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We propose an experimental method to evaluate the adiabatic condition during quantum anneal-
ing. The adiabatic condition is composed of the transition matrix element and the energy gap, and
our method simultaneously provides information about these without diagonalizing the Hamiltonian.
The key idea is to measure a power spectrum of a time domain signal by adding an oscillating field
during quantum annealing, and we can estimate the values of transition matrix element and energy
gap from the measurement output. Our results provide a powerful experimental tool to analyze
the performance of quantum annealing, which will be essential for solving practical combinatorial
optimization problems.

I. INTRODUCTION

The adiabatic theorem is one of the central results in
quantum mechanics. It was first proposed by Ehrenfest
[1] in 1916. Born and Fock proved a modern version
of the theorem in 1928. The statement of the theorem
is as follows. If we prepare an initial state in a ground
state of the Hamiltonian, the state remains in the ground
state of the Hamiltonian as long as the change in the
Hamiltonian is sufficiently slow. Since the 1928 proof,
there have been many subsequent studies, including more
rigorous formulations [2, 3], or even extensions to open
systems [4]

One of the essential applications of this theorem is
quantum annealing (QA). The first proposal was made
by Apolloni et al. in 1989 [5]. This original idea focused
on improving simulated annealing using the quantum ef-
fects of tunneling. An alternative proposal was made
[6, 7] where the Hamiltonian changes with time. In this
proposal, we prepare a ground state of the transverse field
Hamiltonian, and gradually change the Hamiltonian into
the target Hamiltonian. The adiabatic theorem guar-
antees that, as long as the change in the Hamiltonian
is sufficiently slow, the state after the evolution is the
ground state of the problem Hamiltonian.

Nowadays, quantum annealing has been intensively
studied from a variety of view points. In fact, there
are studies in terms of computational speed [8–10], im-
plementation methods [11, 12], and algorithms [13–15].
Commercial use of quantum annealing machines has also
started by D-Wave, and accordingly, proposals for their
use in research and applications in various fields are aris-
ing. Some of these include examples in quantum chem-
istry [16, 17], machine learning [18, 19], or even high-
energy physics [20].
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One of the problems of QA is that there are no known
efficient methods to check whether the adiabaticity is sat-
isfied. In principle, if we can diagonalize the Hamilto-
nian, we can use the following conditions as sufficient
conditions to satisfy the adiabaticity [21–24]

| 〈m(t)|Ḣ(t)|0(t)〉 |
|Em(t)− E0(t)|2

� 1, (1)

for all t and m, where |m(t)〉 (|0(t)〉) denotes the m-th
excited (ground) state, H(t) and Em(t) (E0(t)) denotes
the eigenenergy of the m-th excited (ground) state. (See
Appendix A). However, when we perform QA to solve
practical problems, we cannot diagonalize the Hamilto-
nian by a classical computer, and so we cannot directly
use the above adiabatic conditions to check whether the
dynamics are adiabatic. There are proposed methods
to experimentally measure the energy gap [15, 25, 26],
which corresponds to the denominator of the equation,
Eq. (1). However, to our best knowledge, no studies
have been performed to measure the numerator of the
adiabatic condition (1), the size of the transition matrix
element of the time derivative of the Hamiltonian.

In this paper, we propose a method to simultaneously
measure the adiabatic condition’s numerator and denom-
inator. The key idea is to use oscillating field in the mid-
dle of quantum annealing, which induces a Rabi oscilla-
tion between the ground and excited state. By perform-
ing Fourier transformation of a time domain signal, we
obtain a power spectrum and extract information from
the obtained data. From these processes, we can esti-
mate the values of the numerator and denominator of
the adiabatic condition.

Our paper is organized as follows. In sec. III, we intro-
duce our method to simultaneously measure the values of
the transition matrix element and the energy gap based
on an analytical calculation using some approximations.
In sec. IV, to quantify the performance of our method
in realistic cases, we perform numerical simulations with
noise. Finally, in sec. V, we conclude our results and
discuss possible future directions.
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II. REVIEW OF THE QUANTUM ANNEALING

Let us review the conventional quantum annealing, and
consider the following Hamiltonian,

Hconv(t) = f(t)HD + (1− f(t))HP, (2)

where HD is a driver Hamiltonian, HP is a problem
Hamiltonian, and f(t) is a schedule function satisfying
a condition,

f(0) = 1, f(Tann) = 0, (3)

where Tann is called the annealing time. Usually, we
choose the function f(t) as

f(t) = 1− t

Tann
. (4)

Due to the condition (3), the Hamiltonian at t = 0
is the driver Hamiltonian HD itself and the Hamiltonian
at t = Tann is the problem Hamiltonian itself. After
obtaining a ground state of the driver Hamiltonian, we
let the state evolve by the annealing Hamiltonian from
t = 0 to t = Tann. According to the adiabatic theorem,
if Tann is large enough, the state after QA becomes a
ground state of the problem Hamiltonian.

III. OUR METHOD TO EVALUATE THE
ADIABATIC CONDITION

For a quantum system, the dynamics are given by the
time-dependent Hamiltonian H(t). To check whether the
dynamics are adiabatic or not, we need to know the de-
nominator and numerator of the Eq. (1). The denomi-
nator is an energy gap of the Hamiltonian H(t), and the

numerator is the transition matrix element of Ḣ(t) from
the ground state to the m-th excited state of H(t).

We explain our theoretical proposal to measure these
quantities from an experiment. Let us define the follow-
ing Hamiltonian,

H(t) = HQA(t) +Hext(t), (5)

HQA(t) = A(t)HD + (1−A(t))HP (6)

Hext(t) = λ(t)ḢQA(t1) cosω(t− t1) (7)

where HD is a driver Hamiltonian, HP is a problem
Hamiltonian, A(t) is a schedule function, Hext(t) is an
external driving Hamiltonian, ω is an angular frequency
of the driving field, λ(t) is the strength of the driving
field, and t1 is a time to start turning on the external
driving. In Fig. 1, we plot A(t) and λ(t) against time
during our protocol. It is worth mentioning that A(t)
coincides with f(t) for 0 < t < t1.

Firstly, we prepare a ground state of the driver Hamil-
tonian |0(t = 0)〉. Secondly, we gradually change the

FIG. 1. Plot of the scheduling function A(t) and the strength
of the external driving field λ with our protocol.

