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Abstract

Direct optimal control theory for quantum dynamical problems presents itself as an interesting alternative to the
traditional indirect optimal control. The method relies on the first discretize and then optimize paradigm, where a
discretization of the dynamical equations leads to a nonlinear optimization problem. It has been applied successfully
to the control of a bistable system where the wavepacket had been approximated by a parameterized Gaussian, leading
to a semiclassical set of equations of motion (A. R. Ramos Ramos, O. Kühn, Front. Phys. 9 (2021) 615168). Moti-
vated by these results, in the present paper we extend the application of the method to the case of exact wavepacket
propagation using the example of a generic Fermi-resonance model. In particular we address the question how popu-
lation of the involved overtone state can be avoided such as to reduce the effect of intramolecular vibrational energy
redistribution. A methodological advantage is that direct optimal control theory offers flexibility when choosing the
running cost, since there is no need to compute functional derivatives and coupling terms as in the case of indirect
optimal control. We exploit this fact to include state populations in the running cost, which allows their optimization.
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1. Introduction

Controlling molecular quantum dynamics with laser
light has become a mature research area [1]. On the ex-
perimental side feedback control has been very success-
ful [2–4], for simulations optimal control theory (OCT)
is the workhorse for about three decades [1, 5–8]. Tradi-
tionally one distinguishes global and local optimal con-
trol, depending on whether information on the whole
time interval is included into the pulse determination or
not [9]. The original OCT has been extended into sev-
eral directions to take into account, for instance, con-
straints on the laser pulse spectra such as to accommo-
date experimental conditions [10] or to trigger quan-
tum logic operations [11]. The latter is an example
of so-called multi-target optimization, which had been
developed in Ref. [12] in the context of control of in-
tramolecular vibrational redistribution (IVR). In Ref. 12
IVR was exploited to the advantage of the control aim.
In general, however, IVR is considered being a factor
limiting control yields [13, 14] Unwanted loss chan-
nels due to IVR and decoherence or, in the strong field
case, (multiple) ionization have been the driving force
behind the development of methods incorporating state-
dependent constraints. Here, an unwanted subspace is
identified whose population shall be kept at minimum.
Palao et al. [15] developed a monotonically convergent
Krotov type method for a functional which integrates
the expectation value of projector onto an unwanted
subspace over the propagation time interval. The perfor-
mance was demonstrated for Rb2 including three poten-
tial energy curves. Transitions between two electronic
states were driven while suppressing the population of
the third state. Later applications included the control of
coherence in a six-level Λ-system, avoiding population
of an intermediate and certain spectator states to poten-
tially enhance a coherent anti-Stokes Raman scattering
(CARS) signal [16] or the control of rotation of a lin-
ear molecule by excluding certain rotational levels such
as to tune the time for free rotation [17]. The respec-
tive method had been proposed in Ref. 18 as a means
to minimize relaxation effects. It should be noted that
these global OCT formulations had a predecessor in lo-
cal optimal control, i.e. the so-called optical paralysis
discussed by Malinovsky and coworkers in the 1990s.
These authors could show that vibrational dynamics in
the electronic ground state can be triggered via impul-
sive stimulated Raman scattering without population of
the electronically excited state. This can be achieved
solely by manipulating the phase of the field [19].

Global OCT is an indirect method which follows
the first optimize and then discretize paradigm. Here

the condition of optimality on the performance func-
tional leads to a set of coupled Schrödinger equations
that are solved using iterative forward-backward sweep
methods. From all explored algorithms to find the sta-
tionary solution of the coupled Schrödinger equations,
the Krotov method is most commonly used because it
guarantees monotonic convergence [20]. By construc-
tion any change in the performance functional leads to
a different set of working equations and thus a modi-
fication of the Krotov algorithm is needed, as shown,
e.g., for time-dependent targets [21], unitary transfor-
mations [22], constrained laser spectra [10], state de-
pendent constraints [15] or final time optimization [17].

