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Abstract— The question of controllability is investigated for quantum computation, figuring prominently in the works of
a quantum control system in which the Hamiltonian operator Lloyd [18], Deutsch [19], and Akulin [20].
components carry explicit time dependence which is not unde In particular, Lloyd [18] was among the first to establishttha

the control of an external agent. We consider the general almost all quantum logic qates are universal. More precisel
situation in which the state moves in an infinite-dimensionk q gicg : preg

Hilbert space, a drift term is present, and the operators driving If One has available a gate that can operate on two qubits,
the state evolution may be unbounded. However, considerains plus a single-qubit operation, then an arbitrary unitagns-

are restricted by the assumption that there exists an analyt formation on the variables of the system can be performed
domain, dense in the state space, on which solutions of theyity arpitrary precision by implementing a finite sequenée o

controlled Schrodinger equation may be expressed globally in h . .
exponential form. The issue of controllability then naturaly local operations. Clark [21] and Ramakrishna and Rabit}, [22

focuses on the ability to steer the quantum state on a finite- [23] called attention to the close relationship betweennepe
dimensional submanifold of the unit sphere in Hilbert space— loop geometric quantum control methods and the application
and thus on analytic controllability. A relatively straightforward  of quantum logic gates [19], [18].

strategy allows the extension of Lie-algebraic conditionsfor Following Ref. [23], let us consider differential system
strong analytic controllability derived earlier for the simpler, '

time-independent system in which the drift Hamiltonian and dX(¢) .
the interaction Hamiltonia have no intrinsic time dependerce. T =AX() + ZBiX(t)Ui(t)a X0)=1, (1)
Enlarging the state space by one dimension corresponding tine i=1

time variable, we construct an augmented control system thecan  which arises both in quantum computing and molecular con-
be treated as time-independent. Methods developed by Kumit . Here X is a N x N unitary matrix ¢ being the

can then be implemented to establish controllability condions ) T . . . .
for the one-dimension-reduced system defined by the origina COrréSPonding identity matrix), the matrices and B;, i =

time-dependent Schodinger control problem. The applicability 1,...,m are N x N skew-Hermitian, and the functionsg(t)
of the resulting theorem is illustrated with selected examies. are controls. This equation is the law of motion of the
evolution operators which govern time development of Ahe
|. INTRODUCTION dimensional vector representing a pure state of the system i

its N-dimensional Hilbert space. A necessary and sufficient

Over the last two decades, quantum control has played @sndition for [1) to be controllable is that the set of all nics
important part in theoretical and experimental progregg&td generated byl, B;,i = 1, ..., m, and their commutators (i.e.,
the realization of laser control of chemical reactions amel tthe Lie algebra generated by and B;) equals the set of
development of quantum computers [1], [2], [3], [4], [5]][6 all N x N skew-Hermitian matrices. Additionally, when this
(71, [8], [9], [10], [11], [12], [13]. Essential to this coribution  condition is met, anyX can be attained through some choice
has been the integration of concepts and mathematicatsesdmong the controlsu;(t) restricted to piecewise constant
from control engineering with the fundamental principlds dunctions of time. In fact, the formulation adopted by Lloyd
quantum theory. [18] in his universality proof corresponds to the speciadeca

Geometric control, a treatment of differential equationd = 0 andm = 2 of system [(l). Already in the 1970s,
rooted in differential geometry, unitary groups, and Lie alSussmann and Jurdjevic [24], [25] applied Lie-group theory
gebras, provides a natural mathematical basis for quantoftain rigorous results on controllability for finite-dimsional
control theory. Explicitly or implicitly, its elements [14er- control problems corresponding td (1).
vade the manipulation of quantum states in both traditionalQuantum computation has mostly concerned itself with
and novel technologies. Indeed, the field of nuclear magnetihe manipulation of discrete systems with finite-dimenalon
resonance (NMR) is largely concerned with geometric contrstate spaces. However, the fundamental quantum obsesvable
of collections of interacting nuclear spins [12], [15], [1B7]. representing position and momentum, and functions thereof
Geometric control is also a key ingredient in the theory @fre continuous in nature. In view of recent developments
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in quantum error correction [26], [27], [28] and quantunguantum systems are influenced to a greater or lesser extent b
teleportation [29], [30] of continuous variables, the pat@l interactions with their environments. The environmeningjes
of quantum computation over continuous variables warrantéth time, so the Hamiltonians used to describe these open
serious investigation, thus reopening issues of contiitiia quantum systems are explicitly time-dependent, as in B6f, [
on infinite-dimensional Hilbert spaces. Continuous quamtu[49]. Tailored time-dependent perturbations are used to im
computers may in fact be able to perform some tasks mgremve system performance [49] in high-resolution NMR spec-
efficiently than their discrete counterparts. troscopy, where versatile decoupling techniques are ablail

As early as 1983, Huang, Tarn, and Clark (HTC) [5], [31fo manipulate the overall spin Hamiltonian [16]. Colegranel
proved a basic theorem on strong analytic controllability dAbdalla studied quantum systems with a time-dependent mass
guantum systems. This theorem explicitly embraces theafaseo investigate the field intensities in a Fabry-Perot cajbtj.
quantum systems whose observables are continuous quantimay suggested possible applications to solid-state physi
variables acting on an infinite dimensional state space, kand quantum field theory [52]. Remaud and Hernandez [53]
the essential finite-dimensional results may be extracted faund that a time-dependent mass parameter offers a means
special cases. Because of the difficulties caused by irfinitef simulating input or removal of energy from the system.
dimensionality and the unboundedness of operators, an almplementation of controls on these time-dependent quan-
lytic domain in the sense of Nelson [32] was introduced td defum systems requires guidance from mathematical studies of
with domain problems [5], [31] and maintain key features afontrollability for time-dependent Hamiltonian operatoAl-
the application of Lie algebraic methods to finite-dimensio though the HTC theorem deals with controllability in infeit
problems. dimensional Hilbert space, it is restricted to time-indegent

Infinite-dimensional control systems have been widely if n@perators. This paper explores a more general case. Weseek a
systematically studied outside the quantum context. Broakxtension of the HTC theorem that is applicable both to time-
ett [14] addressed the problem of realization of infiniteindependent and time-dependent quantum systems, as well as
dimensional bilinear systems. Sakawa [33] introduced ta systems with discrete or continuous operators acting on
method for design of finite-dimensional ., controllers for finite- or infinite-dimensional state spaces.
diffusion systems with bounded input and output operators

by using residual model filters. Keulen [34] designed inénit . . L . L .
. . LT ; Since this paper is aimed at an interdisciplinary readprshi
dimensionatH ., controllers for infinite-dimensional systems

with bounded input and output operators by using the smstiothat includes pure quantum theorists as well as control en-

. ) . i . P : : ineers, it is well to draw a clear distinction between time
to two kinds of Riccati equations in an |nf|n|te-d|men5|onag

. ... dependence of the system arising solely from influences that
space. Based on gap topology, Morris [35] constructed finite "™ ~.
. . P . are directly under the control of an external, purposefeirdg
dimensionalH, controllers for infinite-dimensional systems . L i
and time dependence that is intrinsic to the physical system

with bounded input and output operators. Morris [36] also'ther in isolation or as embedded in a natural environniant.