Hamiltonian HQA(t) from t = 0 to t = t1 by set-
ting λ(t) = 0, and the system evolves with the Hamil-
tonian. Thirdly, at t = t1, we add a driving term
to the Hamiltonian by setting λ(t) = λ while we fix
A(t) = A(t1), and let the system evolve by this Hamil-
tonian for t1 < t < t1 + τ . Fourthly, at t = t1 + τ , we
turn off the driving by setting λ(t) = 0, and gradually
change the Hamiltonian from HQA(t1) to HD for a time
t1 + τ < t < 2t1 + τ , and the system evolves by the
Hamiltonian. Fifthly, we perform a projective measure-
ment into the m-th excited state |m(t = 0)〉 of the driver
Hamiltonian, and record a measurement result. Finally,
repeat these steps many time by changing ω, t1, and τ .
We define the probability obtained from these procedure
as p0,m(ω, t1, τ).

Let us explain how to realize the Hext(t) at the third
step in the actual experiment. We have

Hext(t) = λȦ(t1)HD cosω(t− t1)

−λȦ(t1)HP cosω(t− t1) (8)

The driver Hamiltonian and problem Hamiltonian can be
decomposed by Pauli operators as follows.

HD =
∑
i

hiOi, (9)

HP =
∑
j

h′jO′j , (10)

where Oi (O′j) denote the Pauli matrices and hi (h′j)
denotes a time independent coefficient. So we obtain

Hext(t) =
∑
i

λȦ(t1)hiOi cosω(t− t1)

−
∑
j′

λȦ(t1)h′jOj′ cosω(t− t1) (11)

This means that, if an experimentalist can temporar-
ily change the coefficient of the Pauli matrices as a co-
sine function, it is possible to realize the Hamiltonian



3

Hext(t). Since the problem Hamiltonian usually contains
two-body interaction terms, we need to change the in-
teraction coupling strength. Such a technique has been
developed in superconducting circuits [27].

Here, we explain the dynamics of the system in the
third step of our scheme, which is crucial to measure the
adiabatic condition.

We begin by describing a simplified scenario where the
dynamics is adiabatic at the second and fourth step, and
we will consider more general cases later. For simplicity,
we omit the expression of “(t1)” to mention HQA(t1) or

ḢQA(t1) in the following part of this section. In our pro-
posal, the measurements will be performed by sweeping
the time period τ , and so we treat τ as a variable in the
reminder of this section unless otherwise mentioned. Let
us diagonalize HQA as follows.

HQA =
∑
i

Ei |i〉 〈i| , (12)

where Ei ≤ Ej is satisfied for i < j. By moving to a
rotating frame, the state of the system is written as

|ψ̃(τ)〉 = eisτHQA |ψ(τ)〉 , (13)

and the Hamiltonian in the rotating frame is described
as

H̃(τ) = eisτHQAH(τ)e−isτHQA + i
deisτHQA

dτ
e−isτHQA

= (1− s)HQA + eisτHQAHext(τ)e−isτHQA . (14)

It is notable that we set ~ = 1 throughout this paper.
Here, we assume that the transition frequency between
the ground state and m-th excited state is close to the
frequency of the external driving field. Then, we set s as
the ratio between |Em − E0| and ω as follows.

s =
ω

|Em − E0|
(15)

where E0 denotes the energy of the ground state. The
second term in (14) becomes

eisτHQAHext(τ)e−isτHQA

= λ
∑
i,j

〈i|ḢQA|j〉 eis(Ei−Ej)τ cosωτ |i〉 〈j| . (16)

Here, we are going to apply the rotating wave approxima-
tion [28]. The coefficient of |i〉 〈j| in the Eq. (16) includes
an oscillatory component

eis(Ei−Ej)τ cosωτ

=
1

2
eis(Ei−Ej)τ (eiωτ + e−iωτ )

=
1

2
ei(s(Ei−Ej)−ω)τ +

1

2
ei(s(Ei−Ej)+ω)τ . (17)

We adopt the rotating wave approximation (RWA) to
drop high frequency terms. If s|Ei−Ej | = ω is satisfied,

one of the terms in Eq. (17) becomes time-independent
and the other term has a high-frequency oscillation. Due
to the condition of (15), we have at least two time-
independent terms, (i, j) = (m, 0) and (0,m), to remain
after the RWA. We assume a condition ||Em−E0|−ω| �
||Ei−Ej |−ω| in neither (i, j) = (m, 0) nor (i, j) = (0,m).
Then, by using the RWA, all terms except (i, j) = (0,m)
and (i, j) = (m, 0) are dropped. In this case, the Hamil-
tonian (16) can be simplified to

Hext,I =
λ

2
〈m|ḢQA|0〉 |m〉 〈0|+ h.c.. (18)

Hence, the effective Hamiltonian of Eq. (14) can be writ-
ten as

Heff =
∑
i

(1− s)Ei |i〉 〈i|+
λ

2
〈m|ḢQA|0〉 |m〉 〈0|+ h.c..

(19)

From these calculations, it is shown that the dynamics
is confined in a subspace spanned by the ground state and
the m-th excited state when the initial state is prepared
in the subspace. Actually, after performing the first and
second step of our method, we can prepare the ground
state as the initial state as long as the dynamics is adi-
abatic. It is worth mentioning that, if we trace out the
states except |Em〉 and |E0〉, the effective Hamiltonian
has the same form as the single-qubit Hamiltonian to in-
duce the Rabi oscillation [29]. So we should be able to
observe the Rabi oscillation if we implement our protocol.
An analytical formula to describe the Rabi oscillation
without decoherece is known, and this is characterized by
two parameters; detuning and Rabi frequency. (The de-
tails of the behavior of Rabi oscillations in a single-qubit
system are given in Appendix B.) This means that, by
using the analytical formula to describe the Rabi oscilla-
tion, we can fit the data obtained from our method, and
we can obtain the information of the transition matrix
element | 〈m|Ḣ|0〉 | and the energy gap |Em − E0|.

In order to observe the Rabi oscillation, we need an ef-
ficient method to construct a projective measurement of
|m〉 〈m| in the rotating frame. Actually, in the fourth and
fifth step, we effectively construct a projective measure-
ment of |m〉 〈m| in the lab frame as long as the dynam-
ics in the fourth step is adiabatic. Moreover, when the
state |ψ(τ)〉 is an eigenstate of the Hamiltonian HQA,
the change in the frame provides just a global phase.
Therefore, as long as the adiabatic condition is satisfied,
p0,m(ω, t1, τ) is approximately described as follows

p0,m(ω, t1, τ) ' | 〈m|e−iτHeff |0〉 |2

= α(ω)(1− cos Ωana(ω)τ), (20)
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where α(ω) is a function of ω given by

α(ω) =
1

2


2|λ̃|

(
∆− ω −

√
(∆− ω)2 + |λ̃|2

)
(

∆− ω −
√

(∆− ω)2 + |λ̃|2
)2

+ |λ̃|2


2

,

(21)

∆ = Em − E0, λ̃ = λ 〈m|ḢQA|0〉 ,

and Ωana(ω) is a hyperbolic curve on the ω − Ω plane
that is represented by

Ωana(ω) =

√(
λ| 〈m|ḢQA|0〉 |

)2

+ (ω −∆)2. (22)

If the adiabatic condition is satisfied, p0,m(ω, t1, τ) does
not have a dependency on t1.

