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Abstract

This paper considers a network of open quantum harmonic oscillators which interact with their neighbours through direct
energy and field-mediated couplings and also with external quantum fields. The position-momentum dynamic variables of
the network are governed by linear quantum stochastic differential equations associated with the nodes of a graph whose
edges specify the interconnection of the component oscillators. Such systems can be employed as Heisenberg picture quantum
memories with an engineered ability to approximately retain initial conditions over a bounded time interval. We use the quantum
memory decoherence time defined previously in terms of a fidelity threshold on a weighted mean-square deviation for a subset
(or linear combinations) of network variables from their initial values. This approach is applied to maximizing a high-fidelity
asymptotic approximation of the decoherence time over the direct energy coupling parameters of the network. The resulting
optimality condition is a set of linear equations for blocks of a sparse matrix associated with the edges of the direct energy
coupling graph of the network. We also discuss a setting where the quantum network has a subset of dynamic variables
which are affected by the external fields only indirectly, through a complementary “shielding” system. This holds under a rank
condition on the network-field coupling matrix and can be achieved through an appropriate field-mediated coupling between the
component oscillators. The partially isolated subnetwork has a longer decoherence time in the high-fidelity limit, thus providing
a particularly relevant candidate for a quantum memory.

I. INTRODUCTION

Due to the operator-valued nature of quantum mechanics, which describes the dynamics and statistical properties of the
physical world on atomic and subatomic scales [12], [20], the quantum variables are of the power of the continuum even in
the finite-level case. For example, the qubit, which is the simplest quantum mechanical system, involves the Hilbert space C?
as opposed to the two-point state space of classical binary systems (such as flip-flop circuits in digital computer electronics)
or Bernoulli random variables. In line with the qualitatively different noncommutative structure of quantum variables and
quantum states, their dynamics and quantum probabilistic properties [7] follow the nonclassical Heisenberg or Schrodinger
pictures, including the postulate of unitary evolution for isolated systems completely specified by the Hamiltonian.

The fragility of quantum dynamics with respect to external fields and measurements complicates the manipulation of
quantum systems needed for the initialization and preservation of particular quantum states or dynamic variables over the
course of time. The latter tasks correspond to the stages of “writing” and storing the quantum information (followed by
the “reading” phase) and can be implemented using photonics and light-matter interaction ([2], [6], [30], [31], [32] and
references therein) or other platforms. These operations involve a controlled isolation of the quantum system from its
environment, similarly to the existing paradigms of quantum computation [14], where the closed unitary evolution alternates
with measurements.

The reversibility of unitary dynamics (especially in the zero Hamiltonian case where any quantum state and all the system
variables are preserved in time) is particularly useful for quantum information storage. However, in contrast to this idealised
scenario, the ability to retain quantum states or dynamic variables is corrupted by the unavoidable interaction of the quantum
system with its environment. The system-field interaction gives rise to quantum noise [3] which forces the system to drift
away from its initial condition in a dissipative (and hence, irreversible) fashion. The resulting open quantum dynamics are
modelled by the Hudson-Parthasarathy quantum stochastic differential equations (QSDEs) [10], [16] driven by quantum
Wiener processes. They are linear for open quantum harmonic oscillators (OQHOs) [11], [15], [18], [33] and quasi-linear
for finite-level open quantum systems [1], [24]. Although the finite-level systems are particularly suitable for modelling
multi-qubit registers, continuous variables systems (including the OQHOs with their position-momentum variables) are also
used in the Gaussian channel models of quantum information theory [8].

For both classes of open quantum systems in the quantum stochastic calculus framework, their performance as a Heisenberg
picture quantum memory in the storage phase has recently been described in terms of a decoherence time [26], [27]. The
latter is defined as the time horizon at which a weighted mean-square deviation of the system variables from their initial
values reaches a given fidelity threshold (see [25] and references therein for different yet related decoherence measures).
The maximization of the memory decoherence time (or its asymptotic approximation in the high-fidelity or short-horizon
limit) over the energy and coupling parameters of the quantum system improves its ability to approximately retain the
initial conditions over a bounded time interval. The approximate decoherence time maximization for OQHOs has also been
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considered in [28] for a partially isolated subsystem which is affected by the external fields only indirectly through another
subsystem of the oscillator, thus leading to a qualitatively longer memory decoherence time. However, these optimization
problems were considered in [26], [28] with respect to a single direct energy coupling matrix for a feedback interconnection
of two OQHOs with direct energy and field-mediated couplings [34]. At the same time, the development of systematic
methods for solving such problems for multicomponent quantum networks with arbitrary interconnection architecture is of
theoretical and practical interest.

In the present paper, we extend the approach of [26], [28] to a quantum memory system organised as a network of OQHOs
which interact with their neighbours through direct energy and field-mediated couplings and also with external quantum fields.
The position-momentum dynamic variables of the network are governed by a set of cross-coupled linear QSDEs associated
with the nodes of a graph whose edges specify the interconnection of the constituent oscillators. This allows the network to
be represented as an augmented OQHO by making advantage of the linearity of the QSDEs (instead of the quantum feedback
network formalism [5] in its full generality). We use the quantum memory decoherence time defined previously in terms
of a fidelity threshold on a weighted mean-square deviation for a subset (or linear combinations) of network variables from
their initial values. This approach is applied to maximizing the high-fidelity asymptotic approximation of the decoherence
time over the direct energy coupling matrices of the network. The resulting necessary and sufficient condition of optimality
is a set of linear algebraic equations (resembling the Sylvester equations [4], [22]) for blocks of a sparse matrix associated
with the edges of the direct energy coupling graph of the network. We also discuss a setting where the quantum network has
a subset of dynamic variables which are affected by the external fields only indirectly, through a complementary “shielding”
system. This partial subnetwork isolation from the external fields and the related network decomposition hold under a certain
rank condition on the network-field coupling matrix and can be achieved through an appropriate field-mediated coupling
between the component oscillators. The partially isolated subnetwork acquires a longer decoherence time in the high-fidelity
limit, thus providing a particularly relevant candidate for a quantum memory.

