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Abstract

We present a multiresolution approach to the theory of quantum information. It arose from
an effort to develop a systematic mathematical approach to the analysis of an infinite array of
qubits, i.e., a structure that may be interpreted as a quantum metamaterial. Foundational to
our approach are two mathematical constructions with classical roots: the Borel isomorphism and
the Haar basis. Here, these constructions are intertwined to establish an identification between
L5(0,1] and the Hilbert space of an infinite array of qubits and to enable analysis of operators that
act on arrays of qubits (either finite or infinite). The fusion of these two concepts empowers us
to represent quantum operations and observables through geometric operators. As an unexpected
upshot, we observe that the fundamental concept of calculus is inherent in an infinite array of
qubits; indeed, the antiderivative arises as a natural and indispensable operator in this context.

1 Introduction

A quantum metamaterial is an engineered structure whose physical properties and modes of inter-
action with the environment depend on its quantum state. A structure consisting of an array of
qubits that is enabled to interact with the electromagnetic field is an example of such a material,
and has been initially discussed in physics literature, e.g., [28], [29], [22]. A mathematical ap-
proach has been subsequently proposed in [23]. The underlying physical model is the generalized
Jaynes-Cummings model where a mode of light is interacting with an array of n qubits. The
central part of the theory is the interaction Hamiltonian:

Hy=hCM @ (a+ah)

where of course, @ and a' are the annihilation and creation operators of the harmonic oscillator,
while

Cc = Z Mot o =T®. . I®c,®I...®1 (n factors with o, in k-th place). (1)
k=1



The spectrum of the 2™-by-2" matrix ™ can be described by a closed-form formula. Indeed,
note that the Pauli matrix o, defined in ((1f)), is diagonalized via

1 1
wout = o, whereu:—[1 }

/21 -1

Thus, u®" is a unitary matrix that diagonalizes Cg(gn), namely

u® CW (u®")T =CM = Z Ao (2)
k=1

The entries of the diagonal matrix ™ are its eigenvalues and, of course the eigenvalues of o,
They can be given explicitly via the formula

B n 1 78+! 1 1 78k
E:;)\kRk, WhereRk:{ll ®[_11®[1} . (3)
Thus, each eigenvalue E(j), 7 =1,2,...,2" is a linear combination of all parameters A\, with

coefficients +1. All possible selections of the sequences of +1 are admissible, so there are 2"
eigenvalues some of which may coincide, depending on the values of . In other words the
eigenvalues result from all combinations of the form

n

Z Gk)\k, where € — +1. (4)

k=1

It is natural to ask about the features of the eigenvectors of an operator such as O™, The concept
of scale is inherent and key in understanding the answer to this question. Specifically, we bring
to bear the Haar transform, see e.g. [§]. We summarize the construction of the Haar basis in
Subsection 2.1l The discrete version of the Haar transform is a finite matrix whose columns are
discrete models of the Haar functions. By abuse of notation, we will denote it 7z and its size will
be clear from the context. The basic observation is that

T CW T3 is a block matrix. (5)

The blocks lie along the diagonal and have dimensions 1-by-1, another 1-by-1, then 2-by-2, 4-by-4,
8-by-8, etc. Since the eigenvectors of cm correspond to the eigenvectors of consecutive blocks,
they are characterized by scale. This is the phenomenon first addressed in [23], and developed
here. It is helpful to highlight the structure of blocks. We omit the details of the computation as
the rigorous approach is developed in subsequent sections. Also, this discrete example is easy to
reproduce via symbolic computation. Now, the first block in (5)) is 1-byl with the entry

M+ A+ A

The corresponding eigenvector is a column of constants (the discrete version of the constant
function). The second block is also 1-by-1, as the corresponding eigenvector is the discrete version
of the Haar function Hyy, see Subsection . The eigenvalue is

A+ A+ A



Note that for the specific choice \; = 277, the limit as n — oo of this expression is zero. When n
is finite but large, this eigenvalue is close to 0, but not exactly zero. The third block is 2-by-2; it
has the structure

0 X\
()\1 0 )+(—A2+A3+...+>\n)].

(Throughout the article, we use I to denote the identity matrix whose size is clear from the
context.) The corresponding eigenvectors are linear combinations of the (discrete versions of the)
basis functions H;, H;;. Again, the diagonal part turns to zero for the specially scaled infinite
array, while when n is finite but large it will be close to zero. In the latter case, the eigenvalues
of this block are close to those of the non-diagonal component, i.e.

£\

The fourth block is 4-by-4; it has the structure

0 X A O
A 00 N
N00 A +(=A+M+.. .+ )L
0 AN A O

The corresponding eigenvectors are linear combinations of the (discrete) basis functions Hs o, Ha 1,
Hy 4, Hy3. As before, the diagonal part turns to zero for the specially scaled infinite array. Again,
when n is finite but large this may still be close to zero. The overall eigenvalues are close to those

of the non-diagonal component, i.e.
+A1 £ A9

This establishes the pattern. The blocks double in size at every next step. The nondiagonal part
depends on one more coefficient \;, and the diagonal part is the tail that may be small.

