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Parrondo’s paradox, a counterintuitive phenomenon where two losing strategies combine to pro-
duce a winning outcome, has been a subject of interest across various scientific fields, including
quantum mechanics. In this study, we investigate the manifestation of Parrondo’s paradox in
discrete-time quantum walks. We demonstrate the existence of Parrondo’s paradox using site- and
time-dependent coins without the need for a higher-dimensional coin or adding decoherence to the
system. Our results enhance the feasibility of practical implementations and provide deeper insights
into the underlying quantum dynamics, specifically the propagation constrained by the interference
pattern of quantum walks. The implications of our results suggest the potential for more accessible
and efficient designs in quantum transport, broadening the scope and application of Parrondo’s
paradox beyond conventional frameworks.

I. INTRODUCTION

Parrondo’s paradox [1–5], a counterintuitive phe-
nomenon where two losing strategies combine to pro-
duce a winning outcome, has been an active topic of
research in physics and the mathematics community [6–
9]. Initially, it was conceptualized in classical game the-
ory [5, 10, 11], but this paradox has found applications
across various fields, including finance [12, 13], evolu-
tionary biology [14–17], and statistical physics [11, 18–
30]. The search for Parrondo’s paradox has recently ex-
tended into the domain of quantum mechanics, particu-
larly within the framework of quantum walks [9, 31–52].
The first (and only as per our knowledge) experimental
implementation of Parrondo’s paradox in quantum walks
was presented in Ref. [44] using an optical setup.

Quantum walks, the quantum analog of classical ran-
dom walks [53, 54], have proven to be a powerful tool
for modeling and analyzing quantum systems [55–58].
Unlike classical random walks, quantum walks are gov-
erned by quantum interference and superposition prin-
ciples, leading to distinct behaviors such as faster mix-
ing and hitting times [59]. These quantum effects offer
deeper insights into the propagation of quantum states
and their underlying dynamics, with potential applica-
tion in quantum computation and quantum information
processing [60–66]. In particular, discrete-time quan-
tum walks (DTQW) offer a versatile platform for study-
ing complex quantum phenomena, such as topological
phases [67–72] where the walker moves in discrete steps
determined by a quantum coin.

In this paper, we investigate the manifestation of Par-
rondo’s paradox in discrete-time quantum walks. Earlier
studies have demonstrated Parrondo’s paradox in quan-
tum systems using various approaches. For instance, the
authors in Ref. [39] have employed a three-state coin, and
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in Ref. [73] a four-state coin to induce the paradox, which
are examples of utilizing a higher-dimensional coin to re-
alize the paradox. While in Ref. [49], the authors have
introduced decoherence to achieve similar outcomes. In
Ref. [74], the authors have realized Parrondo’s paradox
with time-dependent coins, although in a different set-
ting than ours, where the coin operator is chosen to be a
Hadamard coin and time dependence is encoded linearly
in the coin. Although these methods have successfully
shown the paradox in quantum walks, they add layers of
complexity that may hinder practical implementation.

However, here we report our findings, which reveal that
neither of these conditions are necessary. By employing
site- and time-dependent coins, we demonstrate the ex-
istence of Parrondo’s paradox in a simpler and more el-
egant manner. In a DTQW, a quantum particle moves
across a lattice governed by two key operators: the coin
operator and the translation operator. The coin opera-
tor acts on the internal state of the particle (often called
the coin state), creating a superposition that determines
the probability of the particle moving in different direc-
tions. The translation operator then shifts the particle
along the lattice based on the internal state of the par-
ticle. In conventional quantum walks, the coin operator
is independent of the lattice site and time step. In our
approach, we introduce a site-dependent coin [75], where
the coin’s parameters depend on the lattice site, and a
step-dependent coin, where the coin parameters change
with time steps [76–79]. These modifications allow for
richer dynamics and greater control over the evolution
of the walker’s state. Our findings not only challenge
the conventional understanding of the requirements for
Parrondo’s paradox in quantum walks but also open up
new avenues for exploring quantum strategies and their
applications in quantum transport. The site- and time-
dependent coins used in our formalism have been moti-
vated by past experimental setups where such settings
were implemented. The ability to induce such paradoxi-
cal behavior without additional complexity enhances the
feasibility of practical implementations in quantum tech-
nologies.
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The paper is organized as follows: In Section II, we pro-
vide a brief overview of discrete-time quantum walks and
the theoretical framework underlying Parrondo’s para-
dox. Section III details our methodology, including the
construction of site- and time-dependent coins. In Sec-
tion IV and Sec V, we present our results, showcasing the
emergence of Parrondo’s paradox in the quantum walk
model. Finally, we discuss the implications of our find-
ings and potential future research directions and conclude
in Section VI.