L . i
shO\_/ved that approxmaﬂons_of Ga_lerkln _type can be usedﬁloe accepted terminology of control theory, which we adopt,
design controllers for an infinite-dimensional system. t&os,

and Kubrusly [37] derived necessary and sufficient conmls';tiothe former case defines a tlme-lndependgnt control sy;_ttmin, a
. .. the latter, a time-dependent system. The issue of contibitia
for existence of a state feedback controller that stalsiliae . ; o T
: . T X S has received considerable attention in the time-indepgnde
discrete-time infinite-dimensional stochastic bilinegstem "~ . . o )
. " . situation so identified (e.g., in Refs. [5], [8], [22], [12])
and ensures that the influence of the additive disturbance on .
. . ereas relevant results for the time-dependent case aye ve
the output is smaller than some prescribed bound. In Ref, [3 3 nited
optimizability and estimatability for infinite-dimensiahlinear '
systems are investigated; also, a theorem on the equivat#gnc
input-output stability and exponential stability of welbsed  The time-dependent quantum control problem that we shall
infinite-dimensional linear systems is established. In [85], address is stated formally in Sec. 2. To cope with the unbound
the Hilbert-space generalization of the circle criterierused edness of operators involved in the Schrodinger equation,
for finite-dimensional controller design of unstable in#ni analytic domain is introduced in Sec. 3, such that solutmis
dimensional systems. There is also literature on absoldte Schrodinger equation can be expressed globally in-expo
stability problems and open-loop stability problems innité- nential form on this domain. In Sec. 4, we define an augmented
dimensional systems [40], [41], [42], [43], [44]. In additi, system in a space enlarged by one dimension, enabling its
the spectral factorization problem plays a central role ighescription within the framework of time-independent e¢oht
designing feedback control for the linear quadratic optimaystems. Following the pattern of Kunita’s proof [54] of
control problem in infinite-dimensional state-space syste strong controllability of a time-independent system, wenth
[45], [46], [47], [48]. In contrast to this body of work, veryestablish conditions for controllability of this kind fohe
little has been published on controllability for time-degdent one-dimension-reduced system defined by the original time-
infinite-dimensional quantum control systems. dependent Schrddinger equation. Three illustrative iegpl
In the microscopic world ruled by quantum mechanicsions of the theorem are presented in Sec. 5, and our findings
most interesting phenomena involve change, and all redidwoare reviewed in Sec. 6.



[l. PROBLEM FORMULATION inherited topology ofSy, still applies; hence it is paracompact

The following quantum control system is derived by ag@nd connected.

plying the geometric quantization method [55] to a cladsica FO" System [4), we have available a set of vector fields
bilinear control system [56], [31]: O(M) composed of skew-Hermitian operators af with

Lie algebra defined bp(M) = L{Hy,...,H,}. LetV be a

0 subset ofO(M). The Lie algebra generated By is denoted

malﬂ(ﬂ = [Ho(t) + >_w(®)Hi(t) | (), (2) by L(V). The restriction ofC(V) to a pointy> on M, which
! is a tangent subspace Bt\/,, at+, is written as

¥(to) = vo .
LV ={Yy|Y e L(V)} CTM,y, 5
Here,H/ (t), and theH/(t) with [ = 1,2, ..., r, are Hermitian )W) = vl ()} v ®)
operators on a unit sphefs, of Hilbert space, the(¢), { = while }
1,...,r are restricted to piecewise-constant real functions of LV)={LV )|y € M} (6)

time, and«(t) denotes a quantum state belonging 4g.

: : fines an involutive differential system. A vector field is
In physical languageH|, is the unperturbed or autonomouge_ o ) po
Hamiltonian, and theld] are interaction Hamiltonians. It is S&d 1 belong tof(V) if X(v) € L(V)(v) holds for all

the coefficientsy(¢) that are subject to purposeful control b)}p € M.
an agent external to the system, within the specified class of 1. SELECTING THE DOMAIN
functions. Setting: = 1 and dividing H/(t) and theH/(t) by

) . - Recognizing that operators in quantum mechanics are in
1, we arrive at a more familiar control form, 9 9 P q

general unbounded, we need to find a domain on which

0 exponentiations of the operators entering the sysfém @) co
ad’(t) = | Ho(t) + Z w(t)Hi(t)| $(t), (3) Vverge. To this end, we introduce the so-called analytic doma
L conceived by Nelson [32], a dense domain invariant under
P(to) = o € Sn the action of the operators in systefd (3). The solution of the
where theH;(t), i = 0,1,2,...,r, are skew-Hermitian op- Schrodinger equation can be expressed globally in expi@ien

erators onSy. From the standpoint of systems engineeringﬁ?rm on this doma_in, which is also invariant under the action
Hy(t) is called the drift term in Eq[I3) because no contrdlf the exponentiations of the operatdis.

function directly modifies its action. Importantly, we depa Definition 3.1: If H is an operator on the state spage
from previous studies of quantum controllability in allmgi We call an element of #£ an analytic vector fot in case the
the Hamiltonian operatorgl;(¢) to their own carry explicit Series expansion efkp(Ht)w has a positive radius of absolute
time dependence, which is assumed to be inherent in $nvergence, that is, provided

physical structure of the system and therefore beyond the < ||H |

control of any external agent. The operatdis(t) are the Z 7'5” < 00 @)
counterparts of the structural matrices involved in statida n=o

formulations of linear control theory. for somes > 0.

For the system[{3), we know from arguments present@df is a bounded operator, then every vectofris trivially
in Ref. [5] that the transitivity of states 0fi; requires an an analytic vector for.
infinite sequence of control manipulations within the cohtr  The corresponding definition of analytic vectors for a Lie
set{u(t)} of piecewise-constant real functions. Clearly, sucigebra of operators runs as follows [32], [57]:
a process is strictly meaningless in practice, althougheund pefinition 3.2: A vectorw € # is said to be an analytic
certain conditions it may be possible to find a finite series Q&ctor for the whole Lie algebrd if for some s > 0 and

control operations that approach the desired target sthte asgome linear basi§H,, ..., Hy} of the Lie algebra, the series

trarily closely. Even so, we are naturally directed to cdasi

the issue of controllability on finite-dimensionasubmanifold =1 n

of the unit spheresy, for which in turn a finite-dimensional 2) nl Z |Hiy - Hy,0l]s (8)
n= 1<i,...in<d

tangent space is generated Hy (¢)y(t), ..., Hq(t)y(t).
Accordingly, our attention focuses on a finite-dimensionés absolutely convergent.
submanifold M < Sy, on which the following dynamics The concept of analytic vectors is especially useful for our

prevail purposes, since for certain types of unbounded operateys th
5 form a dense set in the Hilbert space. In fact, the set of all
T = | 7o) + DH (1 £, analytic vectors for a Lie algebra forms an analytic domain
ot ®) o(?) zl:w( VEL(1)] v(t) in the following sense [32], [57].
_ Definition 3.3: Let £ be the Lie algebra generated by the
to) = o, Y(t) € M, Vt > 1o, 4 " X
Ylto) = o, ¥(®) 0 @ skew-Hermitian operator8y, . .., H,. on a unit sphere&y, of

