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Time Averaged Consensus in a Direct Coupled Coherent Quantum
Observer Network for a Single Qubit Finite Level Quantum System

lan R. Petersen

Abstract— This paper considers the problem of constructing  defined agx, y] = xy — yx. Also, for a vector of operators

a direct coupled quantum observer network for a single qubit . in Ny, the commutator of: and a scalar operatgrin Hp
quantum system. The proposed observer consists of a network is the vector of operatorls;, y] = zy — ya
Y| = .

of quantum harmonic oscillators and it is shown that the . . . .
observer network output converges to a consensus in a time The vector of system variables for the single qubit spin
averaged sense in which each component of the observer  SyStem under consideration is

estimates a specified output of the quantum plant. An example

and simulations are included. Tp = (;1;1, To, xg)T 2 (0'17 o2, 03),

|. INTRODUCTION whereoy, o2 andos are spin operators. Here,, a vector
There has been significant interest in controlling multiof self-adjoint operators, i.ez, = 7. In particularz,(0)
agent systems to achieve a consensus; e.g., see [1], [2]. Alis represented by the Pauli matrices; i.e.,
the problem of consensus in multi-agent estimation problem

has been considered; e.g., see [3]. In addition, consensus o1(0) = ( 0 1 ), 02(0) = ( O -t )7
has been considered in quantum multi-agent systems; see 1.0 i 0

[4], [5]. The papers [6], [7] considered the problem of 05(0) = ( 10 )

constructing a direct coupling quantum observer for a given 0 -1

guantum system. The problem of constructing an observer f . . .

a linear quantum system has been considered for exam&lbe commutation relations for the spin operators are

in [8]. The theory of linear quantum systems has been of .

cor[ls]iderable inte>;est in receqnt years; e}./g., see [9], EOI. s3] = 20 )_ i (1)
such system models, an important class of control problems i

are coherent quantum feedback control problems; e.g., sebere ¢;;;, denotes the Levi-Civita tensor. The dynamics
[9], [11]. In these control problems, both the plant and thef the system variables are determined by the system
controller are quantum systems and the controller is designHamiltonian which is a self-adjoint operator of,. The
to optimize some performance index. The coherent quantudamiltonian is chosen to be linear i); i.e.,

observer problem can be regarded as a special case of the

coherent quantum feedback control problem in which the Hpy = 7’5%(0)

objective of the observer is to estimate the system vaigable _ _

of the quantum plant. The papers [6], [7] considered a dire¥{nere 7, € R?. The plant model is then given by the
coupling coherent observer problem in which the observer fifférential equation

directly coupled to the plant and not coupled via a field as

in previous papers. This leads the papers [6], [7] to comside () = —ilzp(t), Hyl;
a notion of time-averaged convergence for the observers. = Aprp(t);  7p(0) = zop;
We extend the results of [7] to consider a direct coupled zp(t) = Cpzp(t) (2)

guantum observer for a single qubit quantum plant, which

is a network of quantum harmonic oscillators. This quanturwherez, denotes the system variable to be estimated by the
network is constructed so that each output converges to tserver and’, € R'*?; e.g., see [12]. Alsod, € R**?,
plant output of interest in a time averaged sense. This isla order to obtain an expression for the matrly in terms

form of time averaged quantum consensus. of r,,, we define the linear mapping,, : C* — C**3 as
Il. QUANTUM SYSTEMS 0 B3 —B
Quantum Plant ©0,B8)=1| =B 0 B1 . 3)
We first consider the dynamics of a single qubit spin P =B 0

system which will correspond to the quantum plant; see alspnen’ it was shown in [12] that

[12]. The quantum mechanical behavior of the system is

described in terms of the systerhservables which are self- — iz, (t), rga:p(t)] = —20,(rp)z,(t) (4)
adjoint operators on the complex Hilbert spagg = C2.