II. 1D DTQW

A discrete-time quantum walk is the quantum analog
of a classical random walk, characterized by the move-
ment of a quantum particle (the walker) on a lattice,
governed by a quantum coin [53, 54, 80, 81]. Due to
the quantum nature of the walker and the coin, the po-
sition state of the walker is a superposition of multiple
lattice sites. This provides a quadratically fast spread
of the walker across the lattice compared to its classical
counterpart [80]. As opposed to classical random walks,
quantum walks are governed by quantum superpositions
of amplitudes rather than classical probability distribu-
tions. The quantum walk setup has been physically re-
alized using trapped atoms and trapped ions [82–85],
waveguide arrays [86], photonic setups [78, 86–90], nu-
clear magnetic resonance [91, 92], Bose-Einstein conden-
sates [93] orbital angular momentum states of light [90]
and photons [94].

One-dimensional (1D) DTQW is defined as a particle
hopping over a 1D lattice with an internal degree of free-
dom, spin, for example, which is equivalent to the coin
in a classical random walk. The unit step of a quan-
tum walk consists of a conditional shift operator T and
a coin flip operator C(θ) for a real parameter θ. We can
represent these operators in the position basis of the lat-
tice {|n⟩} ∈ HL and spin basis {|↑⟩ , |↓⟩} ∈ HC of the
coin. In this basis, the conditional translation operator
T translates the quantum walker with spin |↑⟩ and |↓⟩
to one lattice site forward and one lattice site backward,
respectively. The composite Hilbert space of the coin-
lattice system can be written as H = HC ⊗ HL. The
conditional shift (or translation) and coin operators read
as follows

T =
∑
x

|↑⟩⟨↑| ⊗ |x+ 1⟩⟨x|+ |↓⟩⟨↓| ⊗ |x− 1⟩⟨x| , (1)

and

C(θ) = e−iθσy/2 ⊗ 1N , (2)

where −2π ≤ θ < 2π is a real parameter and σy is the
Pauli matrix along the y-axis. Here, 1N represents the
identity operation on the lattice with N sites. The uni-
tary operator, which governs the time evolution of the
walker for a unit time step, reads

U(θ) = T C(θ). (3)

The state of the walker after t time steps starting from
|ψ(0)⟩ is denoted as

|ψ(t)⟩ = (U(θ))t |ψ(0)⟩

=
∑
x

ψ↑,x(t) |↑⟩ ⊗ |x⟩+ ψ↓,x(t) |↓⟩ ⊗ |x⟩ , (4)

and the probability of finding the walker at the xth lattice
site after t time steps is given by

P (x, t) = |⟨↑| ⊗ ⟨x|ψ(t)⟩|2 + |⟨↓| ⊗ ⟨x|ψ(t)⟩|2

= |ψ↑,x(t)|2 + |ψ↓,x(t)|2. (5)

where ψ↑,x(t) and ψ↓,x(t) are the amplitudes of the lattice
state at time t corresponding to the two coin states |↑⟩
and |↓⟩ respectively. For a given probability distribution
P (x, t) of the quantum walker, the average position of
the wavefunction, or equivalently, the expectation value
of the position operator, X̂ defined as

⟨X̂(t)⟩ =
∑
x

xP (x, t). (6)

