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Abstract

The equivalence between classical epidemic model and non-dissipative and dissipative quantum tight-binding model is
derived. Classical epidemic model can reproduce the quantum entanglement emerging in the case of electrostatically coupled
qubits described by von-Neumann entropy both in non-dissipative and dissipative case. The obtained results shows that quantum
mechanical phenomena might be almost entirely simulated by classical statistical model. It includes the quantum like entanglement
and superposition of states. Therefore coupled epidemic models expressed by classical systems in terms of classical physics can
be the base for possible incorporation of quantum technologies and in particular for quantum like computation and quantum like
communication. The classical density matrix is derived and described by the equation of motion in terms of anticommutator.
Existence of Rabi like oscillations is pointed in classical epidemic model. Furthermore the existence of Aharonov-Bohm effect in
quantum systems can also be reproduced by the classical epidemic model. Every quantum system made from quantum dots and
described by simplistic tight-binding model by use of position-based qubits can be effectively described by classical model with
very specific structure of S matrix that has twice bigger size as it is the case of quantum matrix Hamiltonian. Obtained results
partly question fundamental and unique character of quantum mechanics and are placing ontology of quantum mechanics much
in the framework of classical statistical physics what can bring motivation for emergence of other fundamental theories bringing
suggestion that quantum mechanical is only effective and phenomenological but not fundamental picture of reality.

Index terms— Epidemic model, tight-binding model, stochastic finite state machine, position-based qubits, COVID

I. INTRODUCTION TO CLASSICAL EPIDEMIC MODEL

Epidemic model can model sickness propagation and various phenomena in sociology, physics and biology. The most basic
form of epidemic model relies on co-dependence of two probabilities of occurrence of state 1 and 2 that can be identified at
the state of being healthy and sick as it is being depicted in Fig.1. It is expressed in the compact way in the following way:
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Quite naturally such system evolves in natural statistical environment before the measurement is done. Once the measurement
is done the statistical system state is changed from undetermined and spanned by two probabilities into the case of being either
with probability p; =1 or p; =0 so it corresponds to two projections:
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Fig. 1. Illustration of epidemic model referring to stochastic finite state machine being 2 level system with 2 distinguished states 1 and 2. 4 possible transitions
are characterized by 4 time-dependent coefficients 511 (t) = s11(t) ,S152(¢) = $12(¢), $21(2) = 521 (1), 5252(t) = 522(1).
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and we have the corresponding classical eigenstates
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We recognize that two states |Wg,) and |yg,) are orthogonal, so (Wg, | |WE,) = (WE,||wE,) = 0. We also recognize that
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It shall be underlined that necessary condition for identification the superposition of two classical eigenstates is expressed
by (—\/(sn —522)% + 4512821 +511 —s22) >0 and (+\/(s11 —522)% + 4512821 + 511 — s22) > 0 what preimposes some constrains
on real value functions s11(f), s12, s21 and sp,. The full classical state can be written as the superposition of two ensembles
with probabilities p; and p;I expressed by the following classical state
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We have superposition of states with 2 statistical ensembles occurring with probabilities p;(¢) and py(¢) that are encoded in
probabilities p;(z) and p,(¢) that are directly observable. We can extract probabilities p;(¢) and py(¢) from |y(z))
the following way
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Probabilities p;(¢) and py;(¢) will describe the occupancy of energy levels E| and E; in real time domain of epidemic simplistic
model. We have the same superposition of two eigenergies as in the case of quantum tight-binding model. The same reasoning
can be conducted for N-th state classical epidemic model expressed as
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II. ANALYTICAL SOLUTIONS OF SIMPLISTIC CLASSICAL EPIDEMIC MODEL

In principle we can also introduce weak measurement procedure that will be partly omitted in this work. In very real way
if we have the population of N individuals possibly infected with COVID we can inspect N; individuals, where N < N
and we can introduce some corrections to P1 (tn;easurement) - %[(N 7N1)p1(tr;easurement) +]lel(tlesf)] =D (tnteasurement) and
p2 (tr;easurement) - %[(N_Nl )pz (tr;easurement) +Nip2 (tfeSt)] =D2 (tgeasurement)’ where p; (tt651)7p2 (tté’St) are prObabilitieS obtained
by testing N; individuals what could correspond to weak measurement conducted on assemble of N individuals. Let us consider
the state of the system before measurement and its natural evolution Such set of equations has two analytical solutions for
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We obtain explicit formula for probabilities
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It is useful to express the ratio of probabilities p;(¢) and p,(¢) in the following analytical way as
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II1. EQUATIONS OF MOTION FOR CLASSICAL EPIDEMIC MODEL IN PROJECTOR REPRESENTATION IN CASE OF TIME

INDEPENDENT MATRIX S

Let us consider the equations of motion for the case of time-independent sy, s12, 521 and sp;. In Dirac notation it can be
written in the following way:
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since Ei, Ea, |Wg,) and |yg,) are time independent. By applying |ygi) and |ygi) on the left side we obtain and using
orthogonality relation between |yg,) and |yg,) we obtain set of equations
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It means that Rabi oscillations or more precisely change of occupancy among levels is naturally build in classical epidemic
model. Still superposition of two states is mainatianed so the analogy of classical epidemic model to quantum tight-binding
model is deep.
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IV. CASE OF CONSTANT OCCUPACY OF 2 EIGENERGY LEVELS IN CLASSICAL EPIDEMIC MODEL

We consider the case of p;(t) = constant; and py;(t) = constant;;. We have time-dependent parameters s, $22, s12 and 7
and we obtain the following equations of motion
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and it implies
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V. EQUATIONS OF MOTION FOR CLASSICAL EPIDEMIC MODEL IN PROJECTOR REPRESENTATION (DIRAC NOTATION) AND
RABT OSCILLATIONS IN CLASSICAL EPIDEMIC MODEL

Let us consider the equations of motion in the following way:
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We can write it in the compact form as
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and we have the corresponding classical eigenstates
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VI. ANALOGY OF QUANTUM ENTANGLEMENT IN CLASSICAL EPIDEMIC MODEL
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It is now easy to generalize our considerations for 2 coupled statistical ensembles as corresponding to cities with flight
traffic. We have
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We make the analytic simplifications by assumption of two symmetric systems A and B interacting interacting in asymmetric
way as

su(t) sp@) 0 s(t) pi(t)a P1(t)a

s21(t)  sno(r)  s(t) 0 p2t)a| _ d | pat)a (52)
s(t)  su(t) sp@) | | pi®s ]  dt | pi()s ]

s(t) 0 so(r) s22(t)) \p2(t)B p2(t)p

We have 4 eigenstates

\/4(5—S12)(S—S21)+(S11-522)2—S11+522
2(S—S21) )
,17
\/4(5—S12)(S—S21)+(S11-522)2—S11+522
2(S—S21) )
1

(53)

2(5—S21) )
_17
\/4(5—S12)(S—S21)+(S11-522)2 4511522
- 2(5—S21) )
1

Va(2)) = (54)

—\/4(S+S12)(S+S21)+(S11-522)2+511-S22
2(5+s21) J

1,
—\/A4(S+S12)(5+821)+(S11—-822)2+511-S22 (55)

