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Sampling-based Learning Control for Quantum Systems with
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Abstract—Robust control design for quantum systems has of a Josephson junction [11].[12]. In the dipole approxi-
been recognized as a key task in the development of practical mation for a molecular system interacting with laser fields,

quantum technology. In this paper, we present a systematic jyrecision in the model parameters is unavoidablé [13 It
numerical methodology of sampling-based learning contro{SLC) b P . . [ }5_
for control design of quantum systems with uncertainties. e also common that there exist errors in control pulses ordield

SLC method includes two steps of “training” and “testing”. Inthe ~ applied to quantum systems. Hence, it is important to dgvelo
training step, an augmented system is constructed using dficial ~ systematic robust design methods for the analysis and synth
samples generated by sampling uncertainty parameters acating  sis of quantum systems with uncertainties. Several methods
to a given distribution. A gradient flow based learning algoithm have been proposed for the robust control of quantum systems

is developed to find the control for the augmented system. In
the process of testing, a number of additional samples are s&ed [14)-[26]. For example, Jamest al [14] have formulated

to evaluate the control performance where these samples are @nd solved arH® controller synthesis problem for a class

obtained through sampling the uncertainty parameters accaling  of quantum linear stochastic systems. Adiabatic techrsique
to a possible distribution. The SLC method is applied to thre (e.g., STIRAP - stimulated Raman adiabatic pass&ge) [27]-
significant examples of quantum robust control including sate [31] have been widely applied to robust control problems of

preparation in a three-level quantum system, robust entanig- . S .
ment generation in a two-qubit superconducting circuit and guantum systems when the adiabatic limit can be satisfied.

quantum entanglement control in a two-atom system interaghg Optimized composite pulses have been applied in NMR to
with a quantized field in a cavity. Numerical results demonstate  improve robustness performandé [9], [32]. A noise filtering
the effectiveness of the SLC approach even when uncertaie approach has been presented to enhance robustness inmuantu
are quite large, and show its potential for robust control design control [33]. A sequential convex programming method has
of quantum systems. been proposed for designing robust quantum gates [34]. A

Index Terms—Quantum control, sampling-based learning con-  sliding mode control approach has been presented to deal wit
trol (SLC), quantum robust control, entanglement Hamiltonian uncertainties in two-level quantum systenf),[1

In classical (non-quantum) control systems, feedback con-
trol is the dominant method for robust control design. Feed-

The control and manipulation of quantum phenomena IEck control (including measurement-based feedback @ontr
at the heart of developing practical quantum technologie®)d coherent feedback control) has been applied to some
and the exploration of quantum control theory and metho@gantum systems for improved control performance [3]| {35]
is drawing wide interests from scientists and engineers [1#0]. However, open-loop control is more practical thandfee
[@]. In the development of practical quantum technologieback control for most quantum systems with current tech-
robustness has been recognized as a key performance mea¥i@gy considering the small time scales and measurement
since the existence of uncertainties and noises is unaveidebackaction in the quantum domain_[34]. Several open-loop
in the modeling and control process for real quantum syste@@ntrol strategies have been presented to design robusbton
[5]-[8]. For example, the chemical shift may not be exactliaws for specific quantum systems. For example, dynamical
known in the model of a spin system in nuclear magnetitecoupling has been developed for control design of quantum
resonance (NMR)[]9],[T10]. In a superconducting quantusystems with uncertainties [41]-[43]. Existing result®wid
circuit, there exist possible fluctuations in the couplingrgy that control fields designed by learning have the property

of robustness[[34],[144],[145]. Recently, Zhargg al. [46]
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includes two steps of “training” and “testing” [47]. A gelaér The dynamics of the system are governed by a time-dependent

ized system is constructed from some samples with differddamiltonian of the form[[56]

values of the inhomogeneous parameters in the training step M

and a control field is learned through a gradient flow based H(t) =Ho+ Hc(t) = Ho+ z Um(t)Hm, @)

optimization algorithm. The control is evaluated using iadd m=1

tional samples for some possible values of the inhomogeneathere Hy is the free Hamiltonian of the systenic(t) =

parameters. The results showed that the SLC approach can i}l ; um(t)Hm is the time-dependent control Hamiltonian that

an effective control law to drive the members in an inhomogeepresents the interaction of the system with the exterelaldi

neous ensemble to a given target state with high fidelityhig t um(t) (scalar functions), and thel, are Hermitian operators

paper, we contribute a systematic SLC method with speciffirough which external controls couple to the system.

learning algorithms for the robust control of quantum syste  The solution of [(IL) is given byy(t)) = U (t)|¢o), where

with uncertainties. In particular, we generate artificeanples the propagatot (t) satisfies

by sampling the uncertainty parameters i_n the system mode_l %U(t) _ _i_ﬁH U (1),

and construct an augmented system using these samples in { u)=1. ()

the training step[48]. Then a gradient flow based learnirdy an . . .

optimization algorithm is developed to learn a control laithw 07 @n ideal model, there exist no uncertainties [ih (2).