This quantity will be of importance when we discuss the
winning criterion in quantum walk games in upcoming
sections. In Figures 1(a), 1(b), and 1(c), we present a
detailed analysis of the probability distribution of the
walker, as described by Eq. (5), evolving over 100 time
steps across various initial states. Figure 1(c) specifically
compares the probability distributions observed in clas-
sical and quantum walks, highlighting their distinct be-
haviors. Quantum walks clearly show the dynamic evolu-
tion of probability amplitudes over time, resulting in no-
table constructive and destructive interference patterns.
Constructive interference is especially prominent at the
edges of the lattice, while significant destructive interfer-
ence occurs at the origin. In contrast, classical random
walks follow a predictable Gaussian distribution pattern
without any interference effects.
Figure 1(d) illustrates the variance of the probability

distribution, denoted as σ2(t), within a 1D DTQWwith a
specific initial state. The variance increases quadratically
with the number of time steps t, following the relation-
ship σ2(t) ∝ t2. This growth rate is twice as fast as that
observed in classical random walks. Note, in figure 1(d),
we use a logarithmic scale to show the variance trends
in both classical and quantum walks. Consequently, the
quantum walk and classical walk are often referred to as
ballistic and diffusive processes, respectively, highlighting
their inherent dynamics and variance characteristics.

III. PARRONDO’S PARADOX

Parrondo’s paradox is an intriguing phenomenon where
two losing strategies or games, when alternated or com-
bined, result in a winning outcome. Extending this para-
dox to the realm of quantum mechanics, specifically in
the setting of 1D DTQW, involves defining analogous
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FIG. 1. Probability distribution of a walker for a 1D DTQW with N = 201 lattice sites after t = 100 time steps for different
initial states. (a) |ψ(0)⟩ = |↓⟩C ⊗ |0⟩L, (b) |ψ(0)⟩ = |↑⟩C ⊗ |0⟩L, (c) |ψ(0)⟩ = (|↑⟩C + i |↓⟩C)/

√
2⊗ |0⟩L in contrast to classical

walk (red). The rotation angle in the coin flip operator C(θ) is chosen to be θ = π/2 for all the plots. (d) The variance, σ2(t)
for quantum and classical walks as a function of time steps t on a logarithmic scale. In the subplots (a), (b), and (c), only the
points with non-zero probability are plotted for better presentation.

strategies using quantum coins as players and determin-
ing the conditions under which a winning outcome is
achieved.

In a quantum walk with discrete-time dynamics, the
progression of the walker is determined through the ap-
plication of a coin operator followed by a shift operator.
The walker’s state comprises a superposition of positional
states influenced by the coin operator, which governs the
direction of movement. To introduce Parrondo’s paradox
within the context of quantum walks, it is necessary to
establish multiple quantum games involving a minimum
of two distinct games. Conventionally, quantum games
within quantum walk contexts are characterized by the
selection of a specific coin operator. By utilizing two coin
operators, denoted as CA and CB , we create two distinct
quantum games. The choice of a particular coin opera-
tor is analogous to picking a strategy for engaging in the
game and advancing the quantum walk. The two games
individually lead to losing outcomes when applied repeat-
edly. Before moving further, we first define the winning
criterion in the games.

To quantify the winning or losing nature of these games
or strategies, we use the expectation value of the position
operator defined in Eq. 6. A positive drift in the expecta-
tion value over time indicates a winning strategy, whereas
a negative drift signifies a losing one. In the context of
Parrondo’s paradox, even though ⟨X̂(t)⟩ decreases when
either CA or CB is applied individually (signifying losing
outcomes), the combined sequence of these coin opera-

tors might results in an increasing ⟨X̂(t)⟩, indicating a
net winning outcome. Now, we define the two quantum
games as follows:

1. Game A (Coin CA): In this game, the coin op-
erator CA is applied at each time step of the quan-
tum walk. The coin operator CA is a unitary ma-
trix that, when used consistently, results in a quan-
tum walk that exhibits a drift towards negative x-
direction, leading to a net losing outcome.

2. Game B (Coin CB): This game uses a differ-
ent coin operator CB at each time step. Similar to
CA, the coin operator CB also results in a biased
quantum walk in a negative x direction, leading to
another losing outcome.

Having defined the terminology for individual games,
we now detailed our notation for combined strategies. We
define the combined game or strategy as follows:

C(m,n)
AB ≡ Cm

A Cn
B (7)

where m,n = 0, 1, 2, . . . n. This translates to the appli-
cation of CA m-times, followed by the application of CB
n-times in a single time step of a quantum walk. The
different pairs of (m,n) correspond to distinct quantum
games or strategies.
The paradox highlights how quantum strategies that

are individually disadvantageous can combine to produce
results that are not intuitive, broadening our understand-
ing of quantum dynamics and offering potential applica-
tions in quantum computation and information process-
ing. In the next section, we detail our construction of
deterministic combined sequences using the individual
games and leave the probabilistic construction for Ap-
pendix A.