2(5+S21) J
1

V3(1)) =

( \/4(S—S12)(5—821)+(S11—-822)2+511-S22

\/A(S+S12)(S+S21)+(S11-522)2+S11-S22
2(5+S21) )
L,
Va(0)) = \/4(S+512)(S+821)+(S11—-822)2+511-522 (56)
2(5+S21) )
1

and |V3(¢)) and |V4(¢)) are physically justifiable in framework of epidemic model that can be used for classical entanglement.
We have 4 projectors corresponding to the measurement of pi4, paa, pi1p and pop represented as matrices

100 0 0000 100 0 100 0
) 000 0| . 010 0] » 010 0| . 010 0
Fra=1o 0 1 o] P2=|o 01 o8]0 0 1 o[ |0 0 0 0 (57)
000 1 000 1 0000 000 1

Measurement conducted on system A also brings the change of system B state what is due to presence of non-diagonal matrix
elements in system evolution equations (generalized epidemic model). It is therefore analogical to measurement of quantum
entangled state. After the measurements we obtain the following classical states



1

N 0

PplA ‘WL‘luA\‘sical> = 0
0

ﬁp2A |Wclassical> =

applB ‘Wclassical> =

1
0
0
0
ﬁpZB |Wclussical> = (

VII. 2 CLASSICAL STATISTICAL SYSTEMS INTERACTING IN QUANTUM MECHANICAL WAY

(58)

SO O~

We are going to reformulate the description of 2 classical noninteracting systems A and B. We have

Ao [s11a(t)  s124(7) 1 0 1 0 sug(t) sis(t)\ _

o= (ol ) < (o 1)+ (0 )% oty () =
S]IA(I) 0 S12A(l‘) S]]B(t) S123(t) 0 0
0 S]]A(t) 0 S21B(I) Szzg(t) 0 0

S21A(t) 0 S22A(t) - -

0
Sle(t)

0 0 0 Sllg(t) Slzg(t)
0 S21A(t) 0

S22A(t) 0 0 SZ]B(I) SZZB(I)
s11a(t) +s115(1)

5218(t)
$214()
0

s128(t)
s11a(f) + s225(t)

0 5204 (2) +s118(2)

$214(1)

s124(1)
0

$218(1)

0
5124 (1)
s128(1)
$208(t) + 5224 (t)

= (Era () [Wey, (0)) (W, ()] 4 E24 (1) Wiy, (1)) (Weay (1) (1WE 5 (1)) (W (6] 4 [y () (Wiyy (1)]) +
F(WE (1) (W, (O] + [Wes (1) (W (D)) (E1p(2) [Wiy 5 (1)) (W ()] + E28(1) Wy (1)) (Wen (1)])-

and we have the

(W(0)) =10 [We, (1)) |We, (1) +

(59)

V() [WE, () [WEy (1)) + V3(0) [WEy, (1)) |WE s (1)) + ¥a(t) [WE, (1)) [WE,, () =
= (p1a(t) [x14) + P24 (t) [x24)) (P18 (1) |[x18) + P25(t) [x28)) =
) [x28) + P24 (1) p18(1) [x24) |X18) + P24 (1) P28(1) [X24) |X28)

= p1a(t)p1a(t) |x14) [x18) + P14 () P28 (1) |X14 (60)

where |x4) [x;5) are time-independent and k and 1 are 1 or 2 and ¥;(t) + 12(t) + 13(t) + 14 (¢) = 1. We observe that Hy(t) |y), =
% |y), explicitly given as

p1a(t)p1a(t) s11a(t) +s11g() s128(1) s124(t) 0 p1a(t)p1s(t)
d [ pa(t)pas(t) | _ 521B(t) s114(t) +s228(1) 0 s124(t) pia(t)pas(t) | _
dt | pa(t)pis(t) | — $214(1) 0 5204 (t) +s118(1) s128(t) put)pis(t) |
P2a(t)p2p(t) 0 $214(1) $218(1) 5208(t) + 5204 (2 p2a(t)p2p(1)
s1a(t) +s1(t) s128(t) s124(t) 0 pio(t) pio(t)
_ $218(t) $114(2) + 5228(7) 0 5124 (1) pro(t) | _ d | puo(t) ©1)
N $214(t) 0 s204(t) +5118(2) s128(1) piio(t) | dr | prio(t) |’
0 $214(1) $218(1) s208(t) +5224(t) ) \Prvol(t) pivo(t)

where pio(t), puo(t). puio(t) and prvo(t) (with pio(t) = p1a(t)pis(t), puo(t) = p1a(t)p2(t), puio(t) = paa(t)pis(t).
pivo(t) = paa(t)p2p(t)) are describing probabilities for 4 different states of statistic finite machine. Similar situation occurs in



the case of Schroedinger equation written for 2 non-interacting systems, but instead of probabilities we have square root of
probabilities times phase factor. In general case of interaction between A and B systems in classical epidemic model we have

Ho () +Ha—p(t) = Er(1) W, (1)) WE,, (1)) (W, (0] (W5 (0| En () Wy, (1) Wy (1) (Wey, (0] (W, (0)] +

FE1(1) Wy (1)) [WE s (0) (W ()| (W (1) + Erv (1) Wy (1)) [WE (1) Wy (8) [ (W (1) +

+e(14,18)=(14,28) (1) [WE, (0)) [WE, (1)) (WE, (O] (WEwy (0] +e(1a,28)—(14,18) (1) [WEL (1)) [WEy, (£) (WE, () {(WE, (1) +

+e24,18)-(14,18) (1) [WEp, (1)) [WE 5 (1)) (WE, () (WE s (O] + € (1a,18) - 24,18) () [WE (1)) [WE 5 () (WE, ()| (WE, 5 ()] +

+e(14,28)+(24,28) (1) [WE L, (1)) [WEs5 (1)) (WEsy ()] (WE5 ()] + €24.28) - (14.28) (1) [WEs, (1)) [ W (1)) (WE, (1) | (W, ()] +

+e(24,18)=(24,28) (1) [WEy, (1)) [WE 5 (1)) (WEy, (1) (WEL ()| + €(24,28)—24,18) () [WEw (1)) [WEy5 () (W, ()| (WE 5 (1) +
T€(14,1B)—(24,2B) (t )|WE1A(I)>W/E13( ) <WE2A(I)|<WE23(I)|+ €(24,2B)—(1A,1B) )llVEzA(t)HWEzB( ) <WE1A(I)|<WEIB( )l (62)

The presented analytical approach can be applied for system A with 4 distinct states as well as for system B with 4 distinct
states since isolated system A(B) with 4 states can be described by evolution matrix 4 by 4 that has 4 analytical eigenvalues
and eigenstates and becomes non-analytical for 5 and more distinct states due to fact that roots of polynomial of higher order
than 4 becomes non-analytical and becomes numerical with some limited exceptions. We can write the matrix

Ejo(t) €(14,2B)—(1A,1B)  €(2A,1B)—(1A4,1B)  €(2A,2B)—(14,1B)
P €(1A,1B)—(1A,2B) Eng(t) €(24,1B)—(1A,2B)  €(2A4,2B)—(14,2B) (63)
10+-E1vo €(1A,1B)—(2A,1B)  €(1A,1B)—(2A,1B) Eqno(t) €4 ZB)H(IA 2B)
€(1A,1B)—(24,2B)  €(1A4,1B)—2A2B)  €(2A,1B)—(2A,2B) Eo(t)