The paper is organised as follows. Section [l describes the internal dynamic and external field variables of the network
of OQHOs being considered. Section [T specifies the direct energy and field-mediated couplings between the component
OQHOs (including the neighbourhoods and Hamiltonians) and their coupling to the external fields. Section[[V]provides the set
of QSDE:s for the Heisenberg dynamics of the quantum network and computes the energy and system-field coupling matrices
for the augmented OQHO which represents it. Section [V] quantifies the performance of the network as a temporary memory
system in terms of weighted deviations of its dynamic variables from their initial conditions and the memory decoherence
time. Section [Vl formulates and solves the problem of maximizing the approximate decoherence time in the high-fidelity limit
over the direct energy coupling parameters of the network. Section [VII] specifies the above results (including the approximate
decoherence time maximization) in application to the partial subnetwork isolation setting. Section [VIII] provides concluding
remarks.

II. OPEN QUANTUM NETWORK AND EXTERNAL FIELDS

We consider a network of linear quantum stochastic systems at the vertex set V of a finite graph specified below. For
any j €V, the jth component system is a multi-mode open quantum harmonic oscillator (OQHO) with an even number 7;
of internal dynamic variables which are time-varying self-adjoint operators of position-momentum type on (a dense domain
of) a Hilbert space §). These n; quantum variables are assembled into a column-vector X;(¢) (the time argument # > 0 will
often be omitted for brevity) and act initially (at = 0) on a Hilbert space ;. It is assumed that they satisfy the canonical
commutation relations (CCRs)

[X;(1),X;(1)'] =2i0;,  [X;(1).X:()"] =0 (D

for all # >0 and j,k € V such that j # k, where the transpose (-)T applies to matrices and vectors of operators as if the
latter were scalars, i :=+/—1 is the imaginary unit, and

1
@j = EI,,]./2®J (2)

is a nonsingular real antisymmetric matrix of order n;. Here, [a, 7] := ([&ta, Bb])1<a<ri<b<s = 0BT — (Ba™)T is the matrix
of commutators [0, Bp] = By — B0t for vectors o := () 1<a<r» B = (Bp)1<b<s Of linear operators. Also, I, is the identity
matrix of order r, and ® is the tensor product of spaces or operators, including the Kronecker product of matrices as in @),

where 0 1
3= [_1 0] 3)

spans the subspace of antisymmetric matrices of order 2. In view of (1), (), an augmented n-dimensional vector X of
network variables, given by

X = (Xj)je% n.= an, (4)
JjeEV



has a block-diagonal CCR matrix:

1
x,xT) =2i0, © :=diag(®;) = =1, ®J. (5)

jev 2
The relation () holds, for example, if the network variables are implemented as the pairs gy, py,..-,q, /25 Pn/2 Of quantum
mechanical positions ¢, and momenta p, := —id,,, with r=1,...,n/2, on the Schwartz space [29] of rapidly decreasing

functions on R"/2.
In addition to the internal variables, the jth OQHO has multichannel input and output bosonic fields W;, Yj; (see Fig. [
for an informal illustration), which consist of m; and rj, time-varying self-adjoint quantum variables, respectively (the

W4 — W3
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Y2

Fig. 1. An illustration of a network of OQHOs (depicted as numbered circles) with external quantum Wiener processes W; and output fields Yy which
mediate the coupling between the component OQHOs. This field-mediated coupling is represented by arrows, while dashed lines indicate the direct energy
coupling.

dimensions mj, rj; are also even). The input field W; is a quantum Wiener process on a symmetric Fock space §;. The
network-field space has the tensor-product structure

H:=9"27, 9= ®jevH), S = ®jevS)s (6)

where the composite Fock space § accommodates the external fields, and the initial network space $° provides a domain
for the initial network variables. Accordingly, the internal network variables and the output fields act on the network-field
space §). Now, the input fields satisfy the two-point CCRs

[Wj(s), W;(e)"] = 2imin(s,)J;, [Wys), We(1)T] =0 @

for all s,t >0 and j,k € V such that j # k, where
Jji =y p®J (8)
is an orthogonal real antisymmetric matrix of order m defined in terms of (3), so that Jj2 = —Iy;. The right-hand side of @

vanishes at s =0 or # = 0 since the initial input field operators act as the identity operator on §, which commutes with any
operator. Due to the continuous tensor-product structure [17] of the Fock space filtration, the relation (7)) is equivalent to its
fulfillment for all s =¢ > 0, whose incremental form is given by

2lide i j=k
0 if jAk ©)

Here, the quantum Ito lemma [10] is used along with the property of the future-pointing Ito increments of the input quantum
Wiener processes to commute with adapted processes (in the sense of the network-field space filtration). In particular,

[AWi (1), [Wi()T X;(s)T Yi(s)T]] =0 (10)

d[WivwkT] = [de’WkT] + [Wj’dWI;F] + [de’dWI;F] = [devdeT] = {

forall 7 > s> 0 and j,k € V. We assume that the input fields are in the tensor-product vacuum state [16] (in particular, they
are statistically independent for different component OQHOs)

V= QjevVj (11)

on the composite Fock space §, where v; is the vacuum state on the Fock space §;. Accordingly, the CCRs @) correspond
to the imaginary parts of the quantum Ito relations

Qdt if j=k

dW,-deT_{ 0 if ke QI Tl (12)



In what follows, it will be convenient to use (similarly to (@) an augmented m-dimensional vector W of external fields given
by
W= (W/')jgv, m .= Z mj. (13)
jev
From (8), (I2), the quantum Ito relations for W take the form

dwdw?T = Qdr, Q=1,+il, (14)
where
J:=diag(J;) =L, @J. (15)
jev

The above described commutation and statistical structure of the external fields is essential for the dynamical and quantum
probabilistic properties of the network. The latter also depend on the network-field interaction and the coupling between the
component OQHOs considered in the next section.

ITII. DIRECT ENERGY AND FIELD-MEDIATED COUPLINGS

With every node j € V of the quantum network, we associate three subsets of the vertex set V of the graph which do not
contain j:
N}.NSN; VALY, eV (16)

Each of these subsets specifies a neighbourhood with which the jth OQHO interacts through a direct energy or field-mediated
coupling.

