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Abstract
Optimal transport is one of the primary goals for designing efficient quantum networks. In this
work, the maximum transport is investigated for three-dimensional quantum networks with Pla-
tonic geometries affected by dephasing and dissipative Markovian noise. The network and the
environmental characteristics corresponding the optimal design are obtained and investigated for
five Platonic networks with 4, 6, 8, 12, and 20 number of sites that one of the sites is connected
to a sink site through a dissipative process. Such optimal designs could have various applications
like switching and multiplexing in quantum circuits.

Introduction
Transport is an essential phenomena in atomic-scale devices and networks. The structure that
hosts the energy or information carriers could be a continuous medium like metallic nanorods and
waveguides [1, 2] or site-based structure like metallic nanoparticle arrays [3, 4], quantum dot arrays
[5, 6], and many more. Discrete or site-based transport — considered in this work — has many
applications such as quantum state transport through spin chains [7, 8, 9, 10], quantum energy
transport in chains of trapped ions, environment-assisted transport in networks of sites [11, 12],
and switching with qubit arrays [13]. While much is known for ideal networks, the effect of noise
on the desired properties are less understood. We study the case of noisy quantum networks here.
A specific type of quantum network that has been proven to have exact theoretical solutions for
site-based energy excitation transfer are called Fully Connected Networks (FCNs) [14]. FCNs are
defined by the property that all sites are equally connected to each other and the last site is dissi-
patively connected to a sink site. In [15] we studied some three dimensional Platonic configurations
with distance dependent couplings, and proved that they have some similar properties as those
of an N -site FCN, where in the corresponding Platonic network N − 1 would be the number of
nearest neighbours of each site. For example, it was shown that the sink population — the energy
excitation accumulated in the sink site — of the "noiseless" Platonic quantum networks and FCNs
are the same at the steady state (or infinite time). These identities are convenient and powerful
tools for the study quantum networks, and we find similar relations in the more relevant case of
noisy quantum networks.
In this work we prove that in different noisy Platonic quantum networks the analytical solution of
the steady sink population is the same as that of the equivalent FCN. In addition, we provide some
relations among the couplings and noise rates corresponding to the maximum transport. These
relations will be useful to optimally design such quantum networks for various applications such as
transport through three dimensional Platonic networks, or switching and multiplexing in quantum
circuits. The latter could be achieved by changing the environmental noise rates (electrical or
magnetic) around the last site connected to the sink site, in a quantum dot or photonic qubits
implementations, so that the incoming excitation would be transferred to the planned sink site.
Before presenting our results, we comment on two advantages of using Platonic quantum networks
for such purposes. First, three dimensional networks in general are more compact in comparison
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with two and one dimensional networks, and the nanoscale 3D printing methods [16, 17] could
help to overcome the 3D construction difficulties. The three dimensional structures might also be
compatible with the physics or other constraints of some architectures. The other advantage of
Platonic quantum networks is that they are proven to be a FCN network with reduced number
of sites that has exact transport solutions, and thus ideal benchmarks for new techniques and
demonstrations.

Results
A Platonic network in this work is defined as a group of interactive identical two-level systems,
located on the vertices of one of the five Platonic geometries, depicted in Fig.1, and one additional
site (sink site) is irreversibly connected to one of the main sites with rate Γ. We assume a homoge-
neous environment so that all sites (main qubits) are affected by equal dissipation and dephasing
Markovian local noises with rates Γdiss and γ, respectively.

Figure 1: The schematic of the five Platonic geometries. Left to right: Tetrahedron (4 vertices),
Cube (8 vertices), Octahedron (6 vertices), Icosahedron (12 vertices), and Dodecahedron (20 ver-
tices)

.

