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Control protocol of finite dimensional quantum systems using alternating square pulse

Jianju Tang and H. C. Fu
School of Physical Sciences and Technology, Shenzhen University,
Shenzhen 518060, P. R. China

Control protocol to drive finite dimensional quantum systems to an arbitrary target state using
square pulses is proposed explicitly. It is a multi-cycle control process and in each cycle we apply
square pulses to cause single or a few transitions between energy levels. Systems with equal energy
gaps except the first one, four dimensional system with equal first and third energy gaps and different
second energy gap, and systems with all equal energy gaps of dimension three, are investigated in
detail. The control parameters, the interaction time between systems and control fields and free
evolution times between cycles, are connected with the probability amplitudes of target states via
trigonometric functions and are determined analytically.

PACS numbers: 32.80.Qk, 03.65.Sq, 03.65.Ta, 02.30.Yy

I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum control is a coherent or incoherent process
to steer a quantum system to a given target state [I].
It is significant in many fields of quantum physics, es-
pecially in the quantum computation and quantum in-
formation processing [2]. Various notations in classical
control theory were generalized to the quantum control,
such as open and closed control, optimal control [3], con-
trollability [4H7], feedback control [8] and so on. For in-
coherent control the quantum system is controlled by its
interaction with a quantum accessor rather than classi-
cal fields [9HI2]. Typically one first models the controlled
system and examine its controllability which is relevant
to the system Hamiltonian and interaction Hamiltonian
with control fields. Then one needs to design classical
fields to interact with the controlled system to steer the
system to the given target state, which is referred to as
the control protocol and is the issue we would like to ad-
dress in this paper. Some approaches, such as using the
Cartan decomposition of Lie groups [13], were proposed
on this issues.

In a previous paper [14], we proposed an explicit con-
trol protocol of finite dimensional quantum system using
time-dependent cosine classical field, where we have to
use the rotating wave approximation to drop the high
oscillating terms in the interaction Hamiltonian. In this
work, we will use the alternating square pulses with pos-
itive and negative parts in each period, to control the fi-
nite quantum systems. Advantage of using square pulses
is that we can find an invariant space in which the inter-
action Hamiltonian and time evolution operator can be
explicitly treated without using rotating wave approx-
imation. On the other hand, except the system with
equal energy gaps except the first we considered before,
we mainly consider the systems with multiple transitions
in a cycle, especially the one with all equal adjacent en-
ergy gaps of dimension three. The relationship between
probability amplitudes of target states and control pa-
rameters, the number of pulses and the difference be-
tween positive and negative amplitudes of the pulses, is

analytically established.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we for-
mulate the controlled system and control protocol, and
derive the time evolution operators. We present control
protocols of systems with equal energy gaps except the
first one, four dimensional system with equal first and
third energy gaps and different second energy gap, and
system with equal energy gaps of dimension three in sec-
tions III, IV, and V, respectively. We draw our conclusion
in Sec.VI.

Throughout this paper we use i = v/—1 and i = 1.

II. CONTROL SYSTEMS AND TIME
EVOLUTION OPERATORS

A. Control Systems and protocol

Consider an N-dimensional non-degenerate quantum
system with eigenenergy F, and corresponding eigen-
state |n}), described by the Hamiltonian

N
Ho=3" Enln)(n]. (1)

Our aim is to develop control protocols to drive the sys-
tem to an arbitrary target states from an initial state,
or in other words, to design classical fields to interact
with the system such that the system is driven to a re-
quired target state within finite time. For this purpose,
we should keep in mind that

e As there are 2(IN — 1) independent real parameters
in the target states (N — 1 real probability ampli-
tudes and N —1 relative phases), we need to supply
2(N —1) real control parameters in the control pro-
tocol;

e One needs to establish relationship between con-
trol parameters and probability amplitudes of the
target states such that one can design the control
fields and its coupling with the controlled systems;



e In each cycle the control operation should be easily
complemented in the laboratory.