Using this observation as the starting; %ooint, it is possible to make sense of operators, such
as O, = C\™, Cc, = Cl*) and €, = C, ie., operators corresponding to an infinite array of
qubits, provided one chooses the sequence of coefficients A, judiciously. Note that the entries of
u®" have magnitude of 27"/2, and so this sequence of matrices does not possess a meaningful limit
as n +— 0o. In particular, in contrast to relation , it cannot be expected that the resulting limit
operators will remain unitarily equivalent. The limiting operators C,, C, have been introduced
in [23]. The procedure that yields a meaningful limit requires an assumption that \;’s scale as 27
It was established that the spectrum of both operators is precisely the interval [—1,1]. However,
C, was found to be a multiplier, whereas C, was found to be an operator with a complete system
of eigenfunctions, corresponding to eigenvalues that densely fill the interval [—1,1]. The main tool
in the description of the limit itself has been the Haar transform.

In this work we further develop the approach taken in [23], and establish a rigorous foundation
for the limit procedure. In addition to the Haar transform this calls for an explicit use of the Borel
isomorphism, which establishes an identification of the Hilbert space of an array of qubits with
the space of square-integrable functions on an interval. This setting allows the discussion of the
case of infinite as well as finite arrays. In fact, the multi-scale approach proposed here furnishes
an alternative framework for discussion of quantum information in general. While it is entirely
equivalent to the canonical one, it is advantageous in the analysis of certain types of problems,
such as these addressed here.



As is well known, general classical simulations of quantum structures are limited to small
systems, which is due to exponential dependence of the dimension of the underlying Hilbert space
on the number of qubits. Also, the conventional theoretical methods of quantum many-body
theory frequently involve only nearly factorized quantum states, failing to account for the truly
quantum effects. In contrast the promise of quantum engineering is precisely in taking advantage
of quantum correlations inherent in non-factorized states, [27]. This underscores the value of
quantum models that can be solved explicitly, as these successfully addressed here.

While the Haar transform is classical, [16], and well known in harmonic analysis and the Borel
isomorphism is well known in the dynamical system theory, [2], their application in quantum theory
appears to be new with the only precedent being the aforementioned reference [23]. The main result
of this work is Theorem [3.1] However, the main gain is the development of a systematic multi-
scale approach to the theory and modelling of arrays of qubits. The most surprising observation is
the fact that the antiderivative operator occupies a central position. It appears not to have been
spotted in the quantum information arena until now.

2 The space of quantum states of an infinite array of
qubits

In this section we discuss the space of states of an infinite array of qubits. It requires the Haar
basis with its inherent structure of multiresolution, see, e.g., [26]. It also requires an identification
of quantum states with the so-called scaling functions, see Fig. [I The fundamental idea is that
since the Hilbert space of a single qubit is H = span{|0), |1)}, and the Hilbert space of an n-tuple
of qubits is ®?:1 Hg, the state space of an infinite array should be ®;i1 Hg. Furthermore, one
can interpret Hg as the space of functions on a two element set, say, Z,. Therefore, the infinite
tensor product of such spaces should be a space of functions on the infinite Cartesian product
Lo X Lo X Ly X .... However, this set can be identified with the interval (0,1] via the binary
expansion. These ideas are related to a certain approach to dynamics and chaos theory, first
considered by E. Borel, see [2].

2.1 The Haar basis and the Borel isomorphism

First, recollect the structure of the Haar basis in Ly(0, 1], see e.g. [8,/16,26]. Let G(z) = 1 for
x € (0,1] and G(z) = 0 everywhere else on the real line. We will use notation

Gor(z) = 2"2G(2"x — k);
in particular Gop = G. Note that G, is supported in the dyadic interval
supp Gng = Ly = 27"k, 27" (k + 1)].
Furthermore, let H(x) = [G1o(z) — G11(2)]/v/2, and

H,(x) = 2"2H(2"x — k). (6)
Note that Hyy = H. It follows directly from definitions that
1
Hyp = % (Grr2e — Gry12r41) (7)
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as well as 1
Gor=— (G, + G, . 8
ok \/5 ( +1,2k +1,2k+1) ( )

The following fundamental facts are well known:

1. Denote V,, = span {G, : k=0,1,2,...2" —1}. Then, V, CV; CV;..., and

Ly(0,1] = U V., (multiresolution ladder). 9)
n=0

2. Forn=0,1,...let W, = V,,41/V,,. Then W,, = span {H,; : k=0,1,2,...2" — 1}, so that

Ly(0,1] = Vo @ EB W, (direct sum decomposition). (10)
n=0

3. In what follows we will make use of the orthogonal projections I1,,. The orthogonal projection
can be defined as a map denoted as I1,, : V,,,1 — W,,, where V,, | represents the vector space
of dimension n + 1 and W,, represents the vector space of dimension n. This map takes a
vector from V,, 1 and projects it onto the subspace W,,, which is spanned by the Haar basis
vectors corresponding to dimension n. This projection process results in a vector that lies
entirely within the subspace W,,. Therefore, given a vector x € V,,.1, in which x is the sum
of components in V,, and W, (i.e. = v+ w), the orthogonal projection can be defined as:

(z) = w, (11)
where w is the component of x that lies in W,,.

4. It follows that the set of functions {Goo} U {Hnx : £ = 0,1,2,...2" — 1;n = 0,1,2,...}
furnishes an orthonormal basis in Ly (0, 1] (the Haar basis). In all references to this basis we
will assume the canonical order in W, to be according to increasing k, so that, overall, the
order of basis functions is fixed to be:

G070a H0,07 Hl,Oa H1,17 H2,07 HQ,l; H2,27 H273a cee

We let T3 : Ly(0,1] — ¢5 denote the Haar transform which assigns to a square integrable
function, say, f its ordered sequence of Haar coefficients:

co = /01 f(x)dz, and ¢, = /01 f(x)Hy () da.

