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Abstract

In this work, we review several results on development and application of incoherent version of GRAPE
(Gradient Ascent Pulse Engineering) approach, inGRAPE, to optimization for open quantum systems driven by
both coherent and incoherent controls.1 In the incoherent control approach, the environment serves as a control
together with coherent field, and decoherence rates become generally time-dependent. For a qubit, explicit analytic
expressions for evolution of the density matrix were obtained by solving a cubic equation via Cardano method.
We discuss applications of incoherent GRAPE method to high fidelity gate generation for open one- and two-qubit
systems and surprising properties of the underlying control landscapes, forming two groups — smooth single peak
landscapes for Hadamard, C-NOT and C-Z gates, and more complicated with two peaks for T (or π/8) gate. For
a qutrit, a formulation of the environment–assisted incoherent control with time-dependent decoherence rates is
provided.
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1. Introduction

Modern quantum technologies rely on many tools,
one of which is quantum control that studies methods for
manipulation of individual quantum systems [1]. Quan-
tum control is also used for laser chemistry and optical
control of molecular processes [2, 3, 4]. One of the impor-
tant directions in quantum control is related to control
of open quantum systems. Its importance is determined
by the fact that in experimental circumstances quantum
systems often can not be fully isolated from the environ-
ment. Moreover, in some cases the environment can be
applied as a useful resource of control via, e.g., incoher-
ent control [5, 6].

Many quantum control problems are formulated as
optimization of some objective functionals. In practice,
various numeric optimization methods are used for find-
ing optimal shape of the control, such as genetic algo-
rithms [7], BFGS [8], Krotov [9], CRAB [10], and others.

One of them is the GRadient Ascent Pulse Engineer-
ing (GRAPE) developed originally for design of NMR
pulse sequences [11], and later applied to various quan-
tum control problems, e.g., [12, 13].

A key point of the GRAPE approach is to derive
explicit expressions for the gradient of the control ob-
jective. In this note, we discuss some work on the adap-
tation of the GRAPE method for open quantum sys-
tems driven by coherent and incoherent controls [14].
We obtained analytic expressions for gradient and Hes-
sian of Mayer-type objective functionals with respect
to piecewise constant controls and L2-controls for gen-
eral N -level quantum systems. For one-qubit system,
we managed to diagonalize matrix exponentials by solv-
ing the third order characteristic equation. We ap-
plied this developed incoherent GRAPE (inGRAPE) ap-
proach to the state transfer and the gate generation
problems for the one-qubit system and for the two-qubit
system [15, 16, 17]. High efficiency of the method allows

1This work is based on the talk presented at the 15th International Conference “Micro- and Nanoelectronics — 2023” October 2–6,
2023, Zvenigorod, Russia. Since it is a brief overview of several recent results, we do not provide detailed references to various related
works of many researchers. A more detailed overview of other related works can be found in the cited references.
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to make a large amount (L = 1000) of launches and sta-
tistically analyze objective functionals (quantum control
landscapes) for considered problems, e.g., on presence of
local but not global optima (traps). While the method
was applied before to one -and two-qubit systems, here
we also provide a formulation of incoherent control for a
qutrit (three-level quantum system) with one forbidden
transition.

2. Environmentally assisted quantum

control and objectives

Consider, generally, a (GKSL) master equation with
coherent and incoherent control which describes evolu-
tion of an open quantum system [5]:

∂ρ

∂t
= L(ρ) = −i[H0 +

K
∑

k=1

uk(t)Vk, ρ] + Ln(t)(ρ), (1)

where ρ is the system density matrix, ρ ∈ CN×N , ρ† =
ρ ≥ 0, Trρ = 1; H0 is the free Hamiltonian; Vk = V

†
k

is the interaction Hamiltonian; u(t) = {uk(t)}
K
k=1 is the

coherent control, uk(t) are real-valued (physically, e.g.,
laser pulses); n(t) = {nij(t)}, 1 ≤ i < j ≤ dimH,
is the incoherent control, nij(t) > 0 are non-negative
real-valued functions (physically spectral density), and
Ln(·) : CN×N → CN×N is the dissipative superoper-
ator, which can have different forms corresponding to
the following limits: weak coupling limit [18, 19] and low
density limit.