Direct optimal control, in contrast, relies on the first
discretize and then optimize paradigm. It converts the
initial optimal control problem into a nonlinear opti-
mization problem after direct discretization of the per-
formance functional. Direct optimal control comes with
the advantage that there is no need to analytically solve
for the stationarity condition of the performance func-
tional. Thus, a wide variety of terms can be included in
the performance functional in a plug-and-play fashion
without tedious derivations. Additionally, otherwise
fixed quantities like the final time and the initial state
could be also subject to optimization. Although be-
ing popular, for instance, in applied mathematics [23],
engineering [24], and biology [25], an application to
quantum molecular dynamics has been presented only
recently in Ref. 26. In that paper we have provided
a proof-of-principle study focusing on the control of a
wavepacket in a bistable potential. Thereby, the quan-
tum dynamics has been approximated by propagation of
a single Gaussian wavepacket.

The goal of the present paper is to provide a first ap-
plication of direct optimal control to trigger quantum
dynamics beyond the Gaussian wavepacket approxima-
tion with state dependent constraints. Specifically, we
will focus on the situation of a Fermi resonance between
the fundamental transition of a stretching vibration and
the first overtone transition of the associated bending vi-
bration. Fermi-resonance interaction in hydrogen bonds
is known for its effect on the absorption lineshape [27].
It also provides the pathway for rapid IVR in hydrogen
bonds upon excitation of the hydrogen stretching vibra-
tion [28, 29]. The questions to be addressed here are
whether (i) a stretching vibration can be prepared with-
out simultaneous bending overtone excitation and (ii)
if the stretching excitation once prepared can be effec-
tively decoupled from the bending overtone such as to
reduce Fermi-resonance mediated IVR. These questions
can be put into the more general context of manipulat-
ing zero-order states with taylored laser fields [30–32].
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The paper is organized as follows: Section 2 will
briefly summarize the theoretical framework of direct
optimal control theory; the Fermi-resonant model will
be introduced in Section 3; in Section 4 we will focus
on different control scenarios chosen such as to illustrate
the capabilities of the approach and finally, a summary
will be given in Section 5.

2. Direct Optimal Control Theory (DOCT)

In the following we will apply DOCT to a system
with Hamiltonian Ĥ0 coupled to an electric field within
dipole approximation, ĤF(t). The total Hamiltonian
reads in the Schrödinger picture

Ĥ(t) = Ĥ0 + ĤF(t) , (1)

with ĤF(t) = −µ̂E(t). Note that we will not consider
effects due to the vector character of dipole moment,
µ̂, and field, E(t). For the time-dependent Schrödinger
equation it is convenient to switch to the interaction
representation with respect to Ĥ0, i.e. |Ψ(I)(t)〉 =

exp(iĤ0t/~)|Ψ(t)〉, in order to obtain a smoother dynam-
ics,

i~
∂

∂t
|Ψ(I)(t)〉 = Ĥ(I)

F (t)|Ψ(I)(t)〉 . (2)

Suppose that the eigenvalue equation of the system has
been solved, i.e. Ĥ0|m〉 = Em|m〉 (m = 1, . . . ,Mmax), Eq.
(2), can be projected to the eigenstate |m〉 which gives
the two equations

∂

∂t
<〈m|Ψ(I)(t)〉 = −

1
~

E(t)
∑

n

µmn

[
cos(ωmnt)=〈n|Ψ(I)(t)〉

+ sin(ωmnt)<〈n|Ψ(I)(t)〉
]
, (3)

∂

∂t
=〈m|Ψ(I)(t)〉 =

1
~

E(t)
∑

n

µmn
[
cos(ωmnt)<〈n|Ψ(I)(t)〉

− sin(ωmnt)=〈n|Ψ(I)(t)〉
]
, (4)

where µmn = 〈m|µ̂|n〉 and ωmn = (Em − En)/~. The
system of dynamic equations (3)-(4) can be cast into the
following form:

ȧ(t) = f [a(t),u(t), k, t] , (5)

where we defined the state vector a(t) =

(<〈m|Ψ(I)(t)〉,=〈m|Ψ(I)(t)〉)T with m = 1, . . . ,Mmax.
Further, u(t) = E(t) is the external laser field and k is a
set of time-independent parameters.

