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We introduce a novel time-energy uncertainty relationship within the context of restarts in mon-
itored quantum dynamics. Initially, we investigate the concept of “first hitting time” in quantum
systems using an IBM quantum computer and a three-site ring graph as our starting point. Previous
studies have established that the mean recurrence time, which represents the time taken to return
to the initial state, is quantized as an integer multiple of the sampling time, displaying pointwise
discontinuous transitions at resonances. Our findings demonstrate that, the natural utilization of
the restart mechanism in laboratory experiments, driven by finite data collection time spans, leads
to a broadening effect on the transitions of the mean recurrence time. Our newly proposed uncer-
tainty relation captures the underlying essence of these phenomena, by connecting the broadening
of the mean hitting time near resonances, to the intrinsic energies of the quantum system and to the
fluctuations of recurrence time. This work not only contributes to our understanding of fundamental
aspects related to quantum measurements and dynamics, but also offers practical insights for the
design of efficient quantum algorithms with mid-circuit measurements.

The concept of restarting a process is a ubiquitous phe-
nomenon across various disciplines [1–3]. When faced
with a setback in reaching a desired goal, the instinct
to restart the process often arises, driven by the hope of
achieving better success in subsequent attempts. This
notion of restarting, or “resetting”, gives rise to a com-
pelling paradigm in the realm of classical stochastic pro-
cesses [2–18]. Diffusion processes with resets are the best-
studied example [2]. In this scenario, a particle undergoes
random diffusion but, at periodic or random intervals, is
brought back to its initial position. Additionally, within
this framework, a specific target awaits the particle’s ar-
rival, prompting us to inquire about the time it takes for
the particle to reach this target for the first time. This
random time, both with and without the restart mecha-
nism, is commonly known as the “first passage time” and
has garnered widespread attention [19]. In particular, the
notion of restarts plays a pivotal role in expediting search
processes, making these ideas highly relevant and appli-
cable across diverse fields, including biology [20], com-
puter science [21, 22], animal foraging [23–25], the study
of chemical reactions [26, 27], and quantum dynamics
[28–45], among others.

The concept of restarting processes is of particular im-
portance in the context of repeated mid-circuit measure-
ments performed on quantum computers and more gen-
erally in the context of monitored quantum walks [46].
In quantum dynamics, the notion of “first hitting time”
without restart reveals intriguing and novel features, of-
ten intimately connected with topological considerations,
resonances, and the concept of dark states [46–68]. Typi-
cally, these processes are represented using graphs, which
can describe the states of various quantum systems, such
as single particles or qubit systems. Within this graph,
a crucial element is the presence of a target state, often
symbolizing the measurement device.

To detect the system at the target state, it might

be tempting to perform measurements at infinitesimally
short intervals. However, this approach encounters the
Zeno effect [69], where frequent strong measurements ef-
fectively freeze the system’s dynamics, rendering it un-
detectable. As a solution, a sequence of measurements
is performed at regular intervals of τ units of time, al-
lowing the system to evolve unitarily between measure-
ments [46–50]. Yet, when implementing this fundamental
search process on a quantum computer or any practical
device, practical challenges emerge. Over time, due to
measurement imperfections or interactions with the en-
vironment, quantum effects tend to diminish due to noise
and decoherence. In such cases, a common strategy is to
restart the process. This issue of finite-time resolution
is not exclusive to the quantum realm and is encoun-
tered in classical systems as well. What distinguishes
the quantum realm is the potential for sharp and dis-
continuous resonances in mean hitting times, related to
quantum revivals [70] and topological effects (see below).
Remarkably, as shown below, even when the restart time
is significantly longer than the mean first hitting time,
the act of restarting can have a profound impact. Our
objective is to investigate these phenomena by leveraging
a new uncertainty relation, which is vastly different from
previous ones [71–76].

To illustrate the key aspects of our study, we com-
mence with an experimental demonstration conducted on
an IBM quantum computer. In this experiment, we con-
sider a straightforward three-site ring graph with quan-
tum states represented as |0⟩, |1⟩, and |2⟩, as shown in
Fig. 1. The system is described by a tight-binding Hamil-
tonian that accounts for hopping between these states.
Our starting point is state |0⟩, which also serves as the
target state for this investigation. We aim to observe
the recurrence of the system to its initial state through
periodic measurements conducted every τ unit of time.
The measurement outcomes yield a sequence of “no” re-
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Measurement record
01000…11: 𝑛 = 2
00000…10: 𝑛	 = 19

⋮
00000…00
00000…00

⋮

Retained data

null-detection
(small fraction)

