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Abstract—In this article, we use geometric optimal control to com-
pletely solve the problem of minimum-time transitions between thermal
equilibrium states of the quantum parametric oscillator, which finds
applications in various physical contexts. We discover a e kind of
optimal solutions, absent from all the previous treatmentsof the problem.

Index Terms—Quantum control, geometric optimal control, non-
equilibrium thermodynamics, quantum parametric oscillator

frequency at the initial state, the temperature corresipontb the
final thermal state is lower than the initial temperature ahis
corresponds to cooling the system. During the process gliéecy
change the system is isolated from its environment, so itoopy
remains constant and the process is adiabatic in the themmaaodc
sense. Thus, the solution of the problem provides also timénmaim

time for an adiabatic stroke in a quantum heat engine, dpegrat
between a hot and a cold reservoir. But the described prasess
effectivelyadiabatic also in the quantum sense, since the populations
ONSTANTIN Carathéodory, the famous mathematician Witf the energy levels at the final state are the same with thése o
seminal contributions in the calculus of variations [1] whi the corresponding energy levels at the initial state. Retam
paved the way to optimal control theoiy [2], pioneered thematic  elementary quantum physics that for the process to be ditiaba
formulation of thermodynamics along a purely geometricrapph  \yould be necessary the populations to remain the same dtiring
[3], at the dawn of the 20th century. Based on these founatio whole procedure, and this would require a slow enough variaf
the geometry of thermodynamics! [4] was developed many @escadhe frequency from the initial to the final value. In contradtiring
later. In this context, thermal equilibrium states are espnted as the minimum-time process the frequency changes abruptlyoaty
points on a manifold and tools from differential geometrg ased gt the final time is recovered the initial population disttibn, thus it
to quantify the distance between them and to express the d&Wsijs characterized asffectivelyadiabatic. In conclusion, the minimum-
thermodynamics. Closely related to this approach is thgestidf  time solution provides also the fastest effectively adi@hzooling for

finite-time thermodynamics__[5],_[6], which aims to optimizBe 4 particle trapped in the parametric harmonic oscillatqer@cedure
performance of a thermodynamic system under restrictionshe  ith many interesting applications in physi¢s [18].

I. INTRODUCTION
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available time, for example to maximize the extracted po@gtimal
control theory[[7] is the mathematical tool used to tackie &ind of
problems, thus the connection between thermodynamics amirot
is not just restricted to the emblematic figure of Caratlogpdut is
actually deeper.

It was in this last context of adiabatic-like cooling wheshtrtcuts
to adiabaticity” were introduced [18], protocols where tinee-profile
of the frequency is obtained by appropriate interpolatietween the
initial and final values. The authors of [18] permitted thesgibility
that the harmonic potential can become expulsive for some ti

talized in the context of quantum systems, where the desigh astiffness of the oscillator (the actual control in this dasend did

optimization of nanoscale heat engines provides the maguivation
[BI-[17]. One paradigmatic example which stands out fromrést is
the quantum parametric oscillator [9], a quantum harmosiiliator
whose angular frequency can be altered with time and ses/éisea
control parameter. The problem related to this system &gtisg
from a thermal equilibrium state and changing the frequefinogn

not apply any control bounds. Under these broader assunsptio
compared to those in the original formulatidn [9] where ondal
bounded frequencies were allowed, they concluded that éseeati
transition between the initial and final thermal states ke tplace
in arbitrarily short times. By imposing bounds on the stffs of
the oscillator, which are always present because of expeiih

[Q] consider the realistic case where the frequency of thudllator
can only take real values, corresponding to nonnegatitnes,
which is restricted between a lower and an upper bound. Uthése

for the transition between the thermal states [19]. We fdaned the
corresponding optimal control problem and proved that thenal
solution has the bang-bang form, as in the original case If9].

assumptions, they show that the maximum work is obtainednwhgyr subsequent work [20] we completely solved the problerereh

the final state of the system is also an equilibrium state,podide
an analytical estimate of the minimum time, which dependghen

negative stiffness values are allowed, and obtained a tiygelation
with an even number of intermediate switchings, which waseab

frequency bounds. The minimum-time solution is achievecemh from the original work [9]. Recently, it was numerically domed
the frequency changes in a bang-bang manner between itsl®yun [21] by some authors of [9] that our solution is encountereene

values following a three-jumps strategy, including two psrat the
initial and final times and only onmtermediateswitching.

The importance of this problem stems from its applicability
various frameworks. First, as a minimum-time problem betwgvo
thermal states, it can find application is solid-state clsémiin the
transition from graphite to diamond, as pointed out by ththans
in [9]. Second, if the frequency at the final state is lowemtltiae
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in the more restrictive case, for appropriate values of tr@ameters
(control bounds, ratio of initial and final frequency).