The Hamiltonian (in units ~ = 1) of the Platonic network would be

H =

N∑
i=1

Jijσ
†
iσj + c.c., (1)

where N is the total number of main sites, Jij is the distance-dependent coupling between qubits
i, j, σ†i (σi) is the creation (annihilation) operator, and c.c. denotes the complex conjugation of the
fist part. The dynamics of the total density matrix of this system is found by a Lindbladian master
equation [18] as follows:

˙̂ρ = −i[Ĥsys, ρ̂] + Ltarget(ρ̂) + Ldeph(ρ̂) + Ldiss(ρ̂);

Ltarget(ρ̂) = Γ(2σ̂†targetσ̂N ρ̂σ̂N
†σ̂target −

{
σ̂N
†σ̂targetσ̂

†
targetσ̂N , ρ̂

}
),

Ldeph(ρ̂) = γ

N∑
i=1

(2σ̂i
†σ̂iρ̂σ̂i

†σ̂i −
{
σ̂i
†σ̂i, ρ̂

}
),

Ldiss(ρ̂) = Γdiss(2σ̂
†
targetσ̂N ρ̂σ̂N

†σ̂target −
{
σ̂N
†σ̂targetσ̂

†
targetσ̂N , ρ̂

}
), (2)

where we assumed ρ̂ = ρ̂qubits ⊕ ρ̂target ⊕ ρ̂discharge, is the direct sum of the N ×N density matrix
of the Platonic network (ρ̂qubits), the 1 × 1 population matrix of the sink site (ρ̂target), and the
1× 1 matrix representing the total population discharged to the environment by dissipation noise
(ρ̂discharged). γ, and Γdiss are the dephasing and dissipation noise rates to the environment from
the network sites to the surrounding environment. Γ is the rate of irreversible energy transfer from
the last site to the target site and σ̂†i (σ̂i) is the creation (annihilation) operator of site i. We aim
to provide an analytical expression for the population of target sink i.e. ρ(N+1),(N+1)(t) = ρtarget(t)
in the equilibrium state i.e. t→∞.
In order to simplify the analytical calculation, we study the dynamical characteristics of Platonic
networks by numerically solving ρ(t) from Eq.(2). For the simulation, the ion qubits implemen-
tation of the Platonic networks is assumed in which the coupling rate, or the interaction energy
between two dipoles of ion qubits i and j would be inversely proportional to the cube of their in-
terconnecting distance (Jij = v/r3ij , v = 1). In Figs.2,3,4 we plotted the sites’ populations (ρii(t))
of four Platonic networks in the noiseless case (γ = Γdiss = 0). It can be seen that the populations
of some sites vary inversely in some cases, while other sites would have same population dynamics.
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Figure 2: This graph shows the simulated population dynamics of all sites (ρii ≡ ρi, i = 1...N =
6, 8) of tetrahedron and cube noiseless networks with zero environmental noises (γ = Γdiss = 0),
where the sink site (i = N + 1) is dissipatively connected to the N th site with rate Γ. Parts
(a) and (b) show the schematics of the tetrahedron and cube networks with 6 and 8 sites on the
vertices. The sites coordinates for tetrahedron are (0, 0,± 1√

2
), (0,± 1√

2
, 0), (± 1√

2
, 0, 0), and for the

cube (graph (c)), site 1 is located at the origin of coordinates and its symmetrically positioned site
(7) is located at (1, 1, 1). In both networks, at t = 0, site No. 1 was charged by one excitation. Part
(b) presents the oscillating populations of sites 1 and 2 in time that are positioned symmetrically
with respect to the centre of the tetrahedron. Note that since the rate Γ has dimension 1/T , the
quantity Γ.t is dimensionless. The population of the spherically symmetric sites (3,4) at equilibrium
i.e. Γ.t & 20 is constant (0.0625). The symmetrically positioned sites 5 and 6 are discharged at
equilibrium while the sink site 7 is saturated to the population of 0.25. The graphs (d) and (e)
show that the spherically symmetric sites (positioned symmetrically with respect to the centre
of the cube), i.e. (1,7), (2,5) and (3,6) are oscillating inversely at equilibrium i.e. Γ.t & 20. At
equilibrium, the populations of the spherically symmetric sites 4 and 8 are zero since the population
of the sink site (9) is saturated to 0.33.