Clearly, T3 is a unitary transformation.

Next, let Hg = span{|0), |1)} be the Hilbert space of the qubit. The canonical basis in @) Hy,
i=1
is given by vectors of the form

le1 €2 ... €,)  where each ¢, € {0,1}.
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When the number of qubits is fixed to be n, it is often convenient to use the shorthand notation

er€s . ) = |k) where k=2 % so that k € {1,2,...2" — 1}. (12)

j=1

However, this is generally ambiguous when the number of qubits is not fixed. There is a one-to-one
correspondence between sequences of bits and dyadic intervals. Namely,

n
6 .
le1€y ...€,) <> I,k where kK =2" 2—;
j=1
In other words, the sequence of bits is interpreted as the address of its corresponding interval.
Moreover, for n > 1 consider the map

B,: Q)Hqy — Vi, (13)
j=1
given by
Buler€ ... €6,) = Gup, k=2" % (14)
j=1

This identification of qubits with the functions G, is illustrated in Fig.

ion of qubits

G, , = 10010)

4l —

G,5=1101)

2.8284 -

G, =I01)

0 0.25 05 0.75 1

Figure 1: Tllustration of the identification given by , the symbol B,, has been suppressed for clarity.

When the number of qubits is fixed at n, this may be simplified to the useful form
By |k) =Gy forallke{1,2,...2"—1}. (15)

Since B,, takes one unitary basis to another, it is a unitary isomorphism. Note that since V,, C V41,
there are two ways of assigning qubits to vectors in V,,, i.e., one via B,, and one via B,,,,. However,
these are consistent, provided we use the following identification:

1
E(|6162

6

by Vi = Vosa,  illere . oen)] = €n0) +le16a .. 6, 1)). (16)



In other words, n-qubits state is identified with an n + 1-qubit state with a completely unresolved
last qubit. Relations and (8) imply that the following diagram commutes

Vn — Vn+1
By I Bu (17)

®?:1 HQ ®n+1

In this way, the collection of 1-qubit, 2-qubit, etc., including N-qubit states, can be identified with
the collection of N 4 1-qubits states, via the identification given by consecutive application of .
This furnishes an isomorphism:

N+1

C@@@HQ _®HQ (18)

n=1 j=1

The fist component C stands for the 0-qubit states. It is necessary to complete the isomorphism.
Passing to the limit N — oo, we obtain a definition of the state space of an infinite array of qubits.
The left-hand side furnishes a rigorous definition of the right-hand side, i.e., ®;’i1 Hg. We will
often use the latter symbol with the understanding that its meaning is furnished by the identity

@@@@HQ _®HQ (19)

Note that the left-hand side has the form of a Fock space. We also observe the form of the
isomorphism on W, = V.1 & V,;; namely, it follows from that

B, L [Huil = % (Bpi1[Grs12k) — By i |G 2k41))
(20)
= \/Li (lerea ...€,0) — |e1€a .. 6, 1))

where k = 2" Z?:1 €;/27. In light of @), one obtains the complete Borel isomorphism
B: C@@@HQ%VO@@W—LQOH (21)
n=1 j=1

where we set Blc[l] = Goo. The unitary map B furnishes an identification o the space of states
of an infinite array of qubits with square integrable functions on the interval (0, 1].

2.2 Quantum operations

Quantum operations on states are unitary maps

U : ®HQ — (X)HQ equivalently BU B™': Ly(0,1] = Ly(0, 1].

7j=1



For simplicity, we will write U instead of BU B~! when the meaning of the map is clear from
context. Similarly, we will use the term state and function interchangeably.

At first, we will consider operators that only affect the state of the first n qubits. We will call
such operators local. Invoking the Borel isomorphism we can state that such an operator is fully
determined via its action in the space V,,. However, we need to examine how this action extends
to the entire space Ly(0,1]. First, we emphasize that the extension is not achieved by setting
it to identity on the orthogonal complement @;’in .1 W;. Instead, the extension is characterized
as follows: Suppose an operation U acts nontrivially only on the first n qubits so that, say,

UlGnil = >, 261Gnyi. Let f € Ly(0,1] be a general function. We write f =), fi, where f; is the
restriction of f to the support of G, ;. Then U[f] = >, 2, fi. In other words, operation U does
not alter the qualitative features of f in the scales finer than n. As we will see, such operations
are best described via the action of integral operators with distributional kernels.