This last work gave as the motivation to rigorously study the

optimal control problem for the restrictive case with nogaive
stiffness. As the authors ih [22] point out, “more restrietcontrols
can lead to more interesting answers that reveal more ofttyxsi¢s of
the problem”. Note that optimal control theofy [7] is one loé thasic
methods of quantum contrdl [23] and has been successfufilieap
to obtain minimum-time solutions for several quantum syst€20],
[24]-31], in an attempt to reduce the undesirable intévast with


http://arxiv.org/abs/1603.01545v1

the environment which lead to dissipation and decoherelmc¢ghe For the final state at = 7" with frequencyw; and energyEy, the
present article, we use geometric optimal confrol [32] ammhpletely corresponding terminal conditions are

solve the problem of minimum-time transitions between riedr E

states of the quantum parametric oscillator, for the retste case 2(T) = =%, z(T) =By, 2(T) =0. (11)
where the stiffness can only take nonnegative values (regliéncy)
[9]. We recover the one intermediate switching solutiomsented in It can be easily verified that, during the evolution of theteys the
[9], and our solution with even number of intermediate shiitgs, following quantity, called the Casimir companion, is a dans of
introduced in[[2D] in the more general setting and confirnre{@ll] the motion [37] ) )

for the system at hand. But we also find a new kind of solution, z_ ko (12)

2139 — — = .
with more than one odd number of intermediate switchingsicivh 4 w3

is absent from all the related previous works [9].1[21].1[23]- For all the equilibrium states it is; = 0, thus these states lie on the

[35]. This is the main contribution of this paper. Note tha didn't hyperbola

identify this type of solution in our previous work [20], ih¢ more E2
2

general case where the stiffness can take negative valnes, this 172 = w2 (13)
solution was excluded for the control set considered there. . . . '
. : _in the -plane. Usin n(13) we find
In the next section we show the relation of the problem, asdéfi ! #122°p ing[(T1) in[(13) we fi
in [21], with our formalism in [[20]. The corresponding op&in Ey _wr (14)

control problem is solved in Sectiénllll. In Sectibn] IV weutitrate Ey wo
the various types of solutions with several examples, aglilight For a canonical ensemble of quantum harmonic oscillathesgtjui-
the discovered new kind of solution. Sect[oh V concludespiger. librium energy E is related to the temperatufg and the frequency
w through the expression
II. FORMULATION OF THE MINIMUM -TIME PROBLEM
( fi ) 15)
2k T ) (

fw
The system that we consider in this article is a particle o$sma E= by coth

From this relation and the ratio of the energies at the inétie final
states, we conclude that the corresponding ensemble tatapes

trapped in a parametric harmonic oscillator [9].I[21].][2[33]-[35]-
The corresponding Hamiltonian is

i P + M7 (1) satisfy
where §,p are the position and momentum operators, respectively, To wo’
andw(t) is the time-varying frequency of the oscillator which s&rveFor the case
as the available control. The time evolution of a quantuneolzble wy < wo a7

(hermitian operator)) in the Heisenberg picture is given Hy [36] ) )
that we study here, this corresponds to a temperature ieduct

ao _ i[ﬁ,@] + 8_07 ) (cooling) by a factor ofwo/ws. We would like to find the time-
. h ot varying frequencyw(t), with
wherez = /—1 and# is Planck’s constant. The following operators £ <0
form a closed set under the time evolution generated/bf21]] w(t) = “o, - 18
(t) (18)
9 wf, t>T
2 =mg’, 22:%, Z3=—gplf, 2] =@+ P4 () g
It is sufficient to follow the expectation values w1 Sw(t) Swa, 0<t<T, (19)
zi = (8) = Tr(pok), i=1,2,3 (4) Where the bounds, w, satisfy
of these operators, whepg is the density matrix corresponding to the 0 <wi Swy <wo < w2 <00, (20)

initial state of the system at= 0 (recall that we use the Heisenber

9uhich drives the system from the equilibrium st 10) te th
picture). From[(2) and{4) we easily find A . alel(10)

equilibrium state[(T11) in minimum tim&’.
21 = 23, (5) In order to solve this problem, we will use the constant of the

sy = —w?z ©) motion [12) to reduce the dimension of the system from thomee t
) 23’ two, following a different approach than that in_[21]. Let dsfine
Z3 = —2w 21 + 222 (") the dimensionless variablethrough the relations
In order to find the initial and final values of; note that @ B
states of thermodynamic equilibrium, with(t) = w constant, are b= 4 , g0 = —02, (21)
characterized by the equipartition of energy= (H) e Mo
P2 mw?§? E where note that, has length dimensions. Then, using the definition
<%> :< 2 > =3 (8) of % from (@) and Egs.[{5)7), variables, can be expressed in
. terms ofb as follows
and the absence of correlations Eo Eo 2E,
s 21 = —ob’, 22 = —5 (bb+ b* + W?b?), 23 = = bb. 22
(d+ pi) = 0. @ @ Tw hasgth @
If the system starts at= 0 from the equilibrium state with frequency If we plug (22) in [12), we obtain the following Ermakov edjoat
wo and energyEo, using [8) and[(9) in[{3) we find for b(t) [18], [38]
E . 2
z1(0) = —37 22(0) = Eo, 23(0) =0. (10) b(t) + W’ (t)b(t) = 0 (23)

wWo b3(t)



The boundary conditions fob can be found by usind (22) i (10)

and [I1). They are

b(0) =1, b(0)=0 (24)
and
b(T) =, [22, H(T) =0, (25)
wr

where we have additionally used {14) in the derivatiob(@f). Note
that from [238) we can also obta#{0) = b(T") = 0, as long as the
frequency boundary conditions {18) are satisfied, so we negd to
consider the latter.
If we set

x1 =b, u(t) =
and rescale time according tthew wotglg, We obtain the
following system of first order differential equations, a@lent to
the Ermakov equation

T2 = oo — 2 (26)
0 Wy

x‘l = T2, (27)
. 1
T2 = —ux1+ —3- (28)
Ty
The control bounds are
2 2
w1 2
uy = —, U2 = —%, (29)
wh wg
and if we set
v= ]2 51 (30)
wr
then [20) becomes
1
0<u1§?<1§uz<oo. (31)

Using [26) to translate the boundary conditiohs] (18] (22E)
for w,b into corresponding conditions fa, 1, z2, we obtain the
following time-optimal problem for systenh (R7]._(28):

Problem 1: Find w1 < u(t) < ua with uq,us satisfying [(31) and
u(0) = 1,u(T) = 1/~4*, such that starting fronfz:(0), z2(0)) =
(1,0), the above system reaches the final pdint(7),z2(T")) =
(7,0),v > 1, in minimum timeT".