The characteristics shown in these figures (noiseless cases) would be the same as that of noisy cases
unless the fact that in the presents of dephasing and/or dissipation noises, the oscillating patterns
of populations would be evanescent and the sink site would be fully populated at the equilibrium
(t → ∞). In [15] we found that the target population of noiseless Platonic networks at steady
state are independent of their size and is only related to the number of neighboring sites (Nc − 1)
as of ρsink = 1/(Nc − 1), i.e. ρsink = 0.25, 0.33, 0.2, 0.33 for N = 6, 8, 12, 20, respectively. Later
on, we conclude that the exact solution of the dynamics of Platonic networks are the same as that
of FCNs, in which all sites are equidistant from each other [14]. Since the tetrahedron Platonic
network (N=4) is a FCN by definition, we ignored its simulation since we do not need anymore to
prove that its analytical solution of target population is as that of an FCN.
Figs.2 show the dynamics of two Platonic networks with N=6 and 8. It can be seen that some
pair of sites are oscillating inversely, while the populations of other pairs of sites vary equally. To
simplify the analytical solution, we will assume that the average of sites’ populations (and the
coherences) of these pairs could be assumed for one of the sites, and we would only solve the
dynamics of a Platonic network for Nc sites. Figs.3 and 4 show the dynamics of Platonic networks
with N=12 and N=20 sites, respectively. The graphs show that in these types of networks, for
the chosen initial charges of each case, the populations of different groups of sites vary similarly.
So likewise the other Platonic geometries, we simplify the analytical dynamics by assuming only a
specific number of sites i.e. Nc sites. So if ρ(t) would be the density matrix of a platonic network
of N sites, with rank (N + 2) and elements ρij(t), we define the following symbolic density matrix
ρ̃(t) of an equivalent network of Nc sites, with rank (Nc+2) and symbolic elements of ρ̃ij(t) defined
as follows. Note that in the legends of Figs. 2,3,4 and the two following formulas, we consider the
notation ρii(t) ≡ ρi(t) for simplicity.
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Figure 3: This graph shows the simulated population dynamics of all sites (ρii ≡ ρi, i = 1...N = 12)
of a regular icosahedron noiseless network with zero environmental noises (γ = Γdiss = 0), where
the sink site (i = N + 1 = 13) is dissipatively connected to only one site (12) with rate Γ. The
left graph shows the schematic of the icosahedron network where sites are located on the vertices
with coordinates (0,±φ,±1), (±1, 0,±φ), (±φ,±1, 0) where φ = (1 +

√
(5))/2. At t = 0 four sites

(1,2,3,4) are equally charged by 1/4 amount of excitation. The right graphs show that due to the
various symmetries in Platonic geometries, some sites are oscillating similarly (sites "1,2", "3,4",
"5,7", "6,8", and "10,11"), at the equilibrium i.e. Γ.t & 20. In addition, the populations of the
spherical-symmetrically positioned sites of 12 and 9, are zero, since the population of the sink site
(13) is saturated to 0.2 at equilibrium.

N = 6 :

ρ̃1(t) = ρ1(t) + ρ2(t),

ρ̃i(t) = ρi(t), i 6= 1, 2

N = 8, 12 :

ρ̃i(t) = ρi(t) + ρĩ(t),

(3)

where ĩ is the index of the spherical-symmetrically positioned site with respect to site i. So the
number of symbolic sites of N = 6 network is Nc = 5, and that of N = 8 and 12 are Nc = 4 and
Nc = 6, respectively. For N = 20, according to Fig.4 we choose:

N = 20 :

ρ̃1(t) = ρ1(t) + ρ5(t) + ρ9(t) + ρ20(t),

ρ̃2(t) = ρ2(t) + ρ6(t) + ρ10(t) + ρ19(t),

ρ̃3(t) = ρ3(t) + ρ8(t) + ρ12(t) + ρ13(t) + ρ16(t) + ρ17(t),

ρ̃4(t) = ρ4(t) + ρ7(t) + ρ11(t) + ρ14(t) + ρ15(t) + ρ18(t),

(4)

So the number of symbolic sites of N = 20 network is Nc = 4, The above two formulas show that
we assume Nc = 5, 4, 6, 4 symbolic sites, for five Platonic networks with N = 6, 8, 12, 20 sites. Note
that the distance between the chosen group of sites, assumed as one symbolic site, with the other
neighboring group of sites are all equal. Now the coherences between the sites of the equivalent
reduced networks would be defined according to the symbolic indices as

ρ̃ij(t) =

n∑
p=1

m∑
q=1

ρpq(t), (5)

where n,m are the number of sites that define the symbolic sites i, j, respectively, that is ρ̃ii(t) ≡
ρ̃i(t) =

∑n
p=1 ρp(t) and ρ̃jj(t) ≡ ρ̃j(t) =

∑n
q=1 ρq(t). As an example, in a dodecahedron network:

ρ̃12(t) =
∑

p={1,5,9,20},
q={2,6,10,19}

ρpq(t). (6)
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Figure 4: This graph shows the simulated population dynamics of all sites (ρii ≡ ρi, i = 1...N = 20)
of a regular dodecahedron noiseless network with zero environmental noises (γ = Γdiss = 0), where
the sink site (i = N + 1 = 21) is dissipatively connected to only one site (20) with rate Γ. The
left graph shows the schematic of the icosahedron network where sites are located on the vertices
with coordinates (±1,±1,±1), (0,±φ,± 1

φ ), (±φ, 0,± 1
φ ), (±φ,± 1

φ , 0), where φ = (1 +
√

(5))/2. At
t = 0 three sites (1,5,9) are equally charged by 1/4 amount of excitation. The right graphs show
that due to the various symmetries in Platonic geometries, some sites are oscillating similarly (sites
"1,2", "3,4", "5,6,7,8", and "10,11"), at the equilibrium i.e. Γ.t & 20. In addition, the populations
of the spherically symmetric sites 19 and 20 are zero since the population of the sink site (21) is
saturated to 0.33. There are four groups of sites on the right-side schematics that are marked with
four different colors (violet, red, light blue, and yellow), that each group of sites posses similar
populations. Adding two sites to red and yellow groups (sites No. 19 and 20, respectively), we
create the four symbolic sites of the equivalent FCN of dodecahedron, as introduced in Eq.(4)

In future, for simplicity of notation, we substitute ρ̃(t) → ρ(t). Using the assumption of reduced
networks, Eq.(2) would be written as follows:

ρ̇ii = −2Γdissρii + iJ(Ri − R̄i); i 6= N,

ρ̇ij = −2(Γdiss + γ)ρij + iJ(Ri − R̄j); (i, j) 6= N,

ρ̇iN = −(2Γdiss + 2γ + Γ)ρiN + iJ(Ri − R̄N ),

ρ̇NN = −(2Γdiss + 2γ + Γ)ρNN + iJ(RN − R̄N ),

ρ̇00 = 2ΓdissTrNc
(ρ),

ρ̇target = 2ΓρNN,

(7)

where ρ00 correspond to a virtual site that stores a fraction of initial excitation within the en-
vironment through dissipative noise with rate Γdiss, and the population of the last site ρNN ,
is being discharged dissipatively by rate Γ to the target site with corresponding matrix element
ρ(N+1),(N+1). We assume the following collective variables:

Ri(t) =
∑

j=fNc (i)

ρij(t), Λi =
∑

j=fNc (i)

Rj , (8)

where fNc
(i) is the set of Nc indices of the nearest neighbors of site i plus itself. The equations of

motion of the collective variables would be as following:

Ṙi = −iJΛi + iNcJRi − 2(Γdiss + γ)Ri − ΓρiN + 2γρii,

ṘN = −iJΛN + iNcJRN − (2Γdiss + 2γ + Γ)RN + (2γ − Γ)ρNN,

Λ̇i = −(2Γdiss + γ)Λi + Γ(RN + R̄N ) + 2γTrNc(i)(ρ),

(9)

where
TrNc(i)(ρ) =

∑
i=fNc (i)

ρii = Tr(ρ). (10)
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Now from the rule of conservation of population we have:

1 = Tr(ρ) + ρ00 + ρtarget. (11)

It indicates that the initial population would oscillate among all network sites, and partially accu-
mulated in the surrounding environment and the target site, through the dissipation noise rates of
Γdiss, γ and Γ, respectively.

Considering RN = x + iy, Eq.(9) line 2 yields two first order differential equations for x and y
which besides Eqs.(7) lines 4-6, Eq.(9) line 3 and Eq.(11), form a close set of differential equations
for variables x, y,ΛN , ρNN, ρ00, ρtarget as follows:

Λ̇N = −2(Γdiss + γ)ΛN − 2Γx+ 2γ(1− ρ00 − ρtarget),
ẋ = −(2Γdiss + 2γ + Γ)x+ (2γ − Γ)ρNN − JNcy,
ẏ = −(2Γdiss + 2γ + Γ)y + JNcx− JΛN ,

ρ̇NN = −2(Γdiss + Γ)ρNN − 2Jy,

ρ̇00 = 2Γdiss(1− ρ00 − ρtarget),
ρ̇target = 2ΓρNN.

