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Time-Optimal Transport of a Harmonic Oscillator: Analytic Solution
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Motivated by the experimental transport of a trap with a quantum mechanical system modeled
as a harmonic oscillator (h.o.) the corresponding classical problem is investigated. Protocols for
the fastest possible transport of a classical h.o. in a wagon over a distance d are derived where
both initially and finally the wagon is at rest and the h.o. is in its equilibrium position and also at
rest. The acceleration of the wagon is assumed to be bounded. For fixed oscillator frequency €2 it is
shown that there are in general three switches in the acceleration and for special values of €2 only
one switch. In the latter case the optimal transport time is T,ps, that of a wagon without oscillator.
The optimal transport time and the switch times are determined. It is shown that in some cases it
is advantageous to go backwards for a while. In addition a time-dependent (t), bounded by Q4
is allowed. In this case the behavior depends sensitively on Q4 and is spelled out in detail. In
particular, depending on 4, T,ps may be obtained in continuously many ways.

PACS numbers:

I. INTRODUCTION

Adiabatic processes may serve to transform an initial
state of a system to a proscribed final state. Such pro-
cesses, however, are very slow and, in principle, infinitely
slow. Protocols for speeding up the time development
have been introduced in the past, with numerous appli-
cations in quantum optics @@] and to classical systems,
e.g. cranes [23]. These methods include ‘shortcuts to
adiabadicity’ (STA) [1-10], ‘counterdiabatic’ approaches
[11-13] and the “fast-forward’ approach . In gen-
eral the above mentioned protocols yield a speed-up, but
not necessarily the fastest possible time development.
Other methods are combinations with control theory m
26], cf. e.g. [19, 27, 2§]. While a time development as
fast as possible is often desired, other considerations like
robustness and further conditions may prolong the re-
sulting time duration.

A particular example is the efficient transport of ul-
tra cold atoms and ions by moving the confining trap.
An atom or ion in a harmonic trap can be treated to
good approximation as a quantum harmonic oscillator.
For harmonic traps efficient protocols have been inves-
tigated with STA and the invariant-based inverse engi-
neering method to obtain transitionless evolutions under
imposed constraints, faster than by an adiabatic process
6, [28). Tt is therefore natural to ask how fast the trans-
port of a quantum harmonic oscillator can be made. This
depends of course on the particular question one is inter-
ested in, for example a time-optimal transport a a har-
monic oscillator under additional conditions.

Insight for the quantum case may be obtained by ask-
ing the same question for a classical harmonic oscillator.
Therefore in this paper the time-optimal transport of a
classical harmonic oscillator will be investigated.

Consider a classical one-dimensional harmonic oscilla-
tor (h.o.) without friction in the center of a long wagon,
such as depicted in Fig. [ where a small mass m is at-
tached to a spring on the wagon. When the wagon is

accelerated the h.o. will start to perform oscillations. In
this case the frequency ) of the h.o. depends on the
spring constant and on m.

The problem to be investigated is the following:

(i) Initially the wagon is at rest and the h.o. is in its
equilibrium position, also at rest.

(ii) Then the wagon undergoes an acceleration a(t),
where a(t) can vary between famax, until it has traveled
a prescribed distance d.

(iii) Upon arrival at the end point the system should
again be in its initial state, i.e. the wagon should be
at rest, and the h.o. should again be in its equilibrium
position and at rest.

The questions to be answered here are: Is this achiev-
able, and if so what is the shortest time possible? Can
this time be further lowered by allowing the h.o. fre-
quency € to be time dependent, i.e. Q(t)? Both ques-
tions will be answered in the affirmative.
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FIG. 1: Oscillating mass m attached to a spring in an
accelerated wagon

The plan of the paper is as follows. First, in Section [II}
a fixed oscillator frequency will be considered, examples
will be given and a complete solution of the problem and
an explicit protocol for fixed Q will be formulated. In
Section[[Ildetailed proofs are provided. In Section[[Vlthe
case of a time-dependent oscillator frequency is treated
where Q(t) satisfies Q_ < Q(¢) < Q4, with arbitrary Q.
The results and protocols will be seen to depend critically
on the particular choice of Q. Finally, in Section [V] the
results are summarized and discussed.
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II. OPTIMAL PROTOCOL FOR FIXED
OSCILLATOR FREQUENCY

We consider a classical one-dimensional harmonic os-
cillator on a long wagon. The position of the h.o. (i.e.
mass point) relative to the wagon center will be denoted
by x1, and the position of the wagon center in the external
rest frame by z,. When the wagon is accelerated with
acceleration a(t), the mass point additionally experiences
the corresponding inertial force —ma in the rest frame of
the wagon so that one has

ih = —Q2:vh—a (1)

Tw = Q.

It is assumed that a(t) can vary between famax.