Ezxamples. Below, we will consider examples that involve the Pauli matrices

/(01 (0 —i (10
2=\ 10 ) %=\ o) 227 \o0 =1

as well as the matrices
ol — 00 o 0 1
7 \10 ) - \0 0 )

Consider o, as acting on the first qubit or on the second qubit, i.e., the maps
or=0,RIRIRI[...ando’=1R5,IRI....
Both operations have nontrivial impact only on the first two qubits, e.g,
o} (200]00) 4 201]01) + 210|10) + 211[11)) = 200]10) + 201 |11) + 210]00) + 211|01),
and similarly for o2. The Borel isomorphism allows us to reinterpret this operation:
091; (200G2,0 + 201G21 + 210G22 + 211G23) = 200G22 + 201G23 + 210G2,0 + 211G,

Note that the map is fully defined by its restriction to V5. (In the case of o} we could have even
selected Vj, which would result the same extension.) To see how these operators are extended
from V5 to the entire Hilbert space, it is convenient to view them as an integral operators with
distributional kernels, as illustrated in Fig. 2 Namely, the blue lines in the figure represent the
support of the Dirac deltas in the square (0,1] x (0,1]. Generally, these lines would be dressed
by coefficients inherited from the operator. Since the Haar system consists of piecewise constant
functions, the action of such operators is well defined on any basis function and, therefore, on
Lo(0,1]. Fig. |3|illustrates how the map acts on the general state. As the operation it represents is
a local operation on two qubits, it does not affect fine-scale features of the state function beyond
the scale of V,,. Of course, the Haar basis functions that encode those features are contained in
@;’;2 W;. In this example, they are simply permuted in a certain way determined by the integral
operator. In all cases, when a map is defined on V,,, it will be extended to the entire space in
this manner. It is interesting to note that for an operation ¢, the corresponding support of the
measures consists of slant lines at dyadic scales of length 2-"/2.
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It is also helpful to note the explicit formulas for gates. Indeed, recall that

Similarly,
1
A1) = xoale) [ 8-y =12 1) dy 2
0
1
Al = xoale) [ 8-y +1/2) ) dy (23)
0
etc. These are the ingredients that contribute to, say, o, 05, via composition and scaling, see Fig.
2

Another, alternative, characterization of the effect of such operators on general function is
given in Lemmal[2.1] In what follows € (x) € {0, 1} denotes, the k-th digit in the dyadic expansion

of z € (0,1], i.e.
ex ()
r= Z ok

k

In order to avoid ambiguity, dyadic fractions always have an infinite expansion, e.g. 1/2 =
0.0111111.... The following result is straightforward but crucially useful:

Lemma 2.1. The Borel isomorphism — translates the action of respective gates as follows:

o1 =1 (- 5 ) al@)). (24)

where f is a continuous function in (0,1] and, conventionally, we put 0 for f(0).

1) =1 (o4 5) G- ade). (25)

In addition, since

o, =04 +0_, (26)
we also have ( -
_1 €T
oV f)(x) = f (m + —Q)k ) . (27)
And, since
o, =1ioy —io_, (28)
h
we have " ‘ @ (_1>ek($)
ol(@) =i (-1 g (o R, 29
Proof. By direct inspection. O]



Example 2. The quantum Fourier transform on n qubits is defined as the map

2n—1
Fp: |l) — 27/ Z RN Y for all 1 € {1,2,...2" — 1},

k=0

where we rely on the shorthand notation . This can be reinterpreted via the Borel isomorphism
as the map F2 = BF B~!. Namely,

2" —1
FP: G272 Y MG forall L€ {1,2,...2" — 1}, (30)
k=0

Naturally, 72 acts non-trivially in V,, and extends, as discussed to the whole space. F7Z is a unitary
map in Lo(0,1]. Suppose, for a fixed n > 1, fs = >, fr Gni. (This is a typical situation when
a function is discretized for the sake of numerical analysis. For example, if f(z) is a continuous
function in (0,1], we may set f; = f(xy) where zx € I, is some choice of a point for each of
the 2" dyadic intervals.) A direct examination shows that F2 f; is exactly the discrete Fourier
transform of the discrete function f,.

It is known that, in principle, the execution of JF, may be carried out via O(n?) local quan-
tum gates. By comparison, the fastest classical algorithm for the discrete Fourier transform,
known as the Cooley-Tukey algorithm to execute FZ numerically still requires O(n2") arith-
metical operations. Similar features can be displayed for a number of other algorithms, where
the complexity of the quantum gate circuit implementing it spectacularly undercuts the required
number of arithmetical operations of the classical implementation. This promises a leap in com-
putational efficiency when and if the transition to quantum information processing becomes a
reality. Of course, this hinges on advances in the technologies for manipulating the quantum
states in physical systems, which are being strived for at many current era centers of research.

the support of the kernel of ”i the support of the kernel of 0)2(
| | \
12 12 \

1 [EEN

0 1/2 1 0 1/2 1

Figure 2: Pauli gates o, can be represented as integral operators acting in Ls(0, 1]. The kernels of these
operators are Dirac measures supported in the blue lines. Note the inverted direction of the y-axis.
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0.8 T

0.6 o

0.4 N

0.2 N

0 0.25 0.5 0.75 1

0.8 T
0.6 B
0.4 B

0.2 ’\
0 1 |

0 0.25 0.5 0.75 1

Figure 3: The action of 02 on a general state function f € Ly(0,1]. This illustrates the general
principle behind extending a quantum operation from V,, to the full Hilbert space.

3 Some aspects of non-local quantum operations

In this section, we aim to present a comprehensive introduction to the non-local quantum oper-
ation, focusing on the operator denoted as C,. Our approach culminates in a theorem the key
properties of C, and other, related operators. The Borel isomorphism and the Haar transform are
foundational for our approach. Using these tools Cy can be reduced to a sum of an operator that
admits a multi-scale block structure and a compact “remainder”. We refer to Section [5] for the
heuristic arguments which shed light on the essential nature of the main problem.