In the next section we solve the following optimal contrabiplem,
where we drop the boundary conditions on the coniras we justify
below:

Problem 2: Find w1 < w(t) < wua, With uq,us satisfying [31),
such that starting from{z1(0), z2(0)) = (1,0), the system above
reaches the final poirte1(T), z2(T)) = (v,0),y > 1, in minimum
time T.

In both problems the class of admissible controls formallg a
Lebesgue measurable functions which take values in theratont
set [u1,uz] almost everywhere. However, as we shall see, optima

controls are piecewise continuous, in fact bang-bang. Titémal
control found for probleni]2 is also optimal for probléd 1, wthe
addition of instantaneous jumps at the initial and final pgiso that
the boundary conditions(0) = 1 and u(T) = 1/4* are satisfied.
Note that in connection with (18), a natural way to think abivese
conditions is thatu(t) = 1 for t < 0 andu(t) = 1/4* for t > T;

in the interval (0, T") we pick the control that achieves the desired

transfer in minimum time.

Remark 1:Observe that the above system 1(27).1(28) can be

interpreted as describing the one-dimensional Newtoniatiom of a
unit-mass particle, with position coordinate and velocityz>. The
acceleration (force) acting on the particle-isiz1 4 1/235. This point
of view can provide useful intuition about the time-optinsalution,
as we will see later.

IIl. OPTIMAL SOLUTION

In our previous work([20] we solved a problem similar to Peshl
[@, where the control was restricted asu; < wu(t) < wuo, with
u1,u2 > 1. Note that in this setting, the possibility of negative coht
w?(t) < 0 (expulsive parabolic potential) for some time intervalswa
permitted [18]. In the present article we consider the vatgresting
practical case where only attractive parabolic potensialliowed [9].

In this section we investigate how our previous solution dified
due to the restriction of the control in a more narrow set. As w
will see, a new type of solution arises, which was forbidderthie
previous setting. In the following, we provide the detaiistee proofs
which are modified, compared to the previous case, and atsoasic
steps of the proofs which remain the same, for completeness.

The system described by {27, 128) can be expressed in compac
form as

&= f(x) + ug (), (32)
where the vector fields are given by
T2 0
(i) (L)

andz € D = {(z1,22) € R* : 21 > 0} andu € U = [u1, ua]. Ad-
missible controls are Lebesgue measurable functions akatvalues
in the control setU/. Given an admissible contral defined over an
interval [0, T'], the solutionz of the system[(32) corresponding to the
control « is called the corresponding trajectory and we call the pair
(z,u) a controlled trajectory. Note that the domdhnis invariant in
the sense that trajectories cannot le@eStarting with any positive
initial condition z1(0) > 0, and using any admissible controa| as
x1 — 07, the “repulsive force”l/x? leads to an increase i that
will keep z; positive (as long as the solutions exist).

For a constanf\, and a row vecton = (A1, A2) € (R*)" define
the control Hamiltonian as

H = H(Mo, \,z,u) = Ao + (A, f(x) + ug(z)).

Pontryagin’s Maximum Principle fatime-optimalprocesseg [7] pro-
vides the following necessary conditions for optimality:

Theorem 1 (Maximum principle): [7] Let (z.(¢),u«(t)) be a
time-optimal controlled trajectory that transfers thetialicondition
z(0) = o into the terminal state:(7") = xr. Then it is a necessary
condition for optimality that there exists a constaxt < 0 and
nonzero, absolutely continuous row vector functioft) such that:

1) )\ satisfies the so-called adjoint equation

H
5 (A0 L), 2 (), ux (1))

2) For0 <t < T the functionu — H (Ao, A(t), z«(t),u) attains
its maximum over the control séf at u = u.(t).

13) H (Ao, A(t), x«(t), us(t)) = 0.
We call a controlled trajectoryz,u) for which there exist multi-
pliers Ao andA(¢) such that these conditions are satisfied an extremal.
Extremals for which\o = 0 are called abnormal. I, < 0, then
without loss of generality we may rescale this and set\o = —1.
Such an extremal is called normal.

For the system (27)[{28) we have

At) = ——

H(Xo, A\, z,u) = Ao+ A1z2 + A2 <% —mm) ) (34)
1
and thus

0 1

A:_’\< —(u+3/z) 0 ) =M

Observe thaf{ is a linear function of the bounded control variable
u. The coefficient ai, in H is —\2x1 and, sincer; > 0, its sign is

(35)



determined byd = — )., the so-calledwitching functionAccording sequences for optimal controls and in particular calculgetimes
to the maximum principle, point 2 above, the optimal conisajiven between switchings explicitly.

by u = uw if ® < 0and byu = ug if & > 0. The maximum Lemma 2 (Inter-switching time)Let P = (z1, z2) be a switching
principle provides a priori no information about the cohtabtimes point andr denote the time to reach the next switching paintlf
t when the switching functio® vanishes. However, ib(t) = 0 and PQ is aY-trajectory, then

d(t) # 0, then at timet the control switches between its boundary N 22 — ug?
values and we call this a bang-bang switch.®fwere to vanish  sin(2y/uet) = —————, cos(2y/u2t) = 55— (38)
identically over some open time intervaithe corresponding control Ty 2 v3 + uat
is calledsingular. while, if 1@ is an X -trajectory, then
Proposition 1: For Problen 2 optimal controls are bang-bang. _ 2
Proof: Whenever the switching functiol () = —Xa(t) van-  sin(2yuir) = i;/:zw; cos(2y/urT) = % (39)

ishes at some time, then it folloyvs from t.he non-triviality of the . . )
multiplier A(¢) that its derivatived(t) = —Ax(£) = Ay (¢) is non- Note that the inter-switching times depend only on the ratifr; .

zero. Hence the switching function changes sign and theaebang- Proof:f Th(fse formulas .ar? fobtr;ined bas an applicatio|n of the
bang switch at time. concept of a “conjugate point” for bang-bang contrals! [3@0].