In the discussion above, we assume that we prepare a
ground state of the driver Hamiltonian at the first step
and we perform a projective measurement into the m-th
excited states at the fifth step. On the other hand, if we
prepare k-th excited state at the first step and perform
a projective measurement into the l-th excited states
at the fifth step, we can obtain the hyperbolic curve

as Ω
(k,l)
ana (ω) =

√(
λ| 〈l|ḢQA|k〉 |

)2

+ (ω −∆kl)2 where

∆kl = Ek − El by using similar calculations. The de-
tails of these derivations are shown in the Appendix B 1.

The adiabatic condition described in Eq. (1) is valid
only when we can treat the effect of the non-adiabatic
transitions as a perturbation. So, throughout our pa-
per (except in the Appendix), we assume that the ef-
fect of non-adiabatic transitions is negligible. We will
discuss how the non-adiabatic transitions affect spectro-
scopic measurements in our methods later.

Let us explain how to specify the values of |Em − E0|
and | 〈m|Ḣ|0〉 | by using our method. We repeat these
by sweeping the ω, and we can find an optimize value of
ω = |Em − E0| to minimize the frequency of the Rabi
oscillation, and this corresponds to the energy gap ∆.
At the same time, the Rabi frequency with the optimal
Ω observed in our method corresponds to the numerator
Eq. (1). This means that our estimated transition matrix

element | 〈m|Ḣ|0〉 |est and our estimated energy gap ∆est

should be given by

λ| 〈m|ḢQA|0〉 |est = min
ω

[Ωexp(ω)], (23)

∆est = arg min
ω

[Ωexp(ω)] , (24)

respectively. Here, Ωexp(ω) is the angular frequency of
the Rabi oscillation obtained experimentally, which is an-
alytically considered to be expressed by Eq. (22).

In actual experiments, due to some imperfections,
p0,m(ω, t1, τ) cannot be fully explained by the analytical
formula Eq. (20), which was derived under ideal condi-
tions (See Fig. 10 in Appendix). To find the relevant fre-
quency of Ωexp(ω) in the dynamics, we perform a Fourier

transformation, and we obtain a power spectrum, which
is defined by

P (ω, t1,Ω) = abs [FT[p0,m(ω, t1, τ)]] ,

= abs

[∫ ∞
−∞

dτ p0,m(ω, t1, τ)
e−iΩτ√

2π

]
. (25)

If p0,m(ω, t1, τ) is expressed as the Eq. (20), the power
spectrum is given as

P (ω, t1,Ω) =α(ω)δ(Ω) +
α(ω)

2
δ(Ω− Ωana(ω))

+
α(ω)

2
δ(Ω + Ωana(ω)). (26)

So, in the actual experiment, we define the peak with a
positive frequency in the spectrum as Ωexp(ω), and we
expect to satisfy Ωexp(ω) ' Ωana(ω) in the power spec-
trum, and this allows us to use the formulas of Eqs. (23)
and (24). This is how we could estimate the values of

the transition matrix element | 〈m|ḢQA|0〉 | and the en-
ergy gap ∆ with our method.

IV. NUMERICAL ANALYSIS

To quantify the performance of our method, we imple-
ment numerical simulations of the proposed method de-
scribed in the previous section. To obtain an analytical
formula in the previous section, we assumed the following
conditions.

I. The dynamics in steps 2 and 4 are adiabatic

II. The rotating wave approximation is valid

III. The dynamics in step 3 occurs in a two-level sub-
space

IV. There is no decoherence.

However, in actual experiments, these conditions are not
always satisfied. So we will perform numerical simula-
tions when some (or all) of these conditions are not met.
We summarize the conditions for numerical simulations
to be performed I.

Case Qbit Adiabaticity of Decoherence Violated
Number Step 2 and 4 conditions

A 1 Complete None II
B 1 Imcomplete None I, II
C 1 Imcomplete X I, II, IV
D 2 Complete None II, III
E 2 Imcomplete None I, II, III
F 2 Imcomplete X I, II, III, IV

TABLE I. List of cases studied in this work. For the case B, C,
E, and F, we consider the effect of non-adiabatic transitions
at the step 2 and 4. On the other hand, for the case of C and
F, we take into account decoherence.
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The condition I is satisfied when the process at the
step 2 and 4 is completely adiabatic. Although we can
solve a time dependent Schrodinger equation with a long
annealing time, instead, we diagonalize the Hamiltonian
to prepare a ground state as the initial state at the step
3. Especially, for cases A and D in Table I, we prepare
the ground state of HQA(t1) by the diagonalization at
the step 3.

The condition III can be naturally satisfied for a sin-
gle qubit system. On the other hand, this condition is
violated for a system with two or more qubits. Thus, in
cases A, B, and C using a single qubit system, the con-
dition III is satisfied, but in cases D, E, and F, condition
III is violated.

The condition IV is satisfied if we solve a time-
dependent Schrodinger equation of the system, which
are the cases of A, B, D and E. On the other hand, we
consider the effect of decoherence by solving the master
equation in the cases C and F.

A. Settings and methods for all cases

Here, we introduce some conditions common to all of
our numerical analysis.

1. Schedule function

For the schedule function A(t) in Eq. (5), we use

A(t) =


1− t

Tann
(0 ≤ t < t1)

1− t1
Tann

(t1 ≤ t < t1 + τ),
t−τ−2t1
Tann

+ 1 (t1 + τ ≤ t < 2t1 + τ)

(27)

where Tann is the annealing time. In the actual experi-
ments, this value is typically around 10 to 100 µs, and
a typical energy scale of the Hamiltonian is an order of
GHz [30].

We take the schedule function (27) as A(t) = 1−t/Tann

up to Tann and we evaluate the adiabatic condition at
time t1 according to our method. Hence, for our simula-
tion, ḢQA(t1) is given by

ḢQA(t1) = − 1

Tann
HD +

1

Tann
HP, (28)

for any t1.

2. Strength λ

Since we have

λ| 〈m|ḢQA|0〉 | ∝
λ

Tann
, (29)

the Rabi frequency can be controlled by changing the
value of λ

Tann
where we substitute Eq. (28). If decoher-

ence is negligible, we should set λ
Tann

as small as possible,
because the RWA is valid only when the Rabi frequency
is much smaller than the energy gap ∆. On the other
hand, when there is decoherence, the choice of λ/Tann is
not so straightforward. As we decrease λ/Tann, the deco-
herence becomes more relevant while the RWA becomes
more valid. So we need to satisfy the following condition.

