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SPECTRAL METHODS FOR QUANTUM OPTIMAL CONTROL:

ARTIFICIAL BOUNDARY CONDITIONS

ALES WODECKI∗, JAKUB MARECEK† , VYACHESLAV KUNGURTSEV‡ , PAVEL

EICHLER§ , GEORGIOS KORPAS¶, AND PHILIP INTALLURA‖

Abstract. The problem of quantum state preparation is one of the main challenges in achieving
the quantum advantage. Furthermore, classically, for multi-level problems, our ability to solve the
corresponding quantum optimal control problems is rather limited. The ability of the latter to feed
into the former may result in significant progress in quantum computing. To address this challenge,
we propose a formulation of quantum optimal control that makes use of artificial boundary conditions
for the Schrödinger equation in combination with spectral methods. The resulting formulations are
well suited for investigating periodic potentials and lend themselves to direct numerical treatment
using conventional methods for bounded domains.

Key words. Harmonic Analysis, Quantum Computation, Quantum Optimal Control, Spectral
Methods

1. Introduction. Quantum optimal control [19] has a number of important
applications, including initial state preparation and gate implementation quantum
computing [46, 37, 24, 16, 41], or laser control of chemical reactions [58, 5, 63, 32, 59, 6].
All of this is of considerable and growing importance.

In the context of quantum computing, certain quantum algorithms promise sub-
stantial speedup, over classical counterparts, in a variety of applications including
quantum alternatives to Monte Carlo simulations [31] or quantum optimization [1].
However, to preserve these speedups, the initial quantum state preparation (or distri-
bution) [33] must be carried out in a unit amount of time. When the complexity of
initial quantum state preparation using one controlled rotation per scalar, also known
as the Grover-Rudolph state preparation [26], is considered, the speed-up may vanish.
A prime example includes quantum algorithms replacing classical Monte Carlo simula-
tions [31], where Grover-Rudolph state preparation is known to remove the quadratic
speed-up even in the case of log-concave probability distributions [29]. In general,
loading an arbitrary quantum state over n-qubit registers requires O(4n) CNOT gates
[27, 47] which conflate any potential for useful speed-up. It is hence natural to seek
alternative methods for initial quantum-state preparation. Although several interest-
ing approaches have been suggested in the literature, the most widely used generative
approaches [67, 66] do not necessarily scale as desired, while parametrized circuit
approaches often suffer from the typical problems associated with them, that is bar-
ren plateaus [57, 39, 54, 48, 18] and while several approaches have been proposed to
(partially) overcome this problem [22, 49, 64, 43] these methods, to the best of our
knowledge, have not been tested in the context of the state preparation problem.

Diving deeper, within the quantum circuit model in quantum computing, the
performance depends crucially on the fidelity of two-qubit gates [62, 60]. These are
typically implemented using microwave or laser pulses, which are computed using
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quantum optimal control [35]. While it has been traditionally suggested that perfor-
mance of local-search methods such as GRAPE [34] and CRAB [15] applied to simple
two-qubit Hamiltonians is sufficient, it is increasingly recognized that one could im-
prove the performance substantially by considering methods [13, e.g.] that provably
converge to the global optima and, perhaps even more importantly, one should like to
consider open quantum systems, rather than closed quantum systems. In the latter,
to address issues such as cross-talk, one may need to consider a multi-qubit system,
in order to design the pulse implementing a two-qubit model.

Outside of quantum computing, in applications such as the laser control of chem-
ical reactions [63, 6] or coherent population transfer among quantum states of atoms
and molecules [56, 12] more broadly, one would naturally like to implement quantum
optimal control of many-level systems, but even popular heuristics such as GRAPE
and CRAB do not scale sufficiently.

In this article, we address the scalability of quantum optimal control methods
by considering a spectral-domain (or frequency-domain) approach [23, 3]. In their
pioneering work, Friesecke et al. [23] provide structural results pertaining to the time-
frequency transformation of a quantum system, providing time-frequency formulated
constraints along with an alternative cost function regularization, which penalizes
with respect to the frequency space. Their results provide structural underpinnings
for time-frequency methods in general and may be directly applied to systems with
a finite-level Hamiltonian. Further validating this approach are examples of physical
systems which have a finite number of components in frequency space. Some examples
of such systems are spin-1/2 particles in a magnetic field or electronic states of atoms
in laser fields. Numerically, [23] have shown that this setting leads to frequency-
space sparse controls in many cases. Building on the aforementioned approach, we
develop a time-frequency formulation which allows for direct numerical treatment
even for infinite-level Hamiltonians. This further develops the ideas in [23] making
them applicable to a wider class of problems.

