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Abstract—This note is concerned with a modified version of the to give a unifying treatment for coherent quantum synthesis
frequency domain physical realizability (PR) condition far linear  problems requiring stability and high performance in teohs
quantum systems. We consider open quantum systems whose, anqH,, norms [7]. Moreover, the condition can be utilized

dynamic variables satisfy the canonical commutation reldbns of to facilitate th licati f 1 d - h
an open quantum harmonic oscillator and are governed by linar 0 Tacilitate the application ot frequency domain appraes:

quantum stochastic differential equations (QSDES). In orér to 0 model approximation, reduction and system identificatio
correspond to physical quantum systems, these QSDEs mustof linear quantum systems (see for example [6], [3], [8] and
satisfy PR conditions. We provide a relatively simple proofthat  references therein). These applications motivate theystdid

the PR condition is equivalent to the frequency domain(J,J)-  pR conditions on quantum system transfer functions whieh ar

unitarity of the input-output transfer function and orthog onality . .
of the feedthrough matrix of the system without the technich shown to be equivalent to a frequency domé&inJ)-unitary

spectral assumptions required in previous work. We also she constraint and a unitary symplectic constraint on the direc
that the poles and transmission zeros associated with theansfer feedthrough of the quantum system, under some technical
function of PR linear quantum systems are the mirror reflections assumptions, in [6].
of gaach other about the imaginary axis. An example is provide In the present note, we provide a relatively simple proof
to illustrate the results. - S ; .
to a modified version of the results of [6] which avoids the
Index Terms—Linear systems, stochastic systems, transfer technical assumptions required in that paper. In view of¢he
functions. new results, associated coherent control problems fomifine
guantum systems can be addressed by purely frequency do-
I. INTRODUCTION main approaches. Indeepl, r_emoving the technicgl assunsptio
from the results of [6] is important, because it makes the
Quantum stochastic differential equations (QSDEs) [1]l, [Zpplication of the result, for example, in coherent quantum
provide a framework for the modelling and analysis of a widgontrol, simpler and more complete since the technical as-
range of open quantum systems. In QSDEs, the environmgnption does not need to be checked. Moreover, we provide
is modelled by external fields acting on a boson Fock spageconnection between the location and number of poles and
[2]. In particular, linear QSDEs represent the Heisenbefghnsmission zeros associated with the transfer functafns
evolution of pairs of conjugate operators in a multi-modemp pR Jinear quantum systems. In particular, we show that the
quantum harmonic oscillator (OQHO) which is coupled tgansmission zeros of such transfer functions are the mirro
external bosonic fields. For example, in quantum optics, tRgflections of its poles about the imaginary axis. Finallg w
input-output dynamics of quantum-optical componentshsugrovide an example to illustrate the results.
as optical cavities, beam splitters and phase shiftersttaid  The rest of this paper is organised as follows. Section II
interconnections are often modelled by linear QSDEs [J], [3yytlines the notation used in the paper. We provide a brief
provided the latter are physically realizable (PR) as OQHQstroduction to the OQHOs under consideration in Sectién 1
[4]. The conditions for PR of linear QSDEs are organised &ction IV describes the PR condition for the quantum system
a set of constraints on the coefficients of the QSDEs [5] Qfng provides some facts about the location of the poles
alternatively, on the quantum system transfer functionh®@ t 3nd zeros of their transfer functions. Finally, we provide a
frequency domain [6]. example to illustrate the results of the paper. Some aditio

Inlinear feedback control systems, it is the transfer filamct resylts required in the proofs are given in appendices A and
of the controller, and not the particular state-space zatiéin g,

of the controller, which determines the important spediiices
of the closed-loop system such as stability. Similarly, in
coherent quantum feedback control problems, in which the
controller is required to be PR (see for example [S]), it is Unless specified otherwise, vectors are organized as
important to have a condition for physically realizability columns, and the transpogg' acts on matrices with operator-
the controller transfer function. This condition can bedise/alued entries as if the latter were scalars. For a vextof

_ _ _ self-adjoint operator¥,..., X and a vectory of operators
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commutator[X;, Y] := XjYk — YiX; of the operatorsX; and The field annihilation and creation operators are adapted to
Yi. Furthermore ()T := ((-/#)T denotes the transpose of thehe Fock filtration with the quantum Itd relations