1

TcTann| 〈m|ḢQA|0〉 |
� λ

Tann
� 1, (30)

where Tc is the coherence time. In our simulation, we
used

λ

Tann
= 0.05. (31)

3. Time evolution and Measurement process

In the actual experiments, we should take decoherence
into account. For this purpose, we adopt the Gorini-
Kossakowski-Sudarshan-Lindblad (GKSL) master equa-
tion [31],

ρ̇ = −i[H, ρ] +
∑
n

(LnρL
†
n −

1

2
{L†nLn, ρ}), (32)

for the cases C and F, where Ln are the Lindblad oper-
ators.

At the fifth step we perform a projective measurement
into the state |m(t = 0)〉. Unless otherwise mentioned,
we set m = 1, because the non-adiabatic transition from
the ground state to the first excited state is usually the
main concern for QA.

4. Construction of Ωexp(ω)

In our method, we calculate a projection probability
into the first excited state p0,1(τ) and we make the power
spectrum P (Ω) to determine the function Ωexp(ω) as we
explained in the previous section. In this case, we expect
to observe a peak at Ω = Ωana(ω) in the power spectrum.
To determine the function Ωexp(ω), we fix ω and maxi-
mize height of the power spectrum by sweeping Ω so that
we can determine the position of the resonance peak as

Ωexp(ω) = arg max
Ω

P (Ω, ω). (33)

Finally, by sweeping ω, we can obtain the function
Ωexp(ω).

When we sweep Ω, we should consider an appropriate
range as follows. First, we sweep the frequency range of
Ω > 0. As we have already seen in Eq. (26), there are
three peaks. However, to evaluate the adiabatic condi-
tion, we can focus only the peak at positive frequency,
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because the peak at negative frequency has the same in-
formation as that at positive frequency while the peak at
zero frequency does not contain information. Second, we
sweep the frequency range of Ω � ω. We use the RWA
to derive the analytical formula of (20), but this is valid
only for Ω� ω.

Even if we restrict the frequency range, we may fail to
find a correct peak for several reasons. We will discuss
the case when such a problem occurs, and show a possible
solution to overcome such a problem at least for some
cases.

B. Single-qubit cases (Case A, B, C)

FIG. 2. (Top) An estimation of the transition matrix element
in case A (single qubit, complete adiabaticity, and no deco-
herence). The solid lines are the solution obtained by diago-
nalization of the Hamiltonian, and the dots are the estimated
values obtained from our method by numerical simulations.
(Bottom) An estimation of the energy gap in case A. The
solid line is the solution obtained by diagonalization of the
Hamiltonian, and the dots are the estimated values obtained
from our scheme by numerical simulations.

We see the single-qubit cases (Case A, B, C). For
these cases, the driver Hamiltonian HD and the prob-
lem Hamiltonian HP are given as

HD =
ω1

2
σx, HP = gσz, (34)

respectively. In our simulation, we fixed ω1 = 1 GHz and
g = 0.4 GHz.

1. Case A

We set the parameters Tann and t1/Tann as

Tann = 10, 30, 100, 300, 1000 ns,

t1/Tann = 0.1, 0.2, 0.3, 0.4, ..., 0.9. (35)

As we can see in Fig. 2, our estimated values (dots in
the figure) are in good agreement with the theoretically
expected values (lines in the figure). Indeed, the relative
error in the estimation of the transition matrix element
| 〈1|Ḣ|0〉 | (the energy gap E1 − E0) is at most 0.99%
(0.071%).

These errors are small compared to the resolution due
to the discretization performed in processing the data.
The estimation error of the transition matrix element
(energy gap) is 0.9 (0.1) times smaller than the resolu-
tion. Actually in Fig. 2, we confirm that the adiabatic
condition (1) is reasonably satisfied.

2. Case B

FIG. 3. At the top (bottom), we plot the estimated value of
the transition matrix element (energy gap) in case B (single
qubit, incomplete adiabaticity, and no decoherence).

Next, the effect of non-adiabatic transitions in steps 2
and 4 is studied for the case B. Similar to the case A,
we can accurately measure both the transition matrix el-
ement | 〈1|Ḣ|0〉 | and the energy gap (E1 − E0) for the
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FIG. 4. At the top (bottom), we plot the estimated value of
the transition matrix element (energy gap) in case B (single
qubit, incomplete adiabaticity, and no decoherence) with a
shorter annealing time such as Tann = 1, 2, 4, 8 ns.

case B, and (See Fig. 3) the relative error of the transi-
tion matrix element (energy gap) is a maximum of 2.2%
(0.7%) and 0.77 (0.93) relative to the resolution.

For the single qubit case, our scheme is robust against
the non-adiabatic transitions. Actually, we consider cases
with Tann = 1, 2, 4, and 8 ns (see Fig. 4), and these results
show that the shorter annealing time dose not impair the
performance of our methods.

Actually, we show that, as long as the RWA is valid,
the power spectrum contains a peak corresponding to a
frequency of Ω(ω) (See Appendix B 2). This means that
we can accurately estimate the transition matrix element
and energy gap by using Eqs. (23) and (24) for the single-
qubit case without decoherence.

3. Case C

In the case C, to take into account decoherence, we
adopt the GKSL master equation, and we choose the
Lindblad operator as

L =
√
κσz, (36)

where κ denotes the decay rate. We fix κ = 2.5 × 10−3

ns−1 which is a typical value for a superconducting flux
qubit [32].

FIG. 5. At the top (bottom), we plot the estimated value of
the transition matrix element (energy gap) in case C (single
qubit, incomplete adiabaticity, and with decoherence)

We represent the results in Fig. 5. The relative error of
the transition matrix element | 〈1|Ḣ|0〉 | (the energy gap
∆) is at most 2.1% (0.05%). This is 0.77 (0.023) times
smaller than the resolution.

These errors are as small as those in cases A and B,
and so our method is robust against decoherence. This
is due to the fact that decoherence does not affect the
position but the width of the peaks in the power spec-
trum. So an accurate estimation of the transition matrix
element and energy gap is possible even under the effect
of decoherence as long as decoherence is weak.

C. Two-qubit cases (D, E, F)

In the two-qubit cases, the problem and driver Hamil-
tonians are given as

HD =
ω1

2
σx ⊗ 1 +

ω2

2
1⊗ σx,

HP = g1σz ⊗ σz + g2σz ⊗ 1 + g31⊗ σz. (37)

respectively. Here, we set ω1 = 1.0 GHz, ω2 = 1.1 GHz,
g1 = 0.5 GHz, g2 = 0.3 GHz, and g3 = 0.

For these cases, we choose the parameters Tann and t1
as follows.