VIII. FROM EPIDEMIC MODEL TO TIGHT-BINDING EQUATIONS

A. Case of 2 level classical stochastic finite state machine

Let us be motivated by work on single electron devices by [[19], [1], [20], [5]] and [7]]. Instead of probabilities it will be
useful to operate with square root of probabilities as they are present in quantum mechanics and in Schroedinger or Dirac
equation. Since

dgw*wﬂ 2P0 /i),
) =20 ). (64

we can rewrite the epidemic equation as

<S11(I) S12(¢)> (Pl(f)> _ <2 Pl(f)jf\/lT(I)> (65)

s21(t)  s22(t) ) \p2(2)

This equation is equivalent to

Sn(e) 3/ Bdsn0) <pm»_<%¢mM)_¢d< m®> 66)
dr

o OB =0 P2(1)

and we set t; = ifit so one has dt| = ihidt and t = %’ so we have

Bulh) 3/ Rgee()) (Ve a (Ve “
Welsa(h)  dsnl) ye(n) e\ e(f)
The following notation is introduced:

1o 1 [pi(t) u fo o f0
S[2 ] = =) EoLs1a(2) = Siar[— 1] +iS1a1[— ¢ 68
lz[ih’ﬂ 3 pz(t)su(ih) 12R[l.h 1] +i 121[l.h 1] (68)
sl 1) = 1 /2D 0 (1) = $o1gl 2 ) i 2 1) (69)
al.n] =3 p1(t)sl 5 2R Saul,



and one obtains

Lsn(%)— hd11®1() S1ar[ 2, 11] 4 iS108[ 2, 11](@1(1)=©2(1)) p1(ih)e®1 )
So1rl i, 11] +iS217[ 3 1] (O2()=O1(1) 352(5) = hj-©(t) [ pa (1))

Let us start from quantum mechanical perspective

( Ep tsR—l—itSI) (mcos((al)—i—i\/ﬁsin(@l)) ind (fcos( 1)+ iy/pisin(®; ))
tep — it V/P2c0s(02) +i\/p1sin(0;,) dn 2c08(02) +iy/p2sin(©y)

and we obtain the set of 4 equations

(i ) (Vimeonton s 2 pimony) = s (Vnton 1/ on)

that can be rewritten

Epi(v/picos(©1) +iy/pisin(©1)) + (tsr + itsr ) (/p2cos(©1) + iy/p2sin®y)) =
- mditl(mws(@l ) +iy/prsin(©)))

(tsr — itsr) (\/P1cos(O1) +iy/p15in®y) + Ep (/p2cos(©2) +iv/pasin(©,)) =
- ”’d% (\/Pacos(©2) +iy/pasin(©,))

and that can be translated into

Epi1\/P1c0s(©1) +tig/P2c0s(02) — ty\/pasin(®,) = —hditl\/ﬁsin(ﬁ*)l)
Ep1\/P1sin(01) +tsr\/p2sin(@y) +tg/prcos(©s) = +hdit1 V/Picos(®y)
Ep2+\/P2c0s(02) +tig+/pP1cos(O1) 4ty /pisin(@r) = —h%@sin(@z)
Epo\/P2sin(0©2) +tr\/p15in(@r) —tg/picos(©) = +hdit1 V/P2cos(©2)

SO one can write

0 Eyi 4ty g picos(0y) D1cos(Oy)
1| —Ep 0 —tp  ty D15in(®) d P1sin(©)
| —ts k0 Ep pacos(®1) | dny | /Pacos(©2)

—IsR ity —Ep 0 D1sin(®) \/P25in(©7)

what can be written as

what implies

(70)

(71)

(72)

(73)
(74)

(75)
(76)
(77)

(78)
(79

(80)

(81)

(82)



Furthermore we can obtain

p1(t)cos(®;(t)) 0 0 0
’ 0 pi1(t)sin(©1(2)) 0 AW
0 0 p2(t)cos(®(1)) 0
0 0 0 Pa(t)sin(@(1))
pi(t)cos(® (1)) (1) 0 0
y 0 p1{0)sin(@1(1) 0 0 y
0 0 p2(t)cos(@:(1))? (1)
0 0 0 EUC0R
p1(t)cos(®1(1))? 0 0 V/ Pi(to)cos(®i (o))
0 p1()sin(®)(1))? 0 0 v/ Pi(to)sin(©1(to)) | _
0 0 pa(t)cos(®;(t)) 0 VP2 (tg)cos(®y(tp))
0 0 0 Vp2(0)sin(©2(1))2) \\/p2(to)sin(©;(ty))
P1(0)cos(©1(1)? 0 0 4 /o1 (1)cos(©1 (1))
2 0 pi(t)sin(®1(1))? 0 0 /1 (1)sin(1 (1))
0 0 Pa(t)cos(0,(1)?) 0 % Vp2(t)cos(®(2))2 |
0 0 0 p2(1)sin(©2(1)2)/ \ &~/ pa(t)sin(®y(1))?
The last set of equations is equivalent to
Pp1(1)(cos(04(1)))? 0 0 0
5 0 p1(t)(sin(01(1)))* 0 0 el AW | o
0 0 pa(1)(cos(®(7)))? 0
0 0 0 p2(1)(sin(®(1)))
1 0 0 0
”‘(’)(ag(@'(’w | 0 0 p1(10)(cos(®1(19)))> = pir(r)
“ 1 (0)in(®1(1))? p1(to) (sin(®1(10)))> = pu(r) | _
0 0 0(cos(©:))? 0 pa(to) (cos(Os(10)))’ = p(t)
0 0 » 0 i p2(to)(sin(®2(t0)))* = par(1)
P2(t)(sin(©2(1)))

B. Case of 2 coupled 2 level classical stochastic finite state machines

Instead of probabilities it will be useful to operate with square root of probabilities as they are present in quantum mechanics

and in Schroedinger or Dirac equation. Since

dt(ff =2/ 5V,
dt<rr =205 V0,
VPP =20 )
dt(fr —zﬁgﬁ

we can rewrite the epidemic equation as

h~}

—
-~

=

(83)

(84)
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In very real way we obtain the following classical physics Hamiltonian and we obtain

Equivalently we have
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I:Iclassical (t) |"I/>classical (t) (88)

| ‘I/> classical (t)

a
dt

At this stage we can identify analytical solutions given as



J @) kB kB kB s
[ W Rl () fdlne) Bl e ] palo) | _ [ Vi)
12 (1) ftodt"m o) frdrdsa() fde P p3(to) 3(1)
Jidt'y ﬁig;;su(t’) ftod’%mbm(t’) i dt’'5 ﬁiﬁﬂisu(f’) i dt'saa(t) palto) Pa(t)

We have
% WOl ctassicar = (WOl crassicar TH () crassicar]” - 90

and it implies that

W) O W tasea) = Cor (VO Wltasiar + VO (Wlotasca)) =

) oD

Hzt)cluxsical |W(t)> <11U<t)|clussical + |W(t)> <W(t)|classical [Hzt)classicul]T = |‘Hzt)clasxical7 |W(t)> <W(t)‘classical
+

