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How fast can quantum brachistochrone evolve?
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The quantum speed limit (QSL) represents the cornerstone of essential physical limit on the speed
of evolution process in quantum mechanics. To derive the QSL for arbitrary quantum systems, here
we present a geometric method, which is estiblished on the quantum brachistochrone characterized
by the Riemannian metric. As an application to the complex quantum system, we consider the non-
linear Landau-Zener type two-level system, representing coherent atoms for BECs with mean-field
interaction. The analytical expression of the quantum brachistochrone and population are obtained
for the nonlinear system. We further derive the corresponding optimal procotol and demonstrate
that the QSL is tight. We also generalize our formulation to open quantum systems.

Introduction. How fast can quantum brachistochrone
(QB) evolve? This issue is of the essence in pratically all
domains of quantum physics expecting to achieve quan-
tum speed limit (QSL), such as quantum computation
[1, 2] and quantum control [3, 4]. As the fundamen-
tal principle of quantum mechanics, the QSL displays
the bound on the minimal evolution time of quantum
systems between two given states on the quantum-state
space [2, 4-7]. At present, the potential of approaching
QSL by quantum control has also been demonstrated in
experiments [8-11]. However, in different systems, the
factors affecting the QSL are complicated [12-19]. In
addition, accurate analytic solutions of optimal protocol
are always subject to mathematical or numerical diffi-
culties [20, 21]. The quantum brachistochrone equation
(QBE) can provide the optimal protocol on the premise
of satisfying the task fault tolerance, which is considered
to be a promising method [20]. Based on the general
framework [20, 22-24], QBE gradually plays an impor-
tant role in quantum computation and quantum control
of various models [25-28], especially in parity-time (PT)
symmetric systems [29-31] and adiabatic evolution, i.e.,
the quantum adiabatic brachistochrone [32-35]. The cor-
responding numerical methods have also been proposed
in succession [20, 21, 33, 34]. The relationship of quan-
tum coherence [36] and entanglement [37, 38] to QB is
also discussed.

In this Letter, we present a geometric method estab-
lished on the QB characterized by the Riemannian met-
ric to derive the QSL for arbitrary quantum systems
with unitary dynamics. In contrast to the Mandelstam-
Tamm and the Margolus-Levitin inequalities, we obtain
a bound which is of geometric properties and expressed
as the global and local geometric quantum speed estima-
tion, i.e., Eq. (10). We apply this formulation to the
nonlinear Landau-Zener (LZ) type two-level system to
investigate the evolution speed of the complex system.
Compared with the linear case, it is far from fully under-
standing the dynamical evolution of the nonlinear two-
level model. In order to derive the QB of this model, we
find the analytical expression of population represented
by the Bloch parameterization. As this basis, we obtain

the QB and analytical optimal protocol corresponding to
the QSL via the QBE and further prove that the QSL is
tight. These results are consistent with the result given
by the experiment [8] and optimal control [39, 40] in the
linear limit. Particularly, the application to this model
reveals the relationship between the optimal control and
the traditional geometric approach which focuses on esti-
mating for the maximal quantum speed [2]: As common
methods to calculate the minimal evolution time, they
are actually different aspects of the QSL. Specifically, the
optimal control and the traditional geometric approach
contribute the local and global geometric quantum speed
estimation to the QSL respectively. In fact, there is no
obstacle to the application of this geometric framework
to open system dynamics. Finally, we generalize our for-
mulation to open quantum systems.