Definition 1: We denote the vector fields corresponding to th he ptrhoof IS .the tsamev?llséhln t[2|0]v bUtf for comlptleteness weﬂ[:tpfa
constant bang controts; andus by X = f+uig andY = f+usg, ere the main steps. Without loss of generality assume

respectively, and call the trajectories correspondinght ¢onstant g_ajectopry p;asses throgtglﬁ_ at t'met 0 t?]nd Is atQ Zt time Tt.' i
controlsu = u; andu = uz X- andY -trajectories. A concatenation ince P and Q are switching points, the corresponding multipli-

of an X-trajectory followed by aY-trajectory is denoted by XY e)r\sovam;h agaln)\st the contri)l Ove\(/:\;or f'@git those ;;omtsh, tlfh
while the concatenation in the inverse order is denoted’by. (A0),9(P)) = (A(r),9(Q)) = 0. We need to compute what the

We next show that all the extremals of the problem are norma rrﬁl)at:aotnhfa)\(ez:tg (@) ;o(; m:fﬁ)(!;i:at't—:‘t::ntqoio.blgcirdaerrdtgodo Stgvae
We use the following lemma: \ vectop(Q) along jectory W, n@) to P.

Lemma 1:An X-trajectory starting fronfa, 0),0 < a < 1, meets This is done by means c_)f the sqlutmr(t) qf_the variational equ_atlon
: . . ] . along theY -trajectory with terminal conditionw(7) = ¢(Q) at time
the z-axis at a poin{ 3, 0) with 8 > ~. A Y-trajectory starting from L . . .
. : : 7. Recall that the variational equation alogis the linear system
(8,0), 8 > 1, meets ther;-axis at a point(c, 0) with o < 1. w = Aw where matrixA is given in [35%). Symbolically, if we denote
Proof: For an X-trajectory ¢ = wu,) starting from(c, 0) it is g y Y,

not hard to verify, using the system equations, the follgandonstant by e (P) the value of theY trajectory at timet that starts at the
of the motion ’ g Y q ’ e point P at time 0 and by (e~**). the backward evolution under

the linear differential equationy = Aw, then we can represent this
+ 1 (36) solution in the form

5
- w(0) = (e )ew(r) = (¢ )eg(Q)

For 2 = 0 the above equation has two solutions far. «, corre- .y Y .y Y

sponding to the starting point, amti= 1/(a/u1). Butuy < 1/~* = )uglem (P)) = (e 7). 0goe’ (P).

from (31) anda < 1 from lemma hypothesis, thus > +? > ~, Since the “adjoint equation” of the Maximum Principle is gigely

since additionallyy > 1. Analogously, a first integral of the motion the adjoint equation to the variational equation, it folfothat the

1 2
:rz +u1x1 —|— — = Ul

,_.

along theY'-trajectory ¢ = u2) starting from(B, 0) is functiont — (A\(t),w(t)) is constant along th& -trajectory. Hence
, , 1 (A(1),9(Q)) = 0 implies that
o5+ ugrt + = = ueff’ + = 37 _r ,
vt it G0 (M), w(0)) = (A(0), (e~ )eg(e™ (P))) = 0
For z2 = 0 we obtain two values forc;, S (starting point) and as well. But the non-zero two-dimensional multipligf0) can only
a=1/(f/uz). But g >1anduz > 1, thusa < 1. B be orthogonal to botly(P) and w(0) if these vectors are parallel,
Proposition 2: All the extremals are normal. g(P)||w(0) = (e7™).g(e™ (P)). It is this relation that defines the
Proof: If (z,u) is an abnormal extremal trajectory with aswitching time.
switching att = to, then, since\z(to) = 0, it follows from H = 0 It remains to computev(0). For this we make use of the well-

that it is alsoz2(to) = 0. Thus, for abnormal extremals, all theknown relation [[32]

switchings take place on the, -axis. Suppose now th_at thfe system (6773/)* ogoe =¢” adY(g) (40)
starts from(a; = 1,0) with an X-segment4 = u1). This trajectory
meets again the:;-axis at a point(3:,0), where 81 > ~v > 1, Where the operatoudY is defined asadY (9) = [Y,g], with []
according to the above lemma. At this point there is a swiigho denoting the Lie bracket of the vector fielifsandg. For our system,
u = ug, otherwise the system returns to the starting point. Yae the Lie algebra generated by the fieldisand g actually is finite
segment starting froniB:,0), 51 > 1, meets again the;-axis at a dimensional: we have

point (a2, 0), whereas < 1, according to the lemma. By repeating 1
this procedure, we observe that the abnormal extremalctajeis [f, g](z) < )
passing frome;-axis only through point$a;, 0), (8;,0), with a;; < 1

and 8; > v, thus it can never reach the target point 0). The and the relations

E)gl)o:i%r;.alogous when the trajectory starts with aegment fro.m 1,11, 9] = 2/, 9,1f, 9] = —

For normal extremals we can s& = —1. Then, H = 0 implies €an be directly verified. Using these relations and the aicély of
that for any switching time, we must have\ (to)z2 (o) = 1. For  the systeme’“¥(g) can be calculated in closed form from the
an XY junction we haved(to) = Ai(to) > 0 and thus necessarily €xpansion -
z2(to) > 0 and analogously optimat’ X junctions need to lie in tadY Z t_ (41)
{z2 < 0}. In the following, we establish the precise concatenation = n!