In particular, we propose a formulation of the control problem that makes use of
artificial boundary conditions [10, 17, 55] for the Schrödinger equation in combination
with the aforementioned time-spectral methods. The resulting formulations are well
suited for investigating periodic potentials and lend themselves to direct numerical
treatment using conventional methods for bounded domains. This could be seen as a
harmonic-analytic approach to quantum optimal control, inasmuch as we utilize the
Laplace transform and the inverse Laplace transform to control the complexity of the
problem solved classically in order to control the quantum system optimally.

2. Problem Formulation. There are many numerical treatments that lead to
the successful solution of the Schrödinger equation [2, 53, 11]. Several of these methods
are centered on finding ways to reduce the infinite spatial domain, which is inherent in
the problem [25, 4, 38]. In particular, pseudospectral methods make use of a Fourier
basis of test functions to discretize both the temporal and spatial domains, resulting
in a fully discrete problem [14]. Another noteworthy approach, called the artificial
boundary method, is inspired by classical numerics [55, 4, 21]. In this method, one at-
tempts to impose artificial boundary conditions on the Schrödinger equation, making
it solvable using conventional numerical methods (finite elements, finite differences,
etc.). Imposing these artificial boundary conditions finds utility in a broad range of
quantum and non-quantum applications [44, 17, 10], including non-Markovian open
quantum systems [28]. For completeness, we note that, in rare cases, it is possible to
transform the original problem domain into a bounded one and avoid the construction



SPECTRAL METHODS FOR QUANTUM OPTIMAL CONTROL 3

of these artificial boundary conditions [25, 38]. In the following, a hybid method is
presented, combining both of these “schools of thought”.

Although the presented techniques apply to the spatial domain of any fixed di-
menstion [61, 4], i.e. to Rn, the presentation is kept simple by assuming that n = 1.
Let ψini ∈ L2 (R) be a compactly supported initial condition, and let V : R×R

+
0 → R

be a potential that satisfies

(1) V (x) =

{
Vl for x ≤ xl

Vr for x ≥ xr,

where xl, xr ∈ R. The quantum system of interest is described by the Schrödinger
equation

(2)

i
∂ψ (x, t)

∂t
= −∂

2ψ (x, t)

∂x2
+ V (x, t)ψ (x, t) , where (x, t) ∈ R× R

+
0 ,

lim
|x|→+∞

ψ (x, t) = 0, for all t ∈ R
+
0 ,

ψ (x, 0) = ψini (x) , for all x ∈ R.

The control is introduced in Eq. (2) by assuming that V (x, t) = V (x, t; η) , where η
is a finite or infinite-dimensional control parameter that belongs to the set C. Addi-
tionally, assume that there exists x̂l, x̂r ∈ R such that

(3) for all η ∈ C , V (x, t; η) is constant on (−∞, x̂l) and (x̂r,+∞).

The above condition allows us to fix the spatial coordinates at which the artifical
boundary conditions are imposed.

2.1. The Possible Formulations of the Control Set. Using the setting de-
scribed in the previous section, one can define two very distinct ways in which the
control can be imposed. To derive the first one of these, let us assume that there is no
a-priori assumption on the potential V , while still imposing (3). Using the standard
existence result for the Schrödinger equation (add a link to the appendix and ref), we
may consider the following control sets
(4)

C
x̂l,x̂r

hom =
{
V ∈ C

(
R

+
0 , L

∞ (R)
)
: V (x, t) = 0 for x ∈ (−∞, x̂l) ∪ (x̂r,+∞)∀t ∈ R

+
0

}
,

C x̂l,x̂r =
{
V ∈ C

(
R

+
0 , L

∞ (R)
)
: V is constant on (−∞, x̂l) and (x̂r,+∞)∀t ∈ R

+
0

}
,

where notably both of these sets are convex subsets of the Banach space C
(
R

+
0 , L

∞ (R)
)
,

which ensures the existence of a solution in C
(
R

+
0 , L

2 (R)
)
for any such control [30].