FEvolution speed. The QB refers to the time-optimal
path .Z,, on the quantum-state space given by the func-
tional 7[e] = [d.Z/V, which satisfies §7/5.Z = 0. Here,
d.Z donates the differential of Bures angle [41, 42], which
represents the Bures angle moving from v to ¢ + di
through unitary evolution and V = d.Z/dt characterizes
the geometric quantum speed [2, 43]. On the Hilbert
space, £ = arccos(|{(¢o|t;)|) which can be written in
the tensor form by the Fubini-Study metric [42, 44]

n 2 n n
ds* =" %+4 Y pidel = Y pipjdeide; | (1)

i=1 i=1 i,j=1

where p;; and ¢;; correspond to the amplitude and
phase of the eigenstates respectively. For general rep-
resentation, considering a set of parameters {\;(¢)},i =
1,...,2n to describe analytically quantum states such
as pij, @i; or the Bloch vector [44-46]. Over the
evolutionary duration 0 < ¢ < 7, the dynamic pro-
cess of the quantum system draws geometrically a curve
varying over the Riemannian manifold .# from the
initial state [¢ (A1(0),...,A2,(0))) to the final state
[t (A1 (T), ..., A2n(7))). First of all, reparameterization
of functional 7[e] is necessary. To unify the coordinates,
we introduce
1 = P1y---

y Ln = Pny Tpnt+l = Ply---5 T2n = Pn-
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Thus Eq. (1) becomes d.%? = Zl =1 9ijdxidzj, where

0ij/xi, if max{i,j} <n,
Gij = § 405jTin — AT nxj_p, if min{i,j} >n, (2)
0, otherwise.

Under the coordinate transformations of arbitrary pa-
rameters A, the property of tensor produces the form

2n
d$2 - Z guvdAudAIM (3)

pyv=1

where g, = Z” 10\, i Ox, ;. T[e] is further repa-
rameterized explicitly

Z guvdé\g” dd/\g
ki dc, 4
/ AR @

where h is set to be one and ( is the natural parameter
selected. QBE requires the Euler-Lagrange (EL) equa-
tions d@AIZ(Al, ey )\2n)/d< = 8)\1.9%()\1, ey /\Qn),i =
1,...,2n. Now we aim at deriving the bound on the
functional 7 for the QB on the manifold .#Z. Utiliz-
ing the Riemannian metric Eq. (3), geometric quantum

speed reads V = d.Z(|vo), [t+))/dt = Z# 1 G VU,
where v, (A1, ..., o) = dA,/dt. V and v, are the global
evolution speed and local evolution speed respectively.

Selecting arbitrary component \; as the natural param-
eter, Eq. (4) becomes
dA,. d,\

/ < U_
o —g¢

uvl

dX. d),
ey dX; dX;

d\; =

For any parameter )\;, the dynamics of the element on
the manifold .# is limited by each velocity component
v;. These simultaneous 2n inequalities lead to

T[e] > IF&XQ”{Ei(tii:lfT»} — 2(|1/’0;/7|1/17->)7 (6)

where £;(1t%0), [t5r)) = IXi(0) = (7], £(1to), 1)) and
¥ describe distance and speed respectively corresponding
to the component which contribute the most. Likewise,
there exists estimation for the global geometric quantum
speed |Vinazl

Z (|40, 19,))

T|e| >
o= =y

(7)

Mathematically we consider a concise example to show
that Eq. (6) and Eq. (7) are independent of
each other. Assume that )V approaches maximum

|Vmaw | =

\/Z#v 1 9uo|Vplmaz|Vol,,g.- For arbitrary component
A; and the corresponding speed wv; there holds the rela-
tion [d\;/v; = [dZ/V given by Eq. (5). Then the
bound follows the form

Tle] Zmax{/ Ivj:i ,/ Wii } (8)

Eq. (8) indicates that the independence of Egs. (6) and
(7) depends on whether there exists strict unequal rela-
tionship between [Viaz|/V and |v;|maz/vi. The formula-
{%’+%’} > aaig {%4_%} provides
the following answer:

when each component is optimal, i.e.,

> min

tion max

2
. |Uz |ma;ﬂ = |Vm0«$ |
mim § ———— Zg#v|vu|max|vv|maz/v < —
Vi %
HFv
2
|Uz|mam =
< max ¢ ——— Z guv|vu|maw|vv|maw/v ; (9)
HFv

which means that the unequal relationship between Egs.
(6) and (7) depends on the contribution of the nondiag-
onal elements of Riemannian metric to Eq. (9). As a
consequence, the QSL should take the upper bound of
Egs. (6) and (7):

L(|o), 1) £(1to), [¢r)) } o)

TOSL — Imax 5
? { Vinac| v

Distinguished from the geometric approach of estimating
QSL using maximum evolution velocity [2], the second
term of Eq. (10) applies geometric estimation locally
for each parameter. That demonstrates the duration of
evolution process is always constrained by the global and
local geometric quantum speed bound. Eq. (10) also
presents a feasible perspective of estimating the QSL of
quantum systems by measuring local geometric quantum
speed experimentally.