IV. SITE-DEPENDENT COIN

In this section, we detail our construction to real-
ize Parrondo’s paradox using the site-dependent coin in
discrete-time quantum walks. Let us consider two dis-
tinct quantum coins CA and CB , each corresponding to
different quantum games. When applied independently,
these coins result in losing strategies, meaning that the
expectation value of the position operator leads to a net
negative outcome.

1. Game A (Coin CA):
The coin operator CA represents the first losing
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FIG. 2. The expectation value and the probability distribution of the walker as a function of time for different sequences of
coins. The two individual coins or quantum games CA and CB are characterized by θA = π/2 and (θB−, θB+) = (−π/8, π/4)
respectively. (a) the expectation value of the position of the quantum walker for individual coins CA, CB and a trivial combination

of two coins C(1,1)
AB = CACB , and C(1,2)

AB = CAC2
B (b), (c), and (d) is the probability distribution of the quantum walkers with

coins CA, CB and C(1,1)
AB respectively. Note: We are not showing the time evolution of the probability for C(1,2)

AB in order to avoid
clutter. In all the cases, the probability current of the quantum walker is biased towards negative x at all times, which results
in a losing strategy for these cases. Now we consider the non-trivial (that leads to a portability current in the opposite direction

and hence leads to a winning strategy) sequence of coins: C(2,1)
AB = C2

ACB and C(2,2)
AB = C2

AC2
B . (e) the expectation value of the

position of the position operator where we observe a counter-intuitive shift in probability distribution. (f) and (g) represent

the probability distribution of quantum walker with time for coin sequences C(2,1)
AB and C(2,2)

AB respectively. The system size is
taken to be N = 1001. The initial state of the composite system is considered to be |Ψ(0)⟩ = |ψ⟩C ⊗ |ψ⟩L = |↓⟩ ⊗ |0⟩.

strategy. It is defined as a simple SU(2) rota-
tion along the y-axis, but when applied over sev-
eral steps, it fails to produce a distribution for the
walker with the positive expectation value of the
position operator. It reads

CA = e−iθAσy/2 ⊗ 1N (8)

where θ ∈ [−2π, 2π] is chosen such that the result-
ing quantum walk exhibits a losing strategy.

2. Game B (Coin CB):
The coin operator CB represents the second losing
strategy. Again, we define this as a simple SU(2)
rotation along the y-axis, but with a rotation angle
dependent on the lattice sites. It reads

CB =
∑
x

e−iθB(θB+
,θB− ;x)σy/2 ⊗ |x⟩⟨x| (9)

where

θB(θB+ , θB− ;x)

=
θB+

(1 + tanh(x)) + θB− (1− tanh(x))

2
.

(10)

Here, as before, θB± are chosen such that the
resulting quantum walk exhibits a losing out-
come. Such site-dependent rotations have already
been employed experimentally in photonic quan-
tum walk setup [68].

When the walker undergoes a quantum walk with only
coin CA applied at each step, the state evolution is gov-
erned by the following time evolution operator

UA = T CA. (11)

With a particular choice of θA, over time, the probability
distribution of the walker’s position under UA does not
result in positive drift and hence corresponds to a losing
situation.
Similarly, for coin CB , the state evolution is governed

by the following time evolution operator

UB = T CB (12)

which also leads to negative drift.
We now consider a numerical simulation of the individ-

ual quantum walk. The initial state of lattice and coin



5

combined system, |Ψ(0)⟩ is localized at the origin and it
reads

|Ψ(0)⟩ = |↓⟩ ⊗ |0⟩ . (13)

Further, the coin parameters for Games A and B are
chosen to be θA = π/2 and (θB−, θB+) = (−π/8, π/4)
respectively. We extended our analysis to examine the
effects of various initial states of the quantum walker in
Appendix B, where we show the existence of several re-
gions in the phase space of coin parameters where the
manifestation of Parrondo’s effect can be observed.