In the second approach, we assume that the potential has a given structure based
on some knowledge of the system. A simple, but illustrative example of this is a
driven quantum harmonic oscillator, which has the potential

(5) V (x, t) =
ω2 (t) q2 (x, t)

2m
− J̃ (x, t) q (x, t) ,

where ω denotes the angular velocity, q is the position operator and J̃ is a bounded
function, which describes the corrected drive of the oscilator. The correction is incor-
porated so that condition (3) is satisfied, i.e.

(6) J̃ (x, t) = J (t) + R (x, t) ,
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where J is the physically acurate drive and

(7) R (x, t) =





1
x(t)

[
xr +

ω2(t)x2(t)
2m J (t)

]
, for x ∈ (xr,+∞)

0, for x ∈ (xl, xr)
1

x(t)

[
xl +

ω2(t)x2(t)
2m J (t)

]
, for x ∈ (−∞, xl)

is the correction term. Since (7) needs to be imposed to ensure that the left and right
artificial boundary conditions remain at the spatial points xl, xr, respectively, it is
clear that the drive J can not have an arbitrary form. To guarantee the existence of
soltuion, J must be chosen so that (5) is of class C

(
R

+
0 , L

∞ (R)
)
. Using this example,

we may define the control set as
(8)
Cspec =

{
J ∈ L2

(
R

+
0

)
: ∃R ∈ L∞ (

R
+
0 , L

∞ (R)
)
s.t. V = J +R ∈ C

(
R

+
0 , L

∞ (R)
)}
,

where the convexity of such a control set is problem dependant.

2.2. Possible Extensions of the Formulation. The previous section de-
scribes how one can impose a control given by a potential in the Schrödinger equation.
It is important to note that this does not cover all the possibilities of control. In partic-
ular, incorporating the effects of a controllable magnetic field on a quantum harmonic
oscilator leads to a change of the momentum operator, i.e.

(9)
∂2

∂x2
→ ∂2

∂x2
+ ηA,

where A is the vector potential of the magentic field and η is the controlable strength
of the magnetic field. Even though this case is not treated in the present article, the
generalization is streightforward.

2.3. Formulation of the Problem Using Artificial Boundary Conditions.

To derive artifical boundary conditions for the problem (2) the spatial domain is
divided into two parts

(10) Ωin = (xl, xr) and Ωout = (−∞, xl) ∪ (xr,+∞) ,

resulting in the coupled system

(11)

i
∂v

∂t
+
∂2v

∂x2
= V v, on Ωin × R

+
0

∂v

∂x
=
∂w

∂x
, on {xl, xr} × R

+
0

v = ψini, on Ωin × {0}

i
∂w

∂t
+
∂2w

∂x2
= V w, on Ωout × R

+
0

v = w, on {xl, xr} × R
+
0 ,

lim
|x|→+∞

w (x, t) = 0, for all t ∈ R
+

w = 0, on Ωout × {0}

,

where v and w are the respective solutions on the interior Ωin and exterior Ωout of
the full spatial domain R. If v and ∂v

∂x
(or equivalently w and ∂w

∂x
) are such that (11)
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is well posed we call the boundary conditions absorbing (ABC). If the boundary con-
ditions yield a solution the conincides with the original problem (2), these boundary
conditions are called transparent (TBC).

A transparent boundary condition for problem (11) can be derived as follows. Let

(12) Ωl = (−∞, xl) , Ωr = (xr,+∞) .

Transforming the eqution on Ωr (given by Eq. (11)) with respect to time using the
unilateral Laplace transform we arrive at

(13) isŵ +
∂2ŵ

∂x2
= Vrŵ, where x ∈ Ωr, s ∈ C,

where Vr denotes the constant value of the potential on Ωr. The general solution of
this ODE reads

(14) ŵ (x, s) = c (s)
+
e
√
−is+Vrx + c (s)

−
e−

√
−is+Vrx, where x ∈ Ωr, s ∈ C.