Application. As an intuitive representation of two-level
systems, the Bloch sphere has particular advantages: a)
The geodesic between two states on the sphere is equiva-
lent to the Bures angle by considering the conservation of
probabilistic flow and ignoring the relative phase. b) The
metric tensor is easy to calculate for sphere. To show the
validity of Eq. (10), we consider the nonlinear LZ type
two-level system, which is related to a model for BECs in
the mean-field [47-54]. It is determined by the following

Schrodinger equation:
()= (). o)
1)

_ D) = elva]® - v
H= 5 o, + 50 (12)

where




11 and 1) are the probability amplitudes and h = 1. The
Hamiltonian is characterized by the coupling strength v
between the two states, the level bias I' and the nonlin-
ear strength ¢ which describes the interaction between
atoms. With the usual Bloch parametrization ¢, =
cos(x/2)e'1, 1y = sin(x/2)e'?? [55], we introduce x(t)
to donate the population difference cos x = |t2|? — [t)1]?
and (t) to donate the relative phase ¢ = p2 — 1. In
the following calculation, f’ defaults to the derivative of f
with respect to time and f defaults to the derivative of f
with respect to x. On the Bloch sphere, the Schrédinger
equation reads (see Sec. T of the Supplemental Material
[56] for calculation)

X = —vsiny,
o :F—cosx(c+vw>.

sin x

(13)

In order to derive the QB of the nonlinear LZ type two-
level system, we calculate the analytical expressions of
the time-dependent evolution of x(¢) and ¢(¢). Under
the situation I' = 0, we find that sin y = —2vcosg/cis a
particular solution of Eq. (13), where 2v/c corresponds
exactly to the self-trapping in Josephson junction [57-
59].

For I' # 0, our main idea is to solve the undetermined
function f which is inserted into sinxy = —2vcosp/c.
Different positions of f are associated with different types
of ordinary differential equations. We find that the de-
nominator is the correct position:

2v
c+

siny = — COS . (14)

The derivative with respect to x on both sides of Eq.
(14) leads to

20[(c + f)¢sinp + f cos ]
(c+[)? '

With substituting Eq. (14) into Eq. (13), we ob-
tain ¢ = [-2I' 4+ (¢ — f)cosx|/2vsinp. Substituting
¢ into (15) and replacing cos¢ by Eq. (14) yields:
f = —2ftanyx — 2I'/siny and further obtains f =
(=2 [ T'sin xdyx + Cp)/sin® x. The formulation between
x(t) and @(t) for arbitrary T' yields:

cos Y = (15)

2v
—2 [ T'sin xdx+Co
sin? x

siny = — Ccos , (16)

c+

where Cj is the integration constant determined by the
initial phase ¢(0) and initial angle x(0). Here we intro-
duce the approximation that the protocol I' is the ar-
bitrary function of x. Now ¢(t) is fully expressed as a
function of x(¢). Finally, by employing Eq. (13), the an-
alytical expressions for the time-dependent evolution of
x(t) and ¢(t) can be further calculated by the following

FIG. 1. In the case that y; is less than x,, the optimal path
Eq. (21) is showed on the Bloch sphere. The upper star
donates the initial state and the lower star donates the final
state. For unconstrained I'; the speed of ¢ approaches infin-
ity. The main contribution to evolution time comes from the
longitude .

integral (see Sec. II of the Supplemental Material [56] for
more examples):

d
dT p— n > .
U\/l _ 772 _ (002321“77)