: YAV o :
entry-W|se oTperator adjoirft)”. When it is appl_|ed to complex oo [dmat cuaT] (1 o
matrices, (-)" reduces to the complex conjugate transpose o dat A= afat autfaa™| =\ [0 o R Im | dt.
()*:= (())". ReM and IV denote the extension of the
real and imaginary part of a complex matrix to matriceAccordingly, the 1td matrixQ in (3) is described by

M with operator-valued entries as Re= %(M+M#) and 1 171 611 1

ImM = 2(M — M#) which consist of self-adjoint operators. Q=
The positive semi-definiteness of matrices is denoted=by

and @ is the tensor product of spaces or operators (féf what follows, the subscripts ifbm and Jom will often be
example, the Kronecker product of matrices). Furtherngre, Omitted for brevity. The matrice\ € R, B € R™2™,
Ay andH, :=S; +iA, denote the subspaces of real symmetri€ € R?™?", D € R*™?™ in (1) and (2) are given by

real antisymmetrig: a}nd complex H.ermiFian matr.ices of order A B| [20r_1BIEFO! B
r, respectively, withi ;= +/—1 the imaginary unit. Also), [C D] = [ 7DJZBT9—1 D

denotes the identity matrix of order J, := Lol é] ® Ié and

= } B:=20M". (6)
o _ o LT Also, the parameteR is a real symmetric matrix of or-
Jri= [o 71} ®lg. The setD(2r) ;= {T€R*** : 373 =1} der ; associated with the quadratic HamiltonigXTRX
and Sp2r,R) := {Z € R¥*2 : 573, 3 = J } refer to the of the OQHO, the linear system-field coupling parameter
group of orthogonal matrices and the group of symplectld € R?™2M and, in view of a similar relation in (3) for the
real matrices of order r2 Matrices of the form gl 22} output fields, the feedthrough real matiix belongs to the

, Al B ? subgroup of orthogonal symplectic matrices (the maximum
are denoted byA(Ry,Rz). The notation|—=—+5-| refers to compact subgroup of symplectic matrices)
a state-space realization of the corresponding transférixma
r(s) := C(sl —A)"1B+D with a complex variables € C. Spm) =0O(2m) NSp2mR). )
The conjugate system transfer functign(—3))*

25t (9 IS WIHEN  \ote that there exists a one-to-one correspondence betiveen

real-valued parameterization (6) with independent patarae
D, M, R, which will be referred to as the position-momentum
I1. OPEN QUANTUM HARMONIC OSCILLATORS form of OQHOs, and the complex-valued, but structured,
parameterization, referred to as the annihilation-cogaftorm
We consider the joint evolution of ammode OQHO and of OQHOs [3]; see Appendix A for more details. In [6], use is
external bosonic fields in the Heisenberg picture, reptesenmade of the annihilation-creation form of OQHOs to address
by the linear QSDEs: the PR conditions for quantum systems.

dX (t) = AX(t)dt -+ Baw(t), @)

IV. OPEN QUANTUM HARMONIC OSCILLATORS IN THE
dyY (t) = CX(t)dt + DdW/(t). (2)

FREQUENCY DOMAIN AND PHYSICAL REALIZABILITY

Here, the first QSDE governs the plant dynamics, while the The input-output map of the OQHO, governed by the linear
second QSDE describes the dynamics of the output fields @®PEs (1) and (2), is completely specified by a transfer
the system-field composite Hilbert spag& ® .%. The vector function which is defined in the standard way as

X of dynamic variables satisfies the canonical commutation | A]B | 1
relations (CCRs) r(s) = {T’T} =C(sl—A)""B+D, (8)

X1 where the matriceé, B,C,D are parameterized by the triplet
X,XT] = 2i0 Xo— | - (D,M,R) as in (6) with a given CCR matrid®. In view
’ ’ ' x of the specific structure of this parameterization, not gver
2N

linear system, or system transfer function (8) with an aalpjt

with a non-singular CCR matri® € A,,. Also, W is a 2n-  quadruple(A,B,C,D), represents the dynamics of an OQHO.
dimensional vector of guantum Wiener proceségs .., Wop, This fact is addressed in the form of PR conditions for the
which are self-adjoint operators on a boson Fock space [gpadruple(A,B,C,D) to represent such an oscillator; see [5]
[2], modelling the external fields with the It6 matri@ := for more details. The notion of PR for a transfer function is