Tann = 10, 30, 100 ns,

t1/Tann = 0.1, 0.3, 0.5, 0.7, 0.9. (38)
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FIG. 6. At the top (bottom), we plot the estimated value of
the transition matrix element (energy gap) in case D (two
qubit, complete adiabaticity, and no decoherence). Even
when two-qubit is used, we can estimate well both the transi-
tion matrix element and the energy gap with high accuracy.

1. Case D

In this case, we can accurately measure the transition
matrix element | 〈1|Ḣ|0〉 | and energy gap (E1 − E0) as
shown in Fig. 6. The relative error of the transition ma-
trix element (energy gap) is at most 3.5% (0.04%). This
is 0.55 (0.99) times smaller than the resolution. Although
the condition III is not satisfied in this case to consider
the two qubits, the dynamics can be approximately con-
fined in a two-level system as long as the Rabi frequency
is small. This explains the accuracy of our method.

2. Case E

In the case E, the relative error of the transition matrix
element (energy gap) is at most 3.5% (1.2%). This is 0.55
(0.99) times smaller than the resolution as shown in 7.

In the case of weak nonadiabatic transitions, it is possi-
ble to estimate both the transition matrix elements and
energy gap with high accuracy even for the two-qubit
case. On the other hand, as described in detail in Ap-
pendix C, in the case of strong nonadiabatic transitions,
the power spectrum contains peaks other than the one
we want to use in our estimation. We discuss possible

FIG. 7. At the top (bottom), we plot the estimated value
of the transition matrix element (energy gap) in case E (two
qubit, incomplete adiabaticity, and no decoherence).

solution for this in Appendix C.

3. Case F

In the case F, we choose the Lindblad operators as
follows.

L1 =
√
κσz ⊗ 1, L2 =

√
κ1⊗ σz, (39)

where κ denotes the decay rate. For the numerical sim-
ulations, we choose κ = 2.5× 10−3 ns−1.

We plot the estimated transition matrix element and
energy gap against t1/Tann, and show that our method
is accurate except for two points, t1/Tann = 0.3 and
t1/Tann = 0.9 for Tann = 100 ns, as shown in Fig. 8.

In the former case, as shown in the power spectrum
(see Fig. 9 (a)), where ω is smaller than 0.575 or larger
than 0.65, a low frequency (Ω < 0.02) peak exist and
the height of this peak is higher than the target peak at
the same ω. As shown in Eq. (26), strictly speaking, a
peak around Ω ' 0 should exist in the spectrum, and
this peak has a finite width due to decoherence so that
we can observe this in case F. So, if we naively adopt our
method described in Eq. (33), we generate an inappro-
priate Ωexp(ω) and obtain wrong estimated values about
the transition matrix element and energy gap.

To identify the target peak under the effect of decoher-
ence and non-adiabatic conditions, we adopt the modified
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FIG. 8. At the top (bottom), we plot the estimated value
of the transition matrix element (energy gap) in case F (two
qubit, incomplete adiabaticity, and with decoherence). In this
case, we have significant estimation errors for a few points.

method as follows. First, we evaluate the value of Ω of
not only the highest peak but also the second and the
third highest peaks for each ω and these values (ω,Ω)
become candidates of the data of the estimated function
Ωexp(ω). Second, we try to fit the data with the analyt-
ical formula of Eq. (22). Third, we remove data that we
cannot fit by the analytical formula. Finally, we choose
data that are fit by the analytical formula, and consider
this as the target peaks.

In the former case, after using this modified method,
the relative error of the transition matrix element (energy
gap) is 1.0% (0.2%) and the ratio to the resolution is 0.07
(0.26). This shows that our modified method is effective
for this case.

In the latter case, however, decoherence is so strong
that the target peak almost disappears, and we cannot
identify the target peak anymore, as shown in Fig. 9 (b).

V. CONCLUSION AND DISCUSSION

In conclusion, we propose an experimental method to
check whether an adiabatic condition is satisfied. Our
method uses an oscillating field to induce Rabi oscilla-
tions in the middle of quantum annealing. This process
provides information on the energy gap and the transition

FIG. 9. Plot of the power spectrum P (ω,Ω) for Tann = 100 for
case F (two qubit, incomplete adiabaticity, and with decoher-
ence). The horizontal axis denotes the angular frequency of
the driving field, and the vertical axis denotes the Fourier fre-
quency. (a) We use t1/Tann = 0.3. The yellow line is obtained
by fitting equation (22) to the plot. (b) We use t1/Tann = 0.9.
The dotted line depicts the exact value obtained by diagonal-
ization.

matrix element of the time derivative of the Hamiltonian.
Also, we quantify the performance of our method by im-
plementing numerical simulations. We mainly investigate
how non-adiabatic transitions and decoherence affect the
estimation of the adiabatic condition. Our results show
the robustness of our method against such imperfections.

Our method is useful for finding suitable annealing
scheduling and form of the Hamiltonian to improve the
performance of quantum annealing. When the phase
transition occurs, the performance of quantum anneal-
ing worsens. There are some proposals to avoid it during
quantum annealing for specific cases [33–35]. To adopt
these methods, we need to change the annealing schedul-
ing and form of the Hamiltonian. However, the potential
problem is that we cannot easily optimize the annealing
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scheduling and form of the Hamiltonian for general prob-
lems if we do not know whether the adiabatic condition
is satisfied. On the other hand, by using our methods to
evaluate the adiabaticity of the dynamics, we may choose
suitable annealing scheduling and form of the Hamilto-
nian when we try to solve practical optimization prob-
lems using quantum annealing. We leave the detailed
analysis for future work.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We are grateful to Takashi Imoto, Hideaki Okane, Hi-
roshi Hayasaka, and Tadashi Kadowaki for insightful dis-
cussions.

This work was supported by Leading Initiative for Ex-
cellent Young Researchers MEXT Japan and JST presto
(Grant No. JPMJPR1919) Japan. This paper is partly
based on results obtained from a project, JPNP16007,
commissioned by the New Energy and Industrial Tech-
nology Development Organization (NEDO), Japan.

We thank the developers of QuTiP [36], which was
used for numerical simulations.

Appendix A: Adiabatic theorem and adiabatic
condition

In this section, we review the adiabatic theorem. We
consider a time-dependent Hamiltonian H(t). For each
time t, we denote the eigenstates (called instantaneous
eigenstates) obtained by diagonalizing the Hamiltonian
H(t) as |n(t)〉 and eigenvalues (called instantaneous en-
ergy) as En(t).