Fig. 1. Consecutive switching points lie on two oppositpsl! lines through
the origin. Blue solid curves correspondXo-segmentfu = u1), red dashed
curves toY -segmentgu = usz).

where, inductively,ad™Y (g) = [Y,ad" 'Y (g)]. By summing the
series appropriately we obtain

1 .
3/ VI ]

+ i[l — cos(2y/u2t)](f — u2g).

The fieldw(0) = (e77 ).g(e™ (P)) = ' **¥ (¢(P)) is parallel to
g(P) = (0, —z1)T if and only if

Vuzz sin(24/uzt) + x2 [1 — cos(2y/uza7)] = 0.

e *(g) =g+

Hence Zo
sin(24/uzt) = — T [1 = cos(2y/uzT)] (42)

from which [38) follows.
For an X -trajectory we simply replace. with u; and obtain[(3DB).
[

Lemma 3 (Main technical point)The ratio of the coordinates of

consecutive switching points has constant magnitude betraiting
sign, while these points are not symmetric with respect éa:thaxis.
Proof: Consider the trajecton’ XY XY shown in Fig.[1 with

switching points(x, i), (¢,€) and (X, v), where blue solid curves

correspond taX-segments(u = 1) and red dashed curves 16
segments(u = wu2). If we follow [20] then, starting from(x, )
and integrating the equations of motidn](27) and (28) forititer-
switching time given in[(38), we can find the coordinates @f tiext
switching point and show th&t/¢ = —u/x while (¢, ) # (k, —p).
Subsequently, integrating the equations for the intetedrig time
given in [39), we can also show thay\ = —£/¢ and (\,v) #
(Cv _5)

starting point shown in Fidl] 1 forming a loop, which is obwitunot
time-optimal. [ ]

Lemma 4:Starting from the point(3,0) at ¢ 0, the time
evolution ofz; is

22(t) = % (52 + u_;az) + % ( 2_ u—;Q) cos(2V/ait),  (44)

whereu = u; for an X-segment and: = u» for a Y-segment.
Proof: Integrate the system equatiofs](27).](28) as in [2Gk
In the following Theoreni2, which is the main result of the @ap

we use Lemma&]3 to determine the exact form of the extremats, an

Lemmas 2 andl4 to calculate the corresponding times to reaeh t
target point.

Theorem 2:The extremal trajectories can only have the form
XY X ...XY, with an odd number of switchings, or the form

YXY ... XY, with an even number of switchings. The necessary

time to reach the target pointy,0),v > 1, with the extremal
XY X ... XY with 2n + 1 switchings,n = 0,1,2,..., is

Tong1 = le,t1 +n(Ix +Tv) + TF, (45)
where
1 _1 [ sc1 Fuin/c? —4(s +u1)
TE = cos™ ! 1 , 46
L™ 9/ < (s +u1)y/c2 — 4dus (46)
= 1 cos™? —setupy/? — A(s F uz) ) (47)
2\/uz (s + u2)vV/? — duz
Tx = —1 cos™ ! s—w (48)
x= 2. /u1 s+u /)’
1 —1 [ S— U2
Ty = 2m — —_— 49
ey (e ().
c1 =u1 +1, (50)
1
c=u"+ 5, (51)
0
and s is the solution of the transcendental equation
ct /2 —A(s+us) _ <s+u2>n+1 52)
1t/ —4(s+u1) s+u1

in the interval0 < s < Min{(1 — u1)?/4, (u2y?® — 1/4?)?/4}.

Note that thex sign in [52) corresponds to the sign in [45). The
constantse; and ¢ characterize the firsk-segment and the lat-

segment, respectively, of the trajectory. The necessarg to reach
the target point with the extremal XY ... XY with 2n switchings,
n=12,...,1is

TS = sz +nTx +(n—1)Ty + TF, (53)

Here we present a more elegant proof based on the symme-
P 9 P Y W%ere

tries of the system. Observe that the transformaftiom,z2) —

(—t,z1, —x2) leaves the systemh (P7) arld [28) invariant for constant , .

u. S0, starting from(¢, —¢) and running thetransformedsystem
forward in time, we arrive at the next switching poifk, u),

which is the point encountered when running the originaltesys
backward in time. The switching time is given again byl (38jthw

_ 1 o —sc2 +uzy/c2 —4(s + u2) (54)
272 (s+ue)y/3—dus )’

Tx,Ty,Tr are the same as above,

x1 = (,z2 = —&. But this switching time is the same when running

the original system in the forward direction, with = x,z2 = p in
[@8). Equating the sine and cosine terms[inl (38) for the faiveand
backward directions, we obtain

(u2Ch 4+ &) (Er 4+ Cp) =0, (&K — Cu)(€r +Cu) = 0. (43)
The above equations are both satisfied whgh= —p/x. Note that

c2 =uz +1, (55)
and s is the solution of the transcendental equation
c++/c? —4(s+u2) :<s+u2>” (56)
c2 F /2 —4(s+u2) s+u1

in the interval0 < s < (us — 1)?/4. The T sign in [56) corresponds
to the & sign in [53), while the constani (55) characterizes the first

itis (¢,§) # (k, —u), otherwise the trajectory would return to theY-segment of the trajectory.