Thus, instead of studying controllability of;, we consider Hilbert space. An analytic domaif4 is said to exist for the
controllability on M C Sy. On the submanifoldM, the H;,i=0,1,...r, if (i) there exists a common dense invariant



subspaceD 4 C ‘H on which the corresponding unitary Liereachable fromi) at some time greater thaty. We say
group G can be expressed locally in exponential form witlthat system[{4) is analytically controllable dd if R(y) =
Lie algebraZ, (ii) D4 is invariant undelz and £, and (ii)on M N D4, Vi» € M N Dy, and that the system is strongly
D4, elements of5 can be extended globally to alle RT. analytically controllable onM if Ri(v)) = M N D4, Vit >

We now state Nelson’s fundamental theorem, which prog, Vi € M ND 4.
vides conditions under which a Lie algebfadefined by a set
of skew-Hermitian operators can be associated with a l;nitarlv' CONTROLLABILITY OF TIME-DEPENDENTQUANTUM

. o CONTROL SYSTEMS

group G having £ as its Lie algebra. ) o

Theorem 3.1: (Nelson) LetZ be a Lie algebra of skew- A. Reformulation as a Time-independent Augmented System
Hermitian operators in a Hilbert spacH which have a  Most of the methods developed for determining controlla-
common invariant dense domain,. Let X;,..., Xy be an bility of time-independent bilinear or nonlinear systerb8]|
operator basis foll. If T = X7 + ...+ X7 is essentially [59], [5], [31], [60], [61] cannot be applied directly to the
self-adjoint, then there is a unique unitary gradpn H with time-dependent bilinear control problem studied heregesin
Lie algebral. Let T denote the unique self-adjoint extensiothese approaches rely upon the following property. Y&to)
of T. Then the analytic vectors dF are analytic vectors for be an integral curve of the time-independent tangent vector
the whole Lie algebr& and form a set invariant undé¥ and Y starting from pointy and ¢ € [to,to + tf], and let
dense inH. cY;(p) be an integral curve of the tangent vectdf starting

Accordingly, on the analytic domai®,4, the Lie algebra from ¢ and¢ € [to,to + t;/||c||]; then the integral curves
and its unitary Lie group are related through the familiar;(¢) andcY;(¢) coincide. This property holds for all time-
exponential formula. The Lie algebra is composed of skewtdependent tangent vectors, but it generally fails foretim
Hermitian operators which are vector fields definedlonn dependent tangent vectors.
Sy. By property (iii) of the definition[313 of the analytic However, recognizing that this feature has been instruahent
domain, these vector fields dns N Sy, are complete. More- to controllability proofs for nonlinear systems, we rectss
over, owing to the skew-Hermiticity of the operatafg of system[(#) as a time-independent problem so that it can once
system [[B), the corresponding transformation groupsntakiagain be exploited. Reformulation of the original problesn i
a given state onSy to another state orfy, are unitary. accomplished by regarding the time variables an additional
This feature guarantees preservation of the norm of quantgarameter in the specification of the system state, suppleme
states, as required for the statistical interpretationuzrum ing the state vectoy. Thus the state of the extended system

mechanics. is expressed as
In fact, Nelson’s theorem only provides sufficient condiso €= < t+1o > . ©)
for the important properties it yields. With this in mind, we (]

shall assume an analytic domainy existswithoutexplicitly  paking the corresponding extension of the manifall we

imposing the conditions stated in this theorem, a stana@ aprm an augmente¢n + 1)-dimensional manifold defined by
adopted in Ref. [5] This strategy clearly implies that the

existence of such a domain must be established expliciity pr N = R (10)

to application of the controllability results to be deriviadthe MnNDy |

following sections. “whereR is the real line. Next we define augmented vector
We are now prepared to adapt the concept of controllabilifs|qs W, by

to problems involving unbounded operators. )
Definition 3.4: For system [[B), ifD4 exists for £, and Wo(€) = [ ] ,

if for any ¢ and ¢); € D4 N Sy there exist control Ho(t +t0)i(t + to) (11)

functions uq(¢),...,u,-(t), and a timet, [resp. Vt;] such Wi(€) = 0

that the solution of control systerfil (3) satisfig§lo) = o, ! Hi(t+ to)(t +to) |’

P(ty) = ¢y, andy(t) € Da N Sy, whereto <t <ty then i j — 1 9 . Obviously, theW;, with [ = 0,1,...,r,

the system is called analytically controllable [resp. stly depend on both andv, i.e., thel; now depend on the state
analytically controllable] onSy; moreover we then say thatf defined by Eq.[9).

the corresponding unitary Lie group is analytically tréinei — The time-dependent control systefl (4) has thereby been

on Sy. ) ~ reformulated as an augmented system of time-independent
As has been argued, the more pertinent concept is c@gm. Explicitly

trollability on the submanifoldM of S3. By assumption,

MND, is dense inM, while dim(M ND4) = dim M = m. o8(t) _

Denoting the tangent space af N Dy at ¢ by TM, = ot Wo() +zl:ul(t)Wl(§) ’ (12)
L{Hy, ..., H,}1, the tangent bundle of the systdth (4) is given . .

by T(]\/fﬁ'DA) = UwGMﬂDATMw- 5(0) =n= ( 1/1(;)0) ) = < ’L/JOQ > ,

Let R;(v)) denote the set of all points that are reachable
from ¢ at time t. The setR(y) = U, Ri(¢) is then Vit > 0,9 € MNDy, (€N,



whereN is then = (m+1)-dimensional manifold constructedunity, it is not possible for boty” and ¢Y, with ¢ # 1, to
in Eq. (I0) andM is now viewed as a one-dimension-reducele available tangent vectors. However, with the aid of altesu
manifold of the augmented system. As always, the contraé Kunita [54], we may nevertheless establish one-dimensio
w(t), with I =1,...,r, are piecewise-constant real functionseduced controllability of the augmented system; that is, w
of time ¢. may prove strong analytic controllability of the origingktem

It is convenient to employ + ¢, instead oft in definitions since it is not necessary to control the time dimension.