H(t) |n(t)〉 = En(t) |n(t)〉 (A1)

For any state |ψ(t)〉, at each time t, the state can be
expanded using the instantaneous eigenstates |n(t)〉 as

|ψ(t)〉 =
∑
n

cn(t)e−itĒn(t) |n(t)〉 , (A2)

where Ēn(t) is defined by

Ēn(t) =
1

t

∫ t

0

dτEn(τ). (A3)

If this |ψ(t)〉 is a solution that satisfies the Schrodinger
equation, we obtain

i
d

dt
|ψ(t)〉 = i

∑
n

d

dt
(cn(t)e−itĒn(t) |n(t)〉)

= i
∑
n

ċn(t)e−itĒn(t) |n(t)〉

+ (−i d
dt

(tĒn(t)))cn(t)e−itĒn(t) |n(t)〉

+ cn(t)e−itĒn(t) |ṅ(t)〉

=
∑
n

cn(t)En(t)e−itĒn(t) |n(t)〉 . (A4)

Combining (A4) and the orthonormality of the eigen-
states, we obtain

iċn(t)e−itĒn(t) + i
∑
m

cm(t)e−itĒm(t) 〈n(t)|ṁ(t)〉 = 0.

(A5)

Now differentiate both sides of (A1) at time t.

Ḣ(t) |n(t)〉+H(t) |ṅ(t)〉 = Ėn(t) |n(t)〉+ En(t) |ṅ(t)〉
(A6)

By taking the inner product with |m(t)〉 again, (A5) be-
comes

ċn(t) + 〈n(t)|ṅ(t)〉 cn(t)

=
∑
m 6=n

〈n(t)|Ḣ|m(t)〉
En(t)− Em(t)

cm(t)eit(Ēn(t)−Ēm(t)). (A7)

When we neglect the right-hand side of (A7), we can
get the adiabatic theorem. Indeed, it is clear that no
transitions between the energy levels occur in this time
evolution, because differential the equation contains only
one variable cn(t).

To obtain the final state after the time evolution, we
integrate both sides of Eq. (A7) and we obtain

cn(t)−cn(0) = −
∫ t

0

〈n(τ)|ṅ(τ)〉 cn(τ)dτ

+

∫ t

0

∑
m 6=n

〈n(τ)|Ḣ|m(τ)〉
En(τ)− Em(τ)

cm(τ)eiτ(Ēn(τ)−Ēm(τ))dτ.

(A8)

If necessary, we perform a transformation of the basis
|ñ(t)〉 = eiθ(t) |n(t)〉, and 〈n(t)|ṅ(t)〉 can be zero. By
using this, Eq. (A8) becomes

cn(t)− cn(0)

=

∫ t

0

∑
m 6=n

〈n(τ)|Ḣ|m(τ)〉
En(τ)− Em(τ)

cm(τ)eiτ(Ēn(τ)−Ēm(τ))dτ.

(A9)

By recursive use of (A9), we obtain a form of cn(t) as an
infinite series. If we use the first order perturbation, we
obtain

cn(t)

' cn(0) +
∑
m 6=n

cm(0)

∫ t

0

〈n(τ)|Ḣ|m(τ)〉
En(τ)− Em(τ)

eiτ(Ēn(τ)−Ēm(τ))dτ

= cn(0)− i
∑
m6=n

cm(0) (Amn(t)−Amn(0) +Bmn(t)) ,

(A10)
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where

Amn(t) =
〈n(t)|Ḣ|m(t)〉

(En(t)− Em(t))2
eit(Ēn(t)−Ēm(t)), (A11)

Bmn(t) =

∫ t

0

eiτ(Ēn(τ)−Ēm(τ))

En(τ)− Em(τ)

d

dτ

[
〈n(τ)|Ḣ|m(τ)〉
En(τ)− Em(τ)

]
dτ.

(A12)

Here, we use

d

dt

[
t(Ēn(t)− Ēm(t))

]
= En(t)− Em(t). (A13)

When (1) is satisfied, Amn(t) is negligible. Of course,
in general, if Bmn(t) is nonzero, cn(t) is different from
cn(0) in the first order perturbation so that the adia-
baticity is not always guaranteed by Eq. (1) [3]. How-
ever, if En and Em are time independent, Bmn(t) corre-
sponds to a Fourier transformation, and so Bmn(t) can
be negligible unless the integrating function includes a
component whose angular frequency is corresponding to
the (average) energy gap Ēn − Ēm. Except for the spe-
cial non-negligible Bmn case, the condition (1) makes
cn(t) = cn(0) and it shows the statement of the adia-
batic theorem.

Usually, when we consider the quantum annealing, the
initial states are designated by

c0 = 1, cn = 0 (n 6= 0), (A14)

so that we can finally obtain

c0(t) = 1, cn(t) = −i(A0n(t)−A0n(0)). (A15)

and cn(t) ' 0 if the change in the Hamiltonian is slow
enough.

Appendix B: Rabi oscillation

We focused on the characteristics of the dynamics of
the system in our proposal. As we explained in the main
text, our scheme for a single qubit is equivalent to the
conventional Rabi oscillation as long as the dynamics are
adiabatic. On the other hand, if non-adiabatic transi-
tions occur, the observed dynamics in our scheme deviate
from the Rabi oscillation. We will explain these points.

1. Conventional Rabi oscillation

Based on the discussion in the main text, we consider
a Rabi oscillation between the state |k〉 and |l〉. (For
example, the Hamiltonian in Eq. (19) corresponds to a
case with k = 0 and l = m.) We have

Heff = (1− s)∆

2
σz +

λ̃

2
|k〉 〈l|+ λ̃∗

2
|l〉 〈k| , (B1)

where σz = |l〉 〈l| − |k〉 〈k|, ∆ = El − Ek and λ̃ =

λ 〈l|ḢQA|k〉. This coincides with the conventional Hamil-

tonian to induce the Rabi oscillation where λ̃ denotes the
Rabi frequency and (1 − s)∆ denotes the detuning. For
this Hamiltonian, the operation eiθσz is applied to rotate
it around the z-axis by an appropriate angle θ. Then,
the Hamiltonian (B1) can become

Heff = (1− s)∆

2
σz +

|λ̃|
2
σx, (B2)

where σx = |k〉 〈l| + |l〉 〈k|. We can rewrite (B2) with a
unitary operator Udiag as

Heff =
λ̃′

2
U†diagσxUdiag, (B3)

where λ̃′ satisfies with an equation

λ̃′

2
=

√√√√( |λ̃|
2

)2

+

(
(1− s)∆

2

)2

, (B4)

By setting s = ω/∆, we obtain λ̃′ = Ω
(k,l)
ana (ω) in the Eq.

(22).

FIG. 10. Plot of the Rabi oscillation. We use a single-qubit
Hamiltonian (34), Tann = 30 and t1 = 0.3Tann. The oscilla-
tion period becomes the longest when the angular frequency
ω of the external field coincides with the energy gap ∆ = 0.74,
indicating that the oscillation period is shorter for small an-
gular frequencies (ω = 0.715) and also for large angular fre-
quencies (ω = 0.785).