The general control problem can be formulated as fol-
lows [7, 26, 33–35]: Given a performance functional of
the form

J[a,u, k] = T [a(tf), k, tf] +

∫ tf

t0
R[a(t),u(t), k, t] dt ,

(6)
where T and R are the terminal and running cost, re-
spectively, the task is to find on the interval t ∈ [t0, tf]
the state trajectory a(t), external control u(t), and the
set of static parameters k that minimize the functional
J[a,u, k]. The minimization is performed subject to
the differential constraints eq. (5) in the interval t ∈
[t0, tf]. Further, there can be path constraints

hL ≤ h[a(t),u(t), k, t] ≤ hU , (7)

and event constraints such as

eL ≤ e[F[a(t),u(t)], k, t0, tf] ≤ eU . (8)

Here, the subscript L and and U denotes the lower and
upper boundary, respectively, defining the constraints.
Notice that in contrast to path constraints, event con-
straints are time-independent, but could include a func-
tional, F, of, e.g., the state trajectory or the external con-
trol.

For the present illustration our goal is as follows:
Given some initial state |Ψ(t0)〉 = |Φi〉, characterized
by the parameters ai, find a laser field E(t) such that
the overlap is maximized between the time-evolved final
state at t = tf , |Ψ(tf)〉, and some target state |Φt〉, charac-
terized by the parameters at. Simultaneously, minimize
the energy input of the laser field and the projection onto
some unwanted states during the whole time interval.

Thus the terminal cost is given by (notice the minus
sign because the performance functional will be mini-
mized and we want to maximize the overlap)

T [a(tf), k, tf] = −
∣∣∣〈Φt|Ψ(tf)〉

∣∣∣2 . (9)

The running cost will be chosen as follows

R[a(t),u(t), k, t] = R1[u(t), t] + R2[a(t)] (10)

R1[u(t), t] = κ
|E(t)|2

s(t)
(11)

R2[a(t)] = 〈Ψ(t)|Π̂|Ψ(t)〉 . (12)

The first term, R1[E(t), t], provides a penalty for the
field intensity scaled by the parameter κ: smaller val-
ues of κ allow for larger field intensities and vice versa.
Further, we have included a shape function s(t) =

sin2 ([π/(tf − t0)](t − t0))+ε, which ensures that the field

3



increases(decreases) slowly when turned on(off) [36].
Note that ε is a small parameter introduced to avoid di-
vision by zero and numerical problems at times t = t0
and t = tf . For the applications below we have used
ε = 0.005.

The second term, R2[a(t)], in the running cost defines
penalties for populations of certain quantum states |φi〉

via the operator

Π̂ =

nR∑
i=1

κi|φi〉〈φi| , (13)

whose expectation value is minimized over the com-
plete trajectory. The set of parameters κi scales the
penalty for the population of each state |φi〉 individually
and they could be positive or negative, depending if we
want to minimize or maximize respectively the popula-
tion of |φi〉. It is important to note that this contrasts with
the traditional approach in multi-target OCT where the
populations of the states that should be minimized are
only included in the terminal cost [12].

According to Refs. 26 and 35, there could be path and
event constraints. For the application presented below
we don’t use any path constraints, but event constraints.
Given the event

e[a(t0), F[E(t)]] =

 a(t0)∫ tf
t0

E(t)dt

 , (14)

upper and lower bounds will be chosen equal as follows

eL = eU =

(
ai

0

)
. (15)

Hence, the parameters of the initial state are fixed and
not subject to optimization. Further, we enforce the
zero-net-force condition by demanding that F[E(t)] =∫ tf

t0
E(t)dt = 0 [37].

The optimization problem will be solved using a di-
rect method, i.e. by means of discretization of the dif-
ferential equations. The PSOPT package will be used
for this task [35]. Specifically, we have used trapezoidal
discretization with 800 nodes, which offers a good bal-
ance between accuracy and speed for the present case;
for details on the numerical performance see Ref. 26.