3.1 Setting the stage
We begin with the operator]

=Y ek @1
k=1

originally explored in [23]. The Borel isomorphism allows us to represent C,, as an integral operator

with a distributional kernel. The fractal nature of the kernel, as illustrated in Fig. [, reflects the

fact that C, acts nontrivially across all scales, i.e., acts nontrivially on all qubits. It follows from

Lemma that the action of the operator on, say, continuous function f is given by an explicit

formula: @
Z 2kf (x + 1) ) x € (0,1]. (32)

Tt often is convenient to use the term periodization, i.e., one can refer to C,, as periodization of o,. Substituting
different operators of o, one obtains different periodizations.
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the support of the kernel of C,

12

1

0 12 1

Figure 4: The blue lines mark the supports of the Dirac measures in the kernel of the operator
C, as defined in (31). The support of the operator Cy, defined in (36)), is the same.

C, was characterized in . We summarize those findings: Let D,, be the matrix of II,,C,II,
in the canonical basis (H, ;)i_ 01. Thenl

1
DO = [O], while Dn+1 = - |: lin é

5 ] for n > 0. (33)

Also, if n > 0, then D,, is invertible, and its complete list of the eigenvalues is
{£(2k+1)/2": k=0,1,...2" 1 —1}. (34)
C, preserves the direct sum decomposition , ie. C,Vo =Vyand C, W, C W, for all n. In fact,

Co=Ts (11 ey Dn> Ti. (35)
n=0

One of the partial goals of this work is to understand how to obtain results as the above for
more general operators. It is not a trivial matter. To explain the nature of the challenge, let us

address the case of
=1
=> T (36)

k=1
Again, taking advantage of the Borel isomorphism Cy, can be represented via an integral operator
with the distributional kernel. The location of non-trivial measures is precisely as that of C,

shown in Fig. 4. However, this time the measures are weighted by complex coefficient. A formula
analogous to can be deduced from Lemma , namely:

—1)ex(=@); _1\ex(2)
Cy[f](x):ZLf <m+%> z € (0,1]. (37)

2k
k

2We generally denote the k x k identity matrix by Iy, but skip the index when the matrix size is clear from
context.
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It is convenient to consider additional operators:

— 1 — 1
Co=) ot Co=3) 5ok, (38)
k=1 k=1

see Fig. [5l Since 0, =i(0; — o_), it follows that
C,=1i(Cy —C.). (39)

The crucial ingredient in the analysis of operators C_, C, and C, is the operator defined by the

kernel?] .
, o<y

e ={ 5 st (40)

Thus, the operator itself is

uwm:AaMM@@le@@, (41)

which is precisely the anti-derivative. It is now natural to conjecture that when represented in
the Haar basis, both operators C_ + L and C; 4+ L’ turn into infinite block matrices.

| I | \\
12 N 12

: \\\

/ 4
pd
i
4

2

N
\\
N
1 \\ 1 : N
o 12 1 0 12 1
(a) The support of the kernel of C} (b) The support of the kernel of C_

Figure 5: The kernels of C'y and C_ are scaled Dirac measures whose supports are shown by the
blue lines.

3See Section [5| for an outline of the heuristics and numerical experiments that lead one to the discovery of the
role of operator L.
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3.2 Launching rigorous analysis

The conjecture of previous subsection readily translates into a conjecture about the structure of

Cy. Indeed, (39) gives
C,+i(l'—L)=iC. —C_+L —-L)=4i(Cy +L")— (C_+1)). (42)

Now we can simplify further and for convenience, we introduce the operators

K =i(L' - L),
P.=(C_+1L),
Py =(Cy + L), (43)

Note that both L and L’ having square-integrable kernels are Hilbert-Schmidt operators. Auto-
matically, K is also compact. This gives the main object of our study the following structure:

C,=i(P, —P)—K. (44)

As we will see, the first term yields itself to a block representation via the Haar transform. To
this end we will examine

Tu[i(Py — P_)] Ty (45)

In analogy with , and according to Lemma , operators C_ and C are defined first giving
its explicit construction for a continuous or piecewise constant test function f(z); namely:

EUCEDY 5 ((s+5) 1-a@) scou (46)

AUCESY (- %) aw) weo (47)

Recall that the characteristic function x(,1) is the first element of the Haar basis. We have the
following facts:

Lemma 3.1. X0 s the simultaneous eigenvectors of both P_ and P,. Moreover,
1. P—[X(o,u] = X(0,1]
2. Pi[xou] = xo-
Proof. 1. First, we examine C_[x o 1](%):
C-lxoalle) = X grxon (4 30 - (o) )
k

Note that the k-th term of the sum contributes only if the corresponding e;(x) = 0. In that
case x 4+ 1/2%F € (0,1], which implies x(01] ((z 4+ 5)(1 — €x(2))) = 1. Thus,
1
C_[xoal@) = Y x -l

k:eg(2)=0
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At the same time N
Lixo1l() =/ X0, (y)dy = x.
0

Combining the results above we obtain P_[xo11](z) = C-[x0](z)+Lix01)(z) = 1-z+x =
1 for all z € (0,1].