desired performance for the augmented system. In the mocggweve_r, _for a practlf:al quantum system, the eX|st_ence of

of testing, we test a number of samples of the uncertairrbiesutnce_rta'm'es IS unav0|dable_' due to ex_ternal d|stu_rbanm}s

evaluate the control performance. The SLC method is appliBE?C'se models and errors in gontrol fields. In this paper, we

to three significant examples of quantum robust control. TIFYPPOSe that the system Hamiltonian has the following form

first example is a three-level quantum system that is found M

widely in natural atoms and artificial atonis [49]. A problem Ho(t) = fo(6o)Ho + Z fm( 6m) Um(t) Hm. (4)

of state preparation is investigated when uncertaintigst ex m=L )

in the three-level system. In the second example, we considée have denote® = (60,61, ..., 6v) and the functions; (6;)

superconducting quantum circuits which have been recegnizl = 0:1,---,M) characterize possible uncertainties. For exam-

as promising candidates for quantum information procgssiﬂle' fo(6o) correqundsto_uncertalntles in the free Ham|ltc_)n|an

due to their advantages of scalability and design flexjpili€-9-» due to chemical shift in NMRYm(6m) can characterize

(see, e.g.,[[50],[[81],[[52],[[53]). In particular, we emplo possible mul_tlpllcatn_/e noises in t_he c_ontrol fields or iragise

the SLC method to learn a robust control law that can tRarameters in the dipole approximation. When fh¢6m) are

applied to a two-qubit superconducting circuit for geniagt aIIoweq t9 be time-dgpendent_, the corre'.sponding unceiE_lain

quantum entanglement. The third example investigates {f@Y Originate from time-varying errors in the control fields

application of the SLC approach to the robust control &f°" €xample, the time-dependent non-Markovian noise in the

quantum entanglement in a two-atom system interacting witgntrol field considered in_[57] can be described using the

a quantized field in a cavity [54].[55]. Numerical result®sh model. I.t is also s.tralghtforvyar.d to include additive naise

that the SLC method is effective for robust control design gentrol fields by slightly modifyind{4). We assume tHat6; )

these classes of quantum systems with uncertainties. are continuous functions & and the paramete®; could be
This paper is organized as follows. Secfidn Il formulates time-dependent and; € [1-Ej,1+E]. For simplicity, we

quantum control problem. Sectiénllll presents the samplin%ssume the uncertainty bounig=--- =Ej=--- =Ev =E

based learning control approach and introduces a gradamt fl re all equal in this paper. We assume that the_ nominal values

based learning algorithm. Numerical results on controigtes °f ©i aré 1 and the fluctuations of the uncertainty parameters

in three-level quantum systems are presented in SeGfibn (.8 £ (whereE < [0,1]). The objective is to design the

The SLC method is applied to robust entanglement generat&:‘?‘PtrOIS{Um(F)’m: 1,2,.. ’M} _to steer the quantum system

in a two-qubit superconducting circuit in Sectioh V. In Segt WIth uncertainties from an initial statelo) to a target state

[VI] the SLC approach is used to learn a robust control law for| g(‘argea with high f|d_el|ty. _The fidelity between two quantum

two-atom system interacting with a quantized field in a (;avitStateS| Y1) and|yp) is defined as[[38],[59)]:

Concluding remarks are presented in Secfiod VII. F(ly),|) = [{dn|yn)). (5)
The control performance is described bperformance func-
[I. PROBLEM FORMULATION OF QUANTUM ROBUST tion J(u) for each control strategy= {um(t),m=1,2,... ,M}.
CONTROL The control problem can then be formulated as a maximization

We focus on a finite-dimensional quantum system tthOblem as follows:
can be approximated as a closed system and whose state is max J(u) := maxE|(¢/(T)|Prarged |2
described using a complex vectfp) or a density operator . d . i
p = |W){Y| in an underlying Hilbert space. The evolution of s.t. a|Lp(t)> = —ﬁHe(t)|W(t)>, [Ww(0)) = |Wo)

its state|((t)) can be described by the following Schrodinger M (6)
equation: _ Ho(t) = fo(6o)Ho+ > fm(6m)um(t)Hm,
{ o) =pHOlw0) @ =
[W(0)) = |Wo). with 6; € [1—-E,1+E], t € [0, T].



Note thatl(u) depends implicitly on the contrel through the theory [45] has shown that there are no local maxima in

Schrddinger equation anfl(-) denotes the expectation withthe optimization problem for closed quantum systems when

respect to the uncertainty parametés- (6o, 61,...,6u). they are controllable and the critical points of their cohtr
landscapes are regular (for details, see, €.9.,[[4], [4#%]) the

I1l. SAMPLING-BASED LEARNING CONTROL METHOD  augmented system, it may be also possible to use a similar

. method to the quantum landscape theory to prove the optimal
Gradient-based methods [4]. 160 I61] have been SUCCe racteristics. Numerical results in this paper show that

fully applied to search for optlmal .SOIUUO”S t(.) a variety O?radient method can be used to achieve excellent perforenanc
guantum control problems, including theoretical and labg-

ratory applications. In this paper, a gradient-based legrn in finding an approximate optimal solution. The detailed
method is employed to optimize the control fields for quargrad|ent flow algorithm will be presented in SubsecionglI-

; L o . As for the issue of choosing samples, we generally choose
tum systems with uncertainties. However, it is impossibl ; : o :
. N . ., them according to possible distributions of the uncenaint
to directly calculate the derivative af(u) since there exist . o
) : arametersd; € [1-E,1+E]. The basic motivation of the
uncertainties and some parameters in the model are unknown. : . .
. i proposed sampling-based approach is to design the coaivol |
Hence, we present a systematic numerical methodology "0

sampling-based learning control which includes two stejps using some artificial samples instead of unknown uncerésnt
N p g e 9 . . Il)herefore, it is necessary to choose the set of samplesrinat a
training” and “testing”. In the training step, some artifit