@ and [11), thereby setting the starting time at zero for First, let us identify certain properties of the reachable
the augmented systerfi{12). Since the latter system is tinset Rt(n) that will be useful in proving strong analytic
independent by construction, this can be done without &ffecontrollability.

ing its trajectory. Thus, if the time for the augmented syste Theorem 4.1: [24], [54] Assume that the Lie algebrd

is t, then the time for the original systel (4)tis-t,. Standard is locally finitely generated, and lef(n) be the maximal
differential equation techniques can evidently be emploge connected integral manifold &f containing the point). Then
analyze the behavior of the augmented system on the maniféld;) ¢ o?(I(n)), whereo? is the integral curve whose
N, and the results will reflect the behavior of the originalector field is ;. Furthermore, the interior of,(n) with
system on manifold\/. respect to the topology af?(1(n)) is dense inR;(n).

We note peripherally that systeli]12) is in a decomposedA key relationship between the interior of the reachable set
form in the sense of Ref. [59], where several theorems welg(,) of the augmented system at timeand the interior of
developed for decomposition of nonlinear control systemiss closure is provided by the following lemma.

However, these theorems do not specify reachable setsego th Lemma 4.2:
cannot be applied here to obtain controllability results. . .
Reachable setd,;(n) and R(n) are defined for the aug- int(cl R(n)) = int Ry (n) . (16)
mented system{12) in just the same manner as for systE’ﬁ‘POf Let x € int(clR:(n)) and letSc(x) be the set of
@). From the work of Huang, Tarn, and Clark [5] based!! X' such thaty is reachable fromy” within time ¢ > 0.
on the results of Chow [62], Sussmann and Jurdjevic [24]hensSe(x) is the reachable set within time> 0 for the dual

and Kunita [54], [58], it is to be expected that the issue &ontrol system

analytic controllability will hinge on the relationshipsnang P

certain Lie algebras generated by the vector fields involved v Wo(v) + Zul(t)Wl(U)

in the control system[14) or its augmented counterfdart (12). ot .

For the latter problem, these Lie algebras are specified
= E{Wo,.. W), B = E{Wl,.. ,W,}, and ¢ =

17)

lPMeorem 4.1 implies thait S.(x) is dense inclS.(x), and

L‘{ad Wil = 1,...,m,m = 0,. oo} By definition,
adW Wl is built from repeated commutators oy, present
in A but not 3, with any and all of thei?; present inA or
B; clearly,

BcCcA. (13)
For future reference we note (in particular) that the restm
of B to a pointy on N, which is a tangent subspace BV,
at ¢, is written as

B(y) = {Y(¢)

and in turn that

Y € B} € TNy, (14)

B={B()lv € N} (15)
is an involutive differential system.

B. Controllability of the Augmented System

We must still face the situation that standard controllgbil

int R;(n) is dense incl R, (). Sincex € clS.(x), we know
that

cl Sc(x) Nint(cl Ry(n)) # 0 (18)

and hence that

int Sc(x) Nint(cl Re(n)) N Re(n) #0.

If ¢ belongs to the latter intersection, theis reachable from
7 using timet, andy is reachable frong in elapsed time less
than or equal ta. Therefore,y is reachable from in elapsed
time betweert and¢ + €. This argument holds for any> 0
and anye > 0. Lettinge — 0, we conclude thaj is reachable
from 7 in time ¢, sox € R,(n). Thus,

(19)

int(cl R (1)) C Ry(n) = int(cl Ry(n)) C int Ry(n).

But clearlyint R;(n) C int(cl R;(n)) and the statemenE16)
follows.
From the control-theoretic perspective, the drift termiis u

results [58], [59], [5], [31], [60], [61], derived for time- desirable because no control is present to influence or remov
independent systems, cannot be carried over directly to atgreffect. It is therefore of strategic value to consideuiiably
problem as reformulated in the preceding subsection, sinoedified control system, called the auxiliary system, thiit w
derivation of these results employs the vector-space ptppeserve as a bridge to an effective controllability analysis o
of the tangent space. Specifically, it is required tha¥’ifis the augmented system. Leg, e, ..., e, be unit vectors in

an acceptable tangent vector, then sa:¥§ wherec is an R"*!; in particular, lete; = (0,...,0,1,0,...,0), in which
arbitrary constant. But in our case, once the first componetly the (i + 1)** element is unity and the others are zero.
of a tangent vector of the augmented manifold is fixed &tenote byl{, the set of controlsi(t) = (ug(t),...,ur(t))



composed of piecewise-constant functien&) taking the val- Example Let us compare the control system

ueseg, teq,..., e, only. Consider then the control system d( = 1 0
expressed in the form — = +u ; (23)

P dt\ Y 0 1

B —w(OWo() + Y m(Wi(e), (i) =n, (20) Whereinu & R, with the system

l () e(o)ea(l) e
whereu(t) € Uy. The solution of this system may be written at\y ) "\ 0 1)
as . i ; wherein(ug,u1) € {(0,£1),(1,0)}. Clearly, the first of these
Qp = Qe Qe Oy (21)  corresponds to the augmented system, and the second to the

auxiliary system. Letf%t(n) and Rg(n) denote respectively
the reachable sets of systeris](23) dnd (24), staring from the
statern. While stopping short of rigorous argument, explicit

positive mtegeIa The timeg; satisfyt; > 01f i; =0, ¢; € R. o000 ation will be used to reveal the pertinent relatignsh
We denote byR; () the reachable set of the auxiliary systeml .. veencl Re(n) andel RO (n)
2 ().

corresponding to the total timesince time zero, over which First consider the integral curve
the control functionu(-) is nonzero; the reachable set of the
auxiliary system is ther?’(n) = U, , &?(n). TheoreniZlL () = ( 0 ) . ( 0 ) , ( 1 ) € B(n), (25)
is valid for this control system [24]. L, -1/, \o /), ~

The following notations are convenient:

where k is a positive integer and Wher@ijjﬁ is the integral
curve of Wi, with i; = 0,1,...,r, j = 1,...,k, andk a

andforn = 1,2,3, ... form a series of integral curve' (n) €
Exp £ = the group of diffeomorphisms generated by 1%:(1) defined by
thea!, t €R,i=0,...,7, wherea! is an nioy 1 0
| | o =((o)+2(1)),

integral curve ofi¥/; , -
(Expﬁ)Jr = the semigroup of diffeomorphisms generated ) (< é > +n< _01 )) ) < (1) ) )

by o, t >0, and thea!, with t € R 7 k=2

andli=1,...,r,

n

" (26)

(Exp £); = the subset of Exp £), generated by AS n goes tooc, we find

0 0 1
| . ¢ ﬁWm%( )-( )-( ), 27)
alk - -alt, with th-l{ij:o}:t. K t), \-1), \0),

=1 that is, 57 (n) — a:(n). Hencea,(n) € cl Ry(n).