3. Model System

We consider the basic model for a Fermi-resonance
interaction between fundamental and first overtone tran-
sitions. Here, two harmonic modes, q1 and q2, are cou-

pled by a third-order anharmonicity. The system Hamil-
tonian can be written as

Ĥ0 =

2∑
i=1

~ωi

2

(
−
∂2

∂q2
i

+ q2
i

)
+ γ~ω2q1q2

2 . (16)

Here, qi are the dimensionless oscillator coordinates
(length scale for mass-weighted coordinates λi =
√
~/ωi) and we assumed for simplicity an exact reso-

nance between the fundamental transition of q1 and the
first overtone of q2, i.e. ω1 = 2ω2. Below, all energies
will be given in units of ~ω2. The parameter γ is the di-
mensionless coupling strength for which a value of γ =

0.07 has been chosen to provide a moderate coupling
For the dipole moment a linear model with equal mag-
nitudes was assumed, i.e. µ̂(q1, q2) = µ0(q1/

√
2 + q2),

where the factor 1/
√

2 is due to the scaling to dimen-
sionless coordinates.

Figure 1: Harmonic oscillator energies corresponding to (a) q1, (b)
q2, and (c) eigenenergies of the anharmonic model. Panel (d) contains
a decomposition of the eigenstates into the harmonic oscillator basis
(cf. Eq. (17)).

The product basis |n1, n2〉 formed by the harmonic os-
cillator states (zero-order states) can be used to expand
the eigenstates of Eq. (16) in a truncated Hilbert space
of dimension (N1 + 1) × (N2 + 1)

|m〉 =

N1∑
n1=0

N2∑
n2=0

Cn1,n2 (m) |n1, n2〉 . (17)

The corresponding eigenenergies will be labeled Em. In
the numerical implementation we have chosen N1 = 9
and N2 = 19 giving a total of 200 eigenstates after di-
agonalization, from which we will retain the lowest 18
for the dynamics simulations in sections 4.1 and 4.2,
and 37 for the ones present in section 4.3. Higher lying
states turned out to be marginally populated as has been
checked by test calculations using the optimized field
and a larger basis (up to 60 states). The differences for
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Figure 2: State-selective excitation of a Fermi-resonance pair, depen-
dence on the penalty parameter κ1: (a) final population of state |1, 0〉,
(b) integrated population of states |0, 2〉, |0, 3〉, |1, 1〉 and |1, 2〉.

the cases shown below have been a few percent at most.
Energies and characterization of eigenstates in terms of
the harmonic oscillator basis are given in Fig. 1.

The dipole matrix follows accordingly, in particu-
lar we have for the transition from the ground to the
Fermi-resonance pair states (m = 2, 3) 〈m|µ̂|0〉 ∝
C1,0(m)〈1, 0|q1|0, 0〉, i.e. due to the linearity of the
dipole operator only the fundamental transition of the
high-frequency oscillator contributes oscillator strength
(about 50% each for m = 2 and 3) The fundamental
transition of the lower-frequency mode is a pure excita-
tion according to Fig. 1. On the other hand, the overtone
transition into the Fermi-resonance has a dipole matrix
element 〈m|µ̂|0, 1〉 ∝ C1,0(m)〈1, 0|(q1/

√
2 + q2)|0, 1〉 +

C0,2(m)〈0, 2|q2|0, 1〉. The first term describes a simulta-
neous deexcitation of q2 and an excitation of q1 and the
second term the excitation of the overtone of q2. Be-
low we will refer to this mechanism as the indirect and
direct pathway, respectively.

The optimal laser field will be analyzed employing a
time window with shape

G(t, t′) =

1 |t − t′| ≤ w
2

exp
[
−

(|t−t′ |− w
2 )2

2σ2

]
|t − t′| > w

2 .
(18)

The parameter w, chosen as w = 17 ω−1
2 , describes the

temporal width of the window, whereas σ = 2 ω−1
2 gives

its decay, and t′ is the center of the window, which has
been scanned from t0 + w/2 to tf − w/2.
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Figure 3: State-selective excitation of a Fermi-resonance pair: Popu-
lation dynamics of state (a) |1, 0〉 and (b) |0, 2〉 for different values of
κ1. For κ1 = 0.02 ω2 the population of the most relevant states are
shown in (c) and the most relevant coherences are shown in (d).