. . representatives of these uncertainty parameters.
samples are generated through sampling the uncertainty pa- . . .
or example, we consider the case with two uncertainty

rameters to construct an augmented system and a learnin A
algorithm is developed to find an optimal control strateg agameterseo and 6,. If the distributions of both€ and

for the augmented system. Then the designed control Iawé’s are uniform, we may choose equally spaced samples for

. . b and 6;. For example, the intervalel — E, 1+ E] for 6
applied to ad(_jmonal sa_mples to test and evaluate the @bntgmd [1—E,1+E] for 6 are divided intoNo 1 andNs + 1
performance in the testing step.

subintervals, respectively, whellg andN; are usually positive
_ _ odd numbers. Then the number of sampleblis NgN;, and
A. Sampling-based learning control On = (Bony, B1n,) is chosen from the set of sample points

In the training step, we first generak samples through ] (2no—1)E
sampling the uncertainty parameters according to a givelo-pr On € {(Bong, O1ry) : Bong =1 —E+ ?\lo ’

ability distribution (e.g., the uniform distribution). Weould O, =1-E+ (anNifl)E)’

choose any of the combinatiof@o,, 61, ;- .,6vn,) Of the !

sampled paramete{$;, j =0,1,...,M}, wherefjn; is a possi- Mo € {L,.;No}, N € {1,...,Ni}}. (9)
ble value of the uncertainty parame&yn; =1,...,N;j andN; In practical applications, the numbers § andN; can be

is the number of samples of the paramedg(j =0,1,...,M). chosen by experience or through numerical computation. As
The total number of potential samples = |'|'J-V':o Nj. We long as the augmented system can model the quantum system
denote these different sample systemgms(n=1,2,...,N) with uncertainties and is effective to find the optimal cohtr
and ©n € {(Bony, Oy, - - Ouny ) INj = 1,...,N;}. With these strategy, we prefer to choose small numbers Ngrand Ny
samples, we can construct an augmented system as followts speed up the training process and simplify the augmented
system. Numerical results show that five or seven samples for

q m;g;; i 3218%;8; each uncertainty parameter are enough to achieve excellent
el _ - 2 ., (7) performance.
dt : h : In the testing step, we apply the optimized conttgl

[N (1)) Hoy (1) [Un(t)) obtained in the training step to a large number of additional

samples obtained through randomly sampling the unceytaint
g_arameters. The control performance is evaluated for each
sample in terms of the fidelitlf (|@/(T)), | Yrargey) between the
final state|/(T)) and the target stat@hargey . If the fidelity for

1N 1 all the tested samples is satisfactory, we accept the deign
In(u) = N 2 Jon(W) = N [(@n(T) | Gharged . (8) control law and end the control design process. Otherwise,
n::I: . _n ' ] we go back to the training step to find another optimized
The task of the training step is to find a control stratedly control strategy by changing the settings (e.g., restrire

that maximizes the performance function defined in E§j. (&}aining step with a new initial control strategy or a new set
We will develop a gradient flow based learning algorithm tgf samples).

solve this optimization problem in an iterative way [47]8][4

Assume that the performance functiordigu®) with an initial ) ) )

control strategy® = {u2(t)}. We can apply the gradient flow B- Gradient flow based learning algorithm

method to obtain an (approximate) optimal control strategy To find an optimal control strategy® = {up(t),(t €

u* = {u},(t)}. Itis clear that we may take* as an approximate [0,T|),m=1,2,...,M} for the augmented systei (7), a good
optimal control solution wheny(u) — 1. For the nominal choice is to follow the direction of the gradient d§(u) as
system (without uncertainties), the quantum control laags an ascent direction so as to speed up the learning process. Fo

whereHg, (t) = fo(8ony)Ho + 3 m fm(Bmny ) Um(t)Hm with n =
1,2,...,N. The performance function for the augmented sy
tem is defined by

=z



ease of notation, we present the method for the ddsel. Using [16), we computég(u+ du) as follows
We introduce a time-like variable to characterize different

control strategies(® (t). Then the gradient flow in the control Jo(U+0u) — Jo(U)

space can be defined as 0 ({wo(T)|Yrarged (Yrarget SY(T))

dud = 20 (=1 (Wol(T) |Warged (Wharged J5 V (1)3u(t)dt |yo) )

55 = O, (10) .
) 2|:| T arge’ arge V t 6 t dt, 17
where OJy(u) denotes the gradient oly with respect to Jo (<llfe( )| ¥targed {arget ()|LI-’0>) uct an

the controlu. If u® is the solution of [(I0) starting from Where 0(-) and () denote, respectively, the real and
an arbitrary initial conditionu®, then the value ofly is 'Magmnaty parts of a complex number, and(t) =
increasing alongu®, i.e., &In(u®) > 0. In other words, Yo(T)Ug(t)f1(61)HiUe(t). o
starting from an initial gues;(’, we solve the following initial Recall also that the definition of the gradient implies that