Measurement record

01000…11: 𝑛! = 2

00000…00

00000…10: 𝑛! = 39
⋮

Restart

Initial state

Conditional Mean Restarted Mean

Output Detected: 1
Undetected: 0

1
0

𝑈 𝜏

𝑇! = 20

𝑈 𝜏

⋯
𝑈 𝜏

Output
|0⟩⟨0| |0⟩⟨0|

FIG. 1. The measurement protocol for monitored quantum walks and its output. The model of a tight-binding
three-site ring is initialized at the spatial state |0⟩ (colored orange). A projective measurement at the initial state, schematically
presented by the eye symbol, is performed following the unitary evolution of time τ . The output of the measurement is either
“yes” (1) or “no” (0), rendering the wavefunction of the quantum walker either localized at |0⟩ or its amplitude erased at
the state |0⟩. We continue the free evolution immediately after the measurement for another duration τ , and then measure
again, resulting in another binary outcome: 0 or 1. Using an IBM quantum computer the process of interrupting evolution
by stroboscopic measurements was implemented for 20 steps, as a single realization, thus leading to an output string or
measurement record of 20 bits. Our goal is to find the number of steps when the first 1 (“yes”) emerges, which is the quantum
first hitting time in units of τ . Repeating a large number of realizations gives the statistics of hitting times. Two common
statistical measures of estimating the mean hitting time are used. In the first we disregard the (rare) sequences with all 0
measurements, and this yields the mean conditioned on detection. In the second, called restarted hitting time, we continue
until the first detection, as illustrated in the figure, leading to the sampling of the mean restarted hitting time. In this example
the restart time is TR = 20 in units of τ .

sponses (indicating null detection) followed by a “yes”
response when the target state is eventually detected.
The first occurrence of “yes” in this sequence defines
the first hitting time [46–50], as demonstrated in Fig.
1. For instance, an experimental outcome might yield
the sequence {no, no, yes}, which corresponds to a first
detection time of 3τ . Through repeated experiments
conducted on the quantum computer, we determine the
mean number of measurements required for detection,
denoted as ⟨n⟩. This quantity, extracted from the quan-
tum computer, provides us with valuable insight into the
average time it takes to detect the target state.

Theoretical investigations, spanning a wide range of
graph types, have extensively explored the aforemen-
tioned problem [46–60, 64–66]. We first present the basic
theory ignoring restart, showing that such a theory does
not align with the experiments. Notably, Grünbaum and
colleagues [46] made a remarkable discovery: the theo-
retical mean recurrence time exhibits quantization. In
practical terms, this implies that the value of ⟨n⟩ is con-
strained to integer values. Mathematically, this integer
is encapsulated by a winding number w associated with a
generating function and hence the phenomenon is topo-

logical. The integer is defined and denoted as

⟨n⟩ =
∞∑

n=1

nFn = w. (1)

Here Fn is the probability of first detection in the n-th
measurement, which is normalized, i.e.

∑∞
n=1 Fn = 1. It

is obtained using the unitary U(τ) = exp(−iHτ) (ℏ is set
as 1, and H is the Hamiltonian) describing the evolution
between measurements and the projection |0⟩ ⟨0| describ-
ing the measurements using collapse theory, so all along
this work |0⟩ is the target state. Specifically [46, 48, 50],

Fn =
∣∣⟨0|U(τ)Sn−1 |0⟩

∣∣2 , (2)

where the survival operator S = (1 − |0⟩ ⟨0|)U(τ) (1 is
the identity matrix), demonstrating the unitary evolution
in the time interval τ followed by the complementary pro-
jection described by 1−|0⟩ ⟨0| (indicating null detection).
In general, the winding number w is computed as follows
[46, 53]: Given the time-independent Hamiltonian and
assuming a finite graph, we search for the energy lev-
els and corresponding states of the system, denoted as
H |Ek⟩ = Ek |Ek⟩. The value of ⟨n⟩ = w represents the
count of distinct phase factors, such as e−iEkτ , associated
with stationary states that exhibit nonzero overlap with
the target state.
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In our experimental example on the three-site ring (see
Methods Model), we encounter energy level degeneracy,
resulting in ⟨n⟩ = 2 for nearly any choice of τ . However,
a pivotal observation emerges when the phase factors
merge, causing ⟨n⟩ to become equal to 1. The merging
of phase factors occurs for specific values of τ which are
straightforward to identify. Consequently, the relation-
ship between ⟨n⟩ and τ is predominantly characterized by
the value 2, except for isolated pointwise discontinuities,
where it abruptly becomes 1. These peculiar values of τ
correspond to instances of wave packet revivals, wherein
certain times lead to the complete revival of the wave
packet to its initial state. During such moments, the first
measurement invariably yields a “yes” outcome. What
makes this phenomenon particularly extraordinary is the
discontinuous nature of ⟨n⟩ and its intriguing insensitiv-
ity to values of τ beyond the revival times themselves.