More precisely, N;) pertains to the direct energy coupling (for example, as between the OQHOs 1 and 2 and also between
2 and 3 in Fig.[I) and satisfies a symmetry property: for all j,k € V such that j = k, the inclusion k € N;) holds if and only if
so does j € N,? . The set NJQ is therefore a neighbourhood of the node j in an undirected graph (whose edges are represented
by dashed lines in Fig. ).

The set N+ in (I6) specifies a neighbourhood whose component OQHOs k € NﬂL “receive” the output fields Yj; from the
jth OQHO. In a similar fashion, the set N describes another neighbourhood whose component OQHOs k € N;~ “send”
their output fields ¥;; to the jth OQHO. The sets NjE are specified by the outgoing and incoming edges of the node jina
directed graph, respectively. Accordingly, for all j, k € V such that j # k, the inclusions k € N+ and j € N, are equivalent;
see Fig. 2l The output fields Yj; form an rj-dimensional “total” output field ¥; of the jth OQHO as

N_ Nt

k H
. Yk d
J k

Fig. 2. Two component OQHOs j and k (with j,k € V such that j # k) belong to the neighbourhoods N, and Nj+ (shown as dashed boxes), respectively,
if and only if they are coupled through the output field Yj from j to k.

YVii= Vidgent: 1= Y res<mj a7
! kN
(the inequality is clarified below).
Ignoring the field-mediated coupling (to be considered later), the direct energy coupling is described in terms of the
neighbourhoods N;) and the following Hamiltonian of the OQHO network:

1
0._ Oy _
H .—EXTRX—Z(HJ‘-F Zij), (18)
Jev keNy
where R" := (R?k) jkev €Sy is the energy matrix of the network (where S, denotes the subspace of real symmetric matrices
of order n), with R :=0if k € V\ ({j}UN}) , and use is also made of @). In (I8),

LT

2X i RiX; (19)
is the individual Hamiltonian of the jth OQHO specified by the corresponding diagonal block R; := R0 € Sy; of RO, while
the matrix R?k = ROT € R"*"™ parameterises the direct energy coupling Hamiltonian for the jth and kth OQHOs

H;:=

1 ,
Hjy = EX}R?kxk =H;j, JjEV, keN), (20)



where the equality uses the commutativity between X; and X; from () (for the same reason, Hj are also self-adjoint
operators). Therefore, the direct energy coupling between the OQHOs j €V and k € Nj.) (indicated by an edge of the
undirected graph mentioned above), contributes %(H ik + Hyj) = Hj; to the total energy of the system.

In addition to the direct energy coupling between the component OQHOs through the symmetric interaction Hamiltonian
terms (20), the coupling of the jth OQHO to the external field W; is quantified by a matrix M; € R™*". Similarly, the
coupling of the jth OQHO to the output field Y;; (such as quantized electromagnetic radiation in the case of quantum
optical [30] implementation of the network) from the kth OQHO, with k € Nj’, is specified by a matrix Ny € R” k> In
comparison with the direct energy coupling, the effect of the field-mediated coupling on the energetics of the network is
less straightforward and will be recovered from the network dynamics discussed in the next section.

IV. HEISENBERG NETWORK DYNAMICS

In accordance with the direct energy and field-mediated coupling, the Heisenberg evolution of the network is governed
by a set of linear quantum stochastic differential equations (QSDEs)

direct energy coupling field—mediated coupling
—_——
dX; = (A;X+ Y ApXe )dt+Bdw;+ Y Epdy; (21)
keN? keN;
dY; =C;X;di +D;dw;,  jeV. (22)

Here, the matrices
AjEanXﬂj, Ajkeanxnk7 BjEanxmj, C/‘ERrjxnj, DjeRrjxmj, Ejkeanerj

are expressed in terms of the CCR matrices ®; from (1), @), the individual energy matrices R; of the component OQHOs
from (T9), the direct energy coupling matrices RO from 20), the matrices M; of coupling of the OQHO:s to their external
input fields and the field-mediated coupling matrlces Nji (see the last paragraph of the previous section) as

A;=20;(R;+MjJiM;+ Y, NjJi;Nje), (23)
éeNJf
Aj=20;RY,, B;=20,M], 24)
Cj=2D;JiM;,  Ej=20;N; (25)
where _
Jij:=Dy;JiD};. (26)

This parameterization (including the quadratic functions of the coupling matrices in (23)) reflects the physical realizability
(PR) conditions [11], [21] for the coefficients of linear QSDEs. Furthermore, in accordance with (17}, (22), the matrices

Cj = Cithent>  Dj=Djwlrent 27

consist of blocks Cj € R"**" and D € R"**™ with even numbers of rows rj, which, similarly to the first equality in
23), are related by
Cjx =2DjJiM;. (28)

The blocks D j; of the matrix D; describe the selection of the output field channels from the jth OQHO and their “distribution”
over the receiving OQHOs k € N;r Accordingly, the matrix D; is formed from r; conjugate rows of a permutation matrix
of order m; (which clarifies the inequality in (I7)), so that, Wlthout loss of generality, the quantum Ito matrix of the output
Y; of the jth OQHO in the relations

T D.,-QjDJT.dt if j=k .
dy;dy; _{ ) hoe dkev (29)
has a form similar to that in (I2):

D;Q;D} =1, +il, p® 1. (30)

In particular, it follows from (@2), @8&), @7), Q) that for all j,k €V,

L,p®Y) ifk=LeNT

31
0 otherwise 3D

Du; DM _ {ij(:



The block-diagonal structure of the matrix D;J ijT in (30), (31) means the commutativity between the Ito increments (at
the same moment of time) of the output fields from the jth OQHO towards different component OQHOs in the network:

[dYj,dY}y] =0, kleNF, k#L. (32)
In accordance with the partitioning in (I7), @7), the output Y, of the jth OQHO towards the kth OQHO satisfies the QSDE
dek = Cikadt+Djdef7 jeV, ke N;L (33)
As the kth diagonal block of (29), the quantum Ito relations
dY;dY ), = D yQ;D}dt

clarify the meaning of the matrix ij (cf. @3), 26), 1)) as the CCR matrix for the output field Y in the sense that