Q

value problem T Jo(u+ 8u) —Jo(u) = (Dde(u), 8U) 2o 1), +0(||ul))
u
{ s = Oy (u®) (11) = _foT 0Jo(u)du(t)dt+ o(]|oul). (18)
u@ =0 Therefore, by identifying[{17) wit{{18), we obtain
in order to find a control strategy which maximizég. This 03 (u) = 20 ((Yo(T) | Yarged { YrargedV (1) o)) - (19)
initial value problem can be solved numerically by using a ) _ )
forward Euler method over thedomain, i.e., The gradient flow _metho_d can be generahz_ed t_o the_ca§e with
© M > 1 as shown inAlgorithm 1 For a termination criterion
U(s+ Ast) = u(st) + Asdn(u). (12) of the iterative learning process, we use the following: if

For practical applications, we present an iterative approthe change of the performance function for 100 consecutive
imation version of the above algorithm to find the optimdferations is less than a given small thresheld- O, i.e.,
controls u(t) in an iterative learning way, where we uke [J(U<"1%9) —J(u¥)| < ¢, we end the learning process. In this
as an index of iterations instead of the variabland denote Paper we choose = 10 * for all numerical experiments.
the control at iteration stef as uk(t). Equation [IR) can be

rewritten as Algorithm 1. Gradient flow based iterative learning
k+1 k k 1: Set the index of iterationk=0
U (t) = Ut (t) + nkOdn (U, 13 X
® O+ M) (13) 2: Choose a set of arbitrary control&=C = {ud(t), m=
where ny is the updating step (learning rate) for theh 1,2,...,M}t€[0,T]
iteration. Using([(B), we also have 3: repeat (for each iterative process)
1 N repeat (for each training sampla=1,2,... N)
Odn(u) =< > Odey(u). (14) = Compute the propagatds¥ (t) with the control
N & ©n
- strategyuX(t)

Recall thatle (u) = [(We(T)|arged|* and Yo (-)) satisfies 6: untl n=N

d i 7 repeat (for each controluy, (m=1,2,...,M) of the
aWJ@) = —ﬁHO(t)W’e)a Yo (0)) = |¢o).  (15) control vectoru)

We now derive an expression for the gradientlgfu) with & ) = f3naO (<‘Pn(T)|PtargeVekn(t)|‘P0>)
respect to the contral by using a first order perturbation. Let ~ where  praget =  |(harget (Wkarged, VE (1) =
oY (t) be the modification ofy(t)) induced by a perturbation Ugn (T)(Ugn (t))Tfm(emnn)Hmchn (t) and Nm €
of the control fromu(t) to u(t) + du(t). By keeping only the {1,2,...,Nm}

first order terms, we obtain the equation satisfieddigy. 9: ukrL(t) = uk (t) + mdk(t)
d i 10: untii m=M
a64/:—ﬁ(fo(eo)HoJru('t)fl(el)"'l) oy 11 k=k+1
i 12: until the learning process ends
— Fout) f2(61)Ha[Ye (1)), 13: The optimal control strategy* = {u3,} = {uK}, m=
3y(0) =0. 12,....M

Let Up(t) be the propagator corresponding fol(15). Then
Uo(t) satisfies

d

"In practical applications, it is usually difficult to find the
numerical solution to a time varying continuous controastr

—Up(t) = —lH@(t)U@(t), u)=1I. egy u(t) using Algorithm 1 In simulation, we usually divide
dt h the time interval[0,T] equally into a number of smaller
Therefore, time intervalsAt and assume that the controls are constant
o T + within eachAt. Instead oft € [0,T], the time index will be
OY(T) = —gVe(T) /o BU(t)Ug (1) f(61)Ha| Yo (1)t tw=WT/W, whereW = T/At andw=0,1,...,W.

[ T In the following three sections, we apply the SLC method
= —ﬁUG(T)/O Uo(t) f1(61)HiUa(t)Su(t)dt [Yo). (16) 15 three examples. The first example is the state preparation



in a general three-level quantum system where the main focughere G1(3) = f(9)[u2(t) —ius(t)], Go(F) = f(I9)[ua(t) —

is on demonstrating the SLC method. We assume that thérg(t)] andd € [1-E,1+E] . E € [0,1] is a given constant
are no constraints on the control fields and the uncertairggd G* is the complex conjugate @.

parameters have uniform distributions or time-varyindrdis  To construct an augmented system for the training step of
butions. In the second example, we consider entanglemére SLC design, we choodé training samples (denoted as
generation in superconducting quantum circuits. We useesom= 1,2, ...,N) through sampling the uncertainties as follows:
practical models and relevant parameters in the literature _

Bounded control fields and truncated Gaussian distribgtion (_:1’”(0 Cun(t)

for uncertainty parameters are assumed. The third example Con(t) | =Bn(t) [ c2n() |, (23)
considers the application of the SLC method to a two-atom Can(t) Can(t)

system interacting with a quantized field. ~15fo(9n)i  Gi(%) Ga(dhn)
Bn(t) = Gi(%n)  —fo(In)i 0 ;
IV. STATE PREPARATION IN THREELEVEL QUANTUM G5(dn) 0 0