To clarify the meaning of the last line, we note that when the On the other hand, consider
indexj is such that; = 0, we haveuo = 1 (and all the other 1 0 1
u; = 0), so Wy is “turned on” and does play a role as an  B:(n) = (( 0 ) +m ( 1 )) : ( 0 )
active vector field or tangent vector. Conversely, for iedic & t2
j such thatij # 0, the factoruy, multiplying Wy in syst_em_ ) <( (1) ) T+ e ( _01 >) c Rt(n),
@0) vanishes, andiV, plays no role. The sum appearing in ts
the definition of(Exp £); gives the total time over which/, wheremy, ms € R andt = t; + t2 + t3, and construct
is active in the system dynamics. n

From Chow's theorem [62], [24], it is known that the ol — [< 1 ) oy ( 0 ) ] (29)
group Exp £ acts transitively on the manifoldV when ! 0 /)4 L )u|
dim L{W,, Wy,...,W,} = dimN, ie., we know that
{a(n)|e € ExpL} = N for anyn € N. On the other hand,
the reachable set at timefor the auxiliary system[{20) is
RY(n) = {a(n)|a € (ExpL):}. (It is to be noted that in the o 1 0
present context is the total time over whicH¥, has been Jm ey = lim (( 0 ) +m ( 1 ))t
active since time zero, which is generally not equal to the '

(28)

again forn = 1,2,3,.... Applying the Baker-Campbell-
Hausdorff formula, it straightforward to show that

2
actual elapsed time, sind®, may be turned off over certain +t—1m1 [< 1 ) , < 0 >] + O(%)} (30)
intervals.) 2n 0 1 "
Lemma 4.3: _ LY o (9 '
0 1 4

el Ry(n) = cLRY(n). (22 _
Similarly, let

We may gain intuitive understanding of this lemma by ana- n ( 1 ) g ( 0 ) (31)
lyzing a simple example. 0 1 )



and employ the Baker-Campbell-Hausdorff formula to obtaitwe note that (Wy + n - sgn(r)W;, ), and (W, +

1 0 sgn(T)W, )|, describe the same integral curve v, by
lim of = lim {<< 0 > + ma < 1 )) virtue of the time-invariance property of systel(12). Gbvi
t3

n—oo n—oo . .
ously, 3"/ — ;) asn — co. On the other hand,
P

t2 {< ; ) < ; )] :
m 0 -1 n2 S]gn) _ th i,y — Zl It {u#0} + Zl |t {u#0}

1 0 j . n n
= + .
(o) (), w0
Obviously 1 Thus, asn — oo we obtain
n n H0 . .
ay - < 0 >t2 -y € R (n), (33) 5(<n)( ) = k- alt () = au(n) (41)

and we find that and hencen;(n) € cl R;(n). Becausen;(n) is an arbitrary

lim o ( 1 ) al = (( 1 ) +my ( 0 )) element inRy (), it follows that 9 (n) C cl Ry(n), and since
nree 0 /4, 0 1 cl R,(n) is closed, it follows in turn thatl R9(n) C cl Ry(n)-
(1 . LY 75 Next we showcl Ry () C cl R9(n). Consider3(n) € Rq(n)
0/, o)™ ¢ of the form of 8¢ - ... B2 (1), with 85 = expu;(Wo +

(34) Wi +...+cW,) ande; = (c},...,c}). Here,c} is the
control applied tolV; during time periodu;, so ¢; is the

Therefores, () € cl R (n). control set applied toW;,...W, during the correspondin
Now let us proceed with the proof of Lemrial4.3, showing o interval 5? with ujl’ c RT+ andgcl. c R Fo? eachg
J J *

. ) P H 0 I .

first thatcl RY (n) C cl Ry(n 2 Con5|der thatv(n) € Rﬁ(n) is B, j=1,...,k takea™ in the form
expressible in the form at;* - - - o} (n), wheret = 377 ¢;- J
1,0} With the guldance of the ‘example above, a sequencgn — [exp ﬁ(c}Wl) ...exp ﬂ(cgw ) exp —Wo . (42)

of controlsu(™)(-) associated with the diffeomorphism of this _ n no

form is constructed as follows. For an arbitrary positiveger Invoking the Baker-Campbell-Hausdorff formula [63], we
n such thatnt,, > >, |t;|, wherem is the last subscript write
j such thati; = 0, let

lim o} (43)
n—oo
(n) 2i,0 [til uj uj u; n
byn” = tm — — (35) = nll_{rgo [exp #(C%Wl) -+ exp #(C;WT) - exp #Wo}
Define real numbers\”, ..., s\, ordered so that < s\ < = lim exp [u;(Wo + Wi+ -+ W)
sé")g...gs,(f),by .2
(n) i e L
si7 = || if a=0, + Z 3G W Wal 0 n2
- %|t1| it iy £0, 0<rasr
sty = s )it last g with i; =0, = expu;(Wo + c}Wl +otgWe) =57 (44)
_ <n> : Wit i — . - .
= + It i otherj with i; =0, Constructinga? . .. a" € R%(n) we then obtain
- <">+1|t| if i #£0. o o aen
(36) Jim ag--- o (n) = By - Bri(n) = B(n), (45
Further, let

() o - so thats(n) € cl R?(q). Sinces(n) is an arbitrary element of
ST<s; &i; 0, Ry(n), we arrive atR(n) C clRY(n) and hencel R,(n) C

Y <r<sM&ij=0,  clRY(n). We conclude thatl () = cl RY (7).

-0 it 7> S}(gn) ' The timet labeling these reachable sets is to be interpreted

837) as the time interval over which the control operation repre-

u™(r) =n-sgn(ty)e;, if s

wheree, ..., e, are unit vectors irR”. The solution3;™ of sented byW is in effect, or “turned on.” In factWy is

the system[[12) associated with the contut)(-) may be necessarilylways“on” in the augmented system, so the total

written time elapsing in the augmented system is the same as the time
7")) = 5";:f . .[3&1"1 € Ri(n), (38) interval over whichi¥y is turned on; hence the reachable sets

_ R, corresponding to these two times are identical. Of course,
where ﬁ":‘” is the integral curve ofi¥, if i; = 0, or the the same coincidence does not hold for the auxiliary system.

integral curve of¥y + n - sgn(r)W;, if i; #0, i.e., However, this is immaterial, since the auxiliary system was
i . . only introduced to exploit the key relationship122). Ferth
Byt = (Wo)r it =0, (39) We may observe that the reachable B&tn) of system[2D),

(Wo +n-sgn(r)Wi; )i if i; #0. with the controlu(t) = (ug(t), ..., u,(t)) assuming values

n



(eg, ey, ..., *e,), is the same as the corresponding set foespect to the topology af?(7(a,(n))) by TheoreniZll, we
which the controk(t) assumes the values, +cey, ..., tce,, see thatB.(n) contains a non-null open sét. Givenp € U,
with ¢ € RT. choosea € G, such thata(n) = p. Sincea is a continuous
Since we can take advantage of the reslHl (22) in thisap,a~!(U) is an open set containing

manner, it is clearly preferable to study the properties of In fact, o= (U) is included in B;(n). We know thatG,
RY(n). The auxiliary system is easier to control, and the stai@ a group, soo ' € G, if a € G;. Letting ¢ € a~'(U),
at timet can be expressed as a composition of integral curwee can findy € U, such thaty = «({) € U C Bi(n)
of W; in the same style as Eq{21). To do so, let the sehd alsoxy € B:(¢). By properties (i) and (ii), we obtain
of subscriptsj with i; = 0 be written as{p,...,q,s} in x € B:({)NB¢(n) # 0. HenceB.({) = B:(n) and¢ € B:(n).
increasing order, of course with) + ... +t, +t; = t. Then Accordingly,a=!(U) C Bi(n) andn € int B;(n) under the
we have topology ofaf (I(a®,(n))).