Proof: Consider a trajectory of the forlXY X ... XY with n
turns and2n + 1 switching pointsA;(k;, 1), =1,2,...,2n+1,
shown in Fig[2(g). Observe that the odd-numbered switchiigts
lie on a positive-slope straight line passing through th&ior
while the even-numbered switching points lie on the symimditte
with opposite slope, in accordance with Lemida 3. Two consecu
switching points satisfy the following equation

W turta = i, (8T)
Rit1 ki

whereu = u; if the two points are connected with &tsegment and

u = ug if they are joined with a"-segment (it can be verified from

the system equations that the quantify+ uz? + 1/27 is constant
along segments with constant contrg). The ratio of the squares
of the coordinates of all the switching points is constantg & we
denote it byu?, /K31 = uj /K5 = s, then [GT) becomes

) o

(58)

2,2

(K1 — K5) (5 tu-—
Fifie

But k41 # k; since the consecutive switching points are not

symmetric with respect ta;-axis (LemmdB), thus

2 1
Kjy1 = 57— 59
J+1 K?(S + u) ( )
If we apply [59) for three successive switching points weaobt
2
%:H—uz>1:>/ﬂ<l€3<...<ﬁ2n+1 (60)
Kape_1 S+ u1
for the odd switching points and
2
HLJQ:H—M<1:>KQ>H4>...>K27L (61)
Ko, S+ u2

for the even switching points. We show that an extremalistamith
an X-segment cannot also end with afrsegment. If that was true,
then the last switching point would have even numbefirg., ok ),
leading to a final point on the;-axis with z1(7") < k2x. This
happens because at this switching point itzis < 0, a negative
velocity according to the particle model from Remirk 1, tthesstate
of the system moves to smaller for the repulsive forcel /23 in
(28) to reduce the magnitude of the final velocity to zes¢7T") = 0.
From the ordering in[{81) we conclude that it is alsg(T") < ko.
But the first two switching points satisfy_(57) with = u2, since

they are connected with &-segment, and if we use the common

ratio u3/k3 = p3/k3 = s, we easily find that both?, x5 are the
roots of the following equation

(s +u2)k* —CK> +1=0, (62)
whereC' = p? 4+ uz2k? + 1/k3 = p3 + vkl + 1/k3. Thus
1
KiK3 = <1, (63)

S+ u2

sinceuz > 1 ands > 0. The first switching point belongs to an

X-segment starting fronil, 0), and one can easily show that

1< k1 <1/y/u1, (64)

where recall that:; < 1. From [63), [6%#) we conclude that < 1,
thus alsoz:(T") < k2 < 1 < =y, and the final poin{-y,0) cannot be
reached. Consequently, an extremal starting withXasegment can
only end with aY'-segment, as we considered at the beginning.
We next move to find an equation for the ratiolf we consec-
utively apply [59) from the first switching point up to the tase
obtain n
S+ u2
S+ up )

2
Kan41

2 :<
K1

(65)

1
(@ XYX...XY

1
(b) YXY...XY

Fig. 2. The two types of extremals, where blue solid line egponds taX -
segmentsy = u1) and red dashed line correspondstesegmentsy = usg):
(@) XY X ... XY with odd number of switchings (bY XY ... XY with
even number of switchings.

Since the first switching point belongs to the fil§tsegment starting
from (1,0), it satisfies the equation

(5—1—111)/511 — ki +1=0, (66)
wherec; = u; + 1. Solving for x? we obtain
£ -4
Kig = a ¢ —d(s + ) = = 2 . (67)
2(s + u1) o F/E—A(s +w)

The last switching pointl,, 1 belongs to theX-segment just before
the lastY -segment, and satisfies an equation of the form

(s + Ul)"f;}wfl - 55§n+1 +1=0, (68)

wherez = u1 8241/8% and(B, 0) is the point where thi-segment
would meet thezx;-axis if continued. Note that thisX-segment
already meets the;-axis at another poinfa, 0) with o < 1 (in
Fig.[2(3) it is the trajectory point closest to the origing, explained
in the previous paragraph, thus, from the proof of Lenitha Xsit i

B =1/(ay/ur) > 1//ur > 1. Solving [68) we find
et/ —4(s+u)

2(8+U1) _E:F

2
2 —4(s+u1)

. (69)

2
Ron41,+£ =

If we choosen§n+17+, which corresponds to the sign in the first



equality in [69), then[(d5) becomes
e+ /2 —4(s +u1) _<3+U2)n
1t/ —4(s+u) s+ur/)

with the + sign corresponding taii. If we choose-sgnﬂ’,, corre-
sponding to thet- sign in the second equality ih (69), and use/{ffj’ri
the second equality ifi{67), we obtain an equation similgiZ@) but
with inverted left hand side. It i8 > ¢1 < (8% —1)(u18? —1) > 0,
which is true, and:, ¢ > 0, so

a1 F /el —4A(s +w) cl< <s+uz>"7

4/ —4(s+u1) s+ u1

and the corresponding transcendental equation has naospl8ince
we actually do not know? (we do not knowg) in the valid equation
(Z0), we will use the fact that the last switching pojRbn+1, f12n+1)
belongs to the final"-segment passing from the target pofnt 0).
Then,x3,,1 > 1 is the larger root of the equation

(70)

(84 u2)Kant1 — Chznsr +1 =0, (71)
wherec = uzy? + 1/42, thus
5 c+ /2 —4(s + u2)
Kontl = . 72
b = G (72)

ordering in [[7Z8) we conclude that it is alsa (T") < k1. The first
switching point belongs to & -segment starting fror(il, 0), and one
can easily show that

1/vuz < k1 <1,

where recall thatiz > 1. Thusz1(T) < k1 <1 <+, and the final
point (v, 0) cannot be reached. Consequently, an extremal starting
with a Y'-segment can only end with¥-segment, as we considered
at the beginning.