N

where [A B| =AB+BA is anticommutator. We notice that in such situation we have commutator in Quantum Mechanics

defined as l B| =AB-BA and thus

I—I

i V) () ) = P W) W g+ W) 5 (W) =

= I:I(t)quanlum (1)) (w(t) |quam‘um — () (w(r) |quantum [I:I(l‘)quamumrr = lﬁ(t)quantumv lw(0)) (w(r) quanlum] =

= I:I(t)quanlum I pquantum] . (92)

. We recognize analogies with Schroedinger equation that are occurring only in case of real valued wave functions. We can
introduce the object similar to quantum density matrix that is classical density matrix. We have

pi(?)
pumica) = | VLN (Vi) Vi) Voale) /pal0) =
palt)
p1(1) Vei)/p2(t)  pi)y/p3(t)  /pi(t)y/palt)
Vp2(t)/pi(t) pa(?) Vpa(0)\/p3(t)  /p2(1)/pa(t) = Petassicat (1) 93)
VP30 pi(t)  /p3(0)\/pa(t) p3(t) vV P3(1)\/palt) e
Va0 pi(t)  \pa(t)\/pa(t)  \/pa(t)\/p3(1) pa(t)

We can obtain the analytical solution for such system in quite straighforward way

JEdi' L () fide' 5B s ) [ di 3B s ()  fdi' /B s ()
ﬁdas‘viwl(t):exp|‘ ftodﬂl /p2 ;E;le(ﬂ) ft dﬂlszz([’) ftod[’%/ EtigsB(ﬂ) tgdt’é i;‘gf;s%(ﬂ) ]Xﬁdamwl(m)x
Jodt 5[ BR s () [ di' sy /PR s () JEdi'Ss3s(t') Jodt' 5/ B s (¢
Jodt' 5\ /B sa (1) [ di' S [ Bsn()  fode' 5/ B sa (') S dt'saa(t')

S =S
QU
=y
<
=
5
—
=
X
S~—
S
U
iy
<
—
S
]
=
=
—
©

12(1‘/) /;)dt/% i?gt;SB(ﬂ) ftodt/é T Et;SM(I/)

P2 ()2

1
t 301 [pi(t) / t 3.1 / /1 p3(t') / 11/ pa(t) / T
o H b di's m(;,)szl(t) Judt' 5sm () Jidt st Jidt's s24(t") ] ] o1

2V p3(t)

2 p4(t/)s4l(tl) ffo dt,l o Et;;S“Z(I/) fto dt E ;S43(t) ft; dr'sa(t")

5\ s (1) [ di 5\ B s () Jry df/lm(t’) Jodi'3 ) B s (e
1




We can compute the reduced density matrix of subsystem A and B in standard way and we can establish von-Neumann entropy

relation.

By introducing #; = it we have % =t and it leads to

<
£
p=
=
N

t
1. (1 1 [ p2(3) ny 1 /pGE) ny 1 ; n
G oyl 2y )y Yy Ty
12 12
1 e t 1 t 1 () t 1 [ pa(ih) '
3 p2(£>szl($) 3522(5) 2\ w63 2 m%S%(%) \/P2(5) :zhi p2(5) ©5)
s s Ul I dt n
%\/PI(Z>S31(%) b 2B () 3533(3) %\/p4<i)s34(%) P3(in) Vv pstin)
P3(,‘;,) p3(ih> p3<ih) (tl) (tl)
L nE) oy 1 ) a1 ) : Pa\in \ P4l
2\ @) 2\ 2yl )
It leads us towards analytical solution
pi(3)
P2 |
p3(%)
\/ pa(%)
1 gl 1 1rh g, 1 p2(%) ny 1ot gl pa(3) ny 1ot ogrl pa(ih) n
7 Jo' dii3s11(G) 7 Jo diiz s(GE) 7 Jo' diz si3(G) 7 Jo'diiz 14 ()
p1(3) p1(z) p1(z) /p1(%)
1
1 gt L () t 1 ' 1 gt 1 () t 1ot 1 [ pa(d) t
exp[[ 7 Jo" dti 3 pzé)m(%) 3522(%) a do' Ao\ S sn () Jo' dinz pzé)m(%) ] \/ P2(3) ¢
N 1 1 '4 0
G [ s () Sy | 2 s () b (%) i di i b s ) | 4| V)
PS(ih) P3(,‘;,) p3(ih) 0
Lt g1 () 1 Lt a1 () 1 Lo a1 [ps() 1 1 rh 1 pa(z)
o Ay s (@) m o Ay tasn () gl diyy [ s () 7 Jo' dnsaa ()



Dealing in similar fashion we can obtain quantum density matrix given as

)
)

I3

p1(;

=

pa(

S
W
SR

o | (V)

L) e ) =

n
P4(ﬁ)
L gyt 1 1 | p2(3) 1 1t g1 [ P3(5 1 L gy L pa(ih) 1
7 Jo dtizsu () @ Jo dtiz pl(%>slz(m) o dhizy) s13(3%) ot dti3 pl(%)SM(ﬁ)
L 1
Lflldtll I’l(%)s (1) g (1) if"dt'l (& s23(1) Ll P4(%,)s (1)
[[ in o T2\ 21\7n 2922\ inJo 12\ 0 023\ mJo 412 (k) 24\
=exp ; i X
1 1
1hgpl m(m)s 0y 1 otoga1 [ p2(GE) n 1o (1 1t g1 [ PaCE) 1
- \/ 31(; ~ s32(3 s33(; = Jo' dt s34(;
lhfo 12 p3(%) (zh) in JO 12 pg(%) (171) 2 (lh) zhfo 12 P?(%) (lh)
1 il
1L g1 [Pi(E) 1 Loptt g1 [ P2(G) 1 1t g0 1 [P35 1 1 1
7 Jo dtiz fsa () 7 o' dtiz s () 7 ot dris a3 () 7 Jo' dtisaa(3)
pa(z) pa(z) Pa(
0
Pl(ﬁ)
/[ 0
P2(ﬁ) N . * X
1 1 n
A (Jn@® ) e e ) %
P3(ﬁ)
0
p4(3)
1 t t
Lt gerde () Longnl Pz(,-*l)s (by Lyngyl Ps(%)s (L) Lyhgyt P4(%)S (1)
inJo 4125115, inJo 413 1301247 inJo ¢h 3213\, inJo 42 13214 7p
»1() 1216 ) ()

L gyl m(%)s (1) Loy (1) Lo gL m(%ﬂs () Lngyl P4(%)S ()
inJo 43 1921\ 2°22\7h i Jo 12\ T 023\ mJo 412 1924\
% exp[f PZ(,},) 172(1;,) (97)

1 q n
Lo gel PR ey Lot gt [P2GE) o 1o (f 1ot gl [Palw) oon
7 Jo' dti 3 m(f,})sﬂ(m) wJo 43 m(%)sﬂ(m) 2533(3) 7 Jo di3 pz(%)s%(ih)
1t g1 m(;) 1 1t g0 1 pz(;-%) 1 Lot ga 1 [ pa(E) f 1 l f
7o diigy ) —Ansa(F)  mlo diizy [ —asae(E) 7ot diigy ) S Asas () 7 Jo' diisaa(Gh)
P4<,-h) PA(,'h) P4(,‘h)