' . defined as follows.
(wik) 1< keam € Hom:

Definition 1. The transfer functiorf (s) is said to bephys-
ically realizableif I'(s) represents an OQHO, that is, there

. . L . .. exists a minimal state-space realization fais) which can be
The entries ofV are linear combinations of the field annihi- b ats)

lation 24,...,2, and creatiorQlT, ..., AT operator processesparametenzed by a tripleD, M. R) as in (6) for a given CCR
[, 21 1 m matrix ©.

dWdw' = Qdt.

Note that, in view of the results of Lemma 1 in Ap-
W:=2 {Eﬁﬁ] =Tom [QQH, sz::[fi ,1} & Im. (4) pendix B, invariance of transfer functions with respect to



similarity transformations of their state-space reai@a [10] In view of the results of Lemma 1 in Appendix B and the
and Definition 1, by a similar approach which will be used ifact that any non-singular skew-symmetric matrix, suctras
(17), it can be shown thdt(s) is also physically realizable if is necessarily of even order, there exists a non-singulérixma
there exists a minimal state-space realization[fs) which 3 € R?"2" such thatr = SO for any given CCR matrix
can be parameterized by the tripi@®,M,R) as in (6) with © € A?™2". Then, the(D,M,R) parameters for the transfer
any non-singular skew-symmetric matr®. The following functionl (s) can be represented as

theorem which is the main result of this paper provides a

PR condition for transfer matrices of linear quantum system (D, —%BTZ*TG)*l,ZTﬁZ), (17)
which can be considered as a modified version of Theorem 4 R
in [6]. whereR is defined in (16). Hencé;(s) is physically realizable.

Conversely, suppose the transfer function (8) is physicall

Theorem 1. A transfer function (s) is physically realizable realizable and hence there exists a triglBtM, R) such that

it-and only if N (6) holds. We compute

F e =4 © M (s)dr(s)= (D" —B'(sl+A")~IcT)I(D+C(sl-A)'B
for all s€ C, and the feedthrough matrix B I'(e) is T 72 o T)
orthogonal. =D"JD+D"IC(sI-A)B-B'(sI+A"T)'CTID

T T\—1~T -1
Proof. By assuming that (9) is satisfied for alc C, the —B(sl+A))TCIC(sI-A) 8.

feedthrough matriXD inherits the symplectic property, that islt can be shown by inspection that similar equations to (b8) a
D € Sp2m,R), from the transfer functioi (s) by continuity. (14) with F = ©~1 are satisfied for the realizatidi, B,C, D).
Then, since the feedthrough matr € O(2m), we have Then, by replacing€’JD with FB andCTJC with ATF +FA
D € Spm), whereSpm) is given in (7). Moreover, the inverse@nd usingD'JD = J we obtain

of [(s) can be computed as [ (s)Ir(s) = DTID+DTIC(sl — A)~1B— BT (sl + AT)~1CcTID
F1(s) = —Jr (s)J. (10) ~BT(sl+AT)"'cTic(sl—A) 1B
=J+B"FT(sI—A)1B—B"(sI+A")"IFB

Sincel (s) is a proper transfer function, there exists minimal T T 1T 1
—B'(sl+A") " (A'F +FA+sF—Fs)(sl—A)"'B

state-space realization féi(s). By considering (8) as a min-

imal realization off" (s), a minimal realization for the inverse —J+B'FT(sl-A) 'B—B'(sI+A") 'FB
transfer function is given by —BTF(sl—-A)"1B+B'(sl+A")"'FB
1 A-BD-Ic | BD! =
r (S): DflC Dfl ’ . .. .