(12)

According to Eq.(3) and Figs.2,3,4, the initial conditions for different Platonic networks are as-
sumed as:

N = 6, 8 :

ρ1(0) ≡ ρ11(0) = 1, ρij(0) = 0, i, j 6= 1

N = 12 :

ρ1(0) = ρ2(0) = ρ3(0) = ρ4(0) = 1/4, ρij(0) = 0, i 6= j 6= 1, 2, 3, 4

N = 20 :

ρ1(0) = ρ5(0) = ρ9(0) = 1/3, ρij(0) = 0, i 6= j 6= 1, 5, 9

(13)

The above initial conditions yield:

RN (0) =
∑

i∈fNc (N)

ρNi = 0, x(0) = y(0) = 0,

ΛN (0) =
∑

i∈fNc (N)

Ri(0) = RN (0) +Ri 6={1−4,N} or,i 6={1,5,9,N}(0) = 1.
(14)

Now by applying the Laplace transform to Eqs.(12) i.e. t→ 1/s, α̇(t)→
(
α̃.s− α(0)

)
, we obtain:

(s+ 2Γdiss + 2γ)Λ̃N + 2Γx̃+ 2γρtarget + 2γρ00 − 2γ/s− 1 = 0,

(s+ 2Γdiss + 2γ + Γ)x̃+ (Γ− 2γ)ρ̃NN + JNcỹ = 0,

(s+ 2Γdiss + 2γ + Γ)ỹ + JΛ̃N − JNcx̃ = 0,

(s+ 2Γdiss + 2Γ)ρ̃NN + 2Jỹ = 0,

(s+ 2Γdiss)ρ̃00 + 2Γdissρ̃target − 2Γdiss/s = 0,

sρ̃target − 2Γρ̃NN = 0.

(15)

Solving the complete set of Eqs.(15), the target sink population will be found for Platonic networks
in the presence of homogeneous local noises as following:

ρ̄target = 4ΓJ2 (ΓB + s)(s+ ΓA)

s∆(s)

∆(s) = 8ΓJ2γ(ΓB + s) + (s+ 2Γdiss)

((ΓA + s)(ΓC + s)(ΓB + s)2

−4ΓJ2(Γ− 2γ)

−2J2Nc(ΓA + s)(Γ− 2γ)

+2ΓJ2Nc(ΓC + s)

+J2N2
c (ΓA + s)(ΓC + s)).

(16)
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where

ΓA = 2γ + 2Γdiss,

ΓB = 2γ + 2Γdiss + Γ,

ΓC = 2Γdiss + 2Γ

(17)

This expression is equivalent to that of an FCN network, i.e. Eqs.(A25, A26) of [14], where the
Platonic coordinate number (Nc) is equivalent to the total number of sites. Since the root of the
denominator in Eq.(16) does not have an analytical solution, the final target population of the
considered Platonic networks are as following:

ρtarget(t→∞) = lim
s→0

[sρ̄target] = 4ΓJ2 ΓBΓA
∆(0)

(18)

It can be seen that in the noiseless environment (γ,Γ → 0), the steady state target population is
the same as the previous expression found in [15] i.e. 1/(Nc − 1), which can be here achieved by
first tending the local dephasing rate to zero. If first tending the local dissipation rate to zero, the
target population tends to 1. This is due to the fact that the local dissipation noise would only
discharge the excitation from each site to the environment and not to the other sites, however the
dephasing noise provides new paths of energy transport within network sites, leading to discharge
of all excitation to the target site through the N th site.

Figure 5: The relation of network and environment variables in a noisy cubic Platonic network with
optimal transport to the target site at steady state. Graph (a) shows the relation of coupling rate
J and dephasing noise γ for different amounts of dissipation rate to the sink (Γ), while dissipation
rate to the local environments are fixed at Γdiss = 10. Graph (b) shows the same relations for
different values of Γdiss and fixed amount of Γ = 10. It could be indicated from the graphs that the
coupling strength should be increases by increasing other parameters to maintain the full transport.
The values of parameters could be used for optimal design of Platonic networks.