[dek,dYﬁc] = 2iJj;dt, which complements the commutativity (32).
The following theorem represents the dynamics (2I) of the quantum network as that of a composite OQHO with the

augmented vectors X, W of network variables and input fields from @), (13).
Theorem 1: The augmented vector X of the network variables (@) satisfies a linear QSDE

dX = AXdr+ BdW (34)
driven by the augmented external field vector W in (13, where the matrices A € R"*" and B € R"*™ are given by
A:=20(R+M"IM), B:=20M". (35)

Here, ©, J are the augmented CCR matrices of the network and external field variables from (), (I4), (I3). Furthermore,
M := (Mj)ev € R™" is the network-field coupling matrix whose blocks Mj;, € R™*" are computed as

M; if j=k
Mjk = DkaNkj if ke N;L . (36)
0 if k¢ {jUNS
Also, R := (Rji)jkev €Sy is the network energy matrix with blocks R j, € R"/*" given by
Rjj=R;, 37
R = X0 (k)R + An; () My — Any (k)M M je (38)
for all j,k €V such that j # k, where xs is the indicator function of a set S (that is, s(z) =1 if z€ S and x5(z) =0 if

Z&S). ]
Proof: Substitution of @3)-28), (33 into 1)) leads to

ax; =20, (((R;+MIM;+ ¥, NLJGNu)X;+ ¥, R )de+ MIaW,;+ Y NEDi(JeMiXids +dW) ),

teN; keN}’ keN;
Yij Yik
— /_/%
=20, (( ¥ RGXe+ (MIM;+ ¥ NIJyNie )X+ Y, 2NRD JMiXe ) de + Y ME )
keV LeN; ———~—" keN; SN~ kev
Mé,TjJ[Mg j kT,
=20, Y ((RY + yj) Xedt + M{dW,),  j€V, (39)

keV

where use is also made of (26), (36) and the blocks R?k of the energy matrix R® from (I8)-(20) which does not take into
account the field-mediated coupling between the component OQHOs. Here, I" := (¥ji)jxev € R is an auxiliary matrix
whose blocks yj, € R"*" are defined on the right-hand side of (39):

T : P

Yik := 2M1’(I‘ijMk if ke N; (40)
0 it kg {j}UN;
for all j,k € V. This allows the QSDEs (39) to be assembled into one QSDE
dX =20(R’+1)Xdr +20M" dw, 41)
—
B



where the second notation from (33) is also used. Now note that

A(D) =M"JM, (42)
where A is the antisymmetrizer of square matrices: A(T") := %(F— I'T). Indeed,
(AD)j; =Av) =vj; = M"IM);j,  jEV (43)
in view of the antisymmetry of the diagonal blocks ¥;; of I' in (@0) inherited from the matrices J; in (8). Furthermore,
1
(A je = 5 (05— %) = 2 OMG M+ s (k)M T ;M (44)
for any j,k € V such that j # k. On the other hand, (36) yields
(MTIM) = Y MMy = Yo+ (ROMT M+ - (OMEGRM+ Y, NjyDijd D Nig (45)
tev (N ANNGKE Ty

for all j,k € V such that j # k, with (3I) making the rightmost sum in (@3} vanish. A comparison of (@4) with (#3) leads to
(AM)je = (M"IM)ju,  jk€V, j#k,
which, in combination with (@3], establishes (@2). Due to [@2), there exists a unique matrix R = RT € R™" satisfying
RO+T=R+M"IM. (46)

Indeed, since the energy matrix R® in (I8) is symmetric while MTJM is antisymmetric, then, in view of @2), such a matrix
R is found by taking the symmetric part on both sides of (46):

R=R"+S(I), (47)

where S is the symmetrizer of square matrices: S(I') := %(F—I—FT), with the equality of the antisymmetric parts of @8] being
secured by @2). In view of (@6), the QSDE (1) takes the form (34) with the matrices (33). It now remains to compute the
blocks of the matrix R in (7). By the antisymmetry of ;; in [@3), the diagonal blocks of R coincide with those of RC:

Rjj=R;+S(v;j) =Rj;  JjeV,
thus establishing (37). The off-diagonal blocks of R are found by using those of S(I):

1
(S je = 5 (0 +75) = iy MEGIM = - (k)M T ;M (48)
for all j,k €V such that j # k, where (40) is used similarly to (@4). A combination of @7) with @S} establishes (37), (B3,
thus completing the proof. [ ]

The above proof (which uses the linearity of the component QSDEs instead of the general quantum feedback network
formalism [5]) clarifies the role of the quadratic terms in (23) for the property (@2) (including (43))). The latter is crucial for
the existence and uniqueness of the symmetric energy matrix R in the representation (33) leading to the PR property

A®+OAT+BIBT =0,

which corresponds to the preservation of the CCRs (3) for the internal network variables over the course of time [11], [21]
and also substantially uses the commutativity (I0).

Also note that the individual energy matrices R; of the component OQHOs enter the network energy matrix R only
through its diagonal blocks (37). Furthermore, in addition to the direct energy coupling between the OQHOs, the network-
field coupling and the field-mediated coupling contribute to R only through its off-diagonal blocks (38)). The resulting network
Hamiltonian H is related to H° in (I8) as

H= %XTRX =H"+ % X X5 Oty MMy — Xy ()M TiMj)Xe = HO = 3 X7M]J; ) DjNig X,
Jkev jev keN;

where use is also made of the blocks (B€)) of the network-field coupling matrix M which does not depend on the matrix RC.
The QSDE (34), coming from the internal direct energy and field-mediated coupling in the quantum network and its
interaction with the external fields, makes the network variables evolve in time ¢ > 0 as

1

X(t)=e*X(0)+2Z(1),  Z(1):= / el ABAW (s), (49)
0

with the matrices A, B from (B3). The fact that e is a usual matrix exponential makes the quantum trajectory X in

(@9) (despite the operator-valued nature of its component processes) similar to the solution of classical linear SDEs. This

resemblance is due to the linearity of the QSDE (34).