After applying the individual unitary operations de-
fined at the beginning of this section for a sufficient num-
ber of steps, the resulting probability distribution P (x, t)

and the expectation value of the position, ⟨X̂(t)⟩ are
plotted in Fig. 2. In the top row of Fig. 2, we plot the
expectation value of the position, ⟨X̂(t)⟩, and the prob-
ability distribution as a function of time. As it is evident
from the plots, there is a higher probability of finding the
walker at the negative positions compared to the initial
state. We observe that the expectation value of the po-
sition operator keeps on decreasing with time t, and it
is impossible for us to win this game independently with
the individual coins CA and CB . We discuss the proba-
bility distribution for individual and combined strategies
for the first few steps in Appendix C.

Winning Strategy

The central idea of Parrondo’s paradox is that two in-
dividually losing strategies can be combined in a spe-
cific sequence to produce a winning outcome. For our
purpose, we define the following deterministic sequence,
which is combined using the individual games with coins
CA and CB as

C(2,1)
AB = C2

ACB . (14)

where CA and CB are the same coin operators defined in
Eq. 8 and 9. This notation concisely captures the order
of operations applied in each step, ensuring clarity and
avoiding clutter. The combined evolution operator for
this sequence can be expressed as:

UAB ≡ T C(2,1)
AB (15)

where each time step involves using the coin CA twice fol-
lowed by CB once. The above sequence introduces con-
structive interference patterns that lead to a net positive
bias in the walker’s position. This constructive inter-
ference is not present when either CA or CB is applied
independently. The effect of the combined strategy mod-
ifies the walker’s probability distribution in a way that
enhances the probability of finding the walker on the pos-
itive side of the origin.

To quantitatively analyze the emergence of a winning
strategy, we again examine the probability distribution

P (x, t) and ⟨X̂(t)⟩ of the walker’s position x with time
t. The combined strategy is considered winning if P (x, t)
shows a significant bias towards certain positions that are
defined as winning states. The results of the simulations
are plotted in the bottom row of Fig. 2. The plot shows
the peak of the probability distribution towards the right,
indicating a higher probability of finding the walker at
these positions compared to the initial state. These peaks
represent the winning outcome induced by the combined
strategy. This is evident from the plot of ⟨X̂(t)⟩ where we
see a linear growth over time and an overall probability
current towards the positive x-direction.
We further introduce another sequence of coin opera-

tors as

C(2,2)
AB = C2

AC2
B (16)

which also results in the probability current shifting to-
wards the right and hence a winning scenario, as shown
in Fig. 2. Hence, the two individual strategies with a
probability distribution biased toward the left can to-
gether result in a scheme that results in a probability
distribution biased toward the right. This is the essence
of Parrondo’s Paradox.
Moreover, the choice of the two parameters (θB−, θB+)

of CB is not restricted to the one which is used till so far
and reported in Fig. 2. We investigate the full phase
space comprising of three variables at hand, namely, θA,
θB−, and θB+. To start with, we take a fixed value of
θA and plot the probability bias (expectation value of
the position operator) as a function of other parameters
θB− and θB+, for individual and for different combined
strategies, in Fig. 3. In Fig. 4, we plot the expectation
value of the position operator as a function of θA and
θB+ by keeping the θB− fixed. The plot uses a color gra-
dient to highlight the regions of winning (red) and losing
(blue) strategies. These plots provide a clear and intu-
itive visualization of how different parameters of coin op-
erators influence the dynamics of the quantum walk. The
red-shaded regions highlight the parameters of the coins
where the combined effects of the coin operators result
in constructive interference of positive drifting dynamics,
thereby producing a net positive drift in the expectation
value. These parameters demonstrate the manifestation
of Parrondo’s paradox, where individually losing strate-
gies combine to yield a winning outcome.

Apart from Ref. [68], where such site dependence is
encoded in coin operators in photonic settings, recently,
a study has been reported to construct quantum circuits
that realize discrete-time quantum walks with an arbi-
trary position-dependent coin operator [95].

We explore further a probabilistic scheme in Ap-
pendix A where the qualitative behavior remains the
same, and we have a winning situation using the com-
bined strategies with appropriate weights for the coins.