The states of the two-level system are expressed as
the points on the Bloch sphere represented by x and .
We select x as the natural parameter and calculate the
corresponding metric tensor on the sphere, and then the
variational problem can be written as

X 22 i 2 X % X
VIS / L iy = / Tdy.
X0 miﬁ(Wo), |w‘r>) X0 v X

(17)

0

(18)
The geometric quantum speed should be consistent with
the evolution speed of the point on the Bloch sphere, thus
A2 (), |-)) /dt]* = (dip/dt)* + (dx/dt)* sin® x. Fur-
ther simplifying gives V? = v2+(£2 sin? y—£2) /4 (see Sec.
IIT of the Supplemental Material [56] for calculation).
The solution of the variational problem corresponds to
the EL equations d0pT/dx = 0,T, do;T/dx = 0T,
where

A
__§sin2X

o€ —3V% 0 — T 2

(19)

oT _ ¢sin’x 9T _
g — & -0 _
<
V3

We obtain the QB of this nonlinear LZ type two-level
system, which reads

T . .

p=+1 p=g=i=0, (20)
When the upper limit of the integral is greater than the
lower limit, ¢ = —m/2; otherwise ¢ = 7/2. To sum up,



the minimal time should be |xo — x-|/v. Without loss
of generality, we consider the case xo < x,. The QB we
obtained is showed in Fig. 1 for two given states. Com-
bining with the relative phase of the initial and target
states, we rewrite the QB by the step function 57 of the
following form (see Sec. IV of the Supplemental Material
[56] for details):

o= { o — (5 4 v0) H (x — x0)» if x < (xo + xr)/2,
pr = (5 +9r) H (xr = x) if x> (X0 +xr)/2-
(21)
Moreover, the optimal protocol I' is calculated in terms
of Eq. (16):

T'=ccosxy —d(x —xo0) +(x — Xxr)s (22)

where d(x) is the Dirac function. Eq. (22) is consistent
with the results given by the experiment [8] and optimal
control [39, 40]. For the variational method, it is neces-
sary to further verify the protocol I" is globally optimal.
Eq. (21) shows that the contribution of ¢ to the evolution
time tends to be 0 and the duration of evolution process
only depends on x. In fact, it is evident that the follow-
ing inequality holds with Eq. (17) only if I" = ccosx,
CQ =0:

_ |X0 _XTl7 (23)

v

T[o] >

/777— 1 d?’]
mw Vy1- n?
which presents the QSL of the nonlinear LZ type two-
level system. Note that Eq. (23) indicates that the QB
has the same formulation for repulsive and attractive in-
teractions.

Discussion. By inserting parameters of this nonlin-

ear model, the QSL can be expressed explicitly from Eq.
(10):

3

[Xo = Xr| |0 = ¢r| Z(I%%Id)ﬁ)}

TQSL — Inax{

zmax{M,O,O}, (24)
v

|UX |mam , |’U§0 |ma;ﬂ Vmam

which shows that the bound we derived is tight and il-
lustrates that the coupling strength v acts the maximum
local geometric quantum speed. Optimal control gives
the QSL which is the first term of Eq. (10) [39, 40]. The
conventional geometric approach which focuses on the
maximum geometric speed is corresponding to the global
estimation. Coincidently, these two methods reflect two
different terms of Eq. (10). The QB is essentially the
transition of these two methods. Thus we reach that
our framework provides the perspective of viewing the
previous methods via the geometric quantum speed esti-
mation.

Now we introduce the generalization of Eq. (10) to the
open quantum systems. For the mixed states, the metric

of Bures angle can also be rewritten into the form of Eq.
(3) [43] and the corresponding time functional is

2n
dX. d),
H%;lguvd_{ dc
o= [0 d, (25)
%g(pOapT)

where £ (po, pr) = arccos(tr/\/p-p/p-) [60, 61], po do-

nates the initial state and p, donates the final state.
Therefore, following the steps above, there also exists
estimation Eq. (10), which shows that it is possible to
give effective bound on actual evolution time in practi-
cal applications only by measuring quantum geometric
speed.