V. QUANTUM NETWORK AS TEMPORARY MEMORY SYSTEM

The linear network response e2X (0) to the initial network variables in (@9) can be regarded as a “useful signal” carrying
information about X (0). It is particularly so on time scales 1 < HTlll’ where || - || is the operator norm of a matrix. At such time

horizons, the deviation of e"4X(0) from the initial condition X (0) is relatively small in any suitable sense. This allows the
network to be used as a temporary memory (in the Heisenberg picture) for storing (at least approximately) X (0). However,
the network response to the initial condition in {9) is “corrupted” by the zero-mean Gaussian quantum Ito process [23,
Section 3] Z:= (Z;)jev adapted to the filtration of the Fock space § in (€) and driven by the quantum Wiener process W
in the vacuum state (1)), with Z(0) = 0. Note that the process Z commutes with the components of X (0) (since the latter
act on the different initial network space $)o in (@)):

[X(0),z)"]=0, r>0. (50)
Furthermore, if the network-field quantum state on the space § in (6) also has a tensor-product structure given by
pP:=po®0,

with pg the initial network state on $)o, then, in addition to (30), the process Z is statistically independent of X (0). In
particular,
E(X(0)Z(1)T) =EX(0)EZ(1)T =0, (51)
N——
0

where E¢ :=Tr(p{) is the expectation of an operator  on the network-field space $).
The above commutation and statistical properties can be used in order to quantify the ability of the quantum network as
a memory system to retain the initial condition of a quantum process

o(t):=FX(t)=Y FX;(t), t>0. (52)
jev

Here, F € R*" is a given constant matrix which has full row rank

rankFF =s<n (53)
and is partitioned into blocks F; € R**"/ in accordance with (@):

F:=(F)iy. (54)

The rows of F specify the coefficients of s independent linear combinations (in particular, a subset) of the network variables
which need (or have a better chance) to be preserved over a bounded time interval. Note that, the process ¢ in (32), in
general, involves the internal variables of different OQHOs in the network and thus corresponds to a spatially distributed
storage of quantum information. The deviation of ¢ from its initial value is related by

n(t) =) —¢(0) = FS(1) (55)
to a similar deviation for the underlying network process X:
E@):=X(1)—X(0) =X (0)+Z(2). (56)
Here, the last equality follows from (#9) and employs an auxiliary matrix
o =et — 1, (57)
Following [26], [27], we will describe the quantum network memory performance in terms of a quadratic form
Q1) =n(1)'n() =& (1)'TE (1), (58)
where, in accordance with (33), the weighting matrix 0 < X € S,, is factorised as
Y:=FTF, (59)

so that rankX = s due to (33). Note that £(0) =0, n(0) =0, & =0 and Q(0) =0 in view of (33)-(58). At an arbitrary
moment of time 7 > 0, the “size” of the deviation 1(¢) in (33) can be quantified by a mean-square functional

A(t) :=EQ(t) = (Z,ReY(1)) = ||[Fay vP||> + (£,ReA(r)) (60)

using (38), as proposed in [26], [27], where || - ||, {-,-) are the Frobenius norm and inner product of matrices [9], respectively.
Here,

Y(r) :==E(§(1)E (1)) = ouTley +A(1)



is the one-point second-moment matrix of the process & found in [26] by using (30), (31)), (36), (37) and the second-moment
matrix

:=EX(0)X(0)")=P+i®,  P:=Rell (61)
of the initial network variables in X(0), including their augmented CCR matrix ® from (@), and the quantum covariance

matrix

A@t) =EZ0)z(t)") = /0 "M BOBTA s, 10 (62)

of the process Z in [@9), with Q the quantum Ito matrix from (I4). The matrix A(¢) in (62) coincides with the controllability
Gramian of the pair (A, Bv/Q) over the time interval [0,7] and satisfies the initial value problem for the Lyapunov ODE

Al) =AA@) +A(AT+T, 120, A0)=0, (63)

where
U :=BQBT. (64)

From (63), the time derivatives A% := dkA/ dr* can be computed recursively as AR = AAR) L AWAT 1 5,05 for any
k >0, where & ;« is the Kronecker delta. In particular, the first three derivatives at r = 0 are

A(0) = U, (65)
A(0) =AU +UAT, (66)
A(0) =A*5+U(AT)? +240AT, (67)
In [26], the relations @&)—(@7Z) were used in order to compute the following time derivatives of A(z) in (@0) at ¢ = 0:
A(0) = [|FBIP?, (68)
A(0) = (X,ABB" + BBTAT - 24PAT), (69)

thus leading to the short-horizon asymptotic behaviour of the function
. 1.
A(t) = A(0)r + EA(O)t2 +0(%), ast—0+. (70)

For improving the performance of the network as a quantum memory system for storing the initial condition ¢(0) of
the process (32), it is beneficial to minimize the mean-square deviation functional A(r) in (G0) at a suitable time ¢ > 0.
Such minimization can be carried out over the energy and coupling parameters of the network. This problem can also be
approached through maximizing the memory decoherence time [26], [27]

t(e) :=inf{t > 0: A(r) > €A} (71)

as a horizon by which the subnetwork variables do not deviate from their initial values “too far”. The threshold value €A,
in (1) for the mean-square deviation functional (60) involves

A= E(9(0)"9(0)) = (Z.I) = [FVP|? (72)

as a reference scale (obtained from (32), (39), (&I)) and a dimensionless fidelity parameter € > 0. The latter specifies a
relative error threshold for @(¢) to approximately reproduce @(0). While 7(0) =0 by A(0) =0 in (&0), we eliminate from
consideration the trivial case A, =0 when 7(g) =0 for any € > 0 by assuming that

FVP#0. (73)

Under this condition, the decoherence time 7(€) in (Z1), which is a nondecreasing function of the fidelity parameter &,
satisfies 7(€) > 0 for any € > 0.
The condition (Z3) is relevant if s < n when, in view of (33), the columns of the matrix F are linearly dependent. Since

[p(1),0(1)"] = 2iFOF" (74)

by @), (32, the fulfillment of F/P =0 in (Z2) implies that iFOFT = FIIFT = 0 and hence, FOFT =0, in which case,
the components of ¢(7) commute with each other at any time ¢ > 0. Here, use is made of the fact that a purely imaginary
antisymmetric matrix is positive semi-definite if and only if it is zero. Therefore, if the vector ¢(0), to be retained by the
network, is essentially quantum in the sense that it contains at least one pair of noncommuting variables, that is,
T T
FOF'=Y F0O;F' #0 (75)
JjeV

in (74), then the condition (Z3)) is necessarily satisfied, which makes (73) sufficient for (Z3).