The theoretical findings described above are valid in
principle for infinitely long time measurements, and they
have been graphically represented in Fig. 2, alongside
the corresponding experimental results from an IBM Ea-
gle processor (IBM Sherbrooke). Notably, the delta-like
narrow transitions predicted by the theory are observed
to exhibit widening in the real-world experimental data.
Nonetheless, a clear alignment between theory and ex-
periment persists, except in the immediate vicinity of
these transitions. Importantly, the above-mentioned res-
onances and broadening effect is a generic phenomenon
of first hitting time statistics, and is not limited to the
example under study.

The inception of this research stemmed from the nat-
ural inquiry: Is this widening phenomenon a generic oc-
currence? Is it primarily attributed to inherent noise
inherent to the system, such as imperfect timing in mea-
surements or the unitary itself or is it potentially linked
to the fundamental principles of quantum measurement
theory? Specifically, can the basic postulates of quantum
measurement theory provide a quantitative description
of these transitions? When we refer to a “transition”, or
a “topological transition” or “resonance”, we mean the
shift of ⟨n⟩ = w (as illustrated by w = 2 in Fig. 2) to
⟨n⟩ = w − 1 and back, as we systematically vary the
parameter τ . In this context, τ serves as our control pa-
rameter, although it is worth noting that other param-
eters of the system Hamiltonian could be employed for
a similar investigation. We claim below that the widen-
ing effects seen in Fig. 2, are generic and are due to the
restart paradigm. Secondly, we find that the widening ef-
fects are determined by the fluctuations in the system, or
to put it differently, the width of the transition teaches
us about the fluctuations of the hitting time. Further,
these uncertainties in hitting times are shown to be re-
lated to the energies of the system, thus extending the
time-energy uncertainty relation to a case where the time
is actually fluctuating.

FIG. 2. Mean Hitting Time for the Three-Site Ring
Model. The numerically/experimentally obtained mean
quantum first return time of the three-site ring model. The
exact results for TR = ∞ (black line), as stated under equa-
tion (1), present discontinuous jumps or dips of ⟨n⟩ = w,
from w = 2 to w = 1, at τ = 2πk/3 (k = 0, 1, 2, . . . ). In the
experimental data (red crosses, TR = 20), these transitions
are widened. The numerical results for TR = 20 (blue line)
perfectly match the experimental results. In the paper, we
address the broadening effect showing how it is related to an
uncertainty relation. Inset is the scheme of the tight-binding
model for a ring with three sites, and γ denotes the strength
of the hopping matrix element. We measure periodically the
target state |0⟩ (indicated with an eye). See details of the
IBM remote experiments in Methods, and Supplementary In-
formation (SI).

Results
Using mid-circuit measurements, the experimental out-
put typically commences with a sequence of null mea-
surements, characterized by the string {no, no, . . . }. It
is important to note that this string is always finite, and
its length is denoted as TR (with the subscript “R” sig-
nifying “restart”). In some instances, we encounter a
“yes” in the sequence, signifying the successful detection
of interest, and thus providing the random hitting time.
However, there are cases where we find a sequence com-
posed entirely of “no’s”, implying that no detection has
occurred until the time TRτ , see Fig. 1 with TR = 20.
To analyze the statistical features of the experiments, we
use basics of restart theory. When we average the results,
we focus on two essential statistical measures. The first
is the mean, conditioned on detection within the first TR

attempts, denoted as ⟨n⟩Con, is given by:

⟨n⟩Con =

∑TR

n=1 nFn∑TR

n=1 Fn

. (3)

In the estimation of this mean, we exclude all sequences
that contain TR null measurements. The second statis-
tical measure is the restarted mean, which counts all se-
quences, including those without any “yes”, denoted as
⟨nR⟩. Namely, nR gives the total number of attempts un-
til the first “yes”, regardless of how many restarts have
happened. See the schematics in Fig. 1. Its mean is
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01000…11: n = 2
00000…10: n = 19

…
00000…00
00000…00

…

𝑇! = 20

01000…11: n! = 2

00000…00

00000…10: n! = 39
…

Retained data

𝑇! = 20

Restart
Null-detection

(a) (b)

FIG. 3. Impact of Restart on Hitting Time Transitions. (a) The transition from ⟨n⟩Con = 2 to ⟨n⟩Con = 1 and back is
widened due to restarts. In particular, here we restart after TR = 20 measurements, as highlighted in the insets. We compare
the exact results (gray solid line) found using equations (2,3) with the theory (blue dashed line) obtained using equation (6)
and IBM quantum computer experiments (red line). The results clearly demonstrate that basic postulates of measurement
theory and the uncertainty relation using the variance of the hitting time perfectly align with the experiment. In turn, noise
and imperfect measurements are not factors in the observed behaviour. (b) The mean hitting time under restart, ⟨nR⟩, as
a function of τ . We compare the exact results (gray solid line), the theory (blue dashed line, computed with equation (7))
and experiment results on the IBM quantum computer (red line) for TR = 20. We observe the vertical shift between the
experimental and exact results, which is due to noise in quantum computers, and more specifically, due to a small 1% shift in
the detection probability which is discussed in the text. The model here is a tight-binding three-site ring, the same as in Fig.
2. In both figures, the exact results are obtained using equation (2), from which we find Fn, and then using equation (3) for (a)
or equation (4) for (b). The shaded red region represents the confidence interval 99.7%, signifying an interval spanning three
standard deviations above and below the mean in a standard normal distribution.