Note, we have also considered C(1,1)
AB = CACB and C(1,2)

AB
= CAC2

B ; however, these two sequences do not provide
any advantage over the individual coin operators which
are evident from the results in Fig. 2. The probability
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current remains biased towards negative x-direction with
time.

V. TIME-DEPENDENT COIN

In Ref. [96], the authors demonstrated a quantum walk
with a time-dependent coin bias in a photonic setup. By
linearly ramping the time-dependent coin flip operation,
they observed periodic revivals of the walker distribu-
tion. This work sheds light on practical implementa-
tions of time-dependent coins in quantum walk setups.
These experimental studies motivate us to further explore
Parrondo’s paradox-like scenarios with time-dependent
coins.

We start by considering the following parameterization
of the coin operator

C(q(t), α(t), β(t)) =
( √

q(t)
√

1− q(t)eiα(t)√
q(t)eiβ(t) −

√
q(t)ei(α(t)+β(t))

)
(17)

where the three coin parameters can, in general, be a
function of position x or time t or both, depending upon
the setup under consideration. For our purpose, we con-
sider these parameters to be a function of time t only.
These parameters are defined as follows: 0 ≤ q(t) ≤ 1,
and 0 ≤ α(t), β(t) ≤ 2π. For example, it is straight-
forward to recover some of the common coins, like the
Hadamard and Fourier coins, by setting

CH(q(t) = 1/2, α(t) = 0 = β(t)) =
1√
2

(
1 1
1 −1

)
(18)

and

CF (q(t) = 1/2, α(t) = π/2 = β(t)) =
1√
2

(
1 i
i 1

)
(19)

respectively. For our purpose, we start a similar game
where the two players, A and B, are provided with two
different coins CA(t) and CB(t), which are characterized
as follows:

CA(t) = C(1/2, α(t), 0), CB(t) = C(1/2, 0, β(t)). (20)

with

α(t) =
2π

T
t = β(t) (21)

where T is the total number of time steps. In Fig. 5, we
plot the expectation value of the position operator and
the probability distribution for the walker as a function
of time steps for the individual coins given to the two
players. As the quantum walk evolves, the behavior is
similar to the case of a site-dependent coin, and we do
not see any revival in the dynamics. Hence, it is not
possible to win the game with individual coins. In this
case, the composite system is initialized in the following
state

|Ψ(0)⟩ = 1√
2
(|↑⟩+ i |↓⟩)⊗ |0⟩ . (22)

Winning Strategy

Now, we introduce one of the strategies or a sequence of
coin operators, which is a combination of the individual
coins CA(t) and CB(t) such that it results in a probability
distribution with a bias towards the right to the origin.
It is given as

CAB(t) =

{
CA(t)2, if t ∈ even

CB(t)2, if t ∈ odd
(23)

i.e., we use the coins twice and alternatively in order to
win the game. We now choose the above coin opera-
tor to evolve the quantum walk and plot the behavior of
the expectation value of the position and the probability
distribution as a function of time steps t in Fig. 5. We
observe the shift of probability current towards the right
as the quantum walk evolves. Such strategies [43], which
involve alternate actions of different coins, have been re-
ported recently to recreate Parrondo’s paradox, although
with different choices of coins.

VI. CONCLUSION

In conclusion, our investigation into Parrondo’s para-
dox in discrete-time quantum walks reveals that the para-
dox can be induced using site- and time-dependent coin
operators without the need for multi-state coins or deco-
herence. This finding challenges the conventional under-
standing and demonstrates that a simpler, more elegant
approach can achieve the same paradoxical outcomes pre-
viously reported in more complex setups. Unlike earlier
methods that introduced additional layers of complexity,
our use of general SU(2) rotations for the coin operators
provides greater flexibility and control over the quan-
tum walk dynamics, making it more feasible for prac-
tical implementation and experimental verification. Our
results not only simplify the experimental realization of
Parrondo’s paradox but also open up new avenues for
exploring quantum strategies and their applications in
quantum transport, computation, and information pro-
cessing. This study paves the way for more accessible and
versatile quantum algorithms, contributing significantly
to the advancement of quantum technologies. It would
be intriguing to see if Parrrondo’s paradox can be gen-
eralized for more than two games. In the present study,
we considered a handful of combined strategies, namely,
certain combinations of m and n to realize Parrondo’s
paradox, and it would be interesting to find out which
other combinations of (m,n) leads to a winning situa-
tion. This could be a natural extension of the present
work for the future.
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FIG. 3. The expectation value of the position of the walker as a function of the coin parameters θB− and θB+ for the individual

strategies (a) CB , and the combined sequences (b) C(1,1)
AB = CACB , (c) C(2,1)