VI. APPROXIMATE MEMORY DECOHERENCE TIME MAXIMIZATION

By using the infinite differentiablity of A(z) in (60) with respect to ¢ > 0 along with its time derivatives (68), (69), it was
established in [26] that the decoherence time 7(€) in (ZI) has the following first and second right derivatives at € = 0:

FVP|?  ||FVP|?
7'(0) = ” ,‘/—” _ \/_! >0, (76)
A(0) |FB]|
A(0)7'(0)*>  (X,ABBT + BBTAT +-2APAT) | FV/P||*
A(0) |FB|
Here, in addition to ([Z3) (or its stronger version (Z3)), it is assumed that
FB 0. (78)

Despite having the physical dimension of time, both quantities 7/(0) and 7”(0) in ([Z8), (77) resemble the signal-to-noise
ratio since their numerators involve FPFT pertaining to the initial condition ¢(0) to be stored by the network (see (52),
(&), while FBBTFT = FBReQBTFT in the denominators is associated with the quantum diffusion matrix in

dode™ = FBQBTFTdr

coming from the network-field coupling in view of (I4), (33). Therefore, under the condition (78)), the asymptotic behaviour
of 7(&) in the high-fidelity limit (of small values of &€ > 0) can be described by an appropriately truncated Taylor series
approximation

(e) = 7(e) 1 0(),  F(e) = T (0)e+ %T”(O)sz, (79)

as € — 0+. Note that the quantity 7/(0) in (Z6) is independent of the matrix A, whereas 7”(0) in (7Z) depends on both
matrices A and B, with its dependence on A being concave quadratic. As observed in [26], these properties are beneficial
for an effective solution of the approximate decoherence time maximization problem

T(€) — sup (80)

(for a given small value of €) over a suitable set of those energy and coupling parameters of the network that can be varied.
More precisely, for fixed network-field and field-mediated coupling, when the matrices M, D, Ni; are fixed for all j €V
and k € N, F, and hence, so is the composite network-field coupling matrix M in (36), then the matrix B in (33) is also fixed.
If, in add1t10n all of the individual energy matrices R; of the component OQHOs are also fixed, then the matrix A in (33)
is an affine function of the network energy matrix R and thus of the direct energy coupling matrices R ik in view of (38).
This allows the maximization problem (80) over the matrices R(]?k to be reduced to a convex quadratic minimization problem
in the following theorem which is a network extension of [26, Theorems 1, 2]. In order to formulate it, we define, for any
j€V and k € N?, a linear operator g jk on R by

gik(N) == ©;X;;0 NPy + P;jNO X1 O + O ;X 3 ON Py + PN O % O = (g;(NT))T, N e RY*™%  (81)

where ©; are the CCR matrices from (I), ), and use is made of the appropriate blocks (-)x of the matrices X, P from
(9, @I). Also, Kjx : S, — R"*" is an affine map given by

Kjk(R) = ij—I—Z(S(@Z@RP))jk, (82)

with the matrix !
L= (S(@ZB(B" +2JMP))) i (83)

being a constant term (which does not depend on R) in (82).

Theorem 2: Suppose the network-field and field-mediated coupling matrices M;, N are fixed along with the matrices
Dj; and the individual energy matrices R; of the component OQHOs in the network. Also, suppose the fidelity level € in
(1) and the matrix F in (32), (39) are fixed together with the matrix P in (&I), and the conditions (Z3), (Z8) are satisfied.
Then the direct energy coupling matrices R?k deliver a solution to the problem

T(e) —rsup,  RY=R)JERY™ eV, keN) (84)
of maximizing the approximate decoherence time from (79) if and only if
2k(RG) + Kje(Rji) = 0, (85)

where the maps gji, Kji are given by (8I)-(83). Here, the matrix Rj; € S, is obtained by letting R0 = ROT :=0 in (that is,
removing R0 and RO from) the network energy matrix R in (37), (38), so that Kx(R ;) does not depend on R(]?k. O
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Proof: Since 7'(0) in ([Z6) does not depend on the network energy matrix R, the maximization (84) of 7(€) from (Z9)
reduces to that of 7”(0):

~ 1
supT(e) = 7'(0)e + = €*sup 7 (0). (86)
#, >R

In turn, (Z7) allows the rightmost supremum in (86) to be represented as

4
IEVPI® ko). 87)
ik

supt”(0) = _7HFB||° in
J

RY
Jjk

By (88) and ([§7), the optimization problem (84) is equivalent to
A(0) — inf, Ry, =R} eR" ™, jeV, keNy, (88)

which is a convex quadratic minimization problem in view of (69) and the affine dependence of A in (33) on R, with R
being an affine function of the direct energy coupling matrices R(;k. Therefore, the first-order optimality condition

aRQkA(O) =0, JEV, keNY, (89)
0 .

for the partial Frechet derivatives [19] of A(0) with respect to the matrices R?k is both necessary and sufficient for them to
deliver a global minimum to A(0). As obtained in the proof of [26, Theorem 1], the Frechet derivative of A(0) with respect
to the whole network energy matrix R is given by

JrA(0) = —4S(OL(BBT +2AP)). (90)
The first variation of the composite function R?k ++ R+ A(0) can now be computed by applying the chain rule as
SA(0) = (9rA(0),8R) = ((IRA(0)) ji, SRG) + ((ORA(0))xj, SRT) = 2((9rA(0)) . SRG)- ©n