The simplest protocol is that one can control transition
only between two energy levels in each cycle, for example,
the system (System I) with all equal energy gaps except
the first one

Pl P2 =3 == UN-1, (2)

where p; = E;41 — E; is the energy gap, and the sys-
tem with all distinct adjacent energy gaps p; # i,
(i # j), considered in Ref. [I4]. However, this is not
always possible, for example, the 4-dimensional system
with p11 = p3 # po as shown in Fig[lfa) (System II). In
this case, the control field with frequency pq cause tran-
sition form |1) to |2) and from |3) to |4) simultaneously
and the interaction Hamiltonian is written as

H = Ho + f(t) (1) 2]+ [2)(1] + [3)4[ + 43 ()

Fortunately, its time evolution operator can be factor-
ized. In particular, for some special initial state such as
[1), if we arrange this control process as the first cycle,
the states |3) and |[4) keep unchanged and mathemati-
cally equivalent to only transition between |1) and |2)
occurs. We will investigate control protocol of this sys-
tem in Sec[[Vl

However, for systems with all equal adjacent energy
gaps, the time evolution operator is difficult to treat ex-
plicitly. For 3-dimensional system as shown in Fig.1(b),
the Hamiltonian in the cycle 1 is

H = Ho + f(t) [di(|1) (2] + [2)(1]) + d2(]2) (3] + \3><2|)(] -)

4
Although the time evolution operator can be generally
factorized in the form

dim L

v(t) = ] explas( i, (5)

where X;’s are a basis of Lie algebra L = u(3) (or su(3) if
Hy is traceless), according to Wei-Norman theorem [I6],
the functions {«;(t)} satisfy a set of non-linear equations
and are difficult to find explicitly. In Sec.V, we present an
explicit approach to obtain the time evolution operator.

B. Pules and time evolution operator

In this paper, we shall use square pulses to control the
quantum systems. We shall see that one does not need
to use the rotating wave approximation in the derivation
of time evolution operators as we did in [14].

Consider a sequence of pulses interacting only with two
levels |m) and |n) (m > n) resonantly, which will be used
in the rest of this paper. Each pulse can be written as

Brnn(t) = { “Emy Apn<t<Aprtapn, O

(a) (b)

FIG. 1. Four dimensional system with p1 = pus # p2 (System
IT), and 3-dimensional system with equal energy gaps (System
III). Here the arrows represent transitions caused by control
field and the numbers in circles are labels of cycle.
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FIG. 2. Control pulses.

as shown in Fig. . Here &,,,, is constant electric field
and Tp,,, = AT + AD™ is its period. Condition of reso-
nant interaction requires that

Winn = 27/ Tpn = Em, — E,,. (7)

Corresponding to Ey,p, () = £Emn, the total Hamilto-
nian of the system and control pulse is in the form

Hg:mn) = Ho £+ dmno;™, (8)
where d,,, = &,,9, ¢ is the coupling strength, and
o " = |m)(n[ +[n)(m|. (9)

As the Hamiltonian is time independent, the cor-
responding time evolution operator can be written as
Uprm™(t) = exp (iH (imn)t). To expand it to a simple form,
we first rewrite the Hamiltonian as

HY™ = ™+ H™, (10)

where

N
H™™ = Oyl + Y (B = On) R (K],

k=1
k#m,n

mn 1 mn
HEE™ = Snn(n)(n] = [m) (m]) £ dao?™,

(Bt En). (1)

amn



and I is the identity operator. It is obvious that

[H§:n>, (gm”>] —0. (12)
Noticing that
(mn) _ emn |k> s k= m,n,
Ho™ " 1k) = { Ep k), k#mn, (13)

the subspace H,,,, spanned by {|n),|m)} is invariant un-

der the action of H{™™ and thus H{™™ .
It is easy to verify that

2k
2k+1
(HE) = Q) BE™, (k2 0), (14)
where

and I, = |n)(n|+|m){m| is the identity operator on the
invariant subspace H,,,. Using relations and ,
we find the time evolution operator

U 1y = ()

= {I + [cos(Qmnt) — 1] Inpn — 1sm(ant)H§$n)}

an
xe H" ", (16)

In the invariant subspace H,,,, we have

Uj(E"Ln) (t) In) = {cos(ant) In) — %
X (W;m In) & dimn |m>) } e Wmnt, (17)

For simplicity, we suppose that the control field is strong,
namely, dypn > Wiy In this case, win/Qmn — 0 and
dnn Q. — 1, is simplified as
UL () In) = €70 [cos(Qmnt) n)
Fisin(Qppt) [m)] . (18)