FEzample 1. With no h.o. present, to move a wagon a
distance d in shortest time, with initial and final veloc-
ity equal to zero, it is optimal to accelerate with aax
for half the distance and then decelerate with —amax m]
(cf. solid line in Fig[2). The corresponding time Tyops(d),
T2 . = 4d/amax, can at most be achieved, but not un-
dercut, if a h.o. in the wagon is to be initially and finally
at rest in its equilibrium position.

Ezxample 2. For special resonant values’ of 2 this time
can indeed be achieved, e.g. for

0 =nQes(d) n=12--- )
Dyes(d) = \/AT2amax/d = 47/ Taps - @

To see this consider n = 1. Initially, the wagon and h.o.
are at rest. Upon accelerating the wagon by amax the h.o.
experiences, in the wagon frame, the additional inertial
force —ma and starts to move to the left. During the
time Tops/2 it has just performed a single oscillation, has
returned to its initial position in the wagon and is at rest
relative to the wagon. In this instant, the acceleration
of the wagon is reversed, the h.o. starts moving to the
right and at a further time duration of T,ps/2 is back
at rest at the initial position, with the wagon at rest
and having traveled the distance d. For n > 1 one has
correspondingly more oscillations.

For fixed ) a protocol to obtain the unique optimal
transport time is constructed as follows.

(i) For given d determine the unique optimal time t; by
the equation

d= iamax t? [1- ﬁ (arCCOS(COSZ(Q tf/4)))2] - 3)

(i) With wagon and oscillator at rest at t = 0, accelerate

With amax until time %t{ —t1 where t;, 0 < Qt1 < 7/2, is
given by

ty = éarccos(cos%Q te/4)) . (4)

(iii) Decelerate with —amayx until time %tf.
(iv) Accelerate with amax until time %tf + .

:th/amax

Qt

FIG. 2: Typical wagon velocities for the acceleration
alternating between=+1. Solid curve: No oscillator
present and Example 2 with resonant 2. Dashed and
dotted curves: General 2. For the dotted curve the
wagon velocity becomes partially negative, i.e. the
wagon moves backwards for some time.

(v) Finally decelerate with —amax until time t.

Typical wagon velocities are depicted in Fig. Bl At the
end the wagon is obviously at rest. The oscillator may
perform several oscillations. That finally it is also again
at rest and in its equilibrium position will be shown at
the end of this section. In the next section it will be
shown that ¢¢ is indeed the unique optimal time. The
above protocol has a certain symmetry; there may, or
may not, be other, nonsymmetric, protocols which lead
to the same unique optimal time.

Note that t; = 0 if Q¢ = 4dnw, n = 1,2,---, which
recovers Example 2 with tf = Taps. If t1 > itf the wagon
velocity temporarily becomes negative (dotted curve in
Fig. @), i.e. then it is advantageous to go backwards for
a while. From Eqs. (@ E) this is seen to happen if

1
0% < 1 Qres(d)?, (5)

i.e. for small oscillator frequency. However, it can easily
be shown that the backward motion will not go back as
far as the original starting position of the wagon.

If one plots d as a function of ¢ in Eq.([@]) then ¢
as a function of d is given by reflecting it at the diag-
onal. In dimensionless scaled variables, the solid curve
in Fig. displays Q¢ as a function of d/dg where
do = 4m%amax Q72 is the distance for which Q is reso-
nant, i.e. Qes(do) = Q. The dashed curve is the corre-
sponding Tups(d). Note that at d/dg = n?n =1,2,---
the two transport times coincide, which is again Example
2.

For fixed d, one can also obtain ¢ as a function of €
from Eq. ([@B)). In dimensionless scaled variables the result
is plotted in Fig. @ It is seen that ¢; diverges for Q — 0.
This can be made more explicit by expanding Eq. (8] in
terms of Q¢¢. A short calculation gives, in dimensionless
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FIG. 3: Solid curve: Optimal transport time ¢ as a
function of distance d in units of dg = 47%amax 272, for
fixed Q. Dashed curve: Typs(d) (without oscillator). For

d/dg =1, 22, --- the times coincide.

scaled variables,
te/Tavs(d) = {6/7°}1/* (Q/Qars(d) /2. (6)

Replacing 6 by 5.3 in Eq.([@) one obtains an excel-
lent approximation for t¢/Taps(d) in the range 0.05 <
Q/Qabs(d) <0.7.
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FIG. 4: Fixed d: Optimal transport time ¢¢ in units of
Tubs(d) as a function of © in units of Qups(d).

Protocol  evaluation. For the oscillator time-
development Eq. (@) has to be evaluated with a =
+amax. This is conveniently done in the complex plane.

With
2z =ap 107 8y £ amax/Q? (7)

one finds Z = —iQ) z and thus z(t) = exp[—iQ(t —1¢) z(to)-
Hence

on(t) +1Q  ay () = exp[—iQ(t — to)] (8)
. (CL‘h (to) + iQ_li'h(to) + amaX/Q2) F amax/Q2.