The commutator of two scalar operatarsandy in $, is and henced, = —20,(r,).
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In addition, it is shown in [12] that the mappirtd},(-) has where the observer outpui,(t) is the observer network

the following properties: estimate vector andi, € R"*", C, € RZ %", Also,
z,(t) is the vector of self-adjoint hon-commutative system
OBy = —6p(7)B, ®) variables; e.g., see [9]. We assume the observer network or-
0,(8)8 = 0, (6) dern, is an even number wittV = Ze being the number of
0,(8)0,(y) = 8T —pT4I, (7) elements in the quantum observer network. We also assume
0(0,(81) = 6,(3)0,(7)— 0,(1)6,(3). (8) hatthe plant variables commute with the observer variable

The system dynamic§ (14) are determined by the observer
Quantum Observer Network The quantum observer net- system Hamiltonian which is a self-adjoint operator on the
work will be a linear quantum system of the form underlying Hilbert space for the observer. For the quantum
) observer network under consideration, this Hamiltonian is
a(t) = Az(t); (0) = w0 ©) given by a quadratic formi, = 1z,(0)" R,2,(0), where
where A is a real matrix in R"*", and z(t) = Fo is a real symmetric matrix. Then, the corresponding

[ 21(t) ... 2.(t) ]7 is a vector of system observablesMatrix A, in (14) is given by
which are self-adjoint operators on an infinite dimensional A, =20,R, (15)

Hilbert space$; e.g., see [9]. Herex is assumed to be an _ _ . )
even number ang is the number of modes in the quantumWhere@o is defined as in(11). Furthermore, we will assume
system. that the quantum observer network has a graph structure and

The initial system variables(0) = z, are assumed to is coupled to the quantum plant as illustrated in Figdre 1.
satisfy thecommutation relations e s :

[IJ(O),xk(O)] :2i®jk, _],k: 1,...,71, (10)

where©, is a real skew-symmetric matrix with components
O;k. The matrix©, is assumed to be of the form

0, = diag(J, J,...,J) (12)
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whereJ denotes the real skew-symmet#ic< 2 matrix R ‘

J— 0 1 Fig. 1: The graph(G, E) for a typical quantum observer
-1 0| network.

The system dynamic$](9) are determined by the syStemThe combined plant observer system is described by a

Hamiltonian which is a self-adjoint operator on the underly . .
ing Hilbert spacefy. For the linear quantum systems underconnected grapty, &) which hasi' +1 nodes with nodé

. . oo . .corresponding to the quantum plant and the remaining nodes,
consideration, the system Hamiltonian will be a quadratlf: .
abelledl1, 2, ..., N, corresponding to the observer elements.

_ 1 T : .
form # = 52(0)" Rz(0), where R is a real symmetric .o corresponds to an observer Hamiltonian of the form
matrix. Then, the corresponding matrix in (@) is given )
by Mo = =20(0)" Ryz,(0)
A =20,R. (12) 2 N
1
where@, is defined as in(11). e.g., see [9]. In this case, the = = Zxoi(O)TRoﬂoi(O)
‘ . . ; 24
system is said to bphysically realizable and the commuta- i=1
tion relations hold for all times greater than zero: 1 XN
T
T T T T +§ Z Z Ioi(O) Rcionj (O)
[To(t),2o(t)" ] = xo(t)xo(t)” — (sco(t)xo(t) ) =1 j=1
= 20, forall t > 0. (13) where the vector of observer system variablgsis parti-

tioned according to each element of the quantum observer

Remark 1: Note that that the Hamiltonial is preserved .nvork as follows

in time for the systen{{9). Indeed = i Rz + 12" Ri =

—2TRO,Rx+2T RO, Rx = 0 sinceR is symmetric and®,, To1
is skew-symmetric. v, = ?702
We now describe the linear quantum system of the form :
(9 which will correspond to the quantum observer network; ToN

see als? t[g] E:Il;] [14,['.]' ITh's stysterr]: tlﬁ d;escrlbed by a NOMjje assume that the variables for each element of the guan-
commutative differential equation of the form tum observer network commute with the variables of all other
io(t) = Aoxo(t); 36(0) = 0o; elements of the quantum observer network; i.e.,

Zo(t) = Coxo(t) (14) [xoz',ngj]:O Voi#]



Here,z,; = | % | for i = 1,2,...,N whereg,; is the @&linear quantum observer network achieving time-averaged
consensus convergence for the single qubit quantum plant

. Poi . .
position operator for théth observer element ang,; is the @) if the corresponding augmented linear quantum system

momentum operator for th&h observer element. ;
In additionl,3 we define a coupling Hamiltonian whichGH) 's such that
defines the coupling between the quantum plant and the 1
quantum observer network: _— /T( 1 o t) — 2o())dt = 0 (18)
N 7500 T N ° '
He = 2(0)" Reoizi(0). 1
=1

IIl. CONSTRUCTING ADIRECT COUPLING COHERENT
QUANTUM OBSERVERNETWORK

%ol We now describe the construction of a direct coupled linear
Zo2 guantum observer network. In this section, we assume that
: A, = 0 in @). This corresponds te, = 0 in the plant
Hamiltonian. It follows from [[R) that the vector of plant
system variables;,(t) will remain fixed if the plant is not
where coupled to the observer network. However, when the plant is
zoi = Coiwoi fOr i = 1,2,..., N. coupled to the quantum observer network this will no longer
Then be the case. We will show that if the quantum observer is
Co1 suitably designed, the plant quantity to be estimaig@)
Cypo 0 will remain fixed and the conditioi (18) will be satisfied.
Co = . . We assume that the matric&s;;, R,; fori =0,1,..., N,
' j=1,2,...,N are of the form
CON

o — .. AT .