From the numerical investigations we know that the maximum value of the target population in the
presence of noises is one. To find the network-environment parameters corresponding the maximum
excitation transport, we equate the target population of Eq.(18) to one, and find a relation among
all network and environment parameters. The resulting equation can be used to find the optimal
design variables. For example, the coupling rate J could be found in terms of other parameters.
Figs.5(a),(b) show the relation between J , the coupling rate between the nearest neighbors in
Platonic networks, and the Markovian dephasing rate γ, for different values of dissipation rates
from each site to the environment (Γdiss), and also the different values of dissipation rates from
the N th site to the sink site (Γ). The network of consideration for both parts (a) and (b) is a cubic
lattice with N = 8 main sites, and the constant parameters are Γdiss = 10 and Γ = 10, respectively.
It can be seen in Fig.5 that for the fixed chosen parameters, by increasing the dephasing rate, the
coupling strength should be increased, so that the disturbing effect of dephasing noise would be
compensated on energy transport towards the sink.
It can be also seen from Fig.5(a) that for a fixed depahsing noise rate γ and the fixed chosen
dissipation noise rate Γdiss = 10, to maintain the maximum transport, the nearest neighbors
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Figure 6: This graph shows the relation of sites’ couplings and the environmental dephasing rate
for different Platonic networks with optimal transport at steady state. It could be seen that for
networks with more Nc or number of nearest neighbours, the coupling rate J of each pair of sites
is less. This indicates that more sites with less coupling strength are equivalent to less number of
sites with higher coupling rates.

sites couplings should be increased, by increasing the dissipation rate to the target sink (Γ). In
other words, in the fixed environment with the same dephasing and dissipation noise rates, the
higher sites’ couplings demands faster noise rates to the sink site to obtain the optimal design
corresponding the maximum energy transfer. To understand this behaviour, note that the higher
sites’ coupling rate results in stronger and more energy bouncing among the sites, that demands
higher coupling rate towards the sink. It should be also taken into account that the relation among
the parameters for the maximum transport is nonlinear.
In such Platonic noisy networks, Since the nonzero dissipation rate of Γdiss = 10 will irreversibly
transfer some energy to the environment, to reach the full energy transport, the coupling rate and
the sink dissipation rate should be high or fast enough to transfer all energy before any fraction
of that would be dissipated towards the surrounding environment. Part of this process could be
supported by dephasing-noise-assisted-transport [11, 12]. This fact can be seen in Fig.5(b). It
shows the relation of network-environment parameters for the fixed amount of Γ = 10. It can be
seen that for a strong dissipation rate (Γdiss = 100), the sites’ coupling rate should be increased to
be able to transfer the energy fast enough before getting dissipated to the environment.
Fig.6 shows the optimal design graphs of Platonic networks with different number of sites. The
constant parameters are chosen as Γdiss = Γ = 10. It can be seen that for a fixed dephasing rate,
by increasing Nc of a Platonic network (the number of nearest neighbours of any site plus one), the
coupling rate J should be decreased to obtain maximum transport. This could be understood by
the fact that by increasing Nc, the number of interactions by a single site will be increased. So for
given fixed initial excitation (one unit) to each Platonic network, we need less coupling rate between
each pair of sites, to maintain maximum transport. In summary, Figs.5 and 6 provide information
to design 3D noisy Platonic networks that can fully transfer the energy from the designated sites
towards a target sink. Using these optimal design graphs help us to prevent the loss of energy
excitation into the surrounding Markovian environment through local dissipation and dephasing
noise rates.

Conclusion
Energy transport is an inevitable phenomenon in many atomic-scale networks. In this work, we
numerically studied the characteristics of energy dynamics in Platonic quantum networks consists
of 4, 6, 8, 12, and 20 qubits, located on vertices of high symmetric 3D Platonic geometries. A target
site was assumed to be dissipatively connected to one of the qubits. Due to the opposite or same
patterns of populations’ oscillations of qubits, we made an assumption of reducing the number
of qubits of each network to an effective value which was equal to the number of one group of
nearest neighbor sites within each network. We found the analytical expression for the target
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site population in the presence of environmental Markovian dephasing and dissipation noises. In
addition, we investigated the optimal design characteristics of Platonic network for maximum
energy transport from the first site towards the target site. We plotted the relation between
the coupling strength and the dephasing noise rate corresponding the maximum transport. The
optimal designs of Platonic quantum networks could have several applications like switches or
multiplexers in quantum devices. In the future, we hope to further analyse energy transport in
three dimensional Platonic devices and investigate their physical implementations.
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