. Similarly as above, we calculate both terms of P, [x(o]. First,
1 1
Cixonl@) =) gEXoa | (= 5p)ela) ).
k

Note that the k-th terms contributes to the sum nontrivially only if ex(x) = 1, in which case
x —1/2F € (0,1]. This in turn implies

Cilxoul@) = Y, ==
kg (z)=1

Next, we examine L'[xo,1]](z), where L’ is the transpose of operator L. The transpose of an
integral operator with kernel ¢(z,y) is defined as:

L) (z) = / Uy, z)u(y)dy. (43)

1, fz<y

_ , we can see that {(y,z) is equal to 1 only
0, ifzx>y

Considering the kernel ¢(z,y) = {

when y > x. Thus, we have:

L'lxo)(z) = / X0, (y)dy = / dy=1-m. (49)

Combining these results, we obtain Py [x1](x) = C[x©01](®) + L' [xoy)(z) =2z+1-2 =1
for all z € (0,1]. This completes the proof.
[

3.3 Statement of the Theorem

We start by stating a theorem characterizing the properties of C, via the elements of its decom-
position .

Theorem 3.1. Operators P_ and P, have the following properties:

. Let D™ denote the matriz of 11, P_11,, in the canonical basis (Hnp)isg'. Then,

P =T ([1] @ é D(_”)> Tr, (50)

i.e., TuP_Ty' = To(C_ + L)T3/ has block structure. In particular, P_ preserves the direct
sum decomposition (@, r.e. P-Vo=Vyand P_.W, CW, for alln.
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2. The following recurrence determines the sequence of blocks:

DY =[0], and D"V =

1| p™ 1
o p™

=5 N ] for n>0 (51)

where O and I stand respectively for the trivial and the identity matrices of size n X n.
3. Analogous statements hold for P, .

4. P_ and Py can be extended to continuous operators Py, P_ : Ly(0,1] — Lo(0, 1], which are
mutually conjugate.

3.4 Proof of Theorem [3.1]
The proof of Theorem 3.1 we be based on Lemma 2.1 and also the following fact:

Lemma 3.2. Let He Vo = @ Wy. The following identity characterizes the adjoint of L:
K=1

L/|H9V0 = _L’H@VO' (52>

Proof. Let f,g € HO V), so that fo x)dz = 0 and fo x)dx = 0. Integrating by parts we obtain

(gILf) = / / F(t)dt dz = - / / )t (x)de = (~Lgl ).

as claimed. n
We are now in a position to complete the proof of the theorem:

Proof. In light of Lemma the first block of the matrix of P_ in the Haar basis is, indeed, the
1-by-1 matrix [1]. Next, we determine P_[Hyo| where Hoy = H = X(0,1/2) — X(1/2,1] as in @
Recall that P~ = C_ + L. We have seen in the proof of Lemma [2.1 that C_[x 1] =1 —x. To
evaluate C_[x(,1/2]] we take advantage of self-similarity, see Fig We see dlrectly from the
graph that

1
C-[x©1/2] = 5 (1 —27) x(0,1/2-

Note that the right hand side represents a scaled copy of 1 — z placed in the first half of the unit
interval. Similarly,

1
C_lxasey) = 5 X(©.1/2 + (1 —2) x(1/21];

i.e., the result is a copy of x(o,1/9 itself shifted to the left half, followed by a scaled copy of 1 —x
placed in the right half of the unit interval. Thus,

1
C-[H] = C-[x(a/a] = C-Ixaszn] = =51 — 22| = ~L[H],

so that P_[H] = (C_ + L)[H] = 0. This proves that P_W, C W,, and the block D'” = [0], i.e. it
is indeed trivial as in ([51)).
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As the next step, consider W;, which is spanned by H; o and H;;. In order to consider the
action of P_ on H; we only need to consider the upper-left quarter of the kernel of C_. Due to
self-similarity, it is clear that P_[H; o] = 0 as, indeed, this directly caries over from the last step.
Next, consider P_[H;;]. The action of the lower-right quarter of the kernel of C_ (in addition to
the action of L) again, gives 0. However, an application of the diagonal of the lower-left quarter
results in a scaled replica of Hj in the first half of the unit interval, i.e., P_[Hy 1] = Hy /2. This
demonstrates that P_W; C W, with the matrix of P_ restricted to this space being precisely

1({0 1
2 { 00

5 } for n>0.

In light of self-similarity and the dyadic structure of Haar scales, this pattern repeats at all scales,

leading to recursion (51).
O

3.5 Extensions to the Bloch sphere

Let, (a, 3,7) be a point on the sphere, i.e., a® + 3% ++% = 1. Recall that a point on the Bloch
sphere is the matrix:
O(ayz) = 00z + Boy,+v0..

A point on the Bloch sphere can also be associated with the periodized operator C, ) = o C; +
BCy+~C.,. It is an interesting object for further studies. However, the results of previous section
are insufficient to address it in full generality. Indeed, C, has been identified in [23] as a multiplier;
namely,

C.lfl(x) = (1 —=2x) f(z) forall f e Ly(0,1].

Therefore, C, does not have eigenvalues. Its spectrum consists of the range of the multiplier
function which, again, is the interval [—1,1]. Because of that analysis of the spectrum of C, .
is a new challenge, and the solution will likely require new insights. However, it is interesting
to focus on the equator of the Bloch sphere. As we have seen operators C, and C, + K reduce
to block matrices and so does their linear combination. This warrants a few comments, namely
consider the operator:

Cp + sin(0) K = cos(0) C, + sin(0) [C, + K]. (53)

where 6 € [0,27) parameterizes the equator in the Bloch sphere. Based on the findings of the
previous sections, the right-hand side is a block matrix, specifically:

cos(0) ([1] & é Dn> + isin(0) ([0] & T (D' — D(_"))> .

n

It is convenient to rewrite this in a more compact form:

Tt [Co + sin(0) K| T/ = [cos 0] & € DS

n=0

17



Collecting the findings of Theorem , Corollary and formulas , , we obtain the
following recurrence relation for the blocks:

DY e

. 1
Dg = [0]7 while Derl = 5 |i €—i9[ D0

} for n > 0. (54)

Lemma 3.3. The set of eigenvalues of DY is:
{£(2k+1)/2" : k=0,1,..2" ' —1}.