If we consecutively apply(39) from the first switching poim to
the last, we obtain

(75)

5 5 (S +u2)n71
Kapks =1 20 76
il = e (76)
Working as in the previous case we find
+ 24
Hii _etva (s +u2) _ 2 77)
2(s + u2) c2 F /2 —4A(s + u2)
and
+ /2 —14
Ry = CEVC AT ) 2 . @9
2(s + u2) cF /2 —4(s+ u2)

wherecs = uz +1 andc = uay? + 1/ as before. Since > ¢, <

Using [72) and the first equality of (57) in_{65), we obtain thg2 — 1)(uyy% — 1) > 0 which is true, only the choice3, . leads

transcendental equatioh {52) for the ratiowherec;,c are given

to a valid transcendental equation. Note that in order tduebecthe

in (50) and [(51), respectively. Note thatis bounded below by the choice 3, _, one has to use i{V6) the corresponding expression
requirements > 0 (for s = 0 the switching points would lie on from the second equality if(¥8) and fe? .. the expression from
the z1-axis, which is not the case), and above by the requiremenfse first equality in[{7]7). If we use ifi.{V6) fmgn .+ the first equality

cf —

for s < Min{(1 — u1)?/4, (u2y* — 1/42)?/4}.

4(s+w1) > 0 ande® — (8+U2) > 0, which are both satisfied in (78) and forx3.. the second equality if{¥7), we end up with

the valid transcendental equatl-(56) for the ration the interval

Once we have found this ratio, we can calculate the timevater o < s < (us—1)?/4, sinceus —1 < uay?—1/~2 for y > 1. Having

between consecutive switchings usiig](48) for Ersegment and

found s, the interswitching timed'x, Ty are given by [(4B),[{49),

@9) for aY'-segment, relations obtained from Lemixa 2 on the integs above. The initial time interval’, can be calculated following

switching time. The difference in the two expressions cofras the
fact that the sines if.(38)._(B9) have opposite signs and8p @3)
we use the inverse cosine function with ran@er]. Observe that
the times along all intermediat¥- (respectivelyY -) trajectories are
equal. The initial time mtervza(l}i1 from the starting poin{1,0) up
to the first switchingA; can be calculated by setting= 1, u = u1

andz: (T £) = k1,4 in @). The resultis given if(46). Analogously,

the final time intervall’» from the last switchingAs,+1 up to the
target point(vy,0) can be calculated by setting = v,u = u2 and

z1(Tr) = m2n+1 in @4), and the result is given il (47). The total

duratlonTQn+1 of the trajectory with2n + 1 switchings joining the

points(1,0) and (v, 0) is given by [45), where: corresponds to the

choice of sign in[{@7) for the first switching point.

Consider now an extremal of the forfiX ... Y XY with n turns
and 2n switching points(x;, u;),5 = 1,2,...,2n, shown in Fig.
[2(B}. If we follow a procedure similar to the one above we find

2
K S+u
§k+1: 1 <1=kKL>K3>...> Kon—1 (73)
Rop—1  St+u2
for the odd switching points and
2
K S+ u
21;+2: 2>1:>,{2<H4<...<K2n (74)
K3y, s+ ul

for the even switching points. We next show that a trajecto

starting with aY-segment cannot end with aki-segment. If that

was the case, the last switching point would have odd number-

ing (kok+1, p2k+1), leading to a final point on the:;-axis with

z1(T) < kar+1, Since at the switching point; < 0 and the state

of the system moves to smaller for the repulsive forcel /x5 to
reduce the magnitude of the velocity to zerg(7') = 0. From the

the same procedure as before and the result is givelh In (3 w
the final time intervallr is the same as in the previous case and
is given in [4T). The total duratiofi’;: of the trajectory with2n
switchings joining the pointél, 0) and(, 0) is given by [58), where
+ corresponds to the choice of sign [n[77) for the first switghi
point. [ ]
Using Theoreni12 we can find the timé& for a specific target
(v,0) and compare them to obtain the minimum time. Some exam-
ples are given in the next section.
Corollary 1: For ws = 1, only extremals of the form
XY ...Y XY with odd number of switchings are allowed.

Proof. Foru = u2 = 1 the starting poin{1, 0) is an equilibrium
point of system[{27),[{28), so a trajectory cannot start veith -
segment. Note that foti, 1, the upper bound for the allowed
values ofs in the transcendental equatidn (56)(i&; — 1)2/4 = 0,
same as the lower bound. [ |

Remark 2: The major consequence of Theorgm 2 is the possibility
of odd-numbered extremals with more than one switchings.foe=
1. In the next section we present an example where such amaltre
is actually the optimal solution. This kind of solution istmoentioned
in any of the previous works [9] [21], [22]. [33]=[85].

Remark 3:Solving numerically the transcendental equations for
the ratios and then calculating the switching times using the formulas

i Theorenl 2, is computationally more efficient than the nricaé

olptlmlzatlon over the switching times which is suggested2ij.