Note thatR,; € R?*?, R.;; € R?*2, C,; € R*2, and Reij = aigBiy, Roi = wil (19)
each matrixR,; is symmetric fori = 1,2,...,N, j = whereq;; € R2, Bij € R? andw; > 0fori=1,2,...,N,
1,2,...,N. In addition, R.o; € R®*? for j =1,2,...,N. j=1,2,...,N. Also, we assume that
Also, the matricesk,;; fori =0,1,...,N,j=1,2,...,N T T 3
are such thai?.;; # 0 if and only if (i, j) € E, the set of Reoj = aojfy; whereao; = ap = C)) € R (20)
edges for the graptg, £). for j =1,2,..., N such that0, j) € E, the set of edges for

The augmented quantum linear system consisting of thRe graph(G, E). In addition, note that;; = 0 and3;; = 0
quantum plant and the quantum observer network is deor (i, ) ¢ E. Furthermore, we assume

scribed by the total Hamiltonian

Hoe = Hp+He+Ho

Furthermore, we write

Zo =

Coi =Cp=a (21)

N fori=1,2,...,N.
_ 7’;{%(0) + 1 Zxoi(O)TRoixoi(O) We. will show that thgse assumptions imply that the
2~ quantityz,(t) = Cpx,(t) will be constant for the augmented
guantum systeni (17). Indeed, the total Hamiltonfan (16)) wil

N N
1 T .
+§ Z Z Loi (O) Rcijxoj (O) be given by
i=1 j=1 1 N
N Ha = =Y wigoi(0) 20i(0)
+ 3" 2(0)T Reoioi (0)- (16) 2 ;
i=1 1 N
Then, it follows that the augmented quantum system is +35 Zxoi(O)Taijﬂi:gIoj(O)
described by the equations i=1j=1
N
ip(t) = —ifzp(t), Hal; 2p(0) = zop; +ZIP(O)TOLQJ'5(J);-IOJ'(O).
Lo(t) = —ilzo(t), Hal; 0(0) = Zoo; j=1
zp(t) = Cpap(t); Now using a similar calculation as ifl(4), we calculate
zo(t) = Como(t); (17) Ip(t) = —ixp(t), He
e.g., see [12]. N "
We now formally define the notion of a direct coupled = _22617(0‘0]')1717(15)[30]'170(15)
linear quantum observer network. j=1
Definition 1: The matrices R,;, Reij, Co; for i = = —20,(c0)7,(t) > Bhwo(t). (22)