SYSTEMS whereG (9n) = f(In)[uz(t) —ius(t)], Go(6h) = f(In)[ua(t) —

In this section, we demonstrate the application of thg,t)]. For simplicity, we assume thd§(9) = f(9) = 9 have
proposed SLC method to robust state preparationVhtgpe yniform distributions ovefl — E, 1+ E]. Now the objective is
three-level quantum system with uncertaintigstype three- +to find a robust control strategyt) = {um(t),m=1,2,3,4} to
level systems are a typical class of quantum systems in atomjive the quantum system fropgi) = |1) (i.e., Co = (1,0,0))
physics. Some natural and artificial atoms can be descrih@qwtargea =1(12)+13)) (i.e., Ctarget= (0, %, 1)).
by a V-type three-level model [49]. State preparation is an If we write\fZi) aan(t) — Ba()Ca(t) (n :ﬁl \Zfz N), we
essential task in quantum information processing [58].656r can construct the following al:gmennted systén;m’ '
ample, specific quantum states are required to be prepared f% _
initialization in quantum computation and transfer in gusmn Ci(t) Bit) 0 - 0 Ca(t)
communication. It is important to achieve robust preparati [ Cy(t) 0 Byt) .- 0 Co(t)
of these specific states for practical applications of quant . = . . ) . .
technology. For simplicity, we assume no constraints on the - ° : : ' ' '
external controls and use atomic units (i.e., setfing 1) in Cn(t) 0 0 - By CN(t)(24)

this section. The aim is to show how to apply the propos%r this augmented system, we use the training step to learn

Sl‘tﬁ meth?o_l {pr robust control design of quantum syster%% optimal control strategu(t) to maximize the following
with uncertainties. performance function

A. State preparation in a V-type quantum system J(u) = % : |<Cn(T)|Ctarger>|2. (25)
We consider &/-type quantum system and demonstrate the n=1

SLC design process. Assume that the initial statppig)) = Now we employAlgorithm 1 to find an optimal control

cy(t)[1) + ca(t)[2) + ca(1)[3). Let C(t) = (cu(t),co(t),ca(t)) strategyu*(t) = {uj(t),m=1,2,3,4} for the augmented sys-

where theci(t)’'s are complex numbers. We have tem. Then we apply the optimal control strategy to additiona

M samples to evaluate the performance of the control strategy
iC(t) = (fo(6o)Ho+ 5 fm(6m)um(t)Hm)C(t). (20)
m=L B. Numerical results

We takeHo = d.|ag(1.5, 1,0) and choosey, Hz, Hs andH, For numerical experiments orMatype quantum system, we
as follows [G2]: use the parameter settings listed as follows: The initialest
010 0 —i 0 |Wo) = |1) and the target stat@arge) = %2(|2> +13)); The
Hy= ( 1 00 ) , Hp = ( i 0 O ) , end time isT =5 and the total time duratioj®, T] is equally
0 0O 0 0 O discretized intoV = 200 time intervals with each time interval
At = (tw —tw—1)lw=12,..w = T/W = 0.025; The learning rate

00 1 0 0 —i is Nk = 0.2; The control strategy is initialized with=C(t) =
Hs = ( 0 0 0)7 Hy = ( 00 O ) (21) {ud,(t) =sint,m=1,2,3,4}.

1.0 0 First, we assume that there exists only the uncert&i(t§ )
o (i.e., f(3)=1),E=0.21 andfp(J) has a uniform distribution
For simplicity, we assumefm(6m) = f(&) for all m= in the interval[0.79,1.21]. To construct an augmented system

1,2,3,4 andfo(6p) = fo(d). After we sample the uncertainty o, e training step, we use the training samples for Yhis
parameters, every sample can be described as follows: :
type quantum system defined as follows

A (t —15fo(d)i  Gi(9) Gp(d t
( ) ) - ( Gi3) o 0 ) ( oAl ) 0.21(2n- 1)

Glt) G5(9) 0 0 ca(t) {fo(ﬁn) =102y —=— (26)
(22)

f (ﬁn) =1
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maximizing J(u) for the V-type quantum system with only uncertainty(9) =
where fo(9) € [0.79,1.21]. )
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Fig. 3. The testing performance (with respect to fidelity)to¢ learned
optimal control strategy for th&-type quantum system with only uncertainty
fo(9) where fo(8) € [0.79,1.21]. For the 200 tested samples, the average
0 1 2 3 4 5 fidelity is 0.9999.

= = =u2(t) initial
—u2(t) optimal

Fig. 2. The learned optimal control strategy with maximizég) for
the V-type quantum system with only the uncertairfg(3) where fo(9) €
[0.79,1.21]. 2

wheren=1,2,...,7. The training performance for the aug- 3 ©°
mented system is shown in Fig. 1. It is clear that the learnit -1
process converges to a quite accurate stage very quickdy. 7 ,
optimal control strategy is demonstrated in Fig. 2, which o1 2 3 4 5
compared with the initial one. To test the optimal controhtst
€gy _Obtamed from _the training SteP’ we choose 200 Samplgi 4. The learned optimal control strategy with maximizEd) for the
obtained by sampling the uncertainfy(9) according to a V-type quantum system with the uncertaintigéd) and f (8 ) wherefo(9) =
uniform distribution and demonstrate the testing perfaroga 1—9ocost, f(9)=1-15 cog, and bothdo andd have uniform distributions
in Fig. 3. For the 200 tested samples, an average fidelity §ft"® intevali-021,0.21.
0.9999 is achieved.