4. Results

The anharmonic coupling between the zero-order
states |1, 0〉 and |0, 2〉 has the effect that an excitation of
state |1, 0〉 provokes a population transfer to state |0, 2〉,
and vice versa. The state |0, 2〉 in turn could provide a
gateway for rapid IVR. In order to illustrate the DOCT
approach, in the following three scenarios will be dis-
cussed which eventually aim at preparing or maintain-
ing a high population in state |1, 0〉while simultaneously
having a small population in state |0, 2〉. Notice that in
all examples we will focus exclusively on the given time
interval, i.e. we do not consider the system dynamics
beyond the final time where both states will exchange
population according to the strength of the Fermi-
resonance coupling. Further, we checked that for the
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Figure 4: State-selective excitation of a Fermi-resonance pair: Optimal field (first row) and time dependent power spectrum (second row) for
different values of κ1.

used field strengths the effect of field-dressing is small,
i.e. it will not be considered when discussing the mech-
anisms of laser control. For the analysis we will con-
sider the density matrix with respect to the zero-order
states, i.e. ρn1,n2;m1,m2 (t) = 〈Ψ(t)|m1,m2〉〈n1, n2|Ψ(t)〉.
For quantum states |i〉, changes in the population are
related to coherences via ρ̇ii = (2/~)Im

∑
j Vi jρ ji if

Vi j is the matrix element of the coupling. Likewise
within lowest-order of perturbation theory one has ρ̇i j =

−iωi jρi j − (i/~)Vi j(ρii − ρ j j) [38]. Hence, changes in
populations are driven by coherences and vice versa.

4.1. State-selective excitation of Fermi-resonance pair

The objective of this section is to maximize the pop-
ulation of state |1, 0〉 after a given final time, and at the
same time minimize the population of |0, 2〉 over the
complete duration of the laser pulse. This way, any IVR
starting from state |0, 2〉 would be suppressed. To ac-
complish this task we have set |Φi〉 = |0, 0〉, |Φt〉 = |1, 0〉,
nR = 1 and |φ1〉 = |0, 2〉, the initial time t0 = 0, the fi-
nal time tf = 160 ω−1

2 , κ = 0.2 (µ0/~ω2)2 and κ1 ranged
from 0 to 0.2ω2 in steps of 0.01ω2.

Results for the final population of |1, 0〉 and the inte-
gral of the population of |0, 2〉 are shown in Figure 2(a)
and (b), respectively. As can be seen the integrated pop-
ulation of state |0, 2〉 can be drastically reduced while
preserving an appreciable final population of state |1, 0〉.
In order to understand the laser-driven dynamics one
should inspect the state populations and the coherences
in Fig. 3 together with the field analysis in Fig. 4.

Let us first consider the case of κ1 = 0, i.e. there
is no penalty for populating state |0, 2〉. At the final
time the target state |1, 0〉 is populated by about 85%.
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Figure 5: Suppressing overtone and combination transitions, (a) Fi-
nal population of state |1, 0〉, (b) integrated population of states |0, 2〉,
|0, 3〉, |1, 1〉 and |1, 2〉.
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Figure 6: Suppressing overtone and combination transitions: Popula-
tion dynamics of state (a) |1, 0〉 and (b) |0, 2〉 for different values of κ1.
For κ1 = 0.02 ω2 the population of the most relevant states are shown
in (c) and the most relevant coherences are shown in (d).

According to Figs. 3 and 4(a) the pulse initially popu-
lates state |1, 0〉 directly, before a ladder-climbing path-
way |0, 0〉 → |0, 1〉 → |0, 2〉 sets in. The latter can be
inferred from the dominance of the frequency ω2 after
about 75 ω−1

2 . The actual laser-driven state population
is superimposed by the inherent system dynamics. This
can be seen by the depopulation of |1, 0〉 around 75 ω−1

2 ,
but even more so by the population flow between |0, 2〉
and |1, 0〉 toward the end of the time interval when the
laser field is slowly switched-off. In other words, the
control mechanism makes use of the inherent system
dynamics.