Similarly, we have

U™ (1) [m) = €710 (cos(Qunt) m)
Fisin(Qmnt) |n)) . (19)
In a period T,,, of control field, the time evolution op-
erator is U™™)(T,,,,,) = U™ (Ag”")U_(Fm") (A7), whose
action on the states |n) and |m) is obtained as
U™ (T, [n) = e 0mnTmn [cos (Qumn Amn) [0)
+isin (QmnAmn) M),
Um(T,) jm) = e~ 0mnTmn £eos [Qn Amn] [m)
+isin [QmnAmn] n)}, (20)

where A,,, = A" — A"

Suppose that the system interacts with control field
for Iy, pulses (or time period 7, = Trnlmn). Then the
time evolution operator is

lmn

(21)
which can be obtained by replacing 8,,.,, by lnn Ay, and
Apn DY lLin A from U™ (T;,). Notice that the real
probability amplitude is determined by Q0 lnn Ay and
one can adjust the parameter A,,, to insure that [,,, is
a positive integer.

Before closing this section, let us see the simplest case,
the 2-level system. It is obvious that, if the system is
initially prepared on |1}, it is driven to the state

|¢> — o 1012l12T12
X [COS(ngAlgllg) |1> + iSin(ngAlgllg) |2>] (22)

after interesting with the control field for l15 pulses. We
see that there is only a fixed relative phase i = e'™/2,
different from the protocol using harmonic field given in
[14] in which there is a relative phase e~ (F2=F1)7m (7 is
the interaction time) and it is tunable through amplitude
of control field. In the present case, we can allow the
system for a free evolution for time period 7

|’L/}/> = COS(912A12Z12) |1> =+ ieiiwlz‘r{ Sin(ngAlgllg) |2> s

up to a common phase § = e~ 012hTi2e=iE171 - By care-
fully choosing control parameters o =~ £129, A1o,l12
and 71, we can achieve any target state.

III. CONTROL PROTOCOL OF SYSTEM I

In this section we investigate the control protocol of
System I. The control process includes N —1 cycles and in
the m-th cycle, we first apply control field with frequency
Wi = E41 — E1 to control transition between levels |1)
and |m + 1) for a time period 7,, and then allow the sys-
tem to evolve for time period 7,. For convenience, we
change the label (m+1 1) — (m), for example, the time
evolution operator is relabeled as U(™) = U(m+1 1) We
will derive the explicit expression of target states and re-
lationship between the control parameters {7,,,7,,} and
probability amplitudes of target state.

A. Cycle1l

Suppose that the system is initially prepared on the
state |1). Then it is easy to find the state after interaction
with control field for time 7, and free evolution for 7{

W)Y = al 1)+ a} 2, (22)
where
al = e MO o501 Ay ),

ay = e ONTIHE ) 6in (011 A). (24)



B. Recursion relations of amplitudes from
(m — 1)-th to m~th cycles

To obtain the explicit expression of the target state,
we need recursion relations of probability amplitudes of
states of two adjacent cycles. Suppose that, after (m—1)-
th cycle, the state is of the form

m

Z ay (25)

Then the state of system after interacting with [,,, pulses
and free evolution for a time period 7/, can be obtained
as

(m )

|¢/>(m) _ efiHoT,'nU(m)(lme) |w>(m—1)
= ¢ Onbn Tt BaT) o8yl Ay )aT 1 1)

m
+ E e—i(Eklme-‘rEknln,)
k=2

_|_€_i(0m,lm, Tm+Emi1 1T7In)i

X SIn(QnlmAm)al" ™
m—+1

=" aplk), (26)
k=1

from which we find the recursion relations

ay' " [k)

Yim +1)

al’ = e i(Omlm T+ Er7,,) cos(lemAm)a;”_l, (27)
apt = e BelmTmtrr,) gm= 2<k<m), (28

az-s-l _ ie—l(GmlmeJrEmHTm) Sin(lemAm)a;n_l,(QQ)

C. Target state

From and , as well as , we can easily ob-

tain that

al* = exp l_iz(eiliTi + Ey7)) Hcos(QiliAi), (30)
i=1 ;

ay' = exp {1

m

EQZZT +T)+01117'1+E2T1

xisin(Qql; A ) (31)
m—1
am, ., = exp [ (ZHIT + Y Err) + By, )]
=1 =1
m—1
XiSin(QnlmAm) ] cos(QiliAy). (32)