AB = C2
ACB , and (d) C(2,2)

AB = C2
AC2

B for t = 200 time
steps. The coin parameter, θA for coin CA, is kept fixed at π/2. The red and the blue shaded regions correspond to the winning
and losing situation, respectively. The system size is taken to be N = 501. The initial state of the composite is considered to
be |Ψ(0)⟩ = |ψ⟩C ⊗ |ψ⟩L = |↓⟩ ⊗ |0⟩.

(a) (b) (c) (d)

FIG. 4. The expectation value of the position of the walker as a function of the coin parameters θA and θB+ for the individual

strategies (a) CA, (b) CB and the combined sequences (c) C(2,1)
AB = C2

ACB , and (d) C(2,2)
AB = C2

AC2
B for t = 200 time steps. The

coin parameter, θB− for coin CB is kept fixed at π/2. The red and the blue shaded regions again correspond to the winning
and losing situation, respectively. The system size is taken to be N = 501. All the other parameters are the same as in Fig. 3.
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rondo’s effect in continuous-time quantum walks, Phys.
Rev. A 109, 032417 (2024).

[53] Y. Aharonov, L. Davidovich, and N. Zagury, Quantum
random walks, Phys. Rev. A 48, 1687 (1993).

[54] J. Kempe, Quantum random walks: An introductory
overview, Contemp. Phys. 44, 307 (2003).

[55] A. Ambainis, Quantum walks and their algorithmic ap-
plications, Int. J. Quantum Inf. 01, 507 (2003).

[56] A. M. Childs and J. Goldstone, Spatial search by quan-
tum walk, Phys. Rev. A 70, 022314 (2004).

[57] N. Shenvi, J. Kempe, and K. B. Whaley, Quantum
random-walk search algorithm, Phys. Rev. A 67, 052307

(2003).
[58] E. Agliari, A. Blumen, and O. Mülken, Quantum-walk

approach to searching on fractal structures, Phys. Rev.
A 82, 012305 (2010).

[59] S. E. Venegas-Andraca, Quantum walks: a comprehen-
sive review, Quantum Inf. Process. 11, 1015 (2012).

[60] F. De Nicola, L. Sansoni, A. Crespi, R. Ramponi,
R. Osellame, V. Giovannetti, R. Fazio, P. Mataloni, and
F. Sciarrino, Quantum simulation of bosonic-fermionic
noninteracting particles in disordered systems via a quan-
tum walk, Phys. Rev. A 89, 032322 (2014).

[61] A. M. Childs, Universal computation by quantum walk,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 102, 180501 (2009).

[62] A. M. Childs, D. Gosset, and Z. Webb, Universal compu-
tation by multiparticle quantum walk, Science 339, 791
(2013).

[63] N. B. Lovett, S. Cooper, M. Everitt, M. Trevers, and
V. Kendon, Universal quantum computation using the
discrete-time quantum walk, Phys. Rev. A 81, 042330
(2010).
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Appendix A: Probabilistic Parrondo sequence

While a deterministic sequence of alternating quan-
tum coins can demonstrate Parrondo’s paradox, another
intriguing approach is to combine these strategies prob-
abilistically. In a probabilistic sequence, the quantum
walker switches between different coin operators accord-
ing to specific probabilities rather than a fixed pattern.
This method introduces an additional layer of complexity
and randomness, which can still yield a winning outcome
despite each strategy being a losing strategy on its own.
In a probabilistic sequence, we define a probability q for
choosing the coin CA and a probability 1− q for choosing
the coin CB at each step, i.e.

CAB = qCA + (1− q)CB . (A1)

We plotted the expectation value of the walker’s posi-
tion in Fig. 6 for different probabilistic strategies and
found that Parrondo’s effect still occurs for certain coin
weights. By adjusting the probabilities, we observed that
some combinations led to a net positive movement of the
walker, showing a winning situation. This means that
even with a mix of strategies, we can still achieve a win-
ning outcome by choosing the right probabilities for the
coin flips.