In the complex plane the right-hand side corresponds to
a clock-wise rotation of y,(tg) +1Q iy (to) by the an-
gle Q(t — tg) around the point —amax/Q? and amax/Q?,
respectively.

In the protocol one starts with zp(0) = 0 and
#1(0) = 0 and rotates clock-wise around —ayax /22, then
around apmax /%, then again around —amay,/Q? and fi-
nally around a@ma,/Q%.  Analytically this gives for the

ity

FIG. 5: Time-development of zy in complex
phase-space for Q =1, amax = 1, d = 2.82 72,
tr = 3.41 7, and t; = .205 7. Starting at the origin, i.e.
equilibrium position and at rest, there is first a rotation
around -1, then around 1, then around -1 and finally
again around 1, back to the origin.

first two rotations
G=an(te/2—t) +1Q 'an(te/2 — 1)
= exp[—iQ(t:/2 — t1)] Gmax/Q* — Gumax/Q?
(o= :Eh(tf/Z) + iQilih(tf/Q)
= exp[—iQ%1]({1 — Gmax/Q?) + amax /% (9)
an(te/2) is the real part of (2 and one finds

Tn(tr/2) = 20 max/Q? (cos®(Qt/4)) — cos(Qty))
=0 (10)

by Eq. ), i.e. (s lies on the imaginary axis. The cor-
responding trajectories in the complex plane correspond



to the two curves in the left half-plane in Fig. 5. By
the symmetry of the protocol the next two steps give the
two curves in the right half-plane where the last one ends
again at the origin. This follows of course also analyti-
cally. Hence after the final step the oscillator is again at
rest in its equilibrium position. Thus the protocol satis-
fies the initial and final conditions.

IIT. PROOF OF OPTIMALITY FOR FIXED

First the equivalent converse problem will be consid-
ered: Finding the longest distance d for a given time
duration ¢ under the conditions (i) - (iii) in Section [I
and a corresponding protocol.

Symmetry. Consider some given ¢y and d. In the fol-
lowing it is convenient to let time run from —%tf to %t{.
Let ay, and xy, satisfy Eqs. () for some a(t) and the
boundary conditions at +4t;. Then 3(zyn(t) — zn(—t))
and 1(zy(t) — zw(—t) + d) satisfy Eqs. (@) with a(t)
replaced by £ (a(t) —a(—t)) and the same boundary con-
ditions. Hence without loss of generality one can assume
that x, and a are anti-symmetric while &}, and &y, are
symmetric under time reversal.

Scaled variables. We go over to dimensionless scaled
variables. We choose some fixed length unit dy and put

Qg = amax/do w = Q/QO
T =t u(t) = a(t)/amax

= a2 (t)/do L(r) = %51 (1)

G60) =n®/d &) = e@) )

so that u(r) can vary between —1 and 1. Then one
obtains
- d? 5
&= d—ngl = —w & —u(r) (12)
53 = U(T)

For fixed Q and a suitable dy one can assume Qy =
and then w = 1.
Pontryagin Maximum (or Minimum) Principle (PMP)
|. This is a far-reaching generalization of the cal-
culus of variations and regarded as a milestone in control
theory. A simple example is a car moving in shortest time
from standstill at A to standstill at B, under the only
condition that the time-dependent acceleration resp. de-
celeration (the ’control’) is bounded, but not necessarily
continuous.
The PMP serves to determine necessary conditions for
an optimal control function u*(t) (or possibly several con-
trol functions) which minimizes a given cost function .J

of the form J = fOT L(u(r),...)dr, where L is a func-
tion of the control u(7) and some state functions &; and
their derivatives. For the present distance-optimal con-

trol problem, one can take L = &, since J = fOT é3d7’ is

the (scaled) distance. To minimize it, the PMP considers
a control Hamiltonian H.,

H,. = —L—i—Plél + P252 + P353 + P4€4, (13)

where one inserts & from Eqgs. ([[IHIZ) and where the
adjoint states p; are Lagrange multipliers which can not
all be identically zero. Then, for an extremal control
u(7) = u * (t), Hamilton’s equations

pi = —0H./0&;, §i =0H./op;  (14)
hold. For almost all —7¢/2 < 7 < 7¢/2, the function
H.(pi(t), & (t), u(t)) attains its maximum at u(t) = u*(¢),
and H. = const. For simplicity we omit the asterisk on
w*. Inserting for &, H. becomes

H. = —& + pi&o + pa(—w?& — u) + p3éy +pau . (15)

From the term (ps—p2) u it follows that for a maximum
one has to choose u(r) = 1 if ps — pa > 0 and -1 if
pg — p2 < 0. When py — p2 = 0, or more precisely, when
p4 — p2 changes sign, there is a switch from +1 to F1 in
u. Hamilton’s equations become

p1 = w’pa, D2 = —p1
p3 =0, pa=—p3+1 (16)
The solutions are

pa(7) = AcosT + Bsinwr, P11 = —DP2
p3 = C3, pr=(-cs+1)7+ecs (17)

where A, B, c3, and ¢4 are constants. If py — py = 0
in some extended interval, then py = p2 = 0, by linear
independence. Therefore it is not possible to have u = 0
and &4 = const in some extended interval so that there
are only isolated switches. Hence, by anti-symmetry of
u, there is a switch at 7 = 0, i.e. —p2(0) + ps(0) = 0,
and thus A = ¢4. By the boundary conditions on & at
+7¢/2 only the terms containing u remain in H, which
by antisemitic of u lead to two equations and to