0,1,...,N, j = 1,2,...,N and the graph G, FE) define (0,5)€E



Hence, the quantity,(t) =

Cpxy(t) satisfies the differential

In order to construct suitable values for the quantifigs

equation andw; so that [IB) is satisfied, we will require that
Zp(t) = —2C,0,(a0)zp(t Z BO]‘TO 2wjJog — Z pijJarad oq
(0 J)EE (i,4)€E,i>0
= —2a0 ao ,Tp Z BngO — Z uijJalalTal + 2Jﬁ0j04¥1041 =0 (29)
(0,5)eE (i,7)EE,i>0
=0 (23)  for j=1,2,..., N. This condition is equivalent to
using (®) and the fact tha,(a) is skew symmetric. That wj = Z iz llan || + poglae || (30)
is, the quantityz,(¢) remains constant and is not affected by (i) CBi>0
the coupling to the coherent quantum observer network: '
for (0,j) € E and
zp(t) = zp = 2,(0) Vt > 0. (24)
. wi= Y pijlloal? (31)
Also to calculatet,(t), we first observe that for any= (i,4)EB,i>0
0,1,...,N,j=1,2,...,N. ,
i) for (0, ) ¢ E.
[BEwoj(t), ()] = Biwo;(1)0j(t) — 0; () Bl205 (L) Then, we define
T 1
= (Bhwoj(t)zo;(1)T) Foj () = Toj () — — a2
o
—Toj ()20 (t ) ﬁl] .
for j =1,2,...,N. It follows from (29) and[(2b) that
= (2o (B)zo; ()" B
i ()20 (0" By Fog(t) = 2o (1) + JZﬁua
=~ [20j(t), 0 ()] By
= —2JB; N
_ _ _ ’ o +Jzajiﬂﬁjoi(t)
using [I3). Hence, using this result and a similar approach i=1
to the derivation of[(1]2) in [9], we obtain = 2w JF(t) — 2 Z uijJOéloélT:f?oi(t)
oj(t) = i[Ha,@0;(t)] (4.5)€E,i>0
— 2w7J$07(t) fOf] = 172,. ..,N.
L We now write this equation as
+5i21< 26 B5) afjwoi(t) For (1) For (1)
= Zoo(t Zoa(t)
| K R (32)
—|—§iZ( 2iJ i) Bhizoi(t) : :
= Ton (t) Ton(t)
Hiag;Tp(t )(_2“7607) where A4, is an N x N block matrix with blocks
= 2wJaei(t) +J Y Bijolaeit 2w;J for i = j,
370 Z ! toij =& —2ui;Jared  fori+jand(i,j) € E,
N 0 otherwise
T
+Jzo‘jiﬁjixoi(’f) +2JB0jzp (29)  for i = 1,2,...,N,j =1,2,...,N. Also, A, is as given

forj=1,2,...,N.

To construct a suitable quantum observer network, we will

further assume that

i = a1, Bij = —pijan (26)

fori=1,...,N,j=1,2,...,N where(i,j) € E. Here,
a; € R? and

pij = pji > 0. (27)
Also, we will assume that

Boj = —Hojon (28)

for j=1,2,..., N where(0,j) € E.

in (I5) whereR, is a symmetricN x N block matrix with
blocks

wil for i = j,
Toij = { —pijonad  fori# j and(i,j) € E,
0 otherwise
fori=1,2,...,N,j=1,2,...,N.

To show that the above candidate quantum observer net-
work leads to the satisfaction of the conditionl(18), we note
that



satisfies[(3R). Hence, if we can show that

1 T
lim —/ Fo(t)dt =0
0

then it will follow from

ai
1 ai

— z
“Jlaa ? 3

aq

OL,{ a1

[l [|? 0

a3 a1

(34)

that [I8) is satisfied.
We now show that the symmetric matrik, is positive-
definite.

Lemma 1: The matrix R, is positive definite.
Proof: In order to establish this lemma, let
Lol
Lo2

Lo =

LoN

be a non-zero real vector. Then

N
> willzoil®
1=1

(i,5)€E,i>0,j>0
N
> willzo|?
i=1

(i,§)EE,i>0,j>0
N
= > willza?
=1

(i,5)€E,i>0,j>0

T
z, Roxy =

T T
:uijxoialxoj ai

Y

i || oi || | o []] o2 ||

i || oi l|zo;]l
(35)
using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. Here,
fui = pijllaa ||

for0=1,2,...,N,j=1,2,...,N. Thus, [3b) implies

T TH -
Ty, Roto > Ty Roo

where
||
} [E21]
T, =
Zon |l

andR, is a symmetricV x N matrix with elements defined
by

w; fori =7y,
Toij = —f;;  fori+#jand(i,j) € E,
0 otherwise

fori=1,2,...,N,j=1,2,...,N.

Now the vectorz, will be non-zero if and only if the
vectorz, is non-zero. Hence, the matrik, will be positive-
definite if we can show that the matrig, is positive-definite.

In order to establish this fact, we first note tHafl(30) dnd) (31
imply that

w; = Z ftij + floj
(i,7)EE,i>0
for (0,j) € E and
wi= > piloeal?

(i,)€E,i>0
for (0,7) ¢ E. Hence, we can write
Ro - Rol + Ro2

where R,; is a symmetricN x N matrix with elements
defined by

Z(k,j)eE,k>o fi;  fori=j,
Folij = 8 —flij fori# j and(i,j) € E,

0 otherwise
fori=1,2,...,N,j=1,2,...,N.Also, R, is a diagonal

N x N matrix with elements defined by

_ ,,_{ fio; fori=jand(0,j) € E,
To2i5 = 0

otherwise

It follows that the matrixR,s is positive semidefinite.

Now the matrix R, is the Laplacian matrix for the
weighted graphG, E) obtained by removing nodeé from
the graph(G, F) along with the associated edges. Then each
edge (i,j) € E is given a weighti;;; e.g., see Figure
which shows the weighted graply, £) which would
correspond to the grapl@, £/) shown in FigurélL.