quantified as [37, 77]:

⟨nR⟩ = ⟨n⟩Con + TR
1−

∑TR

n=1 Fn∑TR

n=1 Fn

, (4)

Here, the first term on the right-hand side corresponds
to paths where detection occurred within TR attempts,
while the second term encompasses paths where detection
happened after TR attempts. Therefore, the mean restart
time, ⟨nR⟩τ , provides an estimate of the average time
until the first detection, considering an ensemble that
does not exclude any specific path. In theory, as TR

tends toward infinity, we obtain the idealized limit as
expressed in equation (1) from equations (3) and (4),
though precisely in the vicinity of resonances, this limit
must be considered with care.

We introduce the variance of detection times, measured
in units of τ , as:

σ2
n = ⟨n2⟩ − ⟨n⟩2 =

∞∑
n=1

n2Fn − w2. (5)

This variance, denoted as σ2
n, quantifies the uncertainty

associated with the first hitting time. Importantly, this
uncertainty tends to be substantial in the proximity of
the topological transition under investigation, and no-
tably, these fluctuations become more pronounced as we
approach the transition [53]. Our main results are re-
lationships between this uncertainty and the restarted

process using the following expressions:

⟨n⟩Con = w −
(
2TR

σ2
n

+ 1

)
exp

(
−2TR

σ2
n

)
, (6)

⟨nR⟩ = w − exp

(
−2TR

σ2
n

)
. (7)

These equations hold in the limit of large TR and large
σ2
n while keeping the ratio TR/σ

2
n constant. These re-

lationships are general in nature, describing transitions
from w to w − 1, a phenomenon found in a broad class
of Hamiltonians when a pair of phase factors merge.
When TR/σ

2
n → ∞, signifying a state far from reso-

nance, we observe that ⟨n⟩Con = ⟨nR⟩ = w. Conversely,
when TR/σ

2
n → 0, indicating resonance, we find that

⟨n⟩Con = ⟨nR⟩ = w − 1. Thus, equations (6,7) describe
the broadening of the transitions that diminishes as we
increase the resetting time. These findings are significant
as many aspects of the process, such as the complete spec-
trum of S or U , are unimportant and do not impact the
overall outcome. We will soon show that this is related
to a new type of time-energy relation.

Experimental validation
In the analysis of the experimental data depicted in
Fig. 3(a), we relied on the use of the conditional mean,
as described earlier. Additionally, we provided a theo-
retical representation based on equation (6), which ex-
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hibits a remarkable alignment with the experimental re-
sults without requiring any fitting procedures. This indi-
cates that the uncertainty relation, solely based on mea-
surement postulates and not noise in the IBM quantum
computer, is responsible for the broadening. For these
experiments, we set TR = 20. Interestingly, in Fig. 3(b),
for the restarted mean, we also observe an alignment of
the theory with experiment, though now we see a small
constant shift between predictions and the data. We now
explain this effect.

Consider τ in Fig. 3(b) far from resonance, for instance,
at τ = 2π/3, the theoretical detection probability within

time TR = 20, Pdet =
∑TR

n=1 Fn, is approximately equal
to 1. However, in our experimental observations, we find
that Pdet is approximately 0.99, indicating a small but
notable deviation between theory and experiment. This
slight deviation has a noticeable impact on the expected
value of nR. Recall that (1−Pdet)TR/Pdet, i.e. the second
term in equation (4), is approximately 0, since Pdet ≃ 1.
However, when we use the experimental values just men-
tioned, we find that for TR = 20, TR(1−Pdet)/Pdet = 0.2.
Remarkably, this observed value corresponds exactly to
the shift we observe in ⟨nR⟩, as presented in Fig. 3(b)
(please refer to the Supplementary Note 1 in SI for an
in-depth discussion on this issue). We conclude that the
small shift is consistent with very small errors in the es-
timation of the detection probability Pdet.

This situation highlights a crucial point: when TR is
large, even small errors on the order of 1% can result in
a visible shift in the experimental outcome, ⟨nR⟩, and
this shift grows linearly with TR. A similar effect is not
found for the conditional mean. As mentioned, the latter
neglects experimental realisations with no detections
at all. The conditional mean consistently falls below
the restarted mean, a trend particularly noteworthy
in search contexts, where the primary objective is to
expedite the process. Hence one should wonder which
measure holds greater merit. We believe that both are
valuable statistical measures, and there is no point in
highlighting one over the other. Now, let us return to
the theoretical analysis of the uncertainty relation. In a
follow-up paper, we will study the noise and leakage of
our circuit that led to the above-mentioned one percent
deviation between the theoretical and experimentally
found detection probability.