Conclusions. We have derived the QSL for arbitrary
quantum systems with unitray dynamics via the frame-
work of the QB. This bound is expressed as the global
and local geometric quantum speed estimation. We have
applied our method for the nonlinear LZ type two-level
system to investgate the evolution speed of the complex
system. We have found the analytical expression of evo-
lution population with the usual Bloch parametrization
to derive the corresponding optimal procotol I' and QB of
this nonlinear system. We further demonstrate that the
QSL is tight, which is consistent with the result given
by the optimal control and the experiment in the lin-
ear limit. We also generalize our formulation to open
quantum systems. We hope that the present geometric
method to the QSL opens up novel systematic investiga-
tions of this fundamental principle.
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I. DERIVATION OF DYNAMICS EQUATIONS
BY THE BLOCH PARAMETRIZATION

To begin, we calculate the derivative of x with respect
to time. The general form of the Hamilton which we
consider reads

H =ypo, +qo,. (S1)

For [11]? we have d|y |2 /dt = (¥F)"11 + i), where 1*
donates the complex conjugate of ). Submitting it into
the Schrédinger equation and we obtain

dia* . .
“a AU (Pwl + qw2) — iy (pwl + qwz)
=iq (195 — Pia). (52)

Using the substitution 1 = cos(x/2)ei1 9y =

sin(x/2)e’?2, p = @9 — 1 yields

d 2
% = ¢sin y sin g, (S3)

which can be further written as
dyn|* _ dfcos? (3)] _ —x'sinx
dt dt N 2

Combining with Eq. (S3) and Eq. (S4) and we get the
derivative of x with respect to time

(S4)

X' = —2¢sin . (Sh)

For 1, the Bloch parametrization and dynamics equa-
tion lead to

{ Y = —% sin (%) et + i) cos (%) et (S6)

with
N
¢} = —p—qtan (%) e — %tan (%) : (S7)
In the same way for v we have
1 i v i
{ wéz —3 Cos (%)e“"2 + il sin (%)e‘/’?, (38)
Yy = —i(qy1 — pa),
and o satisfies
Ny
0y =p— qcot (%) e 4 %cot (g) . (S9)

¢ = ¢h—¢) is further calculated. The difference between
the first term of Eq. (S7) and Eq. (S9) equals to 2p.

The difference between the second terms lead to
X\ —i X\ i
— g ot (G ) e+ atan (3) e
q co 5 e + gtan 5 e
= q[— cot (g) cos ¢ + i cot (%) sin ¢

+ tan (g) cos p + i tan (g) sin ¢]. (S10)

Note that

{ tan (¥) + cot (%g = 2csc,
2

tan (%) — cot ( (S11)

then Eq. (S10) becomes
— q cot (g) e " + qtan (g) e’

= —2gcos ¢ cot x + 2igsin ¢ csc . (S12)

The difference between the third terms yield

Ny Ny
% cot (%) + % tan (%) =ix cscy

= —2igsinpcscy. (S13)

Thus ¢ — ¢}, namely the derivative of relative phase
with respect to ¢ equals to

o' = ph — ¢ =2p—2qcospcot . (S14)
Specifically, for the nonlinear LZ type two-level sys-
tem, p = (I' — ccosx)/2, ¢ = v/2. Inserting p and
q, the Schrodinger equation representing by the Bloch
parametrization reads

X' = —vsinp,
{ @ =T —cosy (c + —Usfgif) . (815)

II. THE APPLICATION OF THE ANALYTICAL
EXPRESSION OF THE POPULATION

In general, the evolution time of the nonlinear LZ type
two-level system can be expressed as
d
dr = N/ S— ,
vy/1—n?— 25

(S16)

where .# = ¢(1 —n*) — 2 [Tdn+ Cy and n = cosx. To
illustrate the application of this expression, here we take
the nonlinear Josephson oscillation as an example, which
describes the dynamics for BECs in a double-well system
with nonlinear interaction. For this model, the level bias
I is constant in Eq. (S16).