=1

Using , we obtain

m _ =Bk (Um Tl

ay
—exp{—l Ey, Z T +E1ZT +EkZlT

i=k—1

+ZQZT

k—2
X H COS(QiliAi),

i=1

where we have used with m replaced by k — 1.
After N — 1 cycles, or letting m = N — 1 in elements

(30532) and 7 we find the target states

N
_ N-1
= Zak
k=1

where the real probability amplitudes Cj are

N—-1
= H COS(QiliAi),

C2 = sin(QlllAl),

}mln (Qe—1lp—1Ak—1)

3<k<m, (33)

N
=3 Conlk),  (34)
k=1

k—2
Ok = Sin(Qk_llk_lAk_1) H COS(QiliAi),
i=1

(B<k<N), (35)
and phases vy are
N—1

i Z (OZZ,Tz + ElTi/)
i=1

3

Y1 = €xXp [—

V2 = iexp{
Yk ZGXP{—

k—1
+ Z 0;l; T;
i=1

N-1
—1 E2 Z (lsz + TZ/) + 9111T1 + EQT{

2

}1, (3<k<N). (36)

N—1
i Z +E127 +EkZlT
i=1

i=k—

D. Determine control parameters

For a given target state, namely, C,, and -, are given,
we can determine the control parameters {l,,A,, 7/, |n =
1,2,..., N—1}. From C3 we can determine /1Ay and then
IoAs from Csg, until all I_1 A _ 1 obtained recursively.

As for T we first obtain Z . 7' from 1 or 2 and

Es ZZ 2 7’ + E17'1 from 4. As E; # Es5, we can obtain

71 and ZZ 2 L7/ From 7y, we obtaln E, Zf\’ 31 7!+ E17)

from which we obtam 75 and ZZ 5 Tl

7. Recursively, we
can obtain all 7/’

IV. CONTROL OF SYSTEM II

We now turn to control of system II. In the first cycle,
we apply the field with frequency wy = Ey — By = E4 —



F5 to interact with the system. The total Hamiltonian
corresponding to positive and negative pulses reads

H* = H + Hf, (37)
Hi" = Eq [1)(1] + Ez[2)(2] + di (J1)(2] + [2)(1]) , (38)
Hy = E3|3)(3] + Ea|4) (4] + da (I3) (4] + [4)(3]) , (39)

satisfying [H, Hy] = 0. Therefore the time evolution
operator can be factorized as

Us(t) = UL(t)UZ(t) = exp (—iHit) exp (—iH5t) .
(40)
Both operators Ul (¢) and U2 (¢) can be treated similarly
as in the Sec. [[TB] But if we prepare the system initially
on the state |1), we have Hi |1) = 0 and thus U2 (t) =

[1). In this case
77l _ B =
UL()11) = UL@) 1) = exp (SiHE) 1) (41)
To expand Ui (t), we rewrite Hi® as
Hi = 0100 — 012130 + HY, (42)
where I34 = [3)(3] + |4)(4], and

H(lz) =

wi (12)(2 = [1)(1]) £ da (1)(2] + [2)(1]) -

N

Then we have

eIt = | T 4 [cos(Qut) — 1] I1s — Qﬁ L in(Qu)H2)
1

x exp [—1b121] exp [i612(13) (3] + |4)(4])], (43)

where Q) = [d} +w?/4] vz Acting on the initial state

|1), we have

eTH1) = 2 [cos() [1) Fisin(t) 2)], (44)

where we have used the strong field approximation,
namely dy > w1, wl/Ql — 0, dl/Q1 — 1.
We control the system for a time period [1T7, yielding

YD =TT 1) = (U7 (7D UF ()" (1)
= e 1020 T [eog(Q 11 AY) (1) 4 isin(Q11 A1) [2)]

with A; = 74 — 7. After free evolution for 77, the state

of system is

) = eiHom |y (@)

=arll)+az(2), (45)
where
a% — 1012 T+ Byry) cos(11A1),
aé = e_i(‘glzllTlJrE”{)isin(QlllAl). (46)
In cycle 2, we apply the field with frequency we =
E, — E; to control the system for a time period l3T5.