The considered control goal is to optimize Mayer-
type objective functionals:

F [u, n] = J(ρu,n(T )) → inf
u,n

. (2)

For example, the following objectives are considered in
quantum control:

• observable O mean value: FO[u, n] = TrOρu,n(T );

• state-to-state transfer ρ0 → ρtarget: Fρtarget
[u, n] =

‖ρu,n(T )− ρtarget‖
2 → infu,n;

• unitary gate U generation in an open system:

– functional on states ρ
(j)
0 :

FU,K

(

u, n; ρ
(1)
0 , . . . , ρ

(K)
0

)

=

1
K

∑K

j=1

∥

∥

∥Φ(T, u, n)ρ
(j)
0 − Uρ

(j)
0 U †

∥

∥

∥

2

→ inf
u,n

;

– functional on quantum channels:
FU (u, n) = ‖Φ(t, u, n)− U · U †‖2 → inf

u,n
;

where Φ(t, u, n) is the evolution operator.

3. GRAPE for coherent and incoherent

controls and applications to one- and

two-qubit systems

In [14], we developed incoherent version of GRAPE
approach for optimizing objective functionals for N -level

open quantum systems driven by both coherent and in-
coherent controls. To develop this incoherent version of
GRAPE, we computed gradient of various objectives for
general N -level open quantum systems in the class of
piecewise constant controls. The case of a single qubit
was considered in details and solved analytically. For
this case, evolution equation using Bloch vector was for-
mulated. Then an explicit analytical expression for the
evolution, and hence for gradient of the objectives, was
obtained using diagonalization of some 3× 3 matrix de-
termining the system’s dynamics in the Bloch ball. This
diagonalization was obtained by solving a certain cu-
bic equation via Cardano method. The efficiency of the
algorithm was demonstrated through numerical simula-
tions for the state-to-state transition problem and its
complexity was estimated. Finally, robustness of the
obtained controls was studied.

In [15], this inGRAPE approach was applied to gen-
eration of single-qubit gates for a two-level open quan-
tum system driven by coherent control and incoherent
environment. The control problem was formulated as
minimization of the objective functional defined as the
sum of Hilbert-Schmidt norms between four fixed basis
states evolved under the GKSL master equation with
controls, and the same four states evolved under the
ideal gate transformation. An exact expression for the
gradient of the objective functional with respect to piece-
wise constant controls was obtained. Then a subsequent
optimization was performed using the inGRAPE ap-
proach with an adaptive step size. As a result, optimal
trajectories in the Bloch ball for various initial states
were computed. In addition, a relation of the quantum
gate generation problem with optimization on complex
Stiefel manifolds was discussed.

In [16], the efficiency of the developed inGRAPE ap-
proach for single-qubit gate generation was estimated
using the numerical analysis of the corresponding quan-
tum control landscapes and considering various objec-
tives. For the analysis of the efficiency, we studied dis-
tribution of optimized by inGRAPE infidelity values and
the corresponding controls. For the Hadamard gate, the
distribution was found to have a simple form with one
peak so the corresponding landscape is smooth. For T
gate, a completely different situation was found with two
peaks corresponding to two optimized infidelity values,
one is smaller and one is larger. Hence for this gate in-
GRAPE can converge, depending on the initial control,
to two different infidelity values that indicates the pos-
sibility in this case to have not only global minimum,
but also a local minimum in the underlying quantum
control landscape. Similarly to the case of Hadamard
gate, smooth single peak control landscapes were also
found using inGRAPE for two-qubit C-NOT and C-Z
gates [20].

Applications to state transfer for a two-qubit system
were studied in [17].
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Figure 1: Energy levels of a qutrit with forbidden transition between states |1〉 and |2〉.