A (cos(wTs/2) —1) =0 (18)

Thus either A = 0 or wrr = 47n. In the latter case the
situation is analogous to Example 2, i.e. the h.o. can per-
form 2n complete oscillations and the optimal distance
is the same as without oscillator. We can therefore as-
sume A = ¢4 = 0. For wrr # 47n there are at least
two switches of u and therefore B # 0 since otherwise
—c3+1=0,c3 =1, and & = const. The explicit values
of B and c3 are not needed, they can in principle be cal-
culated at the end; it suffices to discuss the cases B < 0
and B > 0.

Note: From the remark after Eq. (&) it follows that
u(7) = 1 when the line ps(7) lies above the sine curve
p2(7) and u(7) = —1 when it lies below.



Case B < 0. (i) Single switch for 7 < 0, at —7y, say.
Then the line p4(7), denoted by L; in Fig. 6, intersects
with the -sine curve pa(7) once.

The analog of Eqs. (@) for £ + iwilé in the scaled
variables, now with initial time -7¢/2 and final time 0
yields

£1(0) = cos(w/2) — 2 cos(wry) + 1. (19)

From the anti-symmetry of & one has & (0) = 0, and
from this one obtains

coswTy = cos®(wrr/4) (20)

with —7/2w < —7; < 0. Thus line L; in Fig. [@is typical
in this case, while line Lo is not possible.

Ly

FIG. 6: Case B < 0. With w =1. Ly and Ly denote
possible lines for py(7). Their intersections with pa(7)
(-sine curve) are possible switching points. In regions
where p4(7) is above pa(7) one has acceleration,
otherwise deceleration. Only L; with a single switch is
optimal.

(ii) If there are two or more switches for 7 < 0, e.g. if
pa(T) is given by line Lo in Fig.[6 then the last decelera-
tion period before 7 = 0 is longer than 7/2w. Hence the
total acceleration time is less than in (i) and the distance
traveled by the wagon during 7¢ is less than that in (i).
Hence for B < 0 there is only a single switch for 7 < 0.

Case B > 0. From Fig. [[this is case B < 0 reflected at
the 7 axis, with w = £1 interchanged and thus positive
wagon distances for B < 0 now become negative. But
there might also be negative distances for B < 0, corre-
sponding to positive distances for B > 0, and therefore a
more detailed discussion is required. Here we use w = 1.

(i) Single switch for 7 < 0: As for B < 0 there is only a
single solution for fixed 7¢, and this is the corresponding
optimal backward motion, with p,(7) typically given by
L3 in Fig. m

(ii) Exactly two switches for 7 < 0. Typical for this
would be lines Ly and Ls in Fig. [ with switches at
—To < —71 < 0, say.

a) Case o — 1 > /2.
From Fig. 7 one easily finds £3(0) = 7¢/2 — 2(r2 — 1) <

5

7r/2 — m while, from case B < 0, é3opt > 71r/2 — 7 since
here the switching point lies to the right of —m/2. Hence
in case B < 0 the distance is larger.

b) Case 75 — 11 < 7/2.

This will be shown to be incompatible with the bound-
ary conditions on the h.o.. One has & (0) = 0, by anti-
symmetry, while & (0) = A is unknown. Reversing the
time development from 7 = 0 to 7 = —7» one obtains

&1(—71) + i1 (—m) = exp[—in]{ir + 1} — 1
G(—m) +i () =
expli(—71 4+ 1) |{€1(—11) + i1 (—m1) — 1} +1
= exp[i(—71 + 72){exp[in](ir+1) — 2} +1 (21)
Since this must lie on the circle around —1 passing

through 0, upon adding 1 the rhs becomes a number of
modulus 1:

1 =|expli(—7m + 72)[{exp[in ](iX + 1) — 2} + 2|
= [iA + 1 — 2exp[—iri] + 2 exp[—ire]| (22)

Hence the modulus of the real part,
|1 — 2cosT + 2cosTsl, (23)

must be less than, or equal to, 1. However, from Fig.
[@ one has —37/2 < —7; < —x and so costy < O.
For —27 < —75 < —37/2 one has cos7o > 0 while for
—37/2 < —1 < —7 one has —2cosT; + 2cosTe > 0.
Hence the bracket in Eq. ([23) is larger than 1, a
contradiction. Thus this case can not occur.

(iii) Three or more switches for 7 < 0: A typical line is
Ls in Fig.[1 From Figl7lit is evident that the area under
the curve (i.e. distance) decreases.