Standard treatment for the time evolution operator in
Sec. [[TB] applies in this case and we can easily find the

state of the system after interaction with control field
and free evolution for time period 75

W)@ = e (0O ) )
=ai|1) +a3|2) +ail4), (47)
where

a% _ —1(91412T2+012z T1+Elz )
x cos(QalaAs) cos(Q111Aq),

a2 = —1(91211T1+E2l2T2+E221 T 1sm(Qll1A1)7

a2 = 7101l T4 00U Ti+ Bary By
xisin(QalaAg) cos(Q111Ay). (48)

In cycle 3, we apply the field with frequency ws =
FE5 — E5 to control the system for a period I373 and then
allow the system for a free evolution for time period 3.
The time evolution operator can be treated as in Sec.[[TB]
and the target state can be obtained as

3 —iHoT! la 2
[6)® = emitomt (U (U () 19

= Z an |ny = Z’Yncn n), (49)

where the real probability amplitudes are
Cy = cos(QalaAg) cos(111 A1),

CQ = COS(legAg) sm( 111 )
Cg = Sin(legAg) sin (Q ll )
Cy = sin(Qal2Az)) cos(111 A1), (50)

and the relative phases are

1 = exp [—i (01aloTs + 61211 Ty + Er (1] + 75 + 75)

+E113T3)], (51)
Y2 = iexp [—i (023315 + 01201 T1 + EsloTh

+Ey(ri + 75+ 73))] (52)
v3 = exp [—i (Pa3lsTs + O1201 11 + E37y

+E3 (1] + 7)) + E2laT»)], (53)
g = iexp [—1(614loTs + 01201

+Ey (15 + 74) + E4lsTs + Er7y)]. (54)

We need to determine the control parameters
{lnAn, 7} | n=1,2,3} from the probability amplitudes
of the target state. It is easy to find that

g = tan(QgAglg), g - tan(Q3A3l3)v (55)
01 02

from which we can find control parameters Aslo and Agls
and then determine A4l from C;.
From 71, v3 and 74, we can determine
T+ 7o+ T4,
Ea(r{ + 73) + EsT3,
ElT{‘i‘EQ(Té‘FTé), (56)
whose determinant of the coefficient matrix is (Ey —
Ey)(E2 — E3) # 0. So we can find control parameters
7 (i=1,2,3).

7



V. SYSTEM WITH EQUAL ENERGY GAPS

In this section we consider the simplest system with all
equal energy gaps, the 3-dimensional system with F3 —
Ey; = E5 — Fy = pu. To control this system, we apply
pulse field with frequency w = u to drive the system for
time period ;T and then let it involve for a time period
71, in the first cycle. In cycle 2, we use control field with
frequency we = F3 — F1 = 2u for time period [37T5 first
and then leave it for a free evolution for time period 73.

A. Cycle1l

The Hamiltonians between the system and control field
corresponding to positive and negative pulses are

HY = Z E; |i)(
+dz(l2><3\ +13)(2))]- (57)

The last two terms are not commutative each other and
thus the corresponding time evolution operator cannot

be treated as in last section. We note that iH(il) is an
element of u(3) Lie algebra, and its time evolution op-
erator can be generally written as the product of single-
parameter subgroup elements exp(—ig;(t)x;), where x;
are all basis elements of u(3), according to Wei-Norman
theorem [I6]. One needs to solve a set of nonlinear equa-
tions to determine parameter g;(t), which is generally
difficult.

However, when the system is initially prepared on the
ground state |1), it is enough to find U (¢) |1). It is easy
to find that

i) £ [dy (|1)(2] + [2)(1])

HY (1) = By [1) +dy [2),
<H$ (1) = (B2 +d2) |1) + di(By + E2) [2) + dyda |3) .

Suppose that Ey = 0, without losing generality, then
FEy = —p, B3 = p < dy,ds, under strong field approxi-
mation. Then we have

HY 1) =di [2),
) 2
(Hi ) 1) = d? (1) + dyds |3) . (58)
It is not difficult to find that
(HO)FHL) = £, 03 [2), k>0, (59)
2k
(HO)™ [1) = 2 s 1) + s 3), > 0,(60)

where Q; = +/d? +d3. Therefore, the time evolution
operator acting on the initial state |1) is obtained as

) {31% [cos (Qut) — 1] + 1} (d1 [1) + d2 [3))

$iﬂ sin(Q4¢) |2) . (61)
0

Similarly, we can further obtain that
(HD) D |2) = £03(dy 1) + d2 [3)),
(HD)? |2) = 03 |2), (62)
and