Here, use is also made of the symmetry of the matrix dgA(0) in (90) along with the relation (a®, BT) = (o, B) for identically
dimensioned matrices. A combination of (O1) with (@0) yields the partial Frechet derivatives in (89):

aR?kA(O) =2(3RA(0)) 5 = —8(S(OL(BB" +24P))) i. (92)

The right-hand side of [©@2)) is an affine function of R, which can be split into R?k-independent and R?k-dependent parts as

1 . 1 1 o M
~1g%%,A0) =5 (S(®(BB" +2AP))) . = 3 (S(®X(BB +241P))) jk + gx(R%) = Kiu(Rj) + gju(R%).  (93)
Here, the linear map g from (®T) is evaluated at the matrix R° pE and
o 1 o
Kix(Rji) == 3 (S(OX(BB" 424 P)) i, (94)
with
Aji:=20(Rj+M"IM) = 20R j + BIM (95)

in accordance with (33) and with the matrix R being obtained by removing RO (and also RO = ROT) from R in (38). Note
that the relations (94), (93) are in agreement with (82), (83). By (93), the optlmahty condition (@) takes the form (83), thus
establishing the latter as a necessary and sufficient condition of optimality for the problem (88) and its equivalent (84). m

The linear operator g j, defined by (81 on the Hilbert space R/ " (with the Frobenius inner product (-, -)), is self-adjoint
and negative semi-definite. Indeed, in view of (93),

1, .
gk = —1—681§9kA(0) —gh <0 (96)

since the second Frechet derivative 82 A(0) of the convex quadratic function R — A(0) in (69) is a positive semi-definite

self-adjoint operator. Therefore, if the operators gk are all negative definite (and hence, have well-defined inverses g k)
then the optimality condition (83) can be represented as

Rjk_ g;k (K'k(Rjk))7 JEeV, kENQ. 97)
By using the vectorization ( ) (or vec(-)) of matrices [13], the action of the linear operator g in (81) can be expressed as

vec(gk(N)) = QN (98)
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in terms of an auxiliary matrix 0> Qjx € Sp;n, given by
Qjk =Py ® (@ijj@j) + (O ®y) ® Pjj+ (ij ® (®jzjk®k) + (@kzkj(aj) ®ij)Tjk- 99)

Here, Tj, is a permutation matrix of order n;n; which represents the matrix transpose in R™*" in vectorized form:
Vec(NT) = TN for any N € R"*". Hence, in view of (©6), the negative definiteness of g jk is equivalent to detQ jx # 0. In
this case, (O8), @9) allow (O7) to be vectorized as

R = —Q;,}vec(Kj (Ri)),  JEV, keN). (100)

Note that (83) describes a set of linear algebraic equations (with a resemblance to the Sylvester equations [4], [22]) for
blocks R?k of a sparse symmetric matrix whose sparsity structure is specified by the edges of the direct energy coupling graph
of the quantum network. In the case of g < 0, the alternative form (@7) of this set of equations (including its vectorized
representation (I00)) allows it to be approached as a fixed-point problem whose practical solution can take into account the
specific “spatially distributed” structure. Also note that the network-field and field-mediated coupling matrices M;, N enter
the set of equations (83) through the matrices (83) (which depend on M from (36) in a quadratic fashion in view of the
second equality in (33)) and also through the matrices Rjk in view of (38).

VII. PARTIAL SUBNETWORK ISOLATION

As obtained in [28], under a certain rank condition, the matrix F in (32) can be found so as to select those linear
combinations (or a subset) of the network variables which pertain to a partially isolated subnetwork whose dynamics are
affected by the external fields only indirectly. This is specified by the following lemma which is an appropriate adaptation
(with an almost verbatim proof) of [28, Lemma 1].

Lemma I: Suppose the network-field coupling matrix M in (36) satisfies

d :=n—rankM > 0.
Then for any s < d, there exists a full row rank matrix F € R**" such that
FB=0 (101)
for the matrix B from (33), and the process ¢ in (32) satisfies

O(t) =GX (). (102)
Here, the matrix G € R**" is given by
G :=2FOR, (103)

where © is the CCR matrix for the network variables from (@), and R is the network energy matrix computed in (37), (G8).
|
In view of the partitioning (34) of the matrix F and the parameterization of the matrix B in (33), the condition (TI01) is
equivalent to
Y FiOM); = FOM + Y FON;D;=0, keV, (104)
jev jent
where the block-diagonal structure of the CCR matrix ® in (3) is used together with the blocks (36) of the network-field
coupling matrix M. The representation (I04) of (I0I) shows that an appropriate “tuning” of the field-mediated coupling
between the constituent OQHOs in the network can provide an additional freedom in choosing the matrix F subject to (T0T).
The absence of the quantum diffusion term (involving W) on the right-hand side of (I02) makes it an ODE and allows ¢
to be interpreted as a vector of subnetwork variables, partially isolated from the external fields. Compared to the completely
autonomous subsystems arising in the quantum Kalman decomposition [35], this isolation is partial because ¢ is indirectly
affected by W through “complementary” network variables which form a quantum process

y(r):=TX(t). (105)

Here, T € R("=$)%" is any matrix whose rows complement those of the matrix F in Lemma[l] to a nonsingular matrix:

S:= [ﬂ e R detS # 0.
Therefore, an appropriate similarity transformation allows the network QSDE (34) to be represented as an ODE for ¢ and
a QSDE for y as

¢ =an@+any, dy = (a219 +axny)dt + bdW, (106)
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where the matrices aj; € R¥, ajp € RSX5) gy € RS oy € ROT)X(1=5) gpd p e R5)%m gre given by

= [““ “12} —SAS”',  b:=TB.
a ax

The decomposition (T08) of the network dynamics can be viewed as an interconnection of a partially isolated subnetwork ®

with the vector ¢ of internal variables in (32)) interacting with a complementary subnetwork ¥ with the vector y of internal

variables in (I03), with only W being directly affected by the external quantum Wiener process W in (13). In this sense, ¥

“shields” @ from W; see Fig. Bl

Fig. 3. A schematic representation of (106) as an interconnection of quantum subnetworks ®, ¥, where @ is affected by the external fields W only
through W which interacts with W.