The properties (i)-(iii) imply thatB;(n) is maximally con-

o ig ., bs+1y (0 | ts—1 0 . 0, is—2
o = (agy o) (o, any oy ) - o, og Ty nected and open under the topologycdf(1(a®,(n))). Thus
~o¢gt5)-~-(oz?s+tq ai" o) we haveB,(n) = a?(I(a’,(n))) for all t > 0 andn €
5 N. In addition, it is seen thaB;(n) = a(I(a’,(n))) =
(at +tq atq 2 -a? —(ts +tq)) ¢
ip-1 0 0 . The proof of Lemm&414 is now complete.
(af Xt ottgttty, * Xty s 'a—(t3+tq+»»»+tp)) e MNDy
(! ot g0 )-al Based on LemmaBE2.3 afid¥.4, we could conclude that
tsttatodty Tt T—(tettgttp)) T c Ri(a®,(n)) = af(I(a’,(n))) if we could establish that
= Bolag) - Bo(a Zzﬂ) B (™) By =)+ F= G;. The following proof takes a slightly different path.
B, +t, (at ) Brte, (Oftq 2). Bt(af' 1)... Let Exp 5 denote the group ofdiffeomorp_hisms generated by
all one parameter groups of transformations with respect to
Bt(atl) ata (46) 3

vector fields belonging t. The setsﬁt and@vt are defined
where () = af - v - a2,. This analysis stimulates us toin the same way a; and G;, i.e. via Eq. (17), but with
define the following three sets of diffeomorphisms: Exp B entering in place ofixp B.

EXPB — the group generated hyiv te R7 | = 1,...,m ObVlOUSly, Ft C Ft and Gy C Gt hold. We shall now
establish thatFt Gt

wherea is the integral curve of vector fielt; _Lemma 4.5: Let X be a complete vector field belonging to

Fy = Uiz {80 () -+ B ()5 € Exp B, B, and lety, be the one-parameter group of transformations
0<tr<...<ty =t} generated byX. Assume(B,C|(n) C B(n) is satisfied for
G =02 {Be () -+ - By (1) 5 € Exp B, %Ilﬁn.( T)h(e?)dfﬁs(%) r|]s an (ljslgmorghlsn: betfweellﬁli n) gnd
>0 PR, s (Ve or eachn, and F} ¢ is true for allt > 0.

mint; = 0, maxt; = t} Proof:  Since Bs(v1,) - Bs(e.) = Bs(74,41,) holds, we have

By construction, dBs (vt 4t.) = dBs(71,)-dPBs (71, )- Hence itis enough to prove
0 0 the lemma’s assertlon for sufficiently smail. Let Y; ; =
Ri(n) = Fiog(n). (47) dBs(v:)Z, whereZ € B. For each value of, 3,(;) with

Y g

We observe thatF; is a semi-group of diffeomorphismst € R is the one parameter group of transformations generated
included in the the groug’;, whose properties are establishethy da’ X, while
in the following lemma. Y., o
Lemma 4.4: First, the setG; is a group. Furthermore, —5. —dBs(ve)[dol X, Z) = dBs ()2, da)X].  (48)
if dimC(n) = n —1 = m holds for allp € N, then
{a(n)]|a € Gi} = of (I( 9,(n))) is true for all n, where Therefore[g dadX] € B by assumption, becausén!X
I(v) is the maximal connected integral manifold containingelongs toC = {c( )|n € N} [64], [65].
v € N, whose associated Lie algebrads Now we fix a pointy of N and a value ofs € R. Let
Proof: For oy, az € Gy, it is easily seen that - a2 € Gi. 71 ... Z" provide a basis of3 in an open neighborhood
Writing o € G asa = 5@(%) - Br, (11), we also see that 7 of 7. Then there exisC> functions f;; on U such that
ot =800 B (- Thereforth isagroup. (7' dadX] = Y7, fi;Z7 holds inU. Let ¢ be a positive
Now, denote the seftev(n)|o € Gt} by B, (n). Itis straight- number such thaBs(v,)(n) € U for |{| < ¢, noting that
forward to show that ()B,(n) = B.(§) if £ € Bi(n) and (i) 3,(+,) is a continuous map of and 3,(o)(n) = 7. Then
Bi(n) N By(§) = 0 if & & Bi(n) [54]. We can demonstratedﬁ ()27, dodX] = Y0, fi;dBs()Z7 for [t| < e. Set
that (iii) € int By(n) under the topology of(I(a%,(n))) Vi (1) = dB,(y,)Z7. ThenVi(t), with [t| < ¢, satisfies the
as follows. By defimuon,RO( ) is the reachable set for thejinear differential equation
system [(2D). By the same reasoning that leads to [Eq. (47), ;
we have R(a”, (1)) C Bi(n) becauseR?(a®,(n)) = F; - dV Z FrVR (@) . (49)
ad - a®,(n). Since RY(a%,(n)) has a nonempty interior with




The solution V7(t) can be written asV/(t) = C. Strong Analytic Controllability of the Actual System

> k1 gjk(1)VF(0), where (g;x) is a regular matrix. Also, | subsection 4.2, we investigated the reachable set at
we haveV*(0) € B(n) andV*(t) € B(Bs(v:))(n). The map time ¢ of the time-independent augmented system formed
dBs(ve) = B(n) — B(Bs(7:))(n) is bijective becauség;r) is  py enlarging the state space to include an extra dimension
a regular matrix. Moreovei/3,(y:) retains the structure of corresponding to the variabte Now we return to the original
the Lie bracket with respect tdaX. This establishes that quantum control systerfil(4) to discover conditions undecthi
dfs(y:) is an isomorphism betweeH(n) and B(8s(1:))(n) it is strongly analytically controllable.

for [t| < e. Sincen; = Bs(a) - 3 - Bs(a)~! (with s fixed)  Theorem 4.7: For the control system defined by E@ (4),
is a one-parameter group of transformations generated |gy

dBs(a)X and dfs(a) X belongs Ntol’S‘, we know ~; (with B(t) = L(H\(1), -, He (1))

t € R) belongs toExp B. But Exp B is generated by all such

N o
v, SO we arrive at the relationship By = —[Ho, Bl + 58

ot

= = = : (55)
ﬂt(a)(EXpB)ﬂt(Q)71 - EXva fora e B. (50) Bn = _[H07 Bn—l] + %Bn—l

Let o be any element o@: written as :
C=L{B,B1,...,Bp,...}.