Increasing κ1 to 0.01ω2 has little effect on the dy-
namics, but from about κ1 = 0.02ω2 there is a qual-
itative change. The initial |1, 0〉 excitation is sup-
pressed, i.e. the population of this state increases more
monotonously, and the field acts with frequencies ω1
and ω2 simultaneously, see Fig. 4(c). According to
Fig. 3(c) the state |0, 1〉 is excited, but without appre-
ciable ladder climbing, i.e. the population of |0, 2〉 re-
mains small until about t ≈ 120ω−1

2 . Inspecting the
coherences in Fig. 3(d) one notices that part of the rise
in population of |1, 0〉 is due to the indirect mechanism
|0, 0〉 → |0, 1〉 → |1, 0〉, i.e. via the coherence density
matrix element ρ1,0;0,1. This is possible due to the dipole
matrix element ∝ C1,0(m)〈1, 0|(q1/

√
2 + q2)|0, 1〉 as dis-

cussed above. At later times t > 100ω−1
2 the dynamics

becomes more intricate, involving besides population of
|0, 2〉 also a coupling to the second overtone |0, 3〉.

4.2. Suppressing overtone and combination transitions
According to Fig. 2(b) the suppression of |0, 2〉 ex-

citation comes at the expense of having higher ener-
getic overtone and combination transitions populated.
In terms of IVR this should, of course, be avoided.
Therefore, in the following we will include penal-
ties for the most strongly excited states, i.e {|φi〉} =

(|0, 2〉, |0, 3〉, |1, 1〉, |1, 2〉 with κi = κ1, which also has
been ranged from 0 to 0.2ω2 in steps of 0.01ω2 (nR = 4
in Eq. (13)). In Fig. 5 the final population of |1, 0〉
and the integral of the population of the states {|φi〉} are
shown. First, one can notice that indeed excitation of
these higher energetic states can be suppressed. How-
ever, it is also obvious that appreciable population of the
zero-order state |1, 0〉 cannot be achieved without hav-
ing some population in the set {|φi〉}. For large penal-
ties, both the integral populations and the target state
population converge to zero, with the field being zero as
well.

Figures 6 and 7 show state populations for particular
values of κ1 and an analysis of the control field, respec-
tively. Let us focus on the case of κ1 = 0.02ω2. In terms
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Figure 7: Suppressing overtone and combination transitions: Optimal field (first row) and time dependent power spectrum (second row) for different
values of κ1.

of the driving field, comparing Figs. 4(b) and 7(a), one
notices that while still both frequencies are present, their
amplitudes are about equal in 7(a) and the ω2 contri-
bution is less structured. The population of the target
state shown in Fig. 6(a) shows a rather monotonous rise
whereas the states with a penalty expectedly have little
population, Fig. 6(b,c). Instead the state |0, 1〉 is appre-
ciably populated. Inspecting Fig. 6(d) we conclude that
there is a direct population of the target state and the
state |0, 1〉 according to the field component at ω1 and
ω2, respectively. The large coherence ρ1,0;0,1 signifies
that again the indirect pathway plays an important role.
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Figure 8: Laser-induced decoupling of the Fermi-resonance pair: In-
tegrated population of states |1, 0〉 (a) and |0, 2〉 (b).

4.3. Laser-induced decoupling of the Fermi-resonance
pair

In the previous sections we have demonstrated that
it is possible to excite state |1, 0〉, keeping the popula-
tion of |0, 2〉 on a negligible level. The question that
we want to answer in this section is whether it is possi-
ble to maintain the population of |1, 0〉 once it has been
prepared, or, in other words, can |1, 0〉 be transiently de-
coupled from |0, 2〉.

Realization of this goal is an example for using the
running cost functional R2[a(t)], whose integral will be
maximized/minimized for the state |1, 0〉/|0, 2〉. Thus,
we have |φ1〉 = |0, 2〉, |φ2〉 = |1, 0〉, and κ2 = −κ1,
which has been ranged just as in the previous sections.
It turned that the optimal field leads to a population of
rather high energetic states. In terms of IVR this is, of
course, not a favorable situation. To cope with it, high
energetic states have been included into the running
costs such as to minimize their popultion. To this end
we have used |φ3〉 = |16〉, |φ4〉 = |17〉, . . ., |φ23〉 = |36〉
and κ3 = κ4 = ... = κ23 = κ1.