The special choice of the matrix F in Lemma [I subject to (I0I) makes the coefficient A(0) in (G8) vanish. Hence, the
quadratic term becomes dominant in (Z0) which acquires the form [28, Lemma 2]

Alt) = %A(O)ﬂ +o@Y),  A0)=2||GVP|?, (107)

as t — 0+, with the matrices G from (I03) and P from (&I). The fact that the short-horizon asymptotic behaviour (IQ7)
is quadratic (rather than linear) in time is a consequence of the partial isolation of the subnetwork & from the external
fields (see Fig. B). This is a qualitatively slower growth of the function A compared to the case of matrices F satisfying
(@8). Accordingly, the partial subnetwork isolation prolongs the memory decoherence time in the high-fidelity limit as the
following adaptation of [28, Theorem 1] shows.

Lemma 2: Suppose the conditions of Lemma [I] are satisfied together with (Z3) and

GVP #0.
Then the memory decoherence time (ZI) behaves asymptotically as

o) LEVP
GV

Ve =:7(¢g), as € = 0+. (108)

|

As a result of the partial subnetwork isolation, the asymptotic behaviour (I08) in the high-fidelity limit yields a longer

decoherence time compared to the case of (Z8)), where 7(€) is asymptotically linear with respect to € in view of (Z6). Indeed,

€ =0(\/€), as € = 0+. In the framework of (I08)), the maximization of 7(€) at a given small value of € can also be replaced

with its approximate version (80). Assuming the matrices F and P to be fixed, the problem (80), with the approximate
decoherence time 7(¢g) from (I08), is equivalent to the minimization of the denominator

|GVP|| = 2|FORVP|| (109)

(see (I03)), which is a convex function of the network energy matrix R. The following theorem is a counterpart of Theorem 2l
in the partial isolation setting. Accordingly, ([Z8) is replaced with (I0I), and (79) is replaced with (I0S).

Theorem 3: Suppose the network-field and field-mediated coupling matrices M;, Nj; are fixed along with the matrices D j;
and the individual energy matrices R; of the component OQHOs in the network. Also, suppose the fidelity level € in (7I)
and the matrix F in (32), (39) are fixed together with the matrix P in (&1)), and the conditions (Z3), (I01) are satisfied. Then
the direct energy coupling matrices R(;k deliver a solution to the problem (84) of maximizing the approximate decoherence
time 7(€) from (T08) if and only if they satisfy (83) with the maps g jx from (1), and the maps K from (82) being replaced
with

Kji(R) := 2(S(OZORP)) jy. (110)

O
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Proof: Although (II0) can be obtained from (82) by noting that, in view of (39), B = FTFB = 0 in the partial
subnetwork isolation case (I0I) and hence, Ljz = 0 in (83), we will provide an independent proof of the present theorem. As
mentioned above, the problem (84), with the approximate decoherence time 7(¢) from (IQ8), reduces to the minimization
of the quantity (I09). The latter is equivalent to minimizing

. 1 2 i
¢ = 2||F®R\/I—’H = 16A(O) (111)

cf. , as a convex quadratic function of the direct energy coupling matrices RY, = RVT € R% ¥ with j eV,
q gy pling jk kj J
ke NJQ, and the %-factor introduced for convenience. Therefore, (IT1) achieves a global minimum if and only if the partial

Frechet derivatives vanish:
aquqa:o, JEV, keNY. (112)
J

By using the variational identity §(||z||?) = 2(z,8z) which holds for a real matrix z, the first variation of ¢ in (III) with
respect to the matrix R(}k can be computed, similarly to (O1)), as

8¢ = (FORVP,FO(SR)VP) = —(OF 'FORP,R) = — (S(OLORP), 5R) = —2((S(OLORP)) 1, 6RY).  (113)

Here, use is also made of the antisymmetry of the CCR matrix ® in (3) and the symmetry of P in (&I} along with (39).
The relation (I13) leads to the partial Frechet derivative

_aR?k‘P =2(S(OZORP)) jx = gx(R)) + Kx(Rjx) (114)

represented in terms of (1), (II0). By (I12), (I14), the condition (83), with the maps Kj from (II0), is necessary and
sufficient for optimality in the problem (84) with the approximate decoherence time from (I08) in the partial subnetwork

isolation case (T0T)). [ ]

Note that Theorem [3] is essentially an adaptation of Theorem [2] to the partial subnetwork isolation setting, with both
of them reducing to the minimization of A(0) from (69) which takes a specific form (I07) in this case. Accordingly, the
previous remarks on the general structure and numerical solution of the equations (83) for an optimal direct energy coupling
remain applicable in this case too. At the same time, in the partial subnetwork isolation case, the maps K in (I10) do not
involve the network-field and field-mediated coupling matrices. Therefore, other than affecting the choice of the matrix F
subject to (I0T), these matrices enter the equations (83) only through the matrices Rjk-

VIII. CONCLUSION

For a network of OQHOs with direct energy and field-mediated couplings, driven by external quantum fields, we have
considered the problem of maximizing the high-fidelity approximation of the memory decoherence time (associated with
the weighted mean-square deviation of the network variables from their initial conditions) over the direct energy coupling
matrices. Using the convex quadratic structure of this problem, we have obtained a necessary and sufficient condition of
optimality in the form of a set of Sylvester-like linear algebraic equations for blocks of a matrix whose sparsity is specified
by the edges of the direct energy coupling graph of the network. The approximate decoherence time maximization problem
and its solution have also been discussed for a partially isolated subnetwork with a qualitatively longer decoherence time and
thus with an enhanced memory system performance. The development of an algorithm for numerical solution of the resulting
sets of equations can benefit from a combination of vectorization techniques with advanced graph theoretic considerations.
Other possible directions of research on this topic include the extension of the quantum memory optimization approach
beyond the high-fidelity (that is, short-horizon) approximations and to finite-level open quantum networks with multipartite
interactions.
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