To observe Rabi oscillations, we calculate the ampli-
tude,

〈l|e−itHeff |k〉 = 〈l|U†diage
−it λ̃′2 σxUdiag|k〉 ,

= −i sin
λ̃′

2
t 〈l|U†diagσxUdiag|k〉 , (B5)

with using relations,

eiθσx = cos θ + i sin θσx, (B6)

〈l|U†diagUdiag|k〉 = 0. (B7)
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Finally, we obtain,

| 〈l|e−itHeff |k〉 |2 = | 〈l|U†diagσxUdiag|k〉 |2
1− cos λ̃′t

2
.

(B8)

Due to the form of Eq. (B4), the minimum value of λ̃′

is given by s = 1 and then, the angular frequency of
the Rabi oscillation λ̃′ is |λ̃| = λ| 〈l|Ḣ|k〉 |. In this case,
Udiag = I and the amplitude is maximized. This indi-
cates that the Rabi oscillation is a kind of resonance phe-
nomenon whose resonant angular frequency is the energy
gap ∆.

When the dynamics at the second and fourth step is
adiabatic, both the initial state and the final state are
energy eigenstates and it is the case. On the other hand,
Fig. 10 shows that the Rabi oscillations were obtained
numerically using the Hamiltonian induced by (34) di-
rectly, without using the approximation described in this
section. It is generally a simple sinusoidal curve, but
there are slight fine oscillations when looking at the de-
tails.

2. Dynamics with non-adiabatic conditions

We explain the dynamics of our system when the non-
adiabatic transitions occur at the second and fourth step.
Here, for simplicity, we assume that the RWA is valid.
Due to the non-adiabatic transitions, in general, our pre-
pared state at time t1 is not an energy eigenstate but a
superposition state of the energy eigenstates. Similarly

the non-adiabatic transition also occurs from t1 + τ to
2t1 + τ . We will explain that these non-adiabatic transi-
tions cause high frequency oscillations in our scheme.

At the step 3, we prepare a state |ψ(0)〉, let this state
by the Hamiltonian for a time t, and we obtain |ψ(t)〉. We
perform a unitary evolution at the step 4, and we perform
a projective measurement on the state at the step 5. If
we combine the step 4 and 5, this process corresponds to
a projective measurement |φ(t)〉〈φ(t)| on the state |ψ(t)〉.

An overlap between states should be 〈φ(t)|ψ(t)〉 =

〈φ̃(t)|ψ̃(t)〉 where we define

〈φ̃(t)| = 〈φ(t)| e−istHQA . (B9)

Using the rotating wave approximation, the final transi-
tion amplitude is calculated as

〈φ̃(t)|ψ̃(t)〉 = 〈φ̃(t)|e−itHeff |ψ̃(0)〉 ,
= 〈φ(t)|e−istHQAe−itHeff |ψ(0)〉 , (B10)

where we use the effective Hamiltonian described in the
Eq. (19). Since we prepare a superposition of different
energy eigenstates by a nonadiabatic transition and then
perform a projective measurement into another superpo-
sition of energy eigenstates, the difference between the
energy eigenvalues should affect the oscillation. We will
show this point below.

Let us assume that we are only interested in two states
|k〉 and |l〉. In this case, we can approximate the Hamil-
tonian as HQA ' ∆

2 σz = |l〉〈l| − |k〉〈k|. Also, we can use
the Eq. (B2) for the effective Hamiltonian. The transi-
tion amplitude (B10) is calculated as

〈φ(t)|e−ist∆
2 σze−itHeff |ψ(0)〉 = cos

λ̃′

2
t 〈φ(t)|e−ist∆

2 σz |ψ(0)〉 − i sin
λ̃′

2
t 〈φ(t)|e−ist∆

2 σzU†diagσxUdiag|ψ(0)〉 ,

= cos
λ̃′

2
t
(
〈φ(t)|l〉 〈l|ψ(0)〉 e−ist∆

2 + 〈φ(t)|k〉 〈k|ψ(0)〉 eist∆
2

)
− i sin

λ̃′

2
t
(
〈φ(t)|l〉 〈l|U†diagσxUdiag|ψ(0)〉 e−ist∆

2 + 〈φ(t)|k〉 〈k|U†diagσxUdiag|ψ(0)〉 eist∆
2

)
.

(B11)

We can see that the absolute square of (B11) includes
5 different frequency modes,

Ω = 0, λ̃′, s∆− λ̃′, s∆, s∆ + λ̃′.

= 0, λ̃′, ω − λ̃′, ω, ω + λ̃′. (B12)

Although we have 5 peaks, it is easy to specify the target
peak for the following reason. As we mentioned in the
main text, we sweep the frequency range of 0 < Ω � ω,
and so we only observe a peak λ̃′.

Appendix C: Results for strong non-adiabatic
transitions

In the main text, we consider a case that the non-
adiabatic transition is not relevant. In this section, we
investigate the performance of our scheme when we in-
crease the effect of the non-adiabatic transitions in case
E.

We plot the spectrum by setting Tann = 3 and
t1/Tann = 0.9, in Fig. 11 (a). Here, as a guide to the
eye, we draw a blue line corresponding to the analyti-
cal curve of Eq. (22) where we use the actual values of
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| 〈1|Ḣ|0〉 | and (E1 − E0), and this is the target peak in
the spectrum. We plot the magnified view in Fig. 11 (b).

We observe unexpected peaks at frequencies of around
Ω = 0.38 in the spectrum, and this height is more sig-
nificant than the target peak. So, if we naively adopt
our method described in Eq. (33), we obtain wrong es-
timated values about the transition matrix element and
energy gap.

To understand the origin of these unexpected peaks,
we perform analytical calculations to obtain resonant
frequencies in the spectrum with non-adiabatic transi-
tions in Appendix B 2. Although peaks at Ω = ω −
Ω

(0,1)
ana (ω), ω, ω + Ω

(0,1)
ana (ω) should exist, we could not

observe this due to the restrict range of Ω in the spec-
trum, as we mentioned in Appendix B 2. On the other
hand, if there is a non-negligible population of the sec-
ond excited state induced by the non-adiabatic transi-
tions, we should observe peaks at frequencies of Ω =

ω − Ω
(1,2)
ana (ω), ω, ω + Ω

(1,2)
ana (ω). To see these points, we

plot the spectrum in the Fig 12, and actually observe
such three peaks. Moreover, when ω is far from the en-
ergy difference (E2 − E1), the peak at a frequency of

ω − Ω
(1,2)
ana (ω) asymptotically approaches the energy dif-

ference (E2 − E1), and this is the origin of the highest

peaks in Fig 11(a). The frequency of ω − Ω
(1,2)
ana (ω) is

much smaller than ω − Ω
(0,1)
ana (ω), ω, ω + Ω

(0,1)
ana (ω), and

so we unfortunately observe this peak even if we restrict
the range of Ω in the spectrum.