It is quite straightforward to establish the reduced density matrix of system A and B and hence obtain von-Neumann entropy
with time that characterizes the quantum like entropy in time in classical epidemic model in 2 coupled systems. We can extract

density of matrix for system A given as
_(r(1
and for system B given as
op— (p(1,1>+p<3,3>
p(2,1)+p(4,3)
. Those density matrices needs to be normalized so finally we obtain

1 <p(1,1)+p(2,2)
p(1,1)+p(2,2)+p(3,3)+p(4,4) \p(3,1)+p(4,2)

pa=

and for system B given as

o ! (D06

p(1,1)+p(2,2)+p(3,3) +p(4,4) \p(2,1)+p(4,3)

p(1,2)+p(3,4)
P(2,2)+p(4,4)

(98)
(99)
o oted) (100)
ﬁﬁiiﬁﬁﬁiii) (101)

. In such case we can apply von-Neumman entropy measure to characterize the density matrix of classical state so we have
Sa =Tr(palog(pa)) and Sg = Tr(pplog(pg)). In our general case Sy # Sp, while in case of two quantum systems with mutual

interaction, but isolated from external environment we have Sy = Sp.

We conduct reverse reasoning and show that any quantum system describing by tight binding model can be modeled by
stochastic finite state machine. This proves the fact that classical electronics can model quantum system made from single-
electron devices as in CMOS quantum computer. This reasoning can be conduced for N coupled quantum dots implementing
CMOS quantum computer. It has therefore its meaning in quantum machine learning implemented in CMOS quantum computer.



IX. FROM QUANTUM TIGHT-BINDING MODEL TO CLASSICAL EPIDEMIC MODEL

We are considering two position-based qubits interacting by means of electrostatic Coulomb force as depicted in Fig.2. We
define the Hamiltonian of 2 interacting Wannier qubits in the simplistic form given by tight-binding model. We have
A = (Ha)o+ (Hp)o+Ha-p =

(Ep1a [1a) (1al + Ep2a [24) (2a| + 151,52, [1a) 2al + 152,14 [24) (1al)o X< Ip +

+ia X (Ep18|28) (28] + Ep28[28) <23|+ts (15—25) 118) (28] +t52515) 128) (18])o +
7

|2A,ZB> (24,28],

6]2

1A-1B

|2A7 18) (24, 18] +7

14,28) (14, 28| +7
iA = \1A> (Lal+124) (24 JB = |1B> (1] +25) (28]

(102)

(114,18) (14, 18]) +

+
1A-2B

and for quantum state of the form

In@ P+ @ + 0P + 0P =1,

(0)[1a) 118) + 12 (1) [1a) 128) +73(1) [24) [18) + 74(2) [24) [28) =

lw(1)) =nl(
(103)

and with 7, (1) = \/p1(1)e®1D, 11 (t) = \/p1v(1)e®®v (). We have the following evolution of non-disspative quantum state
of isolated system in tight-binding model given as

2
U .
Epa+Epp+ 77— I§(25->15) I5(24—14) 0 pr(0)e®r)
2
9 IO (t
Ts(15—2p) Epia+Epp+ dia-28 0 . I5(24—14) Pll(t)el@”(()) _
q Oy (t
Ls(14—24) 0 Eppa+Epi+ Is(25—1p) pur Et;e@ )
Oy
q v prvit)e
0 Is(14—24) Is(15—25) Epoa+Eprp+ doa_2p
_d l@](t)
—— (5000 iz o)
1 d i®
4 —d@®,(t O ei®u )
. O (= ®u(t)y/pult) + 2\/7[[1[1711( )N)e B
— M 1Oy (t - d d iOr (¢ -
dt | \/pui(t)e®m) (= @@ () /P (1) +i5 (t)[apm(f)})e' 111 ()
Oy (1) 11
piv(t)e d i@ (i
(=& Ow (1) piv (1) + 2\/—[dlp1v(t)]) ()
d i (t
(—a©i )+12,,, [ p1(O)(/pr(0)e® )
d O (t
| Chout i Do) |
- d Oy (t
(=@ O (1) + 2,,,,, s[4 P O) (/P (£) )
d : Oy (1
(= 4O (1) + i [ piv () (/v (@ )
After reshaping we have
) 00) 4
Epia +Ep|u+m+ﬁ%®1(1) 52 —1p) I5(24—14) 0 o) Eh o P10
pr(0)e' 971 (1)
1 's(1p—2p) EPIA*EpZB*m*ﬁ%@uU) 0 I52p—1y) p[j(,)gien(r) |2 ,ZI(,) Fon(0)
in a2 ei@ ()| — i@ (1) :
(14 524) 0 Epa +Eplﬂ+m+ﬁ%®u](l) I52g—1g) ‘;IIIVIE;C;@;:,[(:) 2 :fxm 4 o)
q 10,
0 (14524 s(15-2p) Epoa+Epap+ i+ O ) ZJ# v ©
Equivalently we have
2
Ep]AJrEplB*mqj*“%@l(f) 's2g—1p) 524 —1y) 0
2
1 s(1p—2p) Ep]A+E]JZB+m+h%®II(r) 0 I5(24—1,) y
1 2
ih (14—2,) 0 Epp +E])13+m+h%®”,(r) rj<23313)
o I5(14—2,4) Is(1g—2g) Epoa+Epp + @qﬁ rnd o)
(ie,(r) o o o zE),(r d
Tor () diP pr()
P10 i©y(1) /pr@e@1(0) 0 0 /pr@e®1(0) 21@,7(;) B
0 0] 0 0 0 o e @1 () 0 @) N i)
. ©y11 (1) 0 0 o @e @m0 0 pre@m ) | | o) 4
’ ’ () @0 0 0 oy e (1) oy OV () 2/pi @ 4 Pri )
0 0 o Oy (1) £Orv (1) 4 (1)
prv (1) 2\/py (@) @
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Fig. 2. 2 interacting position-based qubits implemented in CMOS semicondunctor technology [[16].



and final form of classical epidemic model mimicking the quantum tight-binding model in the form as