a =By () - Bu(n), 2 0,maxts =t (B1)  gunnosedim C(t)w(t) = m holds for all b € M N Do,
_ and[B,C](t) C B(t) is the case for alk. Then the time-
By induction we can prove that there exigt . .., 41 of ExpB dependent quantum control system (4) is strongly analijtica

and0 < s, < ... <s; =t such that controllable.
Proof: We apply Theoreniz4l6 to the augmented control
Ber (V) - By (1) = Bs (k) = -+ - By (F1)- (52) system[[IR). To do so, we need to examine the Lie algebras

, . B andc for this problem. Foi3 we readily find
Here we only consider the cage= 2. If t; < t1, there is

no need for proof. Supposie > 1, and setts = ty — t;. B =L{Wh,...,W;}

rhen we may wieh, () 5= ) ) B f( 0 Y (0 Yo
relationship [(BD), there existgy of Exp B such that3, (y2) - - Hi(t) )77\ He(t)

Y1+ Brs(72) T = Ay i Brs(12) -1 = A1 - Bis(72). This 0 0
implies ~( canon . mmy ) 0= (s )
Bra(v2) - By (1) = B (Bes (72) - 1) = By (1 + Bes (12)) (56)
= B, (1) - Bro (12) - Next let us construof. For any
(53) 0

More detailed proofs may be founfj in Refs. [54], [66].
Theorem 4.6: Suppose thatlim C(n) = n — 1 = m holds wheren € N, we have
for all n € N, and suppose thdB3,C](n) C B(n) holds for 1 0
all 7. Let I(n) be the maximally connected integral manifoldadw, W = [Wo, W] = K Ho(t)v(t) ) ; < H(b)w(t) )]
L. . . o 0
containingn whose corresponding Lie algebra ¢ Then

af(I(n) = Ri(n). o ) o o

I?froof: Clearly we have{aa?(n)la € Fi} C {aal(n)|la € = M ( 1 ) - ( Ho(®)y(t) >

Fi}. In fact, the closures of these two sets coincide. Since o(t,¥) Ho(t)¥(t) o(t,v)

F, = G; D Gy, it is seen that _ 0 > _ { 0 }1/1(0-

) H(t)(t) —[Ho, H] + 0H /0t
dAR(n) = c{aal(n)ac £} (58)

= d{aa}(n)la € 11} Similarly,
= dfoaf(plac Gy (oy LemmaZD) ;
= o (a2 (a —
= dapirlald(n)) by LemmeLR) b= g onor ) V0 69

. . (54) Setting By = —[Ho, B] + 9B/0t, we may then derive
But LemmalZB tells us thatl RY(n) = cl Ry(n), So we

obtaincl R, (1)) = c1a?(I(n)). And from LemmdI6 we know adiy, B = adw,adw, B

that int R, (1) = int(cl R¢(n)), which impliesint R(n) = 0 0

o?(I(n)) under the topology of)(I(n)). Finally, R;(n) ¢ adw, ( By(t) ) - ( —[Ho, B1] + 0B /0t )w(t)'
a?(I(n)) by TheoreniZll, and we arrive & () = o (1(n)). (60)



Continuing in this fashion with To complete the formal analysis, we state two corollaries
that devolve immediately from TheordmM}.7:

Corollary 4.8: From the operatorsH; entering control
system [¥), form the Lie algebra8 = L{Hi,...,H,}
and C = L{B,ady,B,...,ady,B,...}. Suppose that the
ad, B — 0 b(t) H; do not possess explicit dependence on the timéat

Wo —[Ho, Bp—1] + 2822 62) dim C#(t) = m holds for allyy € MND4, and tha{B,C] C B

is satisfied. Then the time-invariant systef (4) is strongly

0
- ( B.y(t) | analytically controllable.
Corollary 4.9: For the control systeml4), form the Lie

By, = —[Ho, Bn-1] + 0By-1/0t (61)

forn=2,3,..., we find

ot

Thus algebra B(t) = L(Hy(t),...,Hr(t)), and suppose that
C = L{B,adw,B,...,ady,B,...} dim B(t)y(t) = m holds for allyy € M ND4. Then system
0 0 A is strongly analytically controllable.
= 5{( B(t)y(t) ) 1 ( By ()¥(t) ) ’} The latter corollary follows becaus@,C|(t) C B(t) must
0 (63) hold, oncedim B(t)y(t) = m.
- ( L{B(t), B1(t), ..., Bu(t),...}9(t) ) V. EXAMPLES OF STRONG ANALYTIC CONTROLLABILITY
_ ( 0 ) In this section, we present three examples that meet the
Ct)y() criteria for analytic controllability enunciated in Theon 4.7.

The examples selected are relevant to problems of intamest i
mathematical physics or engineering applications of guant
[B,Cl(t)y(t) € B(t)y(t), V(t). (64) mechanics.

Example 1 The strong analytic controllability theorem can
be applied to the simple degenerate parametric oscillator,

From the assumption thdB, C](t) C B(¢), V(t), we have

K BO ) , ( CO )} I ( BO ) , (65) problem of importance in physics and engineering. Intraayic
v 4 Y an appropriate effective Hamiltonian allows the corresion
so that[B, C](n) C B(n), ¥n € N. control system to be written in the form [67]

By assumptiondim C(¢)y(t) = m, Yy € M N Dy, which ) 1 i i
implies thatdim C(n) = m = n — 1 holds for allp € N. iz ¥ = {W(t)aTa+ 5x() [e72 (al)? + 2 tGQ]}w-

According to Theoreni46,0(1(n)) = Rq:(n), ¥t > 0, and (66)
. 4 . Herea! anda represent, in turn, the creation and annihilation
sincea? (I(a® = 0 , we obtain? (I(n)) = P ’ ' :
o (@=(n))) MNDa ¢ () operators of the pump mode of frequencyt), while x(t)
< t+1to is the time-dependent coupling function related to the sdco
MnNDa ) order nonlinear susceptibility of the pumped medium. We may

Letw: N — M N D, be the projection map that in effectconsiderw(t) and x(¢) as control functions playing the role
annihilates the time-dimension of the augmented problegh the v, in Eq. [@), since they are real and can be adjusted
corresponding to the variablg and brings us back to thetg piecewise-constant functions of timeoutside the system
original control system. In fact, the extension and prigect jigel|f.
maps mediate a one-to-one correspondence between the statgg|iowing precedent [68], [69], [70], [71], we define the
of the augmented system and those of the original system. Tdjerators
simplicity of this relationship stems from the fact thais a 1 1
strictly increasing variable. Ki=-(a"?, K_=-d*, Ko==(a'a+ad"), (67)