Now, we consider the more general case where there
exist the uncertaintiedp(d) and f(J). AssumeE = 0.21,
fo(9) = 1— Jpcost, f(9) = 1— I cog, and bothdy and 9 The algorithm converges after around 9000 iterations aad th
have uniform distributions on the intervéa-0.21,0.21]. To Optimal control strategy is presented in Fig. 4. To test the
construct an augmented system for the training step, we @¥imal control strategy obtained in the training step, we

the training samples defined as follows randomly choose 200 samples by uniformly sampling the
) uncertainties9p and 9 and an average fidelity of 0.9961
0.21(2fix(n/7) — 1)

is achieved. However, if we use only one sample (i.e., the

fo(9n) =1-0.21+ > ,
nominal system) for training to obtain a control law, the
0.21(2modn,7) — 1) 27) Y ) g

= = =u3(t) initial
—— u3(t) optimal

f(9) =1—0.21+ , testing performance shows a 0.9152 average fidelity. These
7 numerical results show that the proposed SLC method using
wheren=1,2,...,49, fix(x) = max{z€ Z|z< x}, modn,7) = an augmented system for training is effective for contrsigie

n—7z(zeZ and5—-1<z<7%) andZ is the set of integers. of quantum systems with uncertainties.



V. ROBUST ENTANGLEMENT GENERATION IN QUANTUM  of the coupled charge qubits can be described as [69]

SUPERCONDUCTING CIRCUITS
H =F(V1) oY ©1@ £ )10 g of?

Superconducting quantum circuits based on Josephson junc- —F(@))aY 1@ —F(d)1Vgal®  (30)
tions are macroscopic circuits which can behave quantum _ t)o(1)®o<2)
mechanically like artificial atoms [50]-[53]. These artific OLY Y

atoms can be used to test the laws of quantum mechanjgsereA(l) denotes an operatioghon the qubitj ands denotes
on macroscopic systems and also offer a promising Waye tensor product. Leti(t) = F,(V1)/R, Ua(t) = F(V2) /R,
to realize qubits in quantum information technolody I[11}y(t) = F(®y) /R, ua(t) = Fy(®) /R, us(t) = x(t)/F. For sim-
Superconducting quantum circuits have been recognized #gity, we assume the uncertainty parameti&m) = 6 for

promising candidates for quantum information processimg dg|| m — 1,2,3,4,5. The Hamiltonian for the practical system
to their advantages of scalability and design flexibilithey can be described as

have been widely investigated theoretically and expertaibn

1 2

in recent yearg [49][[63]-[70]. Superconducting qubits b& H/R=61u(t)ot” ©1@ + Bt Y @ of?

controlled by ad_justing external parameters such_as csrren _ 63u3(t)a>$l> 21@ _ 64u4(t)l(1) ® 0)52> (31)
voltages and microwave photons, and the coupling between o) @

two superconducting qubits can be turned on and off at will — Bsus(t) 0y © 0y

[50]. In practical applications, the existence of noisecli- \yhereg,, < [1-E,1+E] (m=1,2,3,4,5).
ing extrinsic and intrinsic) and inaccuracies (e.g., inasate For practical systemsE; could be around 10 GHz and
operation in the coupling between qubits) in supercondactie. could be around 100 GHz (e.g., the experiment[ifl [67]
quantum circuits is unavoidable. In this section, we apb®/ t ysed £y, = 134 GHz, andEc, = 152 GHz). In [3L), we
S_LC_method to _robust contrql design for a superconductir&gsumwl(t) € [0,50.2] GHz, up(t) € [0,50.2] GHz, us(t) €
circuit system with uncertainties. [0,11.1] GHz, ua(t) € [0,111] GHz, |us(t)| < 0.5 GHz, and

In superconducting quantum circuits, two typical classes the operation timeT = 2 ns. As an example, we let the
qubits are flux qubits and charge qubits which corresporgkk be to generate a maximally entangled stétgrge) =
to different ratios between the Josephson coupling e”er%(lgl,gz>+|e1,ez>), where|g;) and|ej) denote the ground
E; and the charging enerdiic (For a brief introduction to state and the excited state of qupitrespectively. In quantum
superconducting quantum circuits, see, elg.] [31]l [68He information, we usually ust) (or |1)) to denotelg) (or |e)).
simplest charge qubit is based on a small superconductingyyantum entanglement is a unique quantum phenomenon
island (called a Cooper-pair box) coupled to the outsidddvorihat occurs when quantum subsystems are generated ocintera
through a weak Josephson junction and driven by a voltage ways such that the quantum state of each subsystem
source through a gate capacitance within the charge regigdnot be described independentlyl[58].] [7L].l [72]. Quantu
(iLe., Ec > Ey) [51]. In practical applications, the JosephsoBntanglement shows nonclassical correlation and has been
junction in the charge qubit is usually replaced by a dg¢emonstrated as an important physical resource in quantum
superconducting quantum interference device (SQUID) Wilyyptography, quantum communication and quantum compu-
low inductance to make it easier to control the qub|t th&non ]’ ] We may use concurrence to measure how en-
we concentrate on a voltage range near a degeneracy pqirigled a two-qubit state is [74]. For a two-qubit stajdet p*
the Hamiltonian of a superconducting charge qubit can BRnote the complex conjugate pf p = (oy®0y)p*(0y© ay)
described as follows andR=,/,/pp,/p. Let A1,A2,A3,A4 be the eigenvalues &&

in decreasing order. The concurrence is defined as

H = F2(Vg) 07 — Fx(®) 0 (28) %(p) = max(0,A1 — A2 — A3 — Ag).