It follows that the matrixR,; is positive-semidefinite with

null space of the following form:

N(R01) = Spar{flanV' 7fm}

where m is the number of connected components of the
graph (G, E). Also, each of the vectorg,, fs,..., f,, are
vectors whose elements are either zeros or ones. For the
vector fi, the elements of this vector which are ones corre-
spond to the nodes in the grapfi, £) in the kth connected
component.



for all z,(0) andt > 0. Hence,

) Amaz(Ro)
20R,t < max 0
2% < |52 37)

for all t > 0.
Now since® and R, are non-singular,

T 1 1
/ e2ORot g1 _ _e2®ROTRO—1@—1 . _RO—1®—1
0 2 2

Fig. 2: The weighted grapliG, E) corresponding to the and therefore, it follows fron{(37) that

graph(G, E) in Figure[1.
_H/ 20R, tdt”
The fact thatR,; > 0 and R, > 0 implies thatR, > 0. 1{”; ORI polg—1 %R(jl(a’lH

In order to show thaf?, > 0, suppose that is a non-zero

vector inNV'(R,). It follows that < ﬁnez@RoTHHRo‘l@‘lH

xTRO:c = xTéolx + xTROQJ: =0. +%”R0_16_1”
SinceR,; > 0 andR,2 > 0, = must be contained in the null L
space ofR,; and the null space oR,.. Thereforex must < M”R lg- 1||
be of the form . 2T Amin (Ro)

— _ Rflgfl
x Z Yie fr + 5T || o |
— 0

where not ally, = 0. However, since the grapty, F) is
connected, it follows that there must be at least one bran
(0,7) € E to a node in each of the connected components o1 T

in the graph(G, E). Then lim _H/ To(t)dt]|

T _ S A2 _
x° Roox = Z H0,5Vk(j) = 0 _ lim H / 2®Rot~ dtH
(0.))EE T—o0 T’

wherek(j) corresponds to the node of the connected com- < lim H/ 208at 111112, (0)]
ponent in(G, E') which the brancK0, j) connects to. Since T—oo T

eachjig ; > 0, it follows that =

@ﬁT — oo. Hence,

A

Tr(g) =0 This implies T
for all (0,j) € E. Furthermore, since each connected Tlgriof/o To(t)dt =0
component in(G, E') has at least one brand,j) € F .
connected to it, it follows thaty = v2... = v, = 0. and hence, it follows from(32) ant?:(Bz_l) that
However, this contradicts the assumption that notyali= 0. 1
Thus, we can conclude that the mati is positive definite . 1 [T 1
and hence, the matrik, is positive definite. This completes Tlggo T /O zo(t)dt = | .| 2.
the proof of the lemma. [ | 1
We now verify that the conditiori (18) is satisfied for the L
quantum observer network under consideration. We recall Also, (24) implies
from Remark1L that the quantltgzzzo ()" R,%,(t) remains Bl
constant in time for the linear system: T 1
. 1
j.470 - Aoio - 2@Fiojo- Tlg%o T A Zp(t)dt - “p:
That is L 1]
1. _ 1. . Therefore, condition[(18) is satisfied. Thus, we have estab-

—Z,() T Ry, (t) = ixo(O)TRoxo(O) Vt>0. (36)

2 lished the following theorem.

However, i, (t) = ¢20Ft3 (0) and R, > 0. Therefore, it Theorem 1: Consider a single qubit quantum plant of the
To(t) = ¢ %o(0) form (@) wherer, = 0 and henced, = 0. Then the

follows from (36) that . . .
matrices Roi, Reij, Coi, Ro; for i = 1,2,....N, j =
V Amin(Ro)|[€27 2, (0)|| < v/Anaz (Ro)||Z6(0)] 1,2,...,N and the connected graplg, £) will define a



direct coupled quantum observer network achieving timezan be described by the equations

averaged consensus convergence for this quantum plant if ()

the conditions [(19),[(20) [(21)[(26)_(28L. 1271 (3Q. )31 s

are satisfied. o
Fa(t) = Agza(t), wherez,(t) = | Zo2(t)

Remark 2: The quantum observer network constructed
above is determined by the choice of the positive parameters :
pi; for i = 0,1,...,N, j = 1,2,...,N. A number of Tos(t)
possible choices for these parameters could be considerggg
One choice is to choose all of these parameters to be the
same asii;; = wo fori = 0,1,...,N, j = 1,2,...,N
wherewy > 0 is a frequency parameter. Another possible
approach is to choose the paramejegsfori = 0,1,..., N,
j=1,2,...,N randomly with a uniform distribution on a
suitable frequency interval.