To reiterate our strategy: We have dealt with the explicit 2 2
time-dependence of the original control problem by addinhich satisfy the commutation relations 6/(1,1), thus
an extra dimension to its state space, such that, as viewed (Ko, Ki] = +Ko, [Ky+ K_] = —2K,. (68)
in the augmented space, the augmented control problem is ’ ’ ’
time-independent. After analyzing controllability withithis Setting
extension, the results are projected to the original space b

removing the extra time dimension, recovering the exatésta Ho = _Z.KO ’ (69)

of the original system. H = —s[e 2K, + K ], (70)
Accordingly, 7(a2(I(n))) = M N D4, while 7R (n) = 2 |

Ryio(¥), Vib € MNDa. HenceR, () = M NDa,Vt > to, Hy = Sl Ky— ™K ]/2, (71)

and the systeni]4) is strongly analytically controllable/dn h | b ) in th tamili
We may note that upon introducing the Lie algebté) — the control systen{#6) may be written in the more familiar

L{Hy(t),H:(t),..., H.(t)}, it is readily established from form o
property [IB) that3 c C ¢ A for all ¢. i [w(t)Ho + x(t)H1(t)] v (72)



The skew-Hermitian operator®,, H;, and H, satisfy the dependent form [72]

commutation relations
wn,m = (2m+n+17rn!m!)71/2 exp[iﬂ'(m +n— 1)/2]

2 2 . .\ (m4n)/2
[Ho, H1] = —Hz, [Ho,Hs] = Hy, [Hy, Hs]=Ho. X exp (vf + )0 zvg)] (v3+z.>
(73) 4 v3 — 1
We observe that the systein]72) does not have a drift term % Hyn(01/v2)Hy (v2/V/2)
in the usual sense, because the fact@) can be manipulated vg —1 ’

externally. We also see immediately thdt = B = C = (77)
L{H,, H,, H2}, and the second condition of Theorem 4.7 iﬁ/herexl — o1 (14022, 25 = va(1 +02)1/2, andt = vs. It

obviated. In addition 1, has eigenvectorsnk), with m = o105 as before that the systefil76) is strongly analfifica
0,1,... andk = 1/4, 3/4, which span an analytic domain.gntrollable.

Da 462]’ [,71]' Consgquently, we can choc?lse a dm_anifM: Example 3 A quantum control system with position-
such thatdim Cv) = dim M v € D 1 M. All conditions of * yonengent effective mass = (24z)~! has been described

Theorem 4.7 being met, the systdml(66) is strongly analjgticaby the time-dependent Schrodinger equation [73]
controllable onM.

Example 2 Defining Q@ = 0 + Ozyz; + Oxyuz,, the igz/z = [iBIy + u1 () A(t) IoI_ + iua(t)Cl (78)
Schradinger equation for a free particle moving in two &at ot

dimensions may be expressed simply¢as = 0. Determina- where B, C' € R and A(t) is a real function of time but
tion of the maximal symmetry algebra of this equation leadss general not piecewise-constant. The operafgrand I,
to the following set of nine operators, which form the basighich are independent of time, provide a basis fosafl, 1)
of a nine-dimensional complex Lie algebra: [72] algebra, and have the concrete realization

) y I =-0,, In=20,+1, I.=2%,+2z, (79)
Ko = —t°0; — t(x104, + 2204,) — t + (i/4)(x] + 3) , . o . -
K 5=01, J=110s, —220s,, B;=—t,, +ix;/2, which satisfies the commutative relations

Pj :(r“)mj, E =1, D:,Tl(r%h +$28m2 + 2t0; + 1, [Io,Ii] =4I, [I_,I+] = -2I. (80)
(74)

This effective-mass problem arises in the study of semiagond

. ] ] ) ] tor heterostructures and, more generally, of inhomogeseou
with j = 1,2. Of immediate concern is the real Lie algebraysiais [74]. In the semiconductor application, the effec
spanned by this basis, i.e., the Schrodinger algebrahwiés, mags of a carrier depends spatially on the graded compusitio
as alternative basis, the operatdfs F;, andE (yielding the o the semiconductor alloys used in the barrier and well
five-dimensional Weyl algebra), plus the operatband the regions of the microstructures [75].
three operators defined by, = D, Ly = Kz + K-, and  The \wave functions of the stationary states of Eg] (78) can
L3 = K_5 — K,. The pertinent nonvanishing commutator§ \written as
are specified by [72]:

t t
Ye(t,x) = exp {—ZE/ B(o)do —|—/ [—C(0)
(L1, Lo] = —2L3, [L3, L1] = 2La, [L2, L3] = 2L, 1 27 0 0
(L1, Bj] = By, [L1, P} = =P}, [P}, J] = (=1 "' R, _53(0)]d0} x exp{—a1(t) (¢0ps + 0p)} 2~ P12
[Bj, J] = (=1)""'By, [L2, Bj] = =P}, [L3, Bj] = —F;, 1 o t 1
[L,,P;] = B;, [Ls,P;] = —B;, [P;, B;] = E/2, = \/%GXP{_ZE/O B(U)dfﬂr/0 [=C(o) - 53(0)]d0}
(75) o n 1 x—iE—n—l/?
S TIGBOE+ 5 + 0% —a ) x ————
wherej, il =1,2,5 # . n=01=0 ' 1)
Now we consider the controllability of the system
These eigenfunctions span the analytic domain relevant to
9 Theorem 4.7.
E¢ = [La+ui(t) L1 +ua(t) Lz +us(t) P +ua(t) J]3p . (76) Let us define
Hy = Bly + Uz(t)c, , Hy= —’L'A(t)I()I,, (82)

In this case there is a time-dependent drift term in the

vector field drivingy. The relations[{75) imply the equalitiesWhere we takeus(t) = —B/2C. Eq. [ZB) can be recast as the
B = C = L£{L1,Ls, Ls, Pi, Ps, By, By, J, E}, while the control system

required analytic domairD 4 is furnished by the span of o

the eigenfunctions),, ,,, of Ls. These take the explicit, time- 5 = Ho+wi(O)H]y. (83)



Here the drift term is time-independent. Using the commutg]
tion relations [[8D), we obtaifH,, H;] = —BH;. Obviously,

B =CcC A, so[B,C] = B. Choosing a manifold/ such that ;5
dim M = dim Cq for all ¢ € M, we are assured that system
(@A) is strongly analytically controllable. (13]

VI. CONCLUSIONS 4]
In this paper, we have formulated the time-dependent quéﬁS—]
tum control problem and studied its controllability. Ackwle [16]
edging the unbounded nature of operators commonly involved
in quantum control systems, our analysis has been predic
on the existence of an analytic domain [32] on which exponen-
tiations of such operators are guaranteed to convergeirwitkL8]
this framework, we have extended the established treatuienhg]
time-independent quantum control problems by introdueimg
augmented system described in a state space that is entgrgel@ol
one dimension, yet embodies the true dynamics of the ofigi
system. With the aid of techniques and results developed by
Kunita [54], [58], we are able to explicate the one-dimensio
reduced controllability of the augmented system. Prajecti
onto the original state space then yields a proof of the aicaly
controllability of the original time-dependent quanturmtrol
system, under conditions similar to those required in tHe]
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