- | where use is made of the skew-symmetryFofThis implies

(see [11, proposition 4.1.5]). In view of (10), that["(s) satisfies (9) for als€ C. O
Dfl_Dflc(s|_A+ BDflc)*lnglz A transfer functionl (s), satisfying the condition (9), is
—J(DT— BT(sI+AT)*1CT)J, (11) said to be(J,J)-unitary; see, for example, [6] and references

therein. Since we consider this property for invertible agu
which is an equality between two minimal realizations ofansfer matrices, in view of the fact that = —1, the (3,J)-
the same rational transfer function matrix. Then, therastexi unitarity is equivalent to its dual form [7]:
a unique real and invertible matrif, associated with a ~

S . M(s)dr (s)=J.
state-space similarity transformation, (see, for examfile,

Theorem 3.17]) such that In view of the one-to-one correspondence described in
JB'F=-DIc, FicTJ=BD !, —F IATF=A_BDIC. Appendix A, the resul_ts in 'I_'heorem 1 |_m|f_JIy the re_zsults in
(12) [6, Theorem 4]. In particular, in the annihilation-creatimrm
of OQHOs a similar result to Theorem 1 can be derived by
By transposing and rearranging the equations in (12), and gSplacing the matrix with J andr (s) with [ (s) := f (|<3 ,
ing the fact thaDTJD =J, we see that-F T also satisfies these 1o the quadrupléF, G, LK) are defined in (A5). Also
equations. Therefore, from the uniquenesg ott follows that | _ [ () must be of the formA(S,0) in which Sis a
_ _fT ; i i =
F= __F - Moreover, it can be shown by inspection from thesGnitary matrix. However, in comparison to [6, Theorem 4], no
equations that additional technical assumptions are required in Theorem 1
C—-DJB'F, (13) The teclhnical gs_surr}ptki]onlyvhich is used in [6] is re{i]rrego a
CATET | T T spectral genericity of the linear quantum systems [7];rr&de
0=A F1+F 'f‘tc JC’T (14) Definition 2 and the corresponding definition in the position
O=AF"+F "A"+BJB. (15)  momentum form of OQHOSs in Appendix A.
In what follows, the notion of transmission zeros will be
used according to their standard definition in linear system
theory; see for example [10].

Equation (15) impliesA = 2F ~*R— 1BJB'F for

5. 1 B
R._EF(AF +§BJB)F_R. (16)



Corollary 1. Consider an OQHO with associated transfer VI. CONCLUSION
functionT (s). The transmission zeros 6f(s) are the mirror

g ° ' ) : We have shown that the PR condition is equivalent to
reflection about the imaginary axis of its poles.

a (J,J)-unitarity constraint on the quantum system transfer
Proof. In view of the results of Theorem 1, as shown in (12function and an orthogonality constraint on the constant

the existence of a non-singulBre A, such that feedthrough of the system. The technical assumption on exis
LT tence of a spectrally generic realization of the transfacfion
~-F'ATF=A-BD 'C associated with OQHOs used in the previous results has been

implies that th ¢ AT\ coincid ith th ¢ shown to be redundant and a relatively simple proof has been
Implies ?1 € Spec rum(— ) c0|nc_| e_s with t € Spec r_um provided to validate the modified results. We have also shown
G(A— BD C) where the former coincides with the mirror

. . . ) .~ that the poles and transmission zeros, associated with the
reflection about the imaginary axis of the poles (the eigep-

| £ th | matrid) and the latt incid ith th ansfer functions of linear quantum systems, are the mirro
values of the real matrix) and the latter coincides wi ©reflection about the imaginary axis of each other.

transmission zeros of the transfer functiofs) [10]. O
APPENDIX
V. _ILLUSTRAT'VE EXA'_V'PLE A. One-to-One Correspondence Between Annihilation-
Example 1. Consider a transfer matrix Creation and Position-Momentum Forms of Open Quantum
(9 = dia s+1s-1 s s-1 Harmonic Oscillators
—dag\ 5 's+1’s—1"s+1 In order to make a connection between the results of

which satisfies the conditions of Theorem 1. that i ection 1V and the results of [6], this section provides a-one
[ (9)Ir(s) = J for all se C and [(w) € O(4) Then the l0-one correspondence between the annihilation-creatioh
transfer functionr” (s) represents an OQHO. The parameterg0sition-momentum forms of OQHOs. _