Uncertainty and Energy

Given that the merging energy phase factors, denoted
exp(−iE+τ) and exp(−iE−τ), are responsible for the
resonances observed, we aim to establish a connection
between the restarted and conditional means and the un-
derlying energies within the system. To accomplish this,
we provide a sketch of the proof of the main results and
extend them. In the limit of a large number of attempts
(denoted as n), the probability of detection in the n-th

attempt exhibits exponential decay, as expressed by:

Fn ∼ a(ζmax) |ζmax|2n . (8)

|ζmax| is the largest eigenvalue of the survival operator
S satisfying |ζmax| < 1. a(ζmax) is a coefficient inde-
pendent of n (which will soon be discussed). A criti-
cal aspect to consider is that when we precisely tune τ
to the resonance, |ζmax| → 1 (see below for graphic ex-
planation) [46, 53, 54, 62]. As we soon explain at res-
onance lim|ζmax|→1 a(ζmax) = 0. This occurrence effec-
tively reduces the dimension of the Hilbert space, and
this reduction can be demonstrated as the reason for
the transition from w to w − 1 [46], which, in turn,
translates to the resonance observed in the hitting time.
To gain insight, let us consider a scenario in which
two phase factors have exactly merged, specifically when
exp(−iE−τ) = exp(−iE+τ) for some pair of energy lev-
els. In this case, the following state is called dark [54, 62]:

|D⟩ = N [⟨E+| 0⟩ |E−⟩ − ⟨E−| 0⟩ |E+⟩] . (9)

Here N is for normalization, and S |D⟩ = e−iE+τ |D⟩,
indicating that the eigenvalue of S resides on the unit
circle. Since this state is orthogonal to the target state
|0⟩ and also an eigenstate of the unitary, if we initially
populate this state, it is never detected, so it is a dark
state. Hence, when we adjust the parameter τ , which
is the focus of our resonance and broadening study, we
find that it is intricately linked to the creation of a dark
state within the Hilbert space. Further, when the param-
eters are set close to resonance, |ζmax| is close to unity,
indicating a very slow relaxation of Fn, which in turn is
responsible for the novel effects of the restarted process.

To continue consider the sum in the numerator of equa-
tion (3) using equations (1,8)

TR∑
n=1

nFn = w −
∞∑
TR

nFn

∼w − a(ζmax)
TR

(
1− |ζmax|2

)
+ 1

(1− |ζmax|2)2
|ζmax|2(1+TR)

,

(10)

where we summed an infinite series. As mentioned when
phase factors match, the right-hand side of equation (10),
according to the main theorem in the field [46] must be
w − 1, when TR is large. It then follows that, taking the
limit |ζmax| → 1 before TR → ∞ in equation (10), we find
a(ζmax) ∼ (1−|ζmax|2)2, a result that can be reached with
rigorous arguments. Applying a similar procedure to the
denominator of equation (3) and to equation (4) leads to
the following main result: let ρ = TR(1− |ζmax|2), when
|ζmax| → 1 and TR → ∞, we find

⟨n⟩Con = w−(ρ+1)e−ρ and ⟨nR⟩ = ⟨n⟩Con+ρe−ρ. (11)

These formulas relate the resonances and the broadening
to both the slowest decaying channel in the problem, i.e.
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FIG. 4. The Broadening of the Hitting Time Transitions in the Benzene-Type Ring Model. (a) The conditional
mean ⟨n⟩Con and (c) the restart mean ⟨nR⟩ as a function of τ . The model here is the benzene-type ring (equation (16) with
L = 6 and γ = 1), and we work in the vicinity of its critical sampling time τ = π/2, with the transition ⟨n⟩ = 4 to ⟨n⟩ = 3.
The black lines represent the theory from equations (6) and (7). The dots represent the numerical exact results obtained using
equation (2). In the figures, from the bottom to the top line, the restart time TR is 20, 40, and 60, respectively. Clearly, the
transition is narrowed when TR grows. Inset is the scheme of the benzene-type ring model, and the target state is |0⟩.