&
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FIG. 7: Case B > 0. With w = 1. L3, L4 and Ly denote
possible lines for py(7). Their intersections with po(7)
(sine curve) are possible switching points. Dashed: 53

with 2 intersection points —7; and —72. Dotdashed:
&30pt from case B < 0. For 7 — 71 > /2 one has
éopt > 5 . Lg is typical for the optimal backwards
motion.



As a consequence, case B > 0 is not possible and case
B < 0 (i) gives the unique optimal distance for given 7y
and fixed w in scaled variables. This distance is easily
calculated to be 77 /4 — 272, with 71, 0 < 7y < 7/2, given
by Eq. 20). In the original variables one has

1

d= Zamaxt? — 2amaxt]. (24)

Going back to the original problem one obtains the
protocol of Section [l

IV. PROTOCOLS FOR TIME-DEPENDENT
OSCILLATOR FREQUENCY

In this case one allows in addition to a(t) also Q(t) to
be time-dependent and seeks a minimal transport time
t¢ for a distance d under the condition that the wagon
is initially and finally at rest and the oscillator is at rest
in its equilibrium position. This situation is more com-
plicated. If there are no bounds on 2 then for 2 — oo
one obtains the absolute minimal time as without oscilla-
tor. Therefore, in addition to |a(t)| < amax One imposes
bounds

0<Q. <Qt) <O < oo (25)

If a ’resonant value’ from Eq. (@) lies in this interval
then, from Example 2, one chooses this value for 2 and
then obtains the absolute minimal time.

Distance optimization. Again we first consider the
equivalent problem of finding a protocol that maximizes
the distance d for given time t¢; and let time run from
—%tf to %t{. We will seek solutions that satisfy the same
symmetry properties as in Section [IIl i.e. we assume
that Q(t) is symmetric.

The same scaled variables as in Eq. (I are used.
Introducing

up (1) = W?(7) (26)
as a second control variable, Eq. ([I2]) reads

d2
~dr?

& & = —ui(r)& —u(r) (27)

53 = U(T)

The condition on €(t) becomes w? < u1(7) < w?. The

control Hamiltonian for the PMP now reads

H. =&+ pi&e +pa(—wiés — u) + pséa + pau . (28)

As before it follows that for a maximum one has to choose
u(r) =1if py > ps and -1 if py < p2. When py —ps =0,
or more precisely, when py — po changes sign, there is
a switch from +1 to F1 in w. Similarly, vy = w3 if
paél < 0, and u; = w? if po&; > 0. A switch occurs
when ps&; changes sign.

Depending on whether u; = wi or u; = w2, Hamil-
ton’s equations in the respective 7 intervals become

P1 = wi pa, P2 = —p1
p3 =0, P4 = —p3+ L (29)

Between switches of u; the solutions are of the form

po(T) = Ax coswsT + Bysinwet = Cysin(weT — 1)
(30)

p1=—p2, pP3=c3, pa=(-c3+1)T+cy

where c3, ¢q, C+ are constants, and Ay, By, ¢+ are con-
stants which may dependent on the respective interval.
If po(7) = 0 in some interval then it is zero everywhere
because it cannot be joined continuously to the a nonzero
p2 from Eq. 30).

Since w(7) is symmetric there must be intervals of
equal length with w(7) = wy directly to the left and right
of 7 =0 (or w_ intervals, but this will not be optimal as
shown later). Hence one must have ¢ = 0 in this inter-
val since then there are switches in w(7) at 7 = 7 /wy
because p2&1 vanishes there. It also vanishes at 7 = 0
but does not change sign because of anti-symmetry of &
and p2 so that w has no switch at 7 = 0 although u does.
Thus p, is of the form

p2(7) = By sin(wy7) (31)

in the interval —7m/w; <7 < 7/wy.

To the left of 7 = —m/w there is an interval with w_,
then again an w interval and so on, and similarly to the
right of 7 = m/wy. Since pa(7) is differentiable different
parts of ps have to be joined accordingly. This yields an
anti-symmetric ps as typically displayed in Fig.

p4(7')‘\‘

1
3

T
1
\}
1

1

pa(7)

FIG. 8: Solid: py(7) with symmetric wy sequence.
Dashed: py(7).

The procedure for the determination of 71 uses the
time-development of & and depends on the interval in
which %Tf lies. This will be exemplified for %Tf < m/wi+
m/w_.When 17p < m/w, the situation is the same as in
Section [l and 1 is given by Eq. (20), with w replaced

by Wy .