Figure 8 shows that this task can in principle be ac-
complished. While the integral population of state |1, 0〉
rise above the level of the κ1 = 0 case, the respective
population of state |0, 2〉 drops to a low level already
for small κ1. Clearly, the effect on |0, 2〉 is more pro-
nounced than that on |1, 0〉. As we will see this implies
that during the considered time interval the field will
couple |1, 0〉 to states other than |0, 2〉.

Figures 9 and 10 show state populations for particu-
lar values of κ1 and an analysis of the control field, re-
spectively. In case that κ1 = 0 complete population ex-
change is observed as expected for a coupled two-level
system with degenerate levels [38]. Upon increasing the
penalty one still observes the initial drop in population
for state |1, 0〉 as well as the subsequent rise. The fol-
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Figure 9: Laser-induced decoupling of the Fermi-resonance pair: Pop-
ulation dynamics of state (a) |1, 0〉 and (b) |0, 2〉 for different values of
κ1. For κ1 = 0.02 ω2 the population of the most relevant states are
shown in (c) and the most relevant coherences are shown in (d).

lowing decrease of population is suppressed in case of
weak penalties. With increasing penalty (κ1 = 0.2ω2)
the initial drop is not that pronounced, which holds for
the subsequent oscillation as well. Interestingly, panel
(b) shows that the zero-order dynamics of |0, 2〉 is “dis-
rupted” several times by the laser field. According to
panel (c) this proceeds by populating e.g., states |0, n2〉

with n2 = 1, 3, 4. From the coherences shown in Fig.
9(d) we notice a large element ρ1,0;0,2 following the pop-
ulation of state |0, 2〉 in panel (b) and thus giving the
Fermi-resonance mediated population exchange. The
other coherence, such as ρ1,0;0,3, are field-mediated and
serve the redirection of population flow from |0, 1〉 to
higher overtones and combination transitions.

The optimal fields corresponding to some of the val-

ues of κ1 are shown in Fig. 10. It can be seen the
fields are dominated by components at ω2, i.e. the con-
trol mechanism is only marginally involving the ground
state. Compared to the other cases, we have a broader
and more structured intensity distribution aroundω2 due
to the deviation of the energy spectrum from the har-
monic oscillator case, see Fig. 1. The intensity of these
fields are also significantly higher.

5. Summary

We have presented the first application of DOCT to
the control of the dynamics of a quantum system in a fi-
nite dimensional Hilbert space. DOCT follows the first
discretize and then optimize paradigm. This has the ad-
vantage of greater flexibility as compared to standard in-
direct OCT. The control functional including constraints
can be defined and if necessary modified without the
need for tedious derivation of working equations using
functional calculus. The disadvantage is that the solu-
tion of the nonlinear optimization task using the current
implementation is limited to about 80 dynamical vari-
ables for problems alike the present one. In addition
there is a constraint with respect to the temporal dis-
cretization to about 1000 nodes. This limits the overall
time interval depending on the rate at which, e.g., the
control field changes. It should be stressed, however,
that we did not push the numerical limits yet, i.e. all
calculations have been performed on a single node of
regular hardware.

For the purpose of illustration DOCT has been ap-
plied to control the dynamics of a Fermi-resonance,
which is a typical example of anharmonic coupling in
vibrational system such as hydrogen bonds. It is well-
know that the Fermi-resonance interaction provides the
gateway for rapid IVR of the A-H stretching vibration
via the A-H bending overtone [29]. To explore possible
control strategies avoiding this IVR pathway, three sce-
narios have been discussed. Thereby, we explored the
fact that contrary to the method presented in Ref. [15],
in DOCT there is no need to express the state-dependent
constraints in terms of maximizing the population in the
allowed space. Instead one can select the signs of the
penalties individually and thus have full control of the
populations of the respective subspaces.