𝜁!"#

𝜁!"#

(a) (b)

FIG. 5. Eigenvalue Analysis in the Benzene-Type Ring
Model. The eigenvalues {ζi} of the survival operator S for
the six-site ring model, with the sampling time τ varied in the
same range as in Fig. 4. Recall that |ζi| in general are less or
equal unity. In (a) we present the eigenvalues as the sampling
time τ is varied, and the semicircle is of radius 1. In (b) we
plot the absolute values of {ζi}. Due to the degeneracies of S,
we have three eigenvalues. As shown in (a), two eigenvalues
(conjugate to each other) are far away from the unit circle
and hence become irrelevant. One eigenvalue approaches the
unit circle, and is solely responsible for the hitting time statis-
tics and the uncertainty relation. We use arrows to illustrate
entering or exiting the resonance at τ = π/2. The red open
circles present the eigenvalues when entering the resonance,
and blue closed circles are used for the ones when exiting the
resonance. The corresponding behaviors of the distance of the
eigenvalues {ζi} to the origin are demonstrated in (b), where
the two irrelevant eigenvalues share one set of data presented
by the lower circles. Clearly, we see |ζmax| goes to 1 and back
when entering and exiting the resonance. As explained in the
text, when |ζmax| = 1 we have a dark state in the system, see
equation (9).

to the eigenvalue ζmax, and the restart time TR. They
show how an analysis of the spectrum of the survival op-
erator, in particular, the finding of its largest eigenvalue
|ζmax| < 1, is crucial for the problem.
We now consider the fluctuations of the hitting time.

Splitting the sum equation (5) into two, we have

σ2
n =

kc∑
n=1

(n− w)2Fn +

∞∑
kc+1

(n− w)2Fn. (12)

Choosing a large value of kc such that we can use equa-
tion (8), summing an infinite series we find [53] σ2

n ∼
2/(1 − |ζmax|2). This quantifies the statement made be-
fore: the fluctuations are large close to the transition
since |ζmax| ≃ 1. Using this relation between the uncer-
tainty σn and the eigenvalue ζmax we obtain equations
(6,7). A rigorous proof, including the validity of equa-
tion (8), is provided in the Supplementary Note 2 in SI.
To complete the physical picture, namely, connect the

resonance width with the energies of the system, we use
the results in [53]. A perturbation theory, where the
small parameter is the small arc on the unit disk, con-
necting the two nearly merging phases exp(−iE−τ) and
exp(−iE+τ), was used to find ζmax. The results in Ref.

[53] gives |ζmax|2 ∼ 1− λ(∆̃Eτ)2 (parameters soon to be
defined). Then with equation (11) we find

⟨n⟩Con = w −
[
1 + λTR(∆̃Eτ)2

]
exp

[
−λTR(∆̃Eτ)2

]
,

(13)

⟨nR⟩ = w − exp
[
−λTR(∆̃Eτ)2

]
, (14)

where λ = p+p−/(p+ + p−)
3 with the overlaps p± =∑g±

l |⟨0|E±,l⟩|2 (g± is the degeneracy of the energy level
E±), and

∆̃Eτ =: τ |E+ − E−| mod 2π. (15)
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Equations (13,14) clearly show the dependence of the
mean hitting time on the system energies, and also prac-
tically, are employed to obtain the theoretical results in

Fig. 3. At resonances, when ∆̃Eτ = 0, both ⟨n⟩Con

and ⟨nR⟩ are equal to w− 1. Additionally, the resonance
width decreases when we increase the restart time, as-
suming all other parameters remain constant.

We tested our theory using several model systems. For
example, a benzene-type ring (equation (16) with L = 6),
as presented in Fig. 4, where excellent agreement between
the theory and numerically exact results is witnessed. We
see, as predicted by equations (13,14), the width of the
transition becomes smaller as the restart time TR grows.
To verify the uniqueness of ζmax, in Fig. 5, we present
the behaviors of the eigenvalues {ζi} for the model of
benzene-type ring, when the sampling time τ is varied.
One of the eigenvalues, namely ζmax, approaches the unit
circle when τ goes to π/2, while the other pair of conju-
gate eigenvalues are relatively far from the unit circle. As
previously stated, when the largest eigenvalue |ζmax| ap-
proaches the unit disk, the relevance of the other eigen-
values is negligible and the restart uncertainty relation
presented in this work becomes relevant.

Discussion
In a broader perspective, the observed transitions exhibit
similarities to line-shape resonances and broadening en-
countered across various fields of spectroscopy [78]. How-
ever, a distinguishing feature here is that the periodic
driving force is not an external field acting upon a ma-
terial system. Rather, they arise from the intrinsic na-
ture of the measurements themselves and their periodic-
ity. Notably, resonances are associated with the creation
of dark states, in contrast to traditional resonances linked
to quanta of energy carried by particles such as photons.

The broadening of these resonances is intricately linked
to three crucial factors: the uncertainty σn, the slowest
decaying mode in the problem, i.e. |ζmax|, and the ener-
gies of a pair of merging phase factors. This interconnec-
tion establishes fundamental relationships between quan-
tum hitting time statistics and the system’s underlying
characteristics, with the restart time playing a pivotal
role. It is noteworthy that analogous resonances may be
present in related scenarios, particularly when we ven-
ture beyond the recurrence problem or engage in non-
local measurements [61]. The expansion of our findings
to encompass other observables and the exploration of
cases where degeneracies are associated with the abso-
lute value of the eigenvalue |ζmax|, resulting in non-pure
exponential decay of Fn and transitions from w → w− 2
or w → w − 3, etc., rather than the studied w → w − 1
case, represents an avenue for future research.

