, the group is SU(N) rather than
SU(2). SU(N) has N? — 1 generators, of which N — 1
form a Cartan subalgebra. We may take these N —1 gen-
erators to be represented by traceless diagonal matrices.
Even if each such generator were multiplied by an inde-
pendent fast noise function 7, (¢), « = 1,2, ..., N —1, the
sum of such terms could not fully randomize the state,
since the overall fast-noise Hamiltonian would still be

diagonal: it could induce only relative dephasing of the
different components of the wave function in the Cartan
basis. Presumably, as in the SU(2) case, this would re-
main true over a broad range of times even if the matrices
multiplying the fast noise functions 7,/(t) evolved slowly
in time. However, this slow evolution would have to pre-
serve the mutually commuting nature of the N — 1 gen-
erators in the Cartan subalgebra, and would thus be less
general than in the SU(2) case. Given this caveat, how-
ever, we expect that the essential physics described here
will extend to the N-level system, though presumably
with some changes to the adiabaticity condition (23); we
defer the detailed investigation of these to a forthcoming
work [31].
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