Let the corresponding eigenvectors be denoted vy, +. The eigenvectors satisfy the recurrence rela-

tion "
e’ Un,k,+ ‘|

/ULO,i = |: :l:l :| ) Un+1,iki2,i = |: :I:'Unkj:

Note that the number of eigenvalues and eigenvectors is doubled when passing from n to n + 1.

1 0 61’9
0 = — .
by = 2 { e” 0 }
has eigenvalues £1/2 with the corresponding eigenvectors vy o + as claimed. Moreover, the recur-
rence indicates that

i0 1 (£(2k+1 i0
D, e Vnpx | _ 1 (2k + ):|:1 €T nt |
n :I:Un,k,:t 2 2n :l:Un,:t

61'0

Proof. Observe that the matrix

This furnishes the induction argument that proves the lemma. O]
We obtain the following
Corollary 3.1. We have the following facts:

1. The complete list of eigenvalues of Cy + sin(f) K is:

{£(2k+1)/2" 1 k=0,1,..2"" - 1}.

2. The spectrum of Cy + sin(0) K is the closure of the set of eigenvalues, i.e.,

5 (Cy + sin(0) K) = [—1,1].

3. The essential spectmmﬁ of Cy is the interval [—1,1].

Remark. Note that the compact correction disappears at exactly two point on the Bloch sphere’s
equator, that is at § = 0, 7. Note that Cy_g = C,, and Cy_, = —C,. Of course, ||C,|| = 1. Tt is
also interesting to observe the following:

4The essential spectrum of an operator remains unchanged when the operator is perturbed by a compact
operator.
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Proposition 3.1. ||Cy|| < 1.
Proof. In light of and , for an f € Ly(0, 1], we have:

2
! cosf + (—1)*@jsin @ —1)%(@)
el = [ |3 = (o )|
O | &
2
! 1 (—1)e@)
<[ (Zal (e =)])
and so, because of the convexity of the parabola,
el AT :
Therefore, ||Cy|| < 1. O

Figure 6: Representation of the real and imaginary parts of the eigenstates of operator C, + K

corresponding to the eigenvalues +1, +£2 +3 +1.

4 The dynamics of an infinite qubit array

We now turn attention to a generalized Jaynes-Cummings model. Recall the Hamiltonian govern-
ing the interaction between a linear oscillator, representing a single mode of electromagnetic field,

and a two-level system (qubit), see e.g., [1324]:
H:I®HF+H¢I®I+HII HQ@HFHHQ(XJHF, (55)
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in which Hr = Ls(R) is the oscillator’s Hilbert space. Furthermore,

Hp = hw (aTa +1/2) (56)
Ho =56} el = lah (o) = =5, 57

whereas the qubit-field interaction may assume the form
H; = M (cos(0) o, +sin(6) o,) @ (a + a').

(Note that the case of § = 0 is the one originally considered in [23].) Naively, the generalized
interaction term for an infinite array could be postulated in the form

M (cos(0) C, +sin(0) C) ® (a+a') = MiCy @ (a +a')
However, the form more amenable to analysis is:
H; = M (Cy+sin(0) K) @ (a + a')

Similarly, the Hamiltonian H,, when generalized to an infinite array, assumes the form

— hQ Q
V= Z —Tkaf, where Q) = T (58)
k=1

It was established in 23] that in fact

Thus, the total Hamiltonian has the form
Homm =1 @ Hp + A(Cy +sin(0) K) @ (a+a') + V(z) ® 1. (60)

Furthermore, we pass to the regime where Q (representing the scale of qubit excitation energies)
is negligible compared to the energy of the field mode, w, and the qubit-field interaction scale, A,
i.e., we focus on

Honnr =1 © Hp + A(Cy + sin(0) K) @ (a + a). (61)

With these assumptions in place, analysis of the dynamics may be carried out in the same manner
as in the case § = 0 described in [23]. For the reader’s convenience we summarise those arguments
here. The mixed state of the system satisfies the Heisenberg equation, i.e.,

W = [HIQMMa p)- (62)
We search for solutions in the form

,5 = |(I)n,k,s,9><q)n,k,s,9’ ® ﬁF
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Here pp : Hp — Hp, s = £ and @, ;¢ is an eigenstate of Cy + sin(f) K corresponding to the
eigenvalue F, ;.9 = s(2k +1)/2", where k = 0,1,2,..2""1 — 1 for n = 1,2, .... Examples of such
eigenfunctions, when 6 = %, are given in Fig.. Equation implies that pp evolves via

i0ipr = [Hp + NEppsp(a+al), prl. (63)