where F,(Vy) is related to the charging enerdse and this Let B = 6,, 63 = 64, 6 € [0.79,1.21]. In the training step,
term can be adjusted through external parameters such asweeuniformly select 7 values for each uncertainty parameter
voltageVy, Fx(®) corresponds to a controllable term includingo generate samples for constructing an augmented system.
different control parameters such as the fibxn the SQUID, |n the testing step, we assunf has a truncated Gaussian
and the Pauli matriceg = (0ox, gy, 0z) with distribution. We also assumgi) = |g1,0p).
In numerical experiments, we divide [0,2] ns equally into
o — (0 1) _ <O —i> _ (1 0> (29) 200 time intervals. The control fields are initialized ag0) =
*~\1 0)° Y= \i o) z7\o -1)° U2(0) = uz(0) = us(0) = sint+5 GHz, us(0) = 0.25sint GHz.
Assume the control fields satisfju;j(t)] < V. During the
In this section, we consider the coupled two-qubit circulgarning process, if the calculated contidl >V using the
in [69] where an LC-oscillator is used to couple two charggradient algorithm, we let® = V. Similarly, if the calculated
qubits (see Fig. 5). Each qubit is realized by a Cooper-paiontrol u'j‘ < -V, we let uﬂj‘ = —V. The learning algorithm
box with Josephson coupling enerfy; and capacitanc€;; converges after about 9800 iterations and the performance i
(i=1,2). Each Cooper-pair box is biased by an applied voltaghown in Fig. 6. A set of optimal control fields is shown in Fig.
Vi through a gate capacitan (i = 1,2). The Hamiltonian 7. Then the learned optimal control fields are applied to 2000
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lterations Here, the first term in[{32)

r?gxirgizing-!—]r(ﬂ)mfgg cgﬁg&mﬂ;ﬁs t/?aﬁar;dLg]-?)sgirl)lgrtT(])?lwzzrr]\trtﬂefﬁertgint Ho = 2 Z c“)Aioz(I> + wfaTa (33)
bound isk = 0.21. 1=
is the Hamiltonian describing the energy of the atoms and
the quantized fieldwa; is the atomic transition frequency for
samples that are generated through selecting differenesal gtomi, and the operatora,a’ represent the annihilation and
of uncertainty parameters according to the truncated Gusscreation operators. An annihilation operator lowers theber
distribution with mearu = 1 and standard deviation=0.07  of particles in a given state by one. A creation operatorés th

within the interval of [1 —3v,1+3v] = [0.79,1.21]. The adjoint of the annihilation operator. The second term
average concurrence is obtained from 2000 samples. When

6 € [0.79,1.21], the testing process (using 2000 randomly H, = Qi-a(i)®a(j)+§v-(aTa“)+aa“)) (34)
selected samples) shows that the average fidelity is 0.9992 a ; i a ) a o
the average concurrence is 0.9981. Hence, the Iearned)tontr

fields can still drive the system to a maximally entangletkesta represents the interactions. The first term is the dipgteldi

with high concurrence when the uncertainty parameters hanéeractmn between the two qubits (atoms) Wheg | 'S the
42% fluctuations. dipole-dipole interaction parametm+ l&) (gl andg"

|gi)(e|. Most atoms have attractive forces between each other
due to fluctuation dipole moments when the electrons of an
VI. ROBUST ENTANGLEMENT CONTROL BETWEEN TWO  atom leave the positively charged nucleus unshielded. iShis
ATOMS IN A CAVITY called dipole-dipole interaction [78]. The second termtie t
Hamiltonian in [3#%) represents the interaction betweeriithe
and the atoms, wherg; is the coupling constant between the
In this section, we apply the SLC method to a quantugfoms and the quantized field. The last term in the Hamiltonia
system consisting of two two-level atoms interacting witgiven in [32) is the control Hamiltonian:

A. The system

a quantized field in an optical cavity (see Fig. 8) or in 2
a microwave cavity. This model has been wieldy used in Hu:ZlUwA.UZ(>+Uma a+ZUQIJ 09@0“
experimental quantum optics and quantum information [54], i= i#)

[55], [75], [7€], [714]. The two-qubit system can be represeh gl (i)

using four basis vector®,gz), |e1,g2), |g1,€2) and |er,e) +ZUV (@0 +aoy”).

where|ej) denotes the excited state of the atgnand |g;)

denotes the ground state of the atprithe Hamiltonian which ~ The aim is to find functionsiq,;, U , Ug;; , Uy; to drive the

describes the two-atom system interacting with a quantizgdantum system to a particular target state with a desired

field can be written as follows level of fidelity even when uncertainties exist. The prombse

control Hamiltonian includes several terms. The first two

H(t) = Ho+ Hi + Hu. (32) termsugy, Uz(l) + Ugy a'a represent the control of the energy in
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Fig. 9. The learned control strategy, where the initial estat|”(0)) =
Fig. 8. Schematic for two atoms interacting with a quantifiefdl in a cavity. |91,92) and the target statpp{;,ge,) = %2(|el7gz> +191,€2)). The uncertainty
bound isE = 0.2, uy(t) = Uwa, Uz2(t) = Ugr, Us(t) = ug, ua(t) =uy1 and
Us(t) = uv2.
the system through the atomic transition frequengy and
field frequencyw. The termug; Gfr') 2o represents the

X o ; . herepa(T) = Tr¢[|@(T))(@(T)|] is the density matrix of the
change in the dipole-diploe interaction between the ato o-atom subsystem at the end tifieof the evolution, and

and can be controlled by changing the distance betwe A A . .
the two atoms, or tuning the frequency of the driving field target= |wtafge'><wtafge‘|. Is the target density matrix of the two-
The termu (aTO_(j) +a0(j>) represents the control of theatom subsystem. During the learning process, this perfocsa
. S - + P , . function is used to measure the fidelity of the system for a
interaction between the atoms and the field. In this paper, we .