D
e iHLt [2) = cos (Q1) |2)

sin(Qqt
F + dl). @)
We also have
g do
e L 13) = Q2 [cos (21t) — 1] (d1 1) + d=2|3))
do
:FiQ— sin(Q1¢) [2) + [3) . (64)
1

Then we obtain the action of the time evolution operator
in a period T

_igMaz ()AL
e iHY Ale 1HJr A7 |1>

{32 [cos(Q A1) — 1] + 1} 1) + i%sm(@lAl) 12)

dyds
o 2 [cos(Q A1) — 1] 3) (65)
where Ay = A% —

(e 8t at)

) :
= {gQ[COS(leAl) - 1]+ 1} 1) + 1;;71 sin((1244) [2)
2 1

Al. After the second pulse, we have

+d§;%’ lcos(©1241) — 1]13) (66)

Recursively, when I; = 71 /77 pulses are applied, the sys-
tem is driven to

0 = (At )

2 .
= {d2 [cos(Q111A1) — 1] + 1} 1) + ld—l sin(Q111A1) [2)
0 0

1da
QQ [COS(QlllAl) — 1} |3> . (67)
1
After free evaluation for 71, the system is driven to
)" =al[1) +a} |2) +ad[3). (68)
where
al = ¢TI Re(a),
. ,id
aé = e_1E2T1 171 Sin(QlllAl),
2
aj = e”"7iRe(a}), (69)
and
&
Re(a;) = =5 [cos(Ql1Ar) — 1] +1, (70)
1
dqrd
Re(ad) = —=2 [cos( 11 A1) — 1]. (71)

%



B. Cycle 2

In cycle 2, the total Hamiltonian is
2 .
HP =33 B lii] +ds(13)(] + [1)(3]),  (72)

which causes transition between states |1) and |3). So
when ly = 79 /T pulses are applied to the system, we can
use the result in Sec. [TB]to obtain that

UP(I5Ty) 1) = (UP (1)) 1)
= e_i913l2T2 [COS(QQZQAQ) |1> + iSin(QQZQAQ) |3>] 5
UP(I5Ty) [3) = (UP(T2))" [3)
= 67i913l2T2 [COS(QQZQAQ) |3> + iSin(QQZQAQ) |1>] s
UP(1:Ty) 2) = |2), (73)
where Qs = /w3 /4 + d3. After the system interacts with

l5 pulses and then involves for time period 74, we arrive
at the target state

3
W) = emiom )P =N a2 k), (T4)

k=1
where
a3 = e_iEl(THTé)Re(a}) cos(QalaA2)
+e BT Re (ad ) sin(QalaAy),  (75)

. ’ ’ d
ai = e*‘Ez(TlJrTZ)IQ—i sin(Q411 A1), (76)

a2 = e {FITHEsT2)iRe (al) sin(QaleA)

+€—iE3(T{+Té)Re(a§) cos(QalaAy), (77)

where we have used the fact 613 = 0.

C. Determine control parameters

From a3, we can determine the control parameters
I1A; and 7 + 75, as well as Re(al),Re(a3). Then one
can check that

—i eiEl(THTé)a%Re(aé) - e*iE?’(THTé)(a%)*Re(a})}

- [(Reaé)2 + (Rea%)Q]
< BB in(Quly M), (7%)

in which both terms in middle brackets on the left and
right hand sides are known for a given target state. So
we can determine e~ (Fs—E1)Ti sin(Q2l2As) and thus 74
and l3A,, as well as 75.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper we proposed protocols to control finite
dimensional quantum systems using square pulses. Time
evolution operators are explicitly obtained under strong
field approximation and used to control three types of
finite dimensional systems. Relationship between con-
trol parameters and probability amplitudes of the target
states are established via trigonometrical functions. The
control parameters are time periods of interaction be-
tween the controlled system and control pulses and free
evolution time periods of the system itself.

We would like to remark that: (1). Control protocol
using square pulses avoid using the rotating wave ap-
proximation as using the harmonic field; (2). Interaction
between the system and control field does not supply the
relative phases and the relative phases are achieved by
free evolution of the controlled system between cycles.

As further works, we would like to generalize the in-
vestigation presented in this paper to the indirect control
protocol of finite quantum systems, and the control pro-
tocol of quantum systems in the presence of environment.
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