In the Wigner representation, see e.g., [12], [14], the operator pr is replaced by a function of two
real variables given by

f<Q7p) = /Rdél /Rd£2 672m'(§1q+§2p) TT(WSL&ﬁF)a

where Wy, ¢, = exp(2mi(&1¢+ &p)). Equation is equivalent to a first-order partial differential
equation, specifically:

of = (q + )\En,la&@)apf - paqf-

Applying the method of characteristics we find that f is a constant along each characteristic curve.
Each characteristic curve in the (g, p) plane follows a different trajectory based on the values of
E, k.se. In other words, f(t,q,p) = f(0,q(—t),p(—t)) where

{q(t)] _ [cos(t) —sin(t)} {q+AEn,k,sﬁ] B [AEH,IQ,S,@]

p(t) sin(t)  cos(t) p 0

This describes the dynamics of the infinite array of qubits explicitly. The array of qubits may
be viewed as an example of a Quantum Metamaterial (QMM). More precisely, when the QMM
collapses on a particular quantum state (through a measurement on this subsystem), it shifts the
center of rotation within the Wigner-Weyl plane in parallel to the position axis. This, in turn,
controls interaction of the field with the QMM. Note that the centers of rotation, corresponding
to the values of E,, j s, densely fill the bounded interval [—A, A] along the g-axis.
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Figure 7: Representation of the real and imaginary parts of the eigenstates of operator Cy+sin(0) K

in the Haar basis, here § = % and n = 3.

Summary

We have introduced a rigorous framework for analysis of finite or infinite qubit arrays. Our
approach leads to representation of observables by means of geometric operators. We have explored
the properties of particular examples of such operators, including nonlocal operators that encode
nontrivial action on an infinite array. We have demonstrated that for a special choice of parameters
(dyadic scaling), the spectral properties of some essential operators of that type can be described
explicitly. We have also applied these results to model a Quantum Metamaterial consisting of an
array of qubits.

Extensive connections have been established between the wavelet transform theory and the
realm of quantum physics. In essence, wavelets can be perceived as generalized coherent states,
a notion that is comprehensively discussed and reviewed in [1]. More to the point, wavelets
frequently emerge as the preferred methodology for conducting numerical analyses of quantum
mechanical challenges. This preference is well-demonstrated by their prominent utilization in this
context, as exemplified in [104/15].
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5 Appendix: heuristic arguments and numerical experi-
ments

The meaning of statement , proven in 23], is that C, has a unitarily equivalent representation
in the form of an infinite block matrix. Moreover, the unitary equivalence is given by the Haar
transform. Therefore, at a first glance, it would seem to be a good working hypothesis that
a similar statement should be true with regards to C,. Also, since operators o, and o, are
unitarily equivalent one might suspect that this equivalence would somehow transfer over to their
periodizations. However, the actual situation turns out to be more complicated. In particular,
the two ad hoc suppositions we have just mentioned are not true.

In this section, we will outline some numerical experiments we have conducted that elucidate
this point. The numerical representation of operators requires that they be truncated, by which
we mean restricting them to the finite-dimensional subspace V,,. In other words, one considers
the action of an operator only on the first n qubits in the array. To avoid confusion, we will
refer to the truncation of Cy as Czsn), ie., Cé,") = Cylv,. We will extend this convention to other
operators as well. In all figures we chose n = 10. The truncated operators can be represented
numerically and investigated via computation up to machine precision. Here are some crucial
numerical observations:

e Representing Cén) in the Haar basis does not lead to a block matrix.

e One can define a sequence of blocks in analogy to (33) and construct an operator which has
a block structure in the Haar basif’} However, this operator will differ from the original
C’én). The difference between these two operators is the “remainder” matrix illustrated in

Fig. [§

Note that the entries of the “remainder” matrix are concentrated near the corner with index (1, 1)
and diminish very rapidly farther away from it. This suggests that the “remainder” matrix is a
truncation of a compact operator (i.e., an operator that can be effectively approximated by a finite
matrix). That is a step forward, but an additional spark of inspiration is required to characterize
this operator explicitly and rigorously.

The path to a characterization of the “remainder” is simplified if one initially focuses on c™.
Experimentation highlights the role of a matrix, denoted L™, with entries

n 1, ifi<y . n
L§,j):{o ifi>j’a 6,7 =1,2,3,...2" (64)

A numerical experiment shows that O™ 4 L™ exhibits block structure when represented in the
Haar basis. This is evidenced in Fig. @ It is now easy to develop the right conjecture as to the
nature of the “remainder”; indeed, it is an integral operator in Ly(0, 1] with the kernel .

Additionally, relation determines the right “remainder” to effect block structure of C’l(,")
in the Haar basis, see Fig. [10]

>The blocks in question are described in Theorem and Corollary
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Figure 8: The graph of the numerically identified “remainder” matrix. The matrix is obtained
by subtracting from Cén) the part which reduces to blocks under the Haar transform; it is then
represented in the Haar basis. The observed accumulation of the significant entries close to the
position (1, 1) (the corner farthest away from the viewer) suggests that the matrix is a truncation
of a compact operator. Theoretical analysis proves that this is indeed the case. However, this
graph by itself offers no clue as to how to describe this operator rigorously.
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+

Figure 9: Location of nonzero entries of truncated operators C_ + L and Cy + L' (where L' is
the adjoint of L) when they are represented in the Haar basis. Note the block structure of these
matrices.
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Figure 10: Non-zero elements of the operator C§" + i[(L™)" — L] when represented in the Haar
basis. Note the block structure of this matrix. This points at ¢[L’ — L], see definition (41]), as the
right hypothesis for the compact correction that effects block structure.
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