Additionally, we have devised a method for detecting
resonances and quantifying their widths in the context of
restarted hitting times on quantum computers. We antic-
ipate this to be a valuable tool for investigating the inter-

play between mid-circuit measurements and unitary op-
erations. The width of the resonance can serve as an indi-
cator of whether the fundamental postulates of measure-
ment theory are effectively functioning on a given device
or if noise and decoherence are exerting control. In our
experimental study, which was remotely conducted on an
IBM quantum computer, we demonstrated that the for-
mer scenario holds true. However, we anticipate that, as
we increase the size of the quantum system or adjust the
restart time, distinct behaviors related to the coupling
of these systems to the environment may emerge. Such
insights will provide valuable information on the operat-
ing conditions of the new generation of algorithms with
mid-circuit measurements, e.g. dynamic circuits [79].
The strategy of restarts used here is nearly mandatory

for several reasons. In real quantum circuits, noise and
leakage are present. Hence to study the quantumness
of the problem, one is obliged to use finite-time experi-
ments. More generally, unless one finds a way to perfectly
correct noise and eliminate leakage in quantum comput-
ers with mid-circuit measurements, the restart strategy
is nearly a must. The significance of the broadening ef-
fect becomes crucial close to discontinuous behaviours of
the hitting time statistics, leading to a time-energy un-
certainty relation deeply related to the variance of the
first detection time. This insight, promisingly, holds the
potential to contribute to a better understanding and de-
sign of efficient quantum algorithms, which rely on back-
tracking (restart) and monitored dynamics [80]. More
importantly, we provided a restart hitting time uncer-
tainty relation, and since hitting times are fluctuating,
the uncertainty relation differs from the standard time-
energy relation, where time is a parameter and not an
observable.

Methods
Model
The example we considered in the main text is a ring
model governed by the nearest-neighbor tight-binding
Hamiltonian

H = −γ

L−1∑
j=0

(|x⟩ ⟨x+ 1|+ |x⟩ ⟨x− 1|) , (16)

where γ is the hopping amplitude, L is the size of the
system, and {|x⟩} are the spatial states composing the
ring system. As noted, the main results in the manuscript
are generally valid and are not limited to this model. The
periodical boundary condition indicates |0⟩ = |L⟩, and
|0⟩ is the target state. The eigenvalues of the Hamiltonian
(16) are

Ek = −2γ cos θk, (17)

with θk = 2πk/L and k = 0, 1, 2, . . . , L − 1. The cor-

responding eigenstates are |Ek⟩ =
∑L−1

x=0 eiθkx |x⟩ /
√
L.
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Hence the overlap is |⟨x|Ek⟩|2 = 1/L. In the main text,
for simplicity, we set the hopping amplitude γ as 1.

The three-site ring was used in our remote IBM ex-
periments. Using equation (17) with L = 3, there are
2 distinct energy levels, {−2, 1}, with |⟨x|Ek⟩|2 = 1/3
and the energy level E1 = E2 = 1 is doubly degener-
ate. Hence the overlaps are p− = 2/3, and p+ = 1/3.
When τ = 2πj/3 with j = 0, 1, 2, . . . , the mean ⟨n⟩ for
TR → ∞ jumps from w = 2 to w = 1, where energy
phases {e−iτ , ei2τ} match. Using the above mentioned
p− and p+ and energies, equations (13,14) give λ = 2/9,

and ∆̃Eτ = |3τ − 2πj| close to each τ = 2πj/3. In Fig. 3,
j = 1 and the resonance condition τ = 2π/3 is used. As
mentioned, these jumps in the mean hitting time corre-
spond to revivals of the wave packet on the origin.

The benzene-type ring was used in our examples plot-
ted in Fig. 4. Here L = 6 and the distinct ener-
gies are {±2,±1} where the energies ±1 are two-fold
degenerate. Hence the overlaps corresponding to dis-
tinct energies are | ⟨0|E0 = −2⟩ |2 = | ⟨0|E3 = 2⟩ |2 = 1/6,
and | ⟨0|E1 = −1⟩ |2 + | ⟨0|E5 = −1⟩ |2 = | ⟨0|E2 = 1⟩ |2 +
| ⟨0|E4 = 1⟩ |2 = 1/3. Using equation (1) we therefore ex-
pect that, except for a small subset of τ ’s, ⟨n⟩ = 4. When
τ = (2j + 1)π/2 with j = 0, 1, 2, . . . , ⟨n⟩ for TR → ∞
jumps from w = 4 to w = 3, where the energy phases
{ei2τ , e−i2τ} merge, hence E+ and E− used in the text
are −2 and 2, respectively. So the parameters in equa-

tions (13, 14) are, λ = 3/4, and ∆̃Eτ = |4τ − 2π(2j + 1)|
close to each τ = (2j+1)π/2. In Fig. 4, j = 0 or τ = π/2
is used.