4. Qutrit

As the next step the method can be applied to con-
trol of such systems as qutrits (N = 3). Qutrits together
with qubits can be used for various tasks of information
processing, e.g. [21]. For example, consider a special
class of qutrits with three states |1〉, |2〉, |3〉 and with
forbidden direct transition between states |1〉 and |2〉
(Fig. 1). Then in the non-degenerate case, free Hamil-
tonian of the qutrit and Hamiltonian for its interaction
with coherent control have the form

H0 =





E1 0 0
0 E2 0
0 0 E3



 , V =





0 0 v13
0 0 v23
v∗13 v∗23 0



 , (3)

where E1, E2, E3 are (all different) energies of the states
|1〉, |2〉, |3〉. There are two non-trivial transition frequen-
cies ω13 = E3−E1 and ω23 = E3−E2. Hence incoherent
control for this system has only two independent com-
ponents n1(t) = nω13

(t) ≥ 0 and n2(t) = nω23
(t) ≥ 0

corresponding to density of particles of the surround-
ing environment (e.g., photons) with frequencies ω13 and
ω23, respectively. Thus the dissipator describing evolu-
tion of this system under influence of incoherent control
in the weak coupling limit has the form

Ln(t)(ρ) = n1(t)A1

(

〈3|ρ|3〉|1〉〈1|+ 〈1|ρ|1〉|3〉〈3|

−{|1〉〈1|+ |3〉〈3|, ρ}
)

+ n2(t)A2

(

〈3|ρ|3〉|2〉〈2|

+〈2|ρ|2〉|3〉〈3| − {|2〉〈2|+ |3〉〈3|, ρ}
)

+A1

(

〈3|ρ|3〉|1〉〈1| − {|3〉〈3|, ρ}
)

+A2

(

〈3|ρ|3〉|2〉〈2| − {|3〉〈3|, ρ}
)

,

where A1, A2 > 0 are the Einstein coefficients for spon-
taneous emission (A1 is for transitions between levels |3〉
and |1〉, A2 is for transitions between levels |3〉 and |2〉)
and {·, ·} denotes anticommutator. Piecewise constant

controls have the form:

u(t) =

M
∑

k=1

ukχ[tk−1,tk)(t), ni(t) =

M
∑

k=1

ni
kχ[tk−1,tk)(t),

(4)
where i = 1, 2; t ∈ [0, T ]; χ[tk−1,tk) is a characteris-
tic function of the interval [tk−1, tk). The constraints
ni ≥ 0 imply existence of the boundary of the control
space which can be crossed during the optimization pro-
cess. To avoid such crossing we introduce the change
of the variable ni = w2

i , where wi ∈ R. Without such
change of the variables, control of qutrit with coherent
and incoherent drive was considered in [22] using GPM
and Krotov-type methods. However, for inGRAPE such
change of the variable via introduction of the new con-
trols wi is a necessary crucial step.

Using these Hamiltonians, dissipator, and controls,
one can compute the resulting evolution of the system
density matrix using the master equation (1) that in turn
can be used to define control objectives of the form 2.
The detailed analysis of this model is a prospective for
a future work.

5. Conclusions

We review some results on development and appli-
cations of incoherent GRAPE (inGRAPE) approach to
optimization in open quantum systems driven by coher-
ent and incoherent controls. The controls are considered
in the functional class of piecewise constant controls.
Thereby in the series of works we studied the dynamics
and optimization, including derivation of gradients and
Hessians, of various objectives for open one-qubit and
two-qubit quantum systems with piecewise constant co-
herent and incoherent controls. For the one-qubit case,
we diagonalized the matrix exponentials in the derived
expressions by finding eigenvalues and eigenvectors of
the 3× 3 matrix determining the dynamics in the Bloch
parameterization. Derived expressions were applied to a
numerical optimization in the context of the state trans-
fer problem for one- and two-qubit systems. Beyond
one- and two-qubit systems, based on the general inco-
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herent control approach in this work we derive an ex-
plicit formulation of the environmentally–assisted inco-
herent control with time-dependent decoherence rates
for a special class of qutrits with forbidden transition
between ground and intermediate levels.
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