e 1010 /pi (1) 0 0 0
0 e O fpy@y 0 0 2
0 0 — O (1) pri (1) 0 ih
0 0 0 e O\ /iy (1)
2
- d
Epia+Epip+ g +h504(t) ts(2,;—>213) Iy(24—1,) 0
4 phd
" T(15—325) Epia+Epp+ 75— +1i50p(t) 02 Ty(24—1,) "
q d
5(1424) 0 Eppa+Epig+ gy 1O () I5(2a 1)
q d
0 I5(14—524) I5(15-25) Epa+Epp+ g0 +h 50 (1)
0y (1)
< 0 0 0
Vi) )
0y pi(t) pi(t)
0 “— 0 0 d
» ) pu(t) | _ 4 | pu(t)
0 0 om® 0 pui(t) dr \ piu(t)
pui(t) o) prv (Z) pPrv ([)
pv(t)
We obtain
) e 1010) /o) o 0 0
d e | _ 0 s ONrTO) 0 0 2
di \ prr(@) | 0 0 O /o) 0 “ih
prv (1) 0 0 0 OV O /o)
liad d £91(0) £ (1) £ (1)
(Epia +Epip + i Lyl Usap1p)) 7o Usp~10) oo 0
£ (t) (B4 +E Lo +hd 01 € #1971 (1) o [ A9V (1) pr(t)
y s(152p) o) platEpst gr 8 o] s24-+14)] \/pT pi1(t)
197 () 2 @i (1) 4Oy (1) P11 (t)
s(14-24) /7[,1[ 0 [Epoa+Epip+ Da_iB *ﬁd,G)III(I)J Tllllll(f) zgﬂlB) /7;1“// %(/I(,)
0 O (1) O (1) E ado £Orv (1)
IA‘QA)\/I’T Is(1g—2p) \/I’IIT [Epoa +Ep2p+ dZA ZBJH‘“ v (1) € v
and in compact form we have
i(®(1)=07(1) /oy O (1)=0; (1) s
[Epia+Epip+ m +1 4070 [’.v(zﬂﬁlﬂ)]ng(,)”m [I.;(zAalA)]Tplm 0
(O (1)=0yy (1)) 2 Oy (-0t
) P10 q d Oy (1)-07; (1)) p
d (121((’(’))) _2, 's(1p—2p) <5 O\/m((t))) . Ep1a+Ep2p+ gy =y + g Ou ) 0 ls( ZA*‘A(L) w/P)IV@ *(\/)pn(r (Iilll((l(')))).
dr prr(t ih HOr1) =0 (1) / 2 P Oy (1 111 (1)) / rrit
Py (1) Is(14-24) gﬂiw 0 [Epoa+Epip+ m +n g o) I525—1g) Tﬂm pry (1)
O (1)=Opy (1)) A@ (1) =0y (1) /5 2
0 I5(14=24) NT0) o I5(13—25) W]'Vm [Epoa +Epop+ m +hg ey (1)
X. MAPPING QUANTUM TIGHT-BINDING MODEL TO STOCHASTIC FINITE STATE MACHINE
Let us start from equations of motion for 2 electrostatically coupled position based qubits as by [[16] expressed by minimalistic
tight-binding model and we have
Epa+E 7 0
- 13 . -
piatEpis+ g Is(25—1p) 2 5(24—14) \/Pi(t)cos(®(t)) +ir/pi(t)sin(O(t))
Ls(15—25) Epia+Epp+ 7.5 0 , Ls(24—14) /P11 (t)cos(© (1)) +iv/pur (t)sin(®p (1) _
Ty(14—24) 0 Epa+Epip+ 51— Iy(2p—1y) \épm cos( ®111 8; l\épm sin 8111(0))))
N prv (t)cos(®py (1)) +iv/prv (t)sin(Opy (t
0 ts(]A—)zA) l(]B_>23) EpZA +Ep23+ oy
V/pi(t)cos(©;(t)) +iv/pi(t)sin(O(t)) t)cos(Oy(t)) — sin (©(1)
_ d \/p” cos(@u(t))—l—z\/p” (¢)sin(®(t) _ \/p” Jeos(®p(t)) — h \/pu )sin( ®11 (105)
dt | /pui(t)cos(@p (1)) + in/puu (t)sin(® (1)) pi(t)cos( ®111 (1) — P (t)sin( ®111
\/plv t)cos( ®1V(t))+i\/p1v( t)sin(@py (1)) piv(t)cos(Opy (1)) — prv ()sin(Opy ( t))



and equivalently we can write

2

(Epia+Epip+ ﬁ) p1(t)cos(®r(t)) + (tr(2,—1,))V P (t)cos(®p (1)) +

d
—(tim(25—515)) V Pr(t)sin(®rr () + (tgr(2, —51,)) V Prr(t)cos(Opir (1)) — (Eim(2, - 1,)) P111(l)sin(®111(t)):—hE\/m(l)Sin(Gh(t))
(tsim(25—15)) V P11 (t)cos(O1 (1)) +tore(2,—1,)V Pr(t)sin(Orr (1)) + (tim(2, —1,))V P11 (t)cos (O (1)) +tyre(2, —1,) V P (t)sin(@pr (1)),

=10/ piDeos(®10)
q2

(Epia +Ep23+dlA 23) pui(t)cos(®rr(t)) + (tyr(1,-24) )V P1(t)cos(O (1)) — tyim(1,2,) V P1 (1) sin(O; (1)) +

d
(tsr(2a510) V P1v (£)cos(Ory (1)) —tsim(2,—1,) V P1v (1)sin(Ory (1)) = —h—+/ i (1)sin(®p (1)) (106)
(tsim(13—25)) V P1(t)cOS(Or (1)) +Lgye(1,—24) V PI(E)SIN(Or (1)) + (tgim(2,—1,))V P1v (£)cos(Ory (1)) + tyre(2, 1) V P1v (t)sin(@py (1)),
pII(I)COS(GH(t))
2

q
Epoa+E,ip+——
(Ep P dZAle)

pui(t)cos(®ur (1)) + (tyr (2, 14)) V P1v (1)cos(Opy (1)) — tgim(2,—1,)V Piv () sin(Opy (1)) +

(tsr(14—520) V P1(1)€0s(O1 (1)) = Lyim(1,2,4) Pl(f)Sin(@)I(f)):*h% pur(t)sin(®pp (1)) (107)
(tsim(1,—24)) V P1(t)cos(Or (1)) +Lgre(1,—2,) V PI()SIN(Or (1)) + (tsim(25—1,))V P1v (1) cos(Ory (1)) + L2, —1,) V P1v (t)sin(Opy (1)),
purr(t)cos(Op (1))
2

q
(E oA+ Ennp+
r r dra—28

IV v (t)cos(®ry () + (t4r(1,-52,) )V Prir(t)cos(@rir (1)) — tyin(1,—52,) V/ Prr () sin(@pry (1)) +

d
(sr(1,—24) V P1()cos(Orr (1)) = Lgim(1,2,) pll(t)Sin(®11(t)):—hE piv (t)sin(®py (1)) (108)
(tsim(1,—24)) V P1r(t)cos(Ogt)) +tgro(1, 2,0V P11 (1) sin(Or1 (1)) + (tgim(1,—25) )V P11t (1) cos(Orrr () + tyre(1,—24) V P1i () sin (O (1)),
plv(t)cos(®1v(t))
(109)