D, M, R for the associated OQHO with = J are given by Corresponding to a model af independent OQHOs is a

vectora of annihilation operators,,...,a, on Hilbert spaces

0o o01lo -3 0 0 O A o The adiointal o
00 5 0 o 0o o0 1 1,-.., 7. The adjoint a; of the operatora; is Vreferred
D=1, R=|; o o ol M= 0 o 1 ol to as the creation operator. The doubled-up veataf the
6 0 0 0 0 _% 8 0 annihilation and creation operators satisfies the CCRs [12]
Also, in view of the one-to-one correspondence between QGQHO @ a‘r]:: { [a,a:] [C;; aTT] } =Jon a:_{%} (A1)
the position-momentum form and OQHOs in the annihilaticration ’ [a",a'] [a",a’] ’ a

form, the complex-valued paramete3sH, N with © = J are given . . . .
by P b S g We consider a linear quantum system whose dynamic variables

are linear combinations of the annihilation and creatioarap

8 8 '% % 8 0 é) 0 tors, acting on the tensor product spaté:= 4 ® ...
= = f = . T2 2 b4
S=bR=1 1 00 o V7| 0o 0 0f ai=Eja+ B = [E1 Epd, (A2)
0 0 0O o 3 0 -3 . . .
The corresponding transfer matrix in the annihilationWhere E. and E; are appropriately dimensioned complex
creation form is matrices. The relations (Al) and (A2) imply that
@1 . [8,&"] = E[a,a"|E* = EJ)nE* =: O,
2 0 7= 0
s(s—1) 2s(s-1) onx2n . L
% 0 0 where E := A(E1,E3) € C™" is a non-singular matrix in
r(s) = 1 0 $-1 ol accordance with the doubled-up notation, and the complex
2s(s-1) 0 5(561> 51 Hermitian matrix® of order 2 is the (generalized) CCR
st1 matrix [6]. Now, consider ann-mode OQHO interacting
and its associated McMillan form [10] is with an external bosonic field defined on a Fock space [2].
1 1 The oscillator is assumed to be couplednoindependent
M(S):diag(ﬁ’m’sf 1,5375). external input bosonic fields acting on the tensor product

space# = 71 ®...0 Fm, WhereZ; denotes the Fock space
The poles of (s) (andI(s)) are (0,—1,—1,1), and hence, associated with thgth input channel. The field annihilation
according to Definition 2, there exists no spectrally geoerioperatorsy(t),...,Am(t), which act on.#, form a vector
realization for I'(s) (or '(s)). Therefore, the results of [6] 2(t). Their adjointszq(t),...,QlIn(t), that is, the field creation
cannot be applied to this example. The transmission zerosopferators, comprise a vect@f(t). The field annihilation and
I(s) are (0,1,1,—1), which are the mirror reflection about the creation operators are adapted to the Fock filtration arsfgat

imaginary axis of the poles. the It relations @(t)df(t) = ['g g}dt in terms of the
corresponding doubled-up vectér(t) = iﬁ;ﬁ) . The linear
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andX; and X, are defined as

di(t) = Fa(t)dt + Ga(r) (A3) X1:= %(Xll'i‘ X22) + I§(>(21— X12),
dAoue(t) = LA(L)dt + KaU(t). (A4) ¢ i
Here, the first QSDE governs the plant dynamics, while the X2i= E(Xﬂ_xﬂ)"" Q(x21+X12)

second QSDE describes the dynamics of the output fielgisd E can be computed from a Cholesky-like factorization

in terms of the corresponding doubled-up vecyi(t) :=
RAout
[0
system-field composite space® §. Also, the matriced= €
(C2n><2n, G c (CZn><2m’ Le (C2m><2n, K e (CZmXZm il"l (1) and (2)
are given by

£

whereH = H* = A(Hy,Hj) € C?™2" is a Hermitian matrix
which parameterizes the system Hamiltonian oper%ﬁiHa
the matrixN := A(N1,N>) €

3ON*JomN
N

—ON*J5mA(S,0)

A(S0) , (AS)

matrix.
Similarly to (4) and (5), we define

Rea = . Rezlout _ of
X: 2L ma} Tond, V=2 |:|mmout:|_T2mQ[OUt

which provides a one-to-one correspondence between

(A6)