When 7/wy < i7 < w/wy + m/w_ we calculate
€1(mt/2) and & (7t/2) from & (0) and £,0). By anti-
symmetry one has & (0) = 0 and we put £ (0) = A, the
exact value of which will not be needed. Using Eq. (®)
one obtains

m=&(n)+ iél(ﬁ)

. i 1 1
= exp|—iwy (r1 — O)](;/\ + E) — E
i
ne =& (m/wy) + —&i(m/wy)
W
. T 1 1 1
:exp[—lw_,_(z —7m){R’m + Eo@%nl — E} + E

- i

s = &4 (76/2) + —1(71/2)

=exp|—iw_(1:/2 — i)]{3% + Lo.) Sne — i} + €
- P —\7f wy 712 W +3712 wz_ wz_
(32)
By the boundary conditions at %Tf one has 773 = 0, and
thus

i 1 . T 1
0= éR’]’]g + Iw+$ng — E + eXp[lw_(Tf/2 - E)]E
(33)

Taking the real part of this one obtains after a short
calculation
2
w —w_
coslwyTi] = —o{1 + cos(w_7¢/2 + u71')} (34)
2w Wy

The lL.h.s. cannot exceed 1, while the r.h.s. becomes 1
for ¢ = Topt Where

0 m 2 w—
Topt/2 = E —+ : — : arccos[a], (35)

which lies between 7/wy and 7/wy +7/w_. Then 74 =0
and the distance becomes the absolute optimum for this
particular 7¢ = Top.

Ezample 3. Let w_ = wy /2. Then Eq. B3 yields
Topt/2 = 3m/wy and the distance d/dy becomes 173,
If one considered only wy and the corresponding 7opt,
one would have w;m = arccos[3/4] # 0 and the distance
would be less.

How to proceed when the r.h.s. of Eq. (34) is larger
than 17 To answer this question we recall that ps has
also the trivial solution pa(7) = 0. Then there are no
restrictions on the choice of w(7). If one decreases w
on the r.h.s of Eq. (34) to w_ the r.h.s. becomes less
or equal to 1. Hence there must be an intermediate w,
denoted by @, such that the r.h.s becomes 1. Hence if
one uses [w_, @] instead of [w_,w,] one gets a solution
for 7, namely 7 = 0, so that the sequence w_ and wy
gives the largest distance for the given 7¢. This means
going over to a sub-interval [w_, @] of [w,w]| optimizes

the distance in this case. There are many sub-intervals
with the same property, as seen further below.

In the case m/wy + 7/w_ < 71/2 < TW/wy + T/ w_ +
m/wy, i.e. if one starts with w,, switches to w_, and to
w4 before 7 = 0, i.e. asequence +—+|+—+ in Fig. B then
m and 72 in Eq. (32) remain unchanged while in 73 one
replaces 7¢/2 by m/w4 + 7 /w_ and there is an additional
N4,

i
N3 = —Rme + 2/w? — w—W—%nz

mzmwm+iamm

= explivsy(16/2 = oo = /o)

i 1 1
R —w_ — - —. 36
{ 773+w+w \”734'0&} W?k ( )
The condition n4 = 0 now gives
w? 1 Wy —w_
COSWATI = —5 = 1+ 5{1 + cos(wyTp/2 — Tw)}

(37)

For complete w4 intervals the exponentials in Eqs. (32)
and ([B6) equal -1 and using this the results are easily
generalized. In particular, for the w4 sequence —+ —+ |+
— + — one obtains

2 2
_wio w? L W
cos(wym) = 2 1+ 27 {1+ cos(w_7¢/2 27T_W+ )}

(38)

Time optimization. These results will now be applied
to the original problem in which a distance, now denoted
by dy, is fixed and the shortest transport time for given
Q4 is sought. If this dy is taken for the definition of the
scaled variables, dy becomes &5(7¢/2) = 1. The absolutely
shortest possible time, Taps, and corresponding wyes is
then, by Example 2, given by

Tabs — 2 Wres — 2. (39)
From Fig. 2 the distance traveled in time 75 is %7}2 — 273
and if 7¢ is to be optimal it must satisfy

1= 202 92 (40)
4

where 7t = 7¢(w_, w4 ). For given w4 one obtains 7 from
Eqgs. 20, B4, B7) and generalizations thereof, depending
on in which interval the as yet unknown 7¢/2 lies. If
Wres OF an integer multiple n thereof lies in [w_, w,] one
chooses w(7) = nwres and obtains the absolute optimal
Tabs. Different case of increasing complexity will now be
discussed.

Case: w_ =0, 0 < wy < 27 and the distance 1. If
the spring constant is 0 then in the lab frame the mass
point m travels free of force and in the the wagon frame
under the inertial force. It can happen that it is optimal



to start with w_. Then m initially remains at rest in
the lab frame until a switch to wy occurs. If the time
development starts with w, there can be no switch to
w_ because the associated time interval m/w_ is infinite.
Hence in this case the results of Section [Il and [T apply.
From Fig. 4 it is seen that 7y decreases with increasing
wy < 27, Since 71/2 < w/wy one has, for optimality,
7t = 2m/wy and 7 = 0, by Eqs. H). From Eq. Q)
one then obtains 77 = 4 so that in this case one must
have w; = 7/v/2 = @,. Thus if wy > @, one starts
with w_ = 0 and then there is a switch to w4 at some
later time. In this case Eq. (&4) holds for 7, and it
becomes 0 for 7t = 7o given by Eq. (BE). Taking the
limit w_ — 0 one finds Top = (27 + 4)/wy. This must
equal T,ps = 2 which gives wy = 7+ 2 = w,ps. From this
value of wy on one obtains the absolute time minimum.
The optimal time as a function of wy is displayed in Fig.
9]