The established relation can be written in the compact form as



2
0 (Epra+Epip+ gi1p) (sim(2g—15)) (5 (25+15)) (sim(24 1)) (5 (24 14)) 0 0
2
(Ep1a+Epip+ gri—p) 0 (5rag—1p)) (tim(2g—15)) (24 1,)) (sim(24+14)) 0 0
TOEECN0) +/ P
(sim(152)) (sre(15-52p)) 0 , (Ep1a+Epop+ gri0) 0 0 (sim(24—1,)) (524 14)) pl,((z))mx((@,l(f( ))) - pI,((t)un((QII(r( ;
t Oy (1 0 Oy (r
(t5re(1552p)) (sim(15-2)) (Epia+Epp+ %;77723) 0 0 0 (sr(24—1,)) (5im(24—1,)) %(,);ﬂ,:(@g([ | oa| - %(,)Z,",: @Z(, D)
2 i 0eos® ) | ="t | +/pri0eos®@ )
Usim(14-2,4)) (Usim(1,4-24)) 0 0 0 , (Epa+Epip+ g p) Usim(2p-+1p)) Usim(2g-15)) p’,’,’, (z)un(@,[,I,I(r)) - pl,[,[, (l)\m(@,lllll(t))
1y Decos@py () +v/pry Deos@py (1)
(Usim(1,52,)) (tsim(14-52,)) 0 0 (Ep2a+Ep1+ g 0 Usim(25-+1p)) (sr(2p-1)) o ) LV o R )
0 0 (t5r(1,4-2,)) (im(14-24)) (sim(15—25)) (t5r(15-25)) 0 (Epaa+Epop+ 750
2
0 0 (tgim(1,24)) (t5r(1,4—24)) (sim(15—25)) (t5r(15—25)) (Epoa+Epop+ ) 0
and equivalently we have
V1 Dcos(® (1)) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 —/Pr@)sin(©p (1)) 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 +/pp(t)cos(®p (1)) 0 0 0 0 0
2 0 0 0 —/pp(0)sin(®y (1)) 0 0 0 0 «
0 0 0 0 /P11 (0)cos(©77 (1)) 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 =Py (1)sin(@ppy (1)) 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 +V/p1y Deos(©py (1) 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 —/ppv (D)sin(®py (1))
2
0 , (Epra+Ep1p+ g0) (sim(2p 1)) (5 (2515)) (lsim(24—14)) (sr(2q—14)) 0 0
(Ep1a+Epis+ gri—p) 0 (tyr(25—1p)) (im(2p—15)) (r(2p—14)) (sim(24—14)) 0 0
2
(sim(15-25)) (sre(15-2p)) 0 , (Epra+Epap+ gron) 0 0 (sim(24—1,4)) (524 —14))
y (5re(15-525)) (5im(15—25)) (Ep1a+Epp+ gri—0) 0 0 0 (g2 —14)) (tsim(2p—14)) .
2
(yim(1,4524)) (tyim(1,424)) 0 0 0 Epa+Epip+ g p) (im(2p—+15)) (im(2p—+15))
2
(sim(14-24)) (sim(1,4—24)) 0 0 (Epoa +Ep1p+ ) 0 (sim(2p—15)) (sr(2p—1p))
0 0 (sr(14—24)) (im(14—-24)) (sim(15—25)) (sr(15-52p)) 0 (Epa+Epap+ g7 —0)
2
0 0 (tsim(14—2,4)) (5r(14—24)) (sim(15-25)) (5 (15-25)) (Epoa +Epop+ ﬂh) 0
1
VP @eox(®;0) ! 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 Jrrin®; 1) ! 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 NCOETCD) ! 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 Vi @sin©770) ! ’ 0 0 .
’ ’ ’ ’ Voo @) ! 0 0
’ ’ ’ ’ ’ V@) ’ ’
0 0 0 0 0 0 Vprv (D)cos(Opy (1)) (])
’ ’ ’ ‘ ‘ ’ ’ Vo eost@y )
\/pr(t)cos(©y (1)) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 \/py(t)cos(©f)
0 Vpr()sin(®p(1)) 0 0 0 0 0 0 \/p1()sin(©f)
0 0 V11 (0)cos(@y (1)) 0 0 0 0 0 VP11 ()cos(®Opy)
y 0 0 0 P11 @sin(@7(1)) 0 0 0 0 Vo @sineg) |
0 0 0 0 Vi (t)eos(®pyp (1)) 0 0 0 Vi @cos@©py) |
0 0 0 0 0 i1 (D)sin(®ppy (1)) 0 0 i1 ()sin(®yyy)
0 0 0 0 0 0 Py (D)cos(Oyy (1)) 0 Vpry W)cos(Opy )
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1y Wsin(®py (1) prv @)sin(@py)
pr@)cos(O7 (1)) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 +1/pr@cos(©; (1)) pi(t)(cos(®; (’)))Z 1)
0 —/pr()sin(©; (1)) 0 0 0 0 0 0 —/pr()sin(® (1)) m(r)(rin(@:(t))) Pat)
0 0 /I Dcos(©y (1)) 0 0 0 0 0 /P11 Dcos(®g (1)) pr1(1)(cos(®y; <z>>>2 P30
Y 0 0 0 =P (0)sin(®p (1)) 0 0 0 0 wnd | /P @)sin(®r (1)) 1y (0)(sin(@7 (1)) | _, d | palr) am
0 0 0 0 +/prr(cos(®pr (1)) 0 0 0 dr | + Plll( )009(6111( ) Py (t)(cos(®py (i r)))2 dr | ps(1)
0 0 0 0 0 ~V/p111@)sin(®py7 (1) 0 0 =V Pur()sin(®yy1 (1)) P (1) (sin(©p7(1)))? pe(1)
0 0 0 0 0 0 +\/pry (t)cos(®py (1)) 0 +ppy ( )ws(@lv(l)) v (1)(605(91‘/(1)))2 p7(1)
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 —/p1y Wsin(®py (1)) —/p1y @)sin(®py (1)) 2 pg(0)

prv (1) (sin(®py (1))



The S matrix from classical epidemic model can be written as

pi(t) sii(t)  si2(t) s13(0)  s1a(t) sis(1) sie(t) sia(t)  sis(0)\ [pi(r) pi(r)
pa(t) s2,1(1)  s22(1)  523(t) s24(r) s25() s26(t) s27(1) s28(2) | | P2(7) pa(t)
p3(t) s3,1(t)  s32(t) s33(1)  s34(r) s35(1) s36(r) s37(r) s38(r) | | p3(2) p3(t)
o | Pa() | _ [ san(®)  sap(t) saz(t) saa(t) sas(t) sae(t) saz(t) sas) | | pa(t) | _ d | palt)
S(r) = =
ps(t) ss, (1) ssp(t)  ss3(t) ssa(t) sss(t) sse(t) ssa(t) ssg() | | ps(e) | dr | ps(t)
pe(1) se.1(1)  s62(t) s63(1) sealt) s65(t) seo6(t) s67(t) ses(t) | | polt) Pe(1)
p(t) s7.0(1)  s72(1)  s73(t) s74(1) s75() s76(0) s77(1) s78() | | P2(7) pi(t)
ps(t) s1(r) sso(t) sg3(r) ssalt) sss(r) sse(t) ss7(t) sss(r)) \ps(t) ps(1)
and can be written in relation to 2 coupled single electron devices as
spa() os1p0) s 30 spa) sy s s s1700 s 8(0)
10 20 s30) s s s60) 700 sg(0)
5300 53200 53300 53400 s3s50) s36(0)  s37(0)  s38(0)
0= s () sq()  sg3(0)  sqq(n) sy s( sq6()  saq()  sag() | _
- vS7|(t) .vs72(t) 553(1) 55.4(1) s5.5(1 s5.6(1) s55.7(1) ss8(0) |
s61(0)  s62(0)  s63()  sealt)  ses() se6()  se7(t)  seg(t)
s70(0)  s7a) 5730 57400 s7s5() s76(0)  s770) s78(0)
s3.1()  sgo()  sg3()  sgal)  sgs() sge() sg () sgg(r)
/p1@)cos(® (1)) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 —\/p()sin(©y (1)) 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 /P11 cos(®y (1) 0 0 0 0 0
_2 0 0 0 —/pi @sin(©p7 (1)) 0 0 0 0 y
7 0 0 0 0 +V/Pri@cos(@ (1)) 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 =V Py (1)sin(@ppy (1)) 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 +/pry (t)cos(Oy (1)) 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 —/pry (0)sin(®py (1))
2
Im(Epia+Epip +Re(Epip+Epig+ m) (5im(2p—1p)) g —1p)) (sim(2,—1,4)) (524 —14)) 0 0
2
—Re(Epia+Epip+ %;17713) Im(Ep1a+Epip ~(r2p1)) (5im(25—15)) (Hsr(2414)) (sim(24—1,4)) 0 0
sim(15-525)) (tsre(15-525)) Im(Epia+Epp) . +Re(Epia+Epop+ gri—n) 0 0 (tsim(24 14)) (52, 1))
; (s (15525)) Hlsim(1552p)) “Re(Ep1a+Epop+ grin) Im(Ep15 +Epop) 0 0 Hlyr2p—1,4)) (tsim(2,—1,4)) y
2
(Hyim(14-2,4)) (sr(14-24)) 0 0 Im(Epp +Ep1p) +Re(Epoa +Epip+ g i) (sim(2g—15)) (sr(25-1p))
2
(Flor(14-24)) (yim(14—24)) 0 0 “Re(Eyoa +Epip+ gri ) Im(Epop +Ep1B) ly(2g—1g)) (t5im(2p—15))
’ 0 lsim(14+24)) (sr(14—24)) lim(15-25)) Usr(1525)) Im(Epoa +Epp) N HRe(Eppa +Epop+ g )
0 0 (Har(14-24)) (Hsim(14-2,)) (yr(152g)) (im(15-25)) “Re(Epo +Epap + 770 Im(Epop +Epop)
S S
Jrreos(®; 1) ! 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 NCOEC0) ? 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 VP11 (t)cos(© (1)) (1] 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 P11 (0)sin(®p7 (1)) (1] 0 0 0 _ {gljz]_
’ ’ ’ ’ Vo Weos(®) ’ ‘ ‘
0 0 0 0 0 o1 Osin(07;(1) ? 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 N OER ) 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1