A physical solution of the equation must be such that the real part of
√
−is+ Vrx is

postive and so

(15) ŵ (·, s) ∈ L2 (Ωr) ⇒ c (s)+ = 0.

The functions v and w are by Eq. (11) identical on the boundary, and so (using the
continuity of the solution up to the boundary) we get

(16) ŵ (x, s) = e
√
−is+Vr(x−xr)v̂ (xr, s) .

Taking the derivative of (16) leads to

(17)
∂

∂x
ŵ (x, s) |x=xr

= −
√
−is+ Vr v̂ (xr, s) = −

√
−is+ Vrŵ (xr, s) .

An analogous procedure leads to the condition for the left boundary, which reads

(18) − ∂

∂x
ŵ (x, s) |x=xl

= −
√
−is+ Vlv̂ (x, s) |x=xl

= −
√
−is+ Vlŵ (x, s) |x=xl

Applying the inverse Laplace transform and recalling the inner problem of (11) yields
the formulation

(19)

i
∂v

∂t
+
∂2v

∂x2
= V v, on Ωin × R

+
0

∂v

∂x
= L−1 (f) , on {xl, xr} × R

+
0

v = ψini, on Ωin × {0} ,

where

(20) f (x, s) =

{
−
√
−is+ Vr v̂ (x, s) |x=xr

x = xr√
−is+ Vlv̂ (x, s) |x=xl

x = xl
.

Note that the presented approach is not limited to the case of a constant potential
V . In particular, the method above has been generalized to linear, piecewise constant
and even periodic potentials [65, 45, 40, 20].
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3. Direct Formulation of the Optimization Problem. Let ψ ∈ L2 (Ωin)
denote the target state to be achieved in time T > 0 and p, q ∈ N. Using the state
equation (11) with the dependance on the control described by (4) or (8) the control
problem of interest can be formulated as follows (using (16))
(21)

min
η

α

p

∫

Ωin

∣∣v (x, T ; η)− ψ (x)
∣∣p dx + β

1

q

∫

R×R
+

0

µ (η (x, t))
q
d (x, t)

s.t. i
∂v

∂t
+
∂2v

∂x2
= V (η) v, on Ωin × R

+
0

∂v

∂x
= L−1 (f (η)) , on {xl, xr} × R

+
0

v = ψini, on Ωin × {0}

i
∂w

∂t
+
∂2w

∂x2
= V (η)w, on Ωout × R

+
0

w = L−1 (g (η)) , on {xl, xr} × R
+
0 ,

lim
|x|→+∞

w (x, t) = 0, for all t ∈ R
+

w = 0, on Ωout × {0}

where µ : C → R
+
0 denotes the measure applied to quantify the cost of the control,

α, β > 0 denote regularization strengths and

(22) g (η) = e−
√
−is+Vr(x−xr)v̂ (xr, s) .

Assuming the controllability of the system, the first summand of the cost function
may be removed and the constraint

(23) ψ (·, T ) = v (·, T )

imposed.
It should be noted that the formulation (21) is designed to be numerically solvable.

For example, one could use a direct optimization method and solve the problem in
Ωin for a given control η and then draw upon the known analytical solution for the
problem on Ωout (this is possible due to the convenient form of the potential on Ωin).
As we will see in the following section, it remains numerically treatable even after
transformation into frequency space.

4. Spectral Formulation of the Optimization Problem. The problem (21)
has been constructed with two objectives in mind:

• The direct numerical solvability.
• The possibility of reformulation using spectral methods.
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Using (20) and (22) along with (13) and analogous computations performed for Ωin

and Ωl lead to the semi-spectral variant of the optimization problem, which reads
(24)

min
η

α

p

∫

Ωin

∣∣L−1 (v̂ (s, T ; η)) (x)− ψ (x)
∣∣p dx+

β

q

∫

R×R
+

0

µ (η (x, t))
q
d (x, t)

s.t. isv̂ +
∂2v̂

∂x2
= L (V (η) v) , on Ωin × R

+
0

∂v̂

∂x
= f (η) , on {xl, xr} × R

+
0

v̂ =
1

s
ψini, on Ωin × {0}

isŵ +
∂2ŵ

∂x2
= L (V (η)w) , on Ωout × R

+
0

ŵ = g (η) , on {xl, xr} × R
+
0 ,

lim
|x|→0

ŵ (x, t) = 0,for all t ∈ R
+

ŵ = 0, on Ωout × {0} .