Protocol. This depends on wy and is as in Section [l
when wy < @y. When wp < wi < waps one determines
7t and 7 from Eqs. (37) and {Q), starts with w_ = 0 for
the time duration —m /@y + 7¢/2 and with u = 1, then
switches to wy and continues for the time —m + 7/,
then switches to u = —1 for the time 7; and continues by
symmetry, resp. anti-symmetry. When wyps = 2+ 7 <
wi < wres one chooses the protocol for wy = waps-

te/Tans(do)
16 - Q0 only

151

o Q4 /Qres(do)

FIG. 9: Shortest transport time ¢¢ for fixed distance dy,
Q_ =0and 0 < Q4 /Qes(do) < 1. Dotted: tr for fixed
Q, without switch in Q. Solid: Q4 /Qes(do) > V2/4;

initially €2(¢) = 0 and then a switch to €. For
1/241/7 < Q4 /Qes(dp) < 1 one has Typs(d). The
switch in € can thus lead to a shorter transport time
than for Q2 alone.

Case: 0 < w_ < wq < Wres = 2m. As in the pre-
ceding case, only w, is relevant if w, < & = 7/v/2.
Then 7r(w_,wy)/2 < 7/wy and is independent of w_.
This is the upper close meshed region in Fig. 10. For

w4+ > w4 there are on the Lh.s. of Fig. 8 two or more
alternating wy’s for the time development. If there are
two, one starts with w_, and the initial time —7¢/2 sat-
isfies m/wy < 7¢/2 < w/wy + w/w_. In this case Egs.
@Q) and @B4) apply. If the Lh.s. of Eq. ([B4) is less or
equal to 1 then one can determine 7 and 7¢(w—, wy ), dis-
played by the coarse meshed region in Fig. Putting
coslwym] = 1 one obtains with 77 = 7as = 27 from
Eq. (34) the boundary curve at the bottom of the coarse
meshed surface which borders the region denoted by Typs.
In this region there is no solution for 7. As before, here
the solution p2(7) = 0 can be used and then there are
no restrictions on w(7). If one starts from the point
{w_, w4} and first decreases w until one hits the bound-
ary curve and then similarly increases w_ one obtains the
end points of an arc on the boundary curve. Every point
{&_, &4 } on this arc satisfies {w_ <&_ <@y <wy}and
yields 7aps. Thus there is again an improvement over the
single w case.

If there were a third, preceding, interval, i.e. with
wy, then m(w_,wy)/2 > w/wy + 7/w_ and 77 would
thus be larger than that with only two periods. Hence
a third period does not occur. By a similar calculation,
interchanging wy and w_ leads to a larger transport time.

Protocol: When wy < @, = 7/+/2 one proceeds with
wy as in Section M When w; > @&, one determines
Tt(w_,wy) and 7 from Eqs. 34) and (@), provided
a solution for 7 exists. Then one has an wy sequence
of the form — + |+ — and thus one starts with © = 1 and
w_ from time —7¢/2 to time —m/w, where one switches
to wy. Then one continues until time —7;, where one
switches to w = —1 and continues to 7 = 0 where there
is a switch back to w = 1. For 7 > 0 one continues by
symmetry, resp. anti-symmetry. When there is no solu-
tion for 71, i.e when the point {w_,wy} lies in the region
denoted by T,ps in Fig. 10, then one can choose a proto-
col for any point on the above arc. This will yield Taps
and in this case the protocol is not unique.

Case: wres = 27 < w_ < wy < 2wpes. Arguing as
before, one has + — +|+ —+ and — + —+ |+ — + — as possible
wy sequences. To the first sequence Eq. (1) applies
and to the second Eq. (B8). One now solves Eq. ({0)
together with Eq. (B) for 7y under the condition thatrs/2
lies in the last w, interval. In Fig. 11 this gives the left
surface outside of which there is no solution for 7. In a
similar way one obtains the right surface for the second
sequence. On the boundary curve at the bottom one
has Taps and the curve is obtained from cos(w47) = 1.
The two w sequences are separated by the dashed curve
under the surface. This curve is obtained by putting
7t/2 = 2w /wy + w/w_ in Eqs. 1 EQJ). Its end point on
the boundary curve is given by {% + %\/5, 1+ %\/5} Wres
and on the diagonal by % 34 Wres-

In the region denoted by T,s there is no solution for
71. Again one can choose any point {&_,w} on the
arc constructed as before to obtain 7,5s. Reversing the
sequence to — + —| — +— leads to larger transport times.