Vv 0)cos(®py (1)

(112)

(113)



Matrix S is given as s, -

2 VR[] VR[] Relp; 1)) Relp (1)) /R[]
Im(EF1A+Eé’lB) - FRAEp1a Ep1BF ) m(pr ) (sim(25—1)) /Re((p”((r))) Hsr(2p—15)) Im((p”((r)) (Usim(24 1)) /Ry(,(;,,,((z)) (g ZA"]A))a/Im(p(”((r)) 0
VIm(py (1)) VIm(p[(1)) VIm(py (1)) VIm(py (1)) Im(py (1))
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and matrix S, is given as
r 0
0
(ty2ym1) Re(py (1)
SEAA) T Im(ppy (1))
(i 1) VIm(py (1)
sim(24 =1 /Tm(pyy ()
$2= o ) Vel 0)
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and with
Re(pi(t)) Re(pi(t))
Im(pi(t)) Im(pi(t))
Re(pu (1)) Re(pr(t))
21608 Im(pu(t)) | _ d | Im(pu(t)) 114
. l(t)7 z(t) R - R b ( )
h e(pii(t)) dt | Re(pm(t))
Im(p(t)) Im(pyp(t))
Re(prv(t)) Re(pv (1))
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with
2
Re(pi(t)) = cos(Oy(t)) pi(1), (115)
2
Im(py(t)) = sin(Oy(t)) " pi(t), (116)
2
Re(pu(t)) = cos(®u (1)) pu(t), (117)
. 2
Im(py(t)) = sin(@(t)) pu(t), (118)
2
Re(pyri(t)) = cos(®p(t)) " pri(t), (119)
: 2
Im(pi(t)) = sin(®p (1)) pu (t), (120)
2
Re(prv (1)) = cos(Ov (1)) prv (1), (121)
. 2
Im(pv(t)) = sin(@py (¢))"prv (). (122)

(123)

After conducted considerations it becomes explictly visible that usage of magnetic Aharonov-Bohm effect will have impact on the occupancy of nodes
(14,18),(14,28),(24,15),(24,25). Let us assume that two interacting qubits are symmetric and aligned along x axes. In such case we need to renormalize



phases dynamics with time so (1) — O;(r) 4 (Ax(14,1) +A(1p,1))ALE, Op(t) — O (1) + (Ax(1a,1) +Ax(2,1))ALE, Oppy(t) — Oy (1) 4 (Ax(24,1) +Ax(1p,1))ALE,
O (t) = O (t) + (Ac(24,1) +Ax(28,1))ALF, where SL is the diameter each of 4 quantum dots and e is elementary charge of electron. Such situation was described
by means of Schroedinger formalism in [18]. Furthermore the noninvasive detection of charge movement by single electron devices [26] can also be also mapped
to epidemic model. Various analytical solutions of tight-binding model that can be used in epidemic model can be found in [28], [29], [13], [30].



Here we have assumed that there is possible escape of electron(s) from the system of quantum dots to outside environment
by tunneling from the system of 2 coupled quantum dots what can be reflected in imaginary values of Ej1a, Epa, Epis,
Ep. Furthermore we can also assume that electron is being injected to the structure of 2 coupled quantum dots what also
corresponds to non-zero imaginary value of Ej14, Epoa, Epip, Epop and is denoted as Im(Ep14), Im(Epoa), Im(Ep1), Im(Ep).
Presence of electrons at positions (1A,1B),(1A,2B), (2A,1B), (2A,2B) is reflected by probabilities p;(t) + p2(¢), p3(t) + pa(t),
ps(t)+ pe(t), p7(t) + ps(t). Dependence of evolution of quantum phases ©;(¢),®; ()0 (1),0v (¢) is encoded by square of
tangents of phases given by tan(®;(1))> = %’ tan(®y(1))* = %, tan(®py (1)) = %, tan(®py (1))? = %' If tight-binding
model is time-independent the evolution of phase can be tracked in unique way by classical epidemic model. Furthermore
matrix S(t) of classical epidemic model can be determined in unique way, since all its eigenstates and eigenvectors can be
determined analytically. This is not the case of bigger matrices than 4 by 4. Furthermore one can incorporate the noise in case
of 2 coupled position based qubits with use of delta functions and such situation can also be mapped to classical epidemic
model. We notice that for the case of coupled position based qubits system expressed by matrix N by N and N possible states
we have mapping to classical epidemic model with obtained matrix $ that has dimension 2N by 2N and it described evolution
of 2N classical states in the framework of stochastic finite state machine.

XI. CONCLUSIONS

The obtained results shows that quantum mechanical phenomena might be almost entirely simulated by classical statistical
model. It includes the quantum like entanglement and superposition of states. Therefore coupled epidemic models expressed
by classical systems in terms of classical physics can be the base for possible incorporation of quantum technologies and in
particular for quantum like computation and quantum like communication. In the conduced computations Wolfram software
was used [23]]. All work presented at [25]], [13]] can be expressed by classical epidemic model. It is expected that time crystals
can be also described in the given framework [[14], [15]. It is open issue to what extent we can parameterize various condensed
matter phenomena by stochastic finite state machine [21]].
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