First, state-selective optimization of the Fermi-
resonance pair population has been performed, i.e. max-
imization/minimization of population of the fundamen-
tal/overtone transitions. While such an optimization is
possible, it came at the expense of populating higher
overtone and combination states. Therefore, in a sec-
ond optimization such populations were suppressed. Fi-
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Figure 10: Laser-induced decoupling of the Fermi-resonance pair: Optimal field (first row) and time dependent power spectrum (second row) for
different values of κ1.

nally, we asked the question whether an already pre-
pared fundamental excitation can be transiently decou-
pled from the overtone state. Indeed this was possible,
but only at the price of populating higher excited states.
Analyzing the optimal fields and the dynamics of the
system’s density matrix it could be shown that in all
cases not only direct ladder-climbing type of transitions
play a role, but there is a substantial contribution of an
indirect pathway starting from the fundamental excita-
tion of the bending vibration and involving its deexci-
tation simultaneously to the excitation of the stretching
transition.

Of course, these examples are oversimplifications of
the situation, e.g., in real hydrogen bonds, which in-
volves coupling to further intramolecular vibrations as
well as to the surrounding solvent [28, 29]. In cases
where a mapping to a system-bath Hamiltonian with
perturbative treatment of the system-bath interaction is
possible [38], the dynamics could be described by a
quantum master equation for the reduced density ma-
trix. Although one has to consider that this increases
the number of dynamical variables there is no principal
reason why DOCT could not be applied to dissipative
dynamics.

Acknowledgments

The authors thank the Deutsche Forschungsgemein-
schaft (DFG) for financial support through the project
Ku952/10-1.

References

[1] D. Keefer, R. de Vivie-Riedle, Pathways to New Applications
for Quantum Control, Acc. Chem. Res. 51 (2018) 2279–2286.

[2] R. S. Judson, H. Rabitz, Teaching lasers to control molecules,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 68 (1992) 1500.

[3] A. Assion, T. Baumert, M. Bergt, T. Brixner, B. Kiefer,
V. Seyfried, M. Strehle, G. Gerber, Control of Chemical Reac-
tions by Feedback-Optimized Phase-Shaped Femtosecond Laser
Pulses, Science 282 (1998) 919.

[4] T. Brixner, G. Gerber, Quantum Control of Gas-Phase and
Liquid-Phase Femtochemistry, ChemPhysChem 4 (2003) 418.

[5] A. Peirce, M. Dahleh, H. Rabitz, Optimal control of quantum
mechanical systems: Existence, numerical approximations, and
applications, Phys. Rev. A 37 (1988) 4950.

[6] R. Kosloff, S. Rice, P. Gaspard, S. Tersigni, D. Tannor,
Wavepacket dancing: Achieving chemical selectivity by shap-
ing light pulses, Chem. Phys. 139 (1989) 201–220.

[7] C. Brif, R. Chakrabarti, H. Rabitz, Control of quantum phenom-
ena: Past, present and future, New J. Phys. 12 (2010) 075008.

[8] G. A. Worth, G. W. Richings, Optimal control by computer,
Annu. Rep. Prog. Chem., Sect. C: Phys. Chem. 109 (2013) 113.

[9] V. Engel, C. Meier, D. J. Tannor, Local Control Theory: Re-
cent Applications to Energy and Particle Transfer Processes in
Molecules, Adv. Chem. Phys. 141 (2009) 29–101.

[10] C. Gollub, M. Kowalewski, R. d. Vivie-Riedle, Monotonic
Convergent Optimal Control Theory with Strict Limitations on
the Spectrum of Optimized Laser Fields, Phys. Rev. Lett. 101
(2008) 073002.

[11] R. de Vivie-Riedle, U. Troppmann, Femtosecond Lasers for
Quantum Information Technology, Chem. Rev. 107 (2007)
5082–5100.

[12] Y. Ohtsuki, K. Nakagami, Y. Fujimura, W. Zhu, H. Rabitz,
Quantum optimal control of multiple targets: Development of
a monotonically convergent algorithm and application to in-
tramolecular vibrational energy redistribution control, J. Chem.
Phys. 114 (20) (2001) 8867–8876.
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