Protocol: If for a given {w_,wy} one has w_ < (5 +



Q* /Qres (d{))

te / Tabs (dO)

Q+/Qres(d0)

FIG. 10: Shortest transport time ¢¢ for fixed distance dy
and 0 < Q_ /Qes(do) < Q4 /Qes(do) < 1. For
Q4 /Qes(do) < 7/+/2 there is only Q and no switch
(close meshed region). For {Q_,Q} in the region
denoted by T,ps at the r.h.s. one has the shortest time
T.bs- The intersection of the surface with the front
plane is the curve of Fig. 9 and that with the diagonal
plane is the left part of the curve of Fig. 4 until 1.

%\/5) wres OF if & solution for 7 in Eq. (B7) exists, one has
a sequence +—+|+—+, from Fig. 11. If a solution exists the
protocol is analogous to the previous case above. If not,
one picks a point {&_, @4} on the arc on the boundary
curve, as before, and uses the protocol for this point with
T¢ = Taps. Otherwise, one has a sequence —+—+|+—+—
and the procedure is analogous.

V. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

Protocols for the fastest possible transport of a classi-
cal harmonic oscillator (h.o.) over a distance d have been
derived where both initially and finally everything is at
rest, i.e. the position of the h.o. is at rest and the h.o.
is in its equilibrium position and also at rest. The accel-
eration a(t) is assumed to satisty —amax < a(t) < amax.

First, with fixed h.o. frequency €2, for the shortest
transport time the optimal acceleration alternates be-
tween £amax. It was shown that one starts with amax
and that there are three switches or, for special values
Q = nQes(d) = 2mn+\/Amax/d, n = 1,2,---, only one
switch. The switch times were determined.

The dependence of the shortest transport time, de-
noted by t¢, on d, Q2 and ap.x was found, cf. Figs. 3 and 4.
The optimal time ¢¢ is proportional to 1//Gmax, diverges

2.0
Q*/Qres (dO)

15

1.02

te / Tabs (dO)

1.01

1.00
1.0

1.5
Q+/Qres(d0)

2.0

FIG. 11: Shortest transport time ¢¢ for fixed distance dy
and 1 < Q_ /Ques(dp) < Q4 /Qres(d0) < 2. The left side
of the surface belongs to an 21 sequence + — +| + —+,
the right side to — + — + |+ — + —, separated by the
dashed line in the bottom plane. For {Q_,Q,} in the
region denoted by T,ps one obtains the shortest time
Taps by going over to a point on the boundary
corresponding to a sub-interval of [Q_, Q]

for 2 — 0 and, not surprisingly, for {2 — co converges
t0 Tabs(d) = 24/d/amax, the optimal time for a wagon
without h.o.. The function ¢¢(d) approaches T,ps(d) for
large d. Surprisingly, sometimes it is advantageous to go
backwards for a while, but not as far back as the initial
position.

Second, in addition to a(t) a time-dependent Q(t) sat-
isfying Q_ < Q(t) < Q4 was considered. In this case
the behavior of ¢¢ depends sensitively on Q. If n Qes(d)
lies in the interval [Q2_, Q] for some n then choosing
n Qyes(d) will give the minimal time Typs(d).

If Qp < ﬁﬂres then Q(¢) = Q, there is no switch
in 2, and 2 does not enter. Otherwise there are two
alternatives if Q. < Qyes:

(7) One starts with Q_, switches to € and then back to
Q.

(ii) Or there are Q.+, depending on Q4 , with Q_ < Q_ <
Q. < Q, and one starts with Q_, switches to Q. and
then back to Q_. In this case one obtains the minimal
time Taps(d). In the Q_ — Q4 plane this happens for
{Q_,9Q4} in a region, cf. Fig. 10.

If nQes < Q- < Qp < (n 4 1)Qyes the situation is
similarly involved and depicted for n = 1 in Fig. 11 .

The Pontryagin Maximum Principle was employed,
first for constant Q) with a(¢) as a control variable, and
then with a(t) and Q(t) as control variables. Symmetry



properties played an important role which were proved
for constant €2 and assumed in an analogous form for
time-dependent ).

One may also want to impose restrictions on the veloc-
ities &y and @y or on the relative displacement xy, of the
h.o.. Within the PMP this may be formulated by means
of Lagrangian multipliers. In @] the relative displace-
ment was assumed to be bounded and taken as the only
control. However, in this case there are §(t)-like forces at
the time of a switch acting on the h.o., and no oscillations
occur.
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The above results for constant €2 have immediate appli-
cations to cranes for small-angle oscillations of the pay-
load where the the rope length [ is constant. For time
dependent [(t) modifications are needed since [(¢) is not
related to the frequency Q(t) in the same way as the
spring constant.

The harmonic oscillator considered here is an idealized
system. However, it may serve as a benchmark for more
realistic models, e.g. if the switches are short but smooth
rather than instantaneous.
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