A. The linear case with ¢ =0

Under the linear case, the nonlinear Josephson oscilla-
tion model becomes the known Rabi oscillation and the
Eq. (S16) reads

dn
U\/l —n? - 7(00;1221“71)2

Considering the initial condition lim ¢ = 7/2, lim x = 0,
T—0 T—0

dr =

(S17)

we obtain Cy = 2I" and the evolution time can be written
as

d
dr = il
v\/l—rﬂ—f—i(l—n)Q

For the Rabi oscillation, the analytical expression of the
population is well known

v, (VR T2
e ()

v? . Vo2 + 12
|/,7Z)2(T)|2 = ,U2 + 1"2 Sln2 ( 2 T I

(S18)

[ ()P =1
(S19)

which yields

2412
= \/% arcsin [\/%(1 — cos X)} . (S20)

Differentiating the evolution time with respect to x gives
Eq. (S17). Eq. (S20) indicates that under the linear
case, Eq. (S16) is equivalent to the Rabi oscillation that
we are familiar with.

B. Explanation of the self-trapping for the
nonlinear Josephson oscillation

When I" = 0 and ¢ # 0, we have the relation

siny = —2?0 COos . (S21)
With the nonlinear interaction, the tunneling between
two wells is influenced by the nonlinear strength like in
Fig. S1. We use the fourth to fifth-order Runge-Kutta
method to simulate the quantum state evolution on the
Bloch sphere and illustrate the physical significance of
Eq. (S21).

For |siny| < 1, when 2v/c > 1, ie., |c/v| < 2, the
difference of the population will not be limited. This
is reflected in the fact that the state can always evolve
from the North pole to the South pole on the sphere.
However, when |2v/c| < 1, i.e., |¢/v| > 2, the difference of
the population will be limited by the nonlinear strength
and the maximum of the sin x becomes |2v/c|. x never
approaches /2, which means that the state never crosses
the equator, namely self-trapping.

FIG. S1. Evolution process of the Josephson oscillation on
the Bloch sphere. (a) ¢/v = 4, (b) ¢/v = 2, (¢) ¢/v = 1.5,
(d) ¢/v=1.

III. SIMPLIFICATION OF V?

V2 can be rewritten as the form
V2 = v%(1 — cos? @) + 9% sin? (S22)

where & =T — cos x(c+ vcos g/ sin x). Combining with
sin x = —2vcosp/(c+ f), we obtain

(c+ f)?sin? x

V2 =% — 1 (S23)
( ccosy fcosx)2 9
+ | — + sin” y,
2 2
ccosx = fcosy
= F —
v 2 2 7
where
—2 [T'sin xd
o2 sinxdx + Co (S24)
sin® y

Multiplying both sides of Eq. (S24) by sin? y and taking

the derivative of both sides with respect to y give

B f sin
2

Submitting Eq. (S25) into Eq. (S24), we obtain

I =

— fcosx. (S525)

(c+ f)%sin® x
4
. 2
(fcosx—i—fsinx—i—ccosx)
+ 4

For the sake of simplification, we introduce & = fsin y +
csin y, which leads to the simplified form

V2:U2_

sin x. (S26)

2gin? y — €2
2+f X 5'

2 _
Vei=vw 1

(S27)



IV. TRANSFORMATION OF TRAJECTORY
EQUATION

With the step function

, ifz <0,

H () = { (1), if 2 > 0, (828)

the relative phase ¢ can be written as:

(p:{%—(%-i-@o)%(x—)(o)v if xo < x < XX,
or — (3 +or) A (xr — x), if XFX2 <y <y,
(529)

which is equivalent to

©0, le:X07
=194 —%, if xo <x < xr, (S30)
o7, i X = X7

For Eq. (S29), the position of the subsection should be
within [xo, x+|. Here, (xo + x+)/2 is selected.