Even when we observe these peaks other than target
peaks, there is a way to estimate the transition matrix
element and energy gap. As we mentioned in the main
text (in sec. IV C 2), we have a modified method to iden-
tify the target peak, which is useful for this case as well.
The positions of the target peak are expected to be fitted
by the analytical formula in Eq. (22). This means that,
if we fail to fit the peaks, we can guess that such peaks
do not correspond to the peak from the Rabi oscillation.
Indeed, the peak Ω ' 0.38 cannot be fitted by the equa-
tion Eq. (22) well. On the other hand, if we focus on the
peaks with frequencies of around Ω = 0.01, as shown in
Fig. 11 (b), we can fit these peaks by the analytical for-
mula, and so we can accurately estimate the transition
matrix element and energy gap.

Also, we plot the spectrum by setting Tann = 3 and
t1/Tann = 0.7, in Fig. 13 (a). Here, as a guide to the
eye, we draw a yellow line corresponding to the analyti-
cal curve of Eq. (22), which are the target peaks. Here,
not only the target peaks but also other peaks are ob-
served. These come from the higher order perturbation,
which can be observed for a larger Rabi frequency (see
the appendix D). Fortunately, we can distinguish these
secondary peak from the target peaks as follows.

First, the secondary peaks are usually smaller than the
target peaks. In Fig. 13, except a few points, the target
peaks are the highest in this frequency region. Second,
from the fitting results by the Eq. (22), we can distinguish
the target peaks from the secondary peaks (For example,

FIG. 11. In case E, we plot the power spectrum P (ω,Ω)
where we set Tann = 3 and t1/Tann = 0.9 in (a). Also, we plot
the magnified view in (b). The blue and yellow lines are the
target peaks obtained by diagonalization. The peak we want
is seen at the correct position when Ω is enlarged in the small
region, but it is lower than the high-frequency peak around
Ω = 0.38.

the slope of the target peaks are given as dΩana(ω)
dω ' 1

for a large ω, while the slope of the secondary peaks are
twice larger than this.) Third, the λ dependence of the
peak height is different. The height of the target peaks
scales as λ2 while that of the secondary peak scale as λ4,
and this let us know which is the target peak by sweeping
λ. Actually, in Fig. 13, we plot the spectrum by choosing
a smaller λ, and show that the secondary peak becomes
almost invisible compared to the target peak.

Appendix D: Perturbative approach of this method

In the main text, we used the RWA and the Hamil-
tonian effectively transformed to simple two-dimensional
one. When we consider the higher-order perturbation,
there can be other peaks without the |E1−E0| = ω con-
dition.
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FIG. 12. Plot of the spectrum to focus the peak due to a
transition from the first excited state to the second excited
state, in case E. We observe three peaks around Ω ' ω ' 0.38.

These correspond to frequencies of Ω = ω−Ω
(1,2)
ana (ω), ω, ω+

Ω
(1,2)
ana (ω).

We calculate the transition amplitude 〈f |U(t, 0)|i〉,
where U(t, 0) is a unitary operator expressing the time
evolution from time 0 to time t, |i〉 and |f〉 are the initial
state and the final state respectively.

First, we describe the Hamiltonian of Eq. (7) in the
so-called interaction picture

H̃(t) = λeitHQAḢe−itHQA cosωt. (D1)

Then, the transition amplitude is given by

〈f |U(t, 0)|i〉 = 〈f |i〉+ (−i)
∫ t

0

dτ 〈f̃ |H̃(τ)|̃i〉

+ (−i)2

∫ t

0

dτ1

∫ τ1

0

dτ2 〈f̃ |H̃(τ1)H̃(τ2)|̃i〉+ · · · ,

(D2)

where the tilde symbol means that the states are in the
interaction picture. Since the Schrodinger picture co-
incides with the interaction picture at t = 0, we have
|̃i〉 = |i〉. We assume that λ is small, and will calculate
the transition amplitude up to the second order of the
perturbation theory.

In our method, we assume that the dynamics are adi-
abatic in the second and fourth steps. In this case, we
can set |i〉 = |0〉 and |f〉 = |m〉, and we will evaluate the
quantity of p0,m(t) = | 〈m|U(t, 0)|0〉 |2.

FIG. 13. Plot of the power spectrum in case E with Tann = 3
and t1/Tann = 0.7. Here, as a guide to the eye, we draw a
yellow line corresponding to the analytical curve of Eq. (22),
which are the target peaks. (a) We choose λ/Tann = 0.05. We
observe not only the target peaks but also the peaks due to
the higher order perturbation. (b) We choose λ/Tann = 0.01.
Compared to the case with λ/Tann = 0.05, the peaks caused
by higher-order perturbations are smaller.

1. First-order perturbation and the Rabi oscillation

Let us consider the first order of the perturbative term
in Eq. (D2) as follows.∫ t

0

dτ 〈m̃|H̃(τ)|0̃〉

= λ

∫ t

0

dτ 〈m|e−itHQAeiτHQAḢe−iτHQA |0〉 cosωτ

= λ 〈m|Ḣ|0〉
∫ t

0

dτe−iEmt+i(Em−E0)τ cosωτ

=
λ

2
〈m|Ḣ|0〉 e−iEmt

·
(
ei(Em−E0+ω)t − 1

i(Em − E0 + ω)
+
ei(Em−E0−ω)t − 1

i(Em − E0 − ω)

)
. (D3)
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The absolute square of (D3) includes terms with frequen-
cies of 2ω, Em − E0 ± ω. This result is consistent with
the analytical result in Eq. (22) in the limit of small λ,
which predicts a resonance at Ω = |Em − E0 − ω|.

2. Second-order perturbation

Let us consider three energy eigenstates of HQA as
|0〉 , |I〉 , |m〉 and we assume |i〉 = |0〉 and |f〉 = |m〉. The
third term of the r.h.s. of (D2) is

(−i)2λ2

∫ t

0

dt1

∫ t1

0

dt2
∑
i

〈m|Ḣ|i〉 〈i|Ḣ|0〉 e−iEmt+i(Em−Ei)t1

· ei(Ei−E0)t2 cosωt1 cosωt2, (D4)

= (−i)2λ2 〈m|Ḣ|I〉 〈I|Ḣ|0〉 ei(Em−E0−2ω)t − 1

(EI − E0 − ω)(Em − E0 − 2ω)
+ · · · .

(D5)

The absolute square of this amplitude includes various
modes, but one of them is Em−E0−2ω. This means that
the probability function p0,m(τ) includes an oscillation
with a frequency of Ω = 2(ω−(Em−E0)/2). Importantly,
for this frequency, we have dΩ

dω = 2, while we have dΩana

dω =
1 for our analytical formula in Eq. (22).
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