Sketch of the rigorous proof for the uncertainty
relation

To prove the uncertainty relation, the key is to validate
equation (8). Briefly speaking, this can be done via
the generating function method [50]. Applying the Z-
transform to the expression inside the bracket of equation
(2), i.e. ϕn = ⟨0|U(τ)Sn−1 |0⟩, one can obtain the gener-
ating function, ϕ̃(z) =

∑∞
n=1 z

nϕn. Decomposed by the

Hamiltonian’s eigenstates, and being a polynomial, ϕ̃(z)
can be factorized by its zeros and poles, using Blaschke
factorization [46]. Due to the mathematical property of
the latter, the poles are the reflection of the zeros, with
respect to the unit circle. And also, the zeros are the
complex conjugate of the eigenvalues, {ζi}, of the survival
operator S (see Supplementary Note 2 in SI) [54]. Hence,
the generating function ϕ̃(z) can be completely factorized
by the zeros, or the eigenvalues {ζi}. This allows us, in
terms of {ζi}, to use the residue theorem, to recover ϕn

via the inversion formula ϕn = 1
2πi

∮
|z|=1

ϕ̃(z) z−(n+1) dz.

And then Fn = |ϕn|2 can be computed and simplified to
equation (8). The detailed derivation is presented in the
Supplementary Note 2 in SI.

Implementation on a quantum computer

𝑈 𝑈 𝑈
|1⟩

|0⟩

𝑇! times

FIG. 6. Quantum Circuit Representation for the
Three-Site Ring Model. Quantum circuit for two qubits
representing the three localized states with alternating uni-
tary U and measurements, with the initial state and target
state |0⟩ = |01⟩.

We design a three-site ring model, Fig. 2, using equa-
tion (16) with L = 3. To realise the three-site system
on a quantum computer, we use two qubits, which can
generate four states: |00⟩ , |01⟩ , |10⟩ and |11⟩. Hence,
we employ the following mapping between the qubits
and spatial states representation: |01⟩ → |0⟩ , |00⟩ →
|1⟩ and |10⟩ → |2⟩. We design our circuit in such a
way that the additional state |11⟩ is not connected to the
others and will never be detected at least theoretically.

In our study we detect the state |0⟩ → |01⟩. This can
be realised by measuring only the upper (right) qubit.
Hence, when measuring the upper (right) qubit in state
|0⟩, the measurement does not give any information to
distinguish the state |1⟩ → |10⟩ and |2⟩ → |00⟩. Impor-
tantly, measuring the upper (right) qubit in state |1⟩ tells
that the system is in |0⟩ → |01⟩ with certainty.

We determine the first detection time, n, by analysing
mid-circuit measurement outputs from the quantum cir-
cuit, as shown in Fig. 6. We examine the expected value
of n as a function of τ , considering the detection of the
target state, namely the upper (right) qubit being de-
tected in state |1⟩, as the endpoint of measurement. As
detailed earlier, measurements restart at finite TR, yield-
ing output strings like {0, 1, 0, 1, 1, . . . }, of length TR,
with “0” and “1” indicating the state of the upper (right)
qubit, or actually failure and success in detection, respec-
tively. The experiment ideally concludes after the first
appearance of “1”, but due to technological constraints,
we cannot terminate the quantum computation based on
the measurement outputs, necessitating a finite and con-
stant TR.

The maximum duration for measurement repetitions
in the IBM quantum computer is set at TR ≃ 20 . This
restriction is influenced by software limitations specific
to the quantum computer we used. This choice is also
chosen to reduce noise and avert non-unitary actions and
probability leakage. Such occurrences could render the
system’s Hamiltonian (H) effectively non-Hermitian (see
our follow-up paper). In particular, when performing
our experiments on IBM Sherbrooke, TR = 20 was the
maximum number of repeated measurements allowed by
the software.
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As shown in Fig. 1, to calculate the conditional mean
⟨n⟩Con, we disregarded null-detection strings, which are
strings of length twenty with only zeros {0, 0, . . . , 0}.
Such strings are rare, since the Pdet within 20 mea-
surements is nearly 1 (at most 2 percent below 1, de-
pending on τ), see details and figure for Pdet in SI. For
the restarted mean, we analyse the unconditional hit-
ting time with restarts, noting the first detection time as
nR. For example, consider the sequence of {0, 0, . . . , 0}
of length 20, which, after a restart event, is followed
by {0, 0, 1, . . . }. Here, the first time for detection un-
der restart is nR = 23. In total, we conducted 32, 000
runs with TR = 20 bits per run, requiring additional
data processing to identify the first “1” in each string,
thus obtaining the first hitting time n for each run. See
the Supplementary Note 3 in SI for more details on the
quantum circuit implementation, error suppression, and
data processing.
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