given control law. An optimal control law can be found by
la?rt]dua(t()t): u(lel = uwAZ’ uz(t) = uw{’ u3(t) = uQij’ u4(t) = uVl max|m|z|ngJ(u)

5 = Uy,

We consider that a steady number of photons is in the cavity.
The state of the quantum system consisting of two atorls Numerical results
interacting with a quantized field in a cavity can be desctibe For the proposed tWO-QUbit system (tWO atoms) interacting
as follows with a quantized electromagnetic field, we are interested in
W) = ca(t)|n+ 2,01, 02) + Co(t)|n+ L, €1, Go) generating maximum entanglerne|mﬂ1érge,> = %2(|el,gz> +
|g1,€2)) between the two qubits (atoms). The parameters
+c3(t)[n+1,01,€) +Ca(t)[n, €1, ), in atomic units are set as follows: The atomic transition
where |n) is the number state of photons in the cavity anffequencies ar¢w;, w,) = (6.44,3.34) and the dipole-dipole
the complex coefficients;(t),c,(t),ca(t) and cy(t) satisfy interaction parameter i€, = 0.0259. The same relative

ler(t) 2+ |ca(t)[2 4 [ca(t)[2 + |ca(t)|2 = 1. relationship between the atomic transition frequenciektha

We assume that the Hamiltonian with uncertainties can B#pole-dipole interaction as that in the experimentin| [fiék
written as follows: been considered. The evaluation tim&is- 2 and the interval
[0,T] is discretized equally int&V = 350 time steps, where

H(t) = 6oHo+ 6/ H) + 6uHy, (35) At= . The learning rate is set & = 0.1. The initial control

law is assumed to be’ = sint (i =1,2,---,5).

The uncertainty parametef, 6, and 6, are assumed to
IJ’Lclave a uniform distribution in the intervl — E, 1+ E] with
E = 0.2. We select 5 values for each uncertainty parameter
to construct an augmented system. We assume that the five
ﬁ:é)ntrols um(t) (m=1,2,3,4,5) are permitted in the Hamil-
tonian H(t). The initial state is chosen to be the ground
state |¢/A(0)) = |g1,82) and the target state is chosen to be
p(t) = W) (W(t)]. (36) |W) = L(|e1,02) + [g1,€2)). The algorithm converges with
. : . . around 8000 iterations. In the evaluation step, we select
The density matrix carries mformatlon about the twq 5”b3y§oo additional samples to test the control performance. The
tems of the atoms and the field. However, we are mterestggﬁrage fidelity we can achieve is 0.9966 and the average

where 6y, 6, and 6, represent uncertainty parameters in th
free Hamiltonian, the interaction Hamiltonian and the coint
Hamiltonian, respectively. We assume that the uncertain
rameters satisfyfd € [1-E,1+E], 6 € [L-E,1+E] and
6uc[1-E,1+E].

The density matrix of the system under consideration
given as follows:

in the entanglement between the two atoms. Hence, the fi : :
. ' currence is 0.9880. Figl. 9 gives the learned contrdksjya
needs to be traced out of the density matfix] (36). This tas (t) (m=1,2,3 4,5) g
m — eIy T .

can be accomplished by a partial trace operationoMer the
field (see, e.qg.[[88] for a detailed description of the pérti
trace).

Now, we define the performance function as follows In this paper, we presented a systematic numerical method-
ology for robust control design of quantum systems. The pro-
J(u) = Tf[\/\/ PA(T) Plargery/ PA(T))] (37) posed sampling-based learning control (SLC) method iresud

VII. CONCLUSION
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two steps of “training” and “testing”. In the training step{11] Y. Makhlin, G. Schn and A. Shnirman, “Quantum-state inagring
the control is learned using a gradient flow based Iearning with Josephson-junction deviceReviews of Modern Physics0l.73,

algorithm for an augmented system constructed from samplﬁ§]
The learned control is evaluated for additional samplesién t
testing step. The proposed numerical method has been dpplﬂlil%
to three significant examples of quantum robust control i
cluding state preparation in a three-level system, entanght
generation in a superconducting quantum circuit and in a twid4!
atom system interacting with a quantized field in a cavity. In
these examples, we considered the uncertainty parametergi]
have uniform distributions, truncated Gaussian distidng
or possibly time-varying distributions. However, numatic
results showed that the uniform distribution is a sound @hoi[17]
for sampling the uncertainty parameters in the training.ste
Before we start the training step, we may first analyze trﬂﬁ]
controllability of the nominal system (e.g., using Lie gpou
and Lie algebra theory [1]/ [56]). Such an analysis may b[leg]
difficult when we consider the constraints on control stthag
and control durations. Even if we prove that the nomingdo]
system is not controllable, it may still be possible to achie
accurate state transfer between specific states that pores |,;;
to some useful practical applications. One advantage of the
proposed method is that it is numerically tractable in adhie
convergence since we can use a small number of samples (ézgzg]
five or seven) for each uncertainty parameter in the training
step to obtain excellent performance. Based on the trainiZg!
performance (whether the caostis close to one), it is easy to
verify when an optimal solution has been found. The resuls
in this paper have demonstrated the effectiveness of the SLC
method for control design of quantum systems even when tf@gl
uncertainty parameters have quite large fluctuations.
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