=
[S)
[S)
[
S
S

Agq =

[
S}
S

-
(=]
| ONONONONOO

NONONONONOO
NONONONO | OO
coocooo0co0O0OOCRO
NONONO | ONOO
coococooo0OorROOO
NONO | ONONOO
©cooogooooo
NO | ONONONOO
coorOOOOOOO
oroo0OOCOOCOOQ

-
(=]

Then, we can write

V. ILLUSTRATIVE EXAMPLE xa(t) = ®(t)z4(0)

where
We now present some numerical simulations to illustrate B(t) = et

the direct coupled quantum observer network describedsin th ) ) o
previous section. We choose the quantum plant to kigve- ~ ThUs, the plant variable to be estimatggd) is given by

0andC, =[1 0 0]. Thatis, the variable to be estimated by 2(t) = e10,®(t)z4(0)
the quantum observer is the spin operatpiof the quantum P IN 42
plant. For the quantum observer network, we chodse- _ Z e1Ca®;(t)24:(0)

5 so that the quantum observer network has five elements.
Also, we suppose that the grag§, E) defining the plant

i=1

observer network is the complete graph corresponding to tr\{\éhere c, 0
five observer nodes and the plant node; i.e., every node is Co = { 0o C, } ’

connected to every other node in this graph. This graph is ] ] ) ]
iilustrated in Figurd1. In addition, we choosg = [1I 0] €1 is the first unit vector in the standard basis o,

and as discussed in Remdlik 2, we choose the paranggers ®i(t) is the ith column of the matrix(¢) and ,;(0) is
so thatji;; = wo fori =0,1,...,N,j=1,2,...,N where the ith component of the vector,(0). We plot each of
wo = 1. Then the dynamics of the corresponding quanturif® quantities:; C, @, (t), e1CaPa(t), - ., 1CaPan 1 (t) In

observer network are defined by equatidng (23) (25). Figurel](a?. .
From this figure, we can see thatC,®,(¢t) = 1 and

elCaq)g(t) = 0, elCaq)g(t) =0,..., elCa(I>2N+2(t) =0,
and z,(t) will remain constant at,(0) for all ¢t > 0.

We now consider the output variables of the quantum
observer network,;(¢) for i = 1,2,..., N which are given

by

2N+1
Zoi(t) = Y €it1Ca®;(t)14;(0)
=1

dard basis for RN*!. We plot each of the quan-
tities €i+1Ca(I)1 (t),ei+1Ca<I>2(t), Ce ,€i+1ca(1)2]v+2(t) in
Figured #(b) £H4(f).

To llustrate the time average convergence prop-
erty of the quantum observei (18), we now plot the
Quantum Observer quantities% fOT ei+1Ca<I>1(t)dt, %IOT ei+1Ca<I>2(t)dt, R
e %fOTeiHCa(I)gNH(t)dt for i = 1,2,...,N in Figures
(a)i3(e). These quantities determine the averaged vdlue o

Fig. 3: The plant observer network considered in the exar% )
ole. the ith observer output

Quantum
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where ¢;11 is the (i + 1)th unit vector in the stan-

T 2N+1

1
- 200 (T') = T/ > €i11Ca®;(t)70;(0)dt
For this example, the augmented plant-observer system I



AN
L

o 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 o 2 4 & 8 10 12 14 16 18 20
Time Time

o 2z 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 o2z 4 & 8 10 12 14 18 18 20
Time Time

© (d)

0 2w e 8 T4 6 8 0
Time. Time

T —
ee(iatb1 ()

av
_ eCo™y

I‘\ NAANAN
| 1]
Il

b “/\ NN

v
|

[

e Mo ) Bt " 0
(e) ®
Fig. 4: Coefficients defining (8, (), (b) zo1(t), (C) z02(t), 057
(d) zo3(t), (€) zoa(t), and () zo5(t). o
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20
Time
(e)

fori=1,2,..., N. From these figures, we can see that for_ ) . - .
eachi = 1,2,..., N, the time average of,;(t) converges hg. 5: Coefficients defining the time average of £)(t),

to z,(0) ast — oc. That is, the quantum observer network(®) Zo2(t), (€) zo3(t), (d) z04(t), and (€)zos(t).
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