Due to the results of [20, 65] the formulation (24) can also be derived for periodic
potentials as well. For these types of potentials, the semi-spectral variant of the
optimization problem (24) will produce straightforward algebraic expressions in place
of these potentials.

Furthermore, one may reformulate the control and cost functional using the uni-
lateral Laplace transform resulting in

(25) min
η̂

α

p

∫

Ωin

∣∣v̂ (s, T ; η̂) (x)− L
(
ψ (x)

)∣∣p dx+
β

q

∫

R×R
+

0

µ̂ (η̂ (x, t))q d (x, t) ,

where η̂ denotes the control in frequency space and µ̂ is an alternative measure to
attribute cost to the control.

5. Examples. This section is dedicated to working out a couple of examples
that show how the presented technique can be used to achieve desired states for the
transmon [50, 52, 36] and fluxonium [42, 8] qubits. First, the specification of the
system to qubits of the transmon and fluxonium kind is discussed. Dependent on the
aforementioned state equations, a method that can be used to translate binary data
into this setting is detailed.

5.1. The Motivation for Considering Optimization in Frequency Space.

The following example illustrates the possible benefits of frequency space optimization.
Many quantum algorithms require an even superposition as the initial state on which
the computation is performed. For a two-qubit system, this state may be represented
as

(26) |ψinitial〉 =
1

2
(|00〉+ |01〉+ |10〉+ |11〉) ,

where |ψinitial〉 denotes a target state for the optimization (which is the initial state for
the actual quantum computation). The matrix for the Quantum Fourier Transform
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with respect to the canonical basis for a two qubit system reads

(27) F2 =
1

2




1 1 1 1
1 i −1 −i
1 −1 1 −1
1 −i −1 i


 .

One may notice that

(28) F2 |ψinitial〉 = |00〉 ,

which reveals that the target vector in frequency space may be captured with the use
of only a single basis vector instead of four. Assuming now that we include only this
basis vector from the frequency space, which already contains the target state, we
may “add harmonics”, i.e. vectors that form an orthogonal basis which include

(29) |ψinitial〉 =



1

2




1
1
1
1







canonical

=







1
0
0
0







frequency space

.

Using this process, we may control the numerical extent of the problem, while always
including the target state. In many cases, quantum systems exhibit symmetries within
the frequency domain, and this results in a small number of harmonics being sufficient
to solve the problem accurately.

5.2. The Transmon Qubit. A common formulation of the Hamiltonian for a
superconducting transmon qubit reads

(30) H = 4EC (n̂− ng)
2 − EJ cos (ϕ̂) ,

where the observables are the phase operator ϕ̂ and the charge operator n̂ satisfying
the canonical commutation relation [n̂, ϕ̂] = ~i. The value ng gives the equilibrium
charge value, the charging and Josephson energies are denoted by EC and EJ respec-
tively while the electron charge e and total capacitance CΣ relate with the charging
energy by

(31) EC =
e2

2CΣ

.

Relating this formulation to the preceding chapters, one can also split the Hamiltonian
into the potential and momentum operator parts by defining

(32) P (n̂) = 4EC (n̂− ng)
2
, Q (ϕ̂) = −EJ cos (ϕ̂) ,

which allows us to write

(33) H = P (n̂) +Q (ϕ̂) .

To finish the formulation of the Schrödinger equation in coordinate space, a transfor-
mation into a “phase basis” is considered. Using this technique, the phase operator
ϕ̂ becomes a position variable and the charge operator n̂ becomes −i ∂

∂ϕ
. This effort

culminates in a form of the Schrödinger equation, which reads

(34)

[
4EC

(
−i ∂
∂ϕ

− ng

)2

− EJ cos (ϕ)

]
ψ (ϕ, t) = i~

∂

∂t
ψ (ϕ, t) ,
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where the (complex-valued) wave function additionally satisfies a periodic condition
[36] ψ (ϕ, t) = ψ (ϕ+ 2kπ, t). According to [52] it is possible to engineer the surround-
ing circuitry of a transmon qubit in such a way that EC and EJ may be controlled
within a given range. The formulation of the transparent boundary conditions for
(34) can be made as [51]. This directly leads to a control problem of type (21) or
(24), where the control set is θ = EJ . As mentioned in Section 2.2, we can extend the
formulation to include the control of EC , resulting in the control set θ = (EJ , EC),
which leads to the ability to control the ratio EJ

EC
, which impacts the energy spectrum,

especially at higher levels.