€ C2™2n gpecifies the system-field
coupling operators, an® € C™™ is the unitary scattering

as © = ELnET; refer to Appendix B. Also, use is made of

of annihilation and creation operators acting on thihe fact thatD € Spm), where Spgm) is defined in (7), in

(A12) which impliesD;D1 = D1Dj =1 and DD, = 0. Then,
S=D; is a unitary matrix and, = 0. It follows from the
symmetric property oR and non-singularity oE thatH and
O, defined in (Al4), (A15), are Hermitian matrices a@dis
a non-singular matrix. It can be seen by inspection that the
matrix N in (A13) is structured ad& (N1, Ny).

For the purposes of Section IV, the notion of specteral
genericity is provided in the following definition.

Definition 2. [7] The matrix F and the state-space realization
(A5) are said to bespectrally generid the spectruno(F) has
no intersection with its mirror reflection about the imagipa

axis in the complex planez(F)N (—0( )) =0, thatis,A +
vV # 0 for all eigenvaluesA,v € a(F).

thén view of the one-to-one correspondence described in this

OQHOs in the annihilation-creation form, parameterized kgection, the matri¥, defined in (A5), is related to the matrix
the matricesS, N, H in (A3), (A4), and the OQHOs in the A, defined in (6), by a similarity transformation. Hence, ie th

position-momentum form, parameterized by the matrides
M, Rin (1), (2):

D =10(S,0), (A7)
M =~ 507(S.0)%n (N1, Nz . (18)
R=50(H,Hz), (9)
© = O(E1, E2)dn0(Ex, E2)", (A10)

where we define the real matrix-valued functid(Xy,X>) €
RZ*2] for given matricesX, € C**J (such asN,, Hy, E;) for
(=12 as

. 1 * Re(X1+X —Im(X; —X
O(X1,X2) 1= STab(Xe, X2)T5) = [0 0] R';Z(xfxzﬁj-
(Al1)
Also, use is made ofi Ty = T Ti = 2l and 3 TadaTo = idax
in (A7)—(A10). It follows from (A7), (A14), (A1l) and the
Hermitian property oH that
D (Iom+iJom)D = R=R.

Conversely, for given parametef®,M,R) of OQHOs in the
position-momentum form

lom =+ id2m,

K = A(D1,Dz) = A(D4,0), (A12)
N = —2iA(D1,0)J2mA(M1,M>), (A13)
H =2A(Ry,R2), (A14)
© = A(E1,Ez)JonA(Eq, Ep), (A15)

where we partition2] x 2k)-matricesX (such aD, M, R, E)
into (j x k)-blocks as
_ [Xll

_ X12:|
X1

X22|’

position-momentum form, spectral genericity is equivalken
the condition in which the spectrum(A), which includes the
poles of the associated transfer function, has no intecsect
with its mirror reflection about the origin of the complex péa

B. Cholesky-like Factorizations for Skew-Symmetric Masi

For the purposes of Section 1V, the existence of Cholesky-
like factorizations is addressed in the following lemma.

Lemma 1. Consider a non-singular matri® € Ay,. There
exists a non-singular matrix € R?"2" such that® = >J,,>".

Proof. As a consequence of the spectral decomposition, in the
Murnaghan canonical form (see [13] and references therein)
there exists a factorizatio® = OAO', where the matrix

0 € R?™2 s orthogonal and the matrig € R>™ is block
diagonal. Each block on the main diagonal of the matrix
A has the form d ‘g with & > 0, where £+id is a
pair of complex conjugate eigenvalues & Then, there
exists a decompositio® = >J,,>", where the matrixz =
Odiag{v/1,vd1,...,V/, vV} is non-singular andy is

a permutation:ZOJZnZS =Ih® [f)l é] Also, for any such

2, the matrix =57 leads to the decomposition @, where
> e Sp2n,R). O

In view of Lemma 1, any two non-singular matric®g, ©, €
Apn are related to each other by a non-singular makrias
©1=20,3", whereX = 3,5, and®y = % Jn 3] for k=1,2.
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