Appendix B: Dependence on the initial state of the
coin

We explore the role of the initial state of the coin on
the manifestation of Parrondo’s paradox in discrete-time
quantum walks and report significant insights. We found
that the initial coin state plays a crucial role in determin-
ing the dynamics and eventual outcomes of the quantum
walk. Specifically, a most general state of the coin, which
is a superposition of the basis state |↑⟩ and |↓⟩, charac-
terized by the parameters θ and ϕ, given by

|ψ⟩C = cos

(
θ

2

)
|↑⟩+ eiϕ sin

(
θ

2

)
|↓⟩ , (B1)

directly influence the interference patterns and probabil-
ity distributions that emerge during the walk. By sys-
tematically varying the parameters θ and ϕ, and hence
the initial state of the coin, we plotted the expectation
value of the walker’s position using site-dependent and
step-dependent coins for different initial states in Fig. 7
and Fig. 8, respectively. We observed that certain con-
figurations either enhance or suppress the paradoxical ef-
fect. These results show that the choice of initial state
and coin configuration can significantly impact the out-
come, either strengthening or weakening the paradoxical
behavior.
This sensitivity to the initial coin state underscores the

intricate interplay between quantum coherence, superpo-
sition, and the probabilistic nature of quantum walks,
highlighting the need for precise control and preparation
of initial states in experimental realizations. Our findings
suggest that by carefully selecting the initial coin state,
one can optimize the conditions for observing Parrondo’s
paradox, thereby enhancing the practical applicability of
quantum walks.

Appendix C: Dynamics for a first few steps

For a better understanding of Parrondo’s paradox in
the context of quantum walks, we plot the dynamics of
the quantum walker over the first few steps in Fig. 9.
These visualizations provide crucial insights into how the
application of individual coin operators CA and CB and
the combined operator influence the walker’s probabil-
ity distribution and overall trajectory. By examining the
position probabilities at each step, we can observe the
distinct interference patterns that emerge from the su-
perposition of states induced by different coin operators.
Plotting the expectation value of the position operator

⟨X̂(t)⟩ over these initial steps further illustrates the onset
of Parrondo’s paradox. While ⟨X̂(t)⟩ may decrease when
a single coin operator is used repeatedly, the combined
sequence results in a noticeable positive drift. These dy-
namics, captured through our plots, provide a visual con-
firmation of the paradox, showcasing the beneficial effects
of combined strategies on the quantum walker’s evolution
from the very beginning.
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FIG. 6. The expectation value of the position of the walker as a function of time for the combined probabilistic strategy
discussed in Appendix A and is given in Eq, A1. The plots correspond to different values of q and an average is taken over
50000 iterations.

(a) (b) (c)

FIG. 7. The expectation value of the position of the walker at a time t = 1000 as a function of the parameters of the
initial state of the coin θ and ϕ given in Eq. B1. The two individual coins CA and CB are characterized by θA = π/2 and

(θB−, θB+) = (−π/8, π/4) respectively. The coin sequences are chosen to be (a) CA, (b) CB and (c) C(2,2)
AB = C2

AC2
B . The red and

the blue shaded regions correspond to the winning and losing situation, respectively. The system size is 2101 and the walker is
localized at |x = 0⟩ at t = 0.

(a) (b) (c)

FIG. 8. The expectation value of the position of the walker at a time t = 250 as a function of the parameters of the initial state
of the coin θ and ϕ given in Eq. B1. The two individual coins CA and CB are characterized by C(1/2, α(t), 0) and C(1/2, 0, β(t))
respectively. The coin sequences are chosen to be (a) CA, (b) CB , and (c) C2

A is used for an even number of time steps and C2
B

for odd one. The red and the blue shaded regions correspond to the winning and losing situation, respectively. The system
size is 401 and the walker is localized at |x = 0⟩ at t = 0.
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(a) (b) (c)

FIG. 9. The probability distribution of the walker for the first few steps for the coins (a) CA, (b) CB , and (c) C(2,2)
AB = C2

AC2
B .

All the other parameters are the same as Fig. 2.
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