5.3. The Fluxonium Qubit. Following the same ideas, the fluxonium qubit [7]
can be treated. In contrast to its transmon counterpart, the fluxonium qubit has an
additional control parameter, induced by a magnetic field, which is the consequence
of adding multiple Josephson junctions into the circuit [42, 8]. The Hamiltonian in
this case reads

(35) H = 4EC (n̂− ng)
2 − EJ cos (ϕ̂+ ϕext) +

1

2
ELϕ̂

2,

where ϕext relates to the external magnetic flux and EL is the inductive energy of the
qubit. Just like in the case of the transmon qubit, the Schrödinger equation can be
derived and reads

(36)

[
4EC

(
−i ∂
∂ϕ

− ng

)2

− EJ cos (ϕ+ ϕext) +
1

2
ELϕ

2

]
ψ (ϕ, t) = i~

∂

∂t
ψ (ϕ, t) .

Treating the boundary conditions as before, we arrive at a control problem formulation
with control sets θ = (EJ ) or θ = (EJ , EC , ϕext) depending on the whether the
approach of Section 2.2 is applied, or not.

5.4. A Possible Encoding of Data - Preparing an Initial State for Quan-

tum Computation. To detail the application of the proposed frequency domain-
based optimization a particular example of achieving an initial state for a computa-
tion on a quantum computer is presented. This example serves only as an illustration
of a possible application and does not exclude the application of the method to dif-
ferent quantum systems, in which the initial data may not be subject to the qubit
interpretation.

For clarity, the procedure is detailed using a single qubit system, but extends
readily to a multi qubit system, which is discussed subsequently. Let |ψtarget〉 ∈ C2 be
the target state satisfying the usual norm condition ‖|ψtarget〉‖C2 = 1. More explicitly,
one may then assume that there exist α, β ∈ C such that

(37) |ψtarget〉 = α |0〉+ β |1〉 ,

where the norm condition reads |α|2 + |β|2 = 1 and |0〉 , |1〉 are a basis of C2.
It is known [9] that transmon qubit systems decribed by (37) has a discrete energy

spectrum and its eigenvalues may be approximated

(38) En ≈ ~ω0

(
n+

1

2

)
− Ec

12

(
6n2 + 6n+ 3

)
,

where ~ denotes the Planck constant. Due to the form of (38) it is possible to
manipulate the spacing between the energy levels by means of Ec. Any state |ϕ〉 may
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be written in the countable eigenbasis as

(39) |ϕ〉 =
∞∑

i=0

ai |i〉 ,

where |i〉 are the eigenstates of the Hamiltonian. It is common practice to construct
transmon qubits, such that only the first two energy levels are accessible, which vali-
dates the use of the two dimensional model, which makes use of the space C2 instead
of the infinite dimensional separable Hilbert space in which the state (39) is found.

Using these assumptions and the fact that the state (37) may also be considered
to be an element of this larger Hilbert space if we interpret the basis vectors in (37)
as eigenvectors of the Hamiltonian, the target state represents a valid element within
the solution space of the Schrodinger equation. Applying the Laplace transform

(40) ψ = L−1 (ψinitial) = αL−1 (|0〉) + βL−1 (|1〉)

yields the target state for the semi-spectral problem (24).
To extend this construction to the case of the multi qubit setting, one only needs

to consider target states that are a tensor product of constituent states and consider
a tensor product solution space for the Schrödinger equation also. In this setting, the
aforementioned steps may be repeated.

6. Conclusion. A semi-spectral method for optimizing state preparation was
presented. Due to the chosen method of derivation, the artificial boundary conditions
were shown to be directly translatable to the semi-spectral form. This method directly
generalizes to other types of potentials outside of the domain, especially periodic ones,
which due to the spectral formulation of the optimization problem (24) will have a
simple form.
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