IV. EXAMPLES

In this section we illustrate the optimal solution desadibie
Theoren{® with several examples. For convenience we fix therlo



control bound tou; = 0.0002 and consider four cases with the .
following realistic values ofy and uz: (@) v = V3,u2 = 1, (b)
v = V3,u2 = 65 (€)y = 8ux = 1, (d) v = 8us = 4.

0.8

0.6

For example, in the experimerit [41] where the fast but dffelt o
adiabatic cooling of a trapped Bose-Einstein condensatmrisid- 04
ered, the ratio of the initial to the final frequency is appnuately 02 “
wo/wys = 3, corresponding tey = /3. In Tablel] we show for each 17 121 15 1s ) 05 T s
of these cases the necessary times for the various extréonadach "
the corresponding target point. These times result fromofidra[2, @ v=v3uz=1
by solving numerically the corresponding transcendentglagons )
and subsequently using the formulas for the switching tinése ;
absence of a solution is denoted by -, while the minimum tiore f L
each case is highlighted with bold. o0
Observe that for the first case (first column), where: /3, up = 't
1, there is only one extremal, and recall that the extremalgisg -2 H
with a Y-segment are excluded becausg = 1, as explained in -3 5 : < >
Corollary[d. The corresponding optimal trajectoXy” is depicted in % X
Fig.[3(@). For the next case (b), the target point is the sanzetore © v=8u=1 @ y=8ux=4

but the control upper bound has been increasedste- 6.5. Table Fig 3. optimal trajectories for various values of the targand the control
[Mindicates that the minimum-time solution has two switg/sinand upper bounduz. The lower bound is fixed ta; = 0.0002 for all the cases.
the corresponding trajectofy XY is shown in Fig[ 3(8). This kind

of solution can be better understood if we adopt the pointieivv

of Remark(l and interpret systefi1271.(28) as describingotiee w2 = wo, Which corresponds t0 < 1/7" = w1 < u(t) < uz =1

dimensional Newtonian motion of a unit-mass particle, withz, N our terminology. For such restrictions in the frequensyfffiess)
corresponding to its position and velocity, respectivély, is large ©Of the parametric oscillator, these papers conclude tretofitimal
enough then the particle, instead of moving solely forwice in the Solution has three “jumps”. This actually corresponds to alk”

XY trajectory, can first approachl =0 Sufﬁciently fast and then solution with one (intermediate) SWitChing, since in thenter of
exploit the strong repulsive force/z? to arrive faster at the target Jumps are included the changes at the initial and final tirreshis

point. We identified this type of solution if [20], in the mageneral anguage, our optimal solution with three (intermediatejtchings
case where the control could also take negative values,tbuas corresponds to a five-jump solution. Note that in our examgelse

also verified numerically in[21] for the restrictive case pfsitive ©1 = 0.0002, instead ofu; = 1/9* = 2.44- 107, but it can be
controls. verified that even in this case the optimal solution is agdirthe

We now move to the next example, wheye= 8, us = 1. As in form XY XY with three switchings. The crucial requirement for the
case (a), the extremals starting with having an even number of Validity of the comparison is;> = 1 on the upper bound, which
switching points, are excluded because of Corol@ry 1. Bage the 2SSUres that the even-numbered extremals are excludedoaioat
target pointy is now larger than in the previous case, odd-numberéd! the lower bou?d [21]. We finally mention that in our pre\dou
extremals with more than one switchings arise, which takewage WOk [20] we didn't identify odd-numbered solutions with redhan
of the strong repulsive force close ta = 0. In fact, the optimal ©N€ switchings since, for the control s_et that we considéhede,
solution is XY XY with three switchings, as highlighted in Talfle 1—%1 < () < uz With ui,uz > 1, this kind of extremals was
and portrayed in Fid_ 3(t). We emphasize that this is a new kin €xcluded. _ _
solution, absent from the previous works [9], [21].[22]3[3[35]. e last case that we examine has the same target peing but

These articles actually consider the c@sel w; = w; < w(t) < & larger control upper boung, = 4. As we can observe from Table
[l the optimal solution has four switchings, and the form YXYX

which is shown in Fig[_3(dl). Going back to the particle pietuwe
TABLE | see that for these values of the parameters it is time-optonaove
EXTREMAL TIMES back and forth twice in order to gain speed from the repul&ivee,
before reaching the target point. We close by pointing oat, thsing
1=V = \/g v=ES )= (@2) and [ZB), the optimal trajectories shown in . 3 careasily
uz=1 | uz=65 | up=1 | uz =4 displayed on the; z»-plane, as in[[21].
T | 1.6784 | 1.4513 | 8.0159 | 7.9707

T3 - - 7.3863 | 4.6189 V. CONCLUSION
T - - 9.5568 - i : i -

5 In this paper we used geometric optimal control to find the
Ty - - 9.7758 | 4.9845 minimum necessary time for transitions between therm&staf the
T - - 9.5735 - quantum parametric oscillator, and the correspondingmagttime-
Ty - 1.8320 - 8.0452 profile of oscillator’'s frequency. We considered the casenatthe

2
i - 2.5858 - 4.9982 frequency of the oscillator can take only real values, apoading
T - B - 5.7987 to nonnegative oscillator stiffness, and obtained a smiutvhich has
Ty - _ - 7.0651 not appeared in any of the previous related works. The pregerk
T, B 13888 B 2.8098 can find appllcat_lons in several _cont(?xts, for example toimize

= the necessary time for the adiabatic stroke of a quantum heat
T, - 2.5387 - 4.5458 . . . . .

T = 6384 engine and for the effectively adiabatic cooling of trappedms,

6 - - - . reducing though the undesirable effect of random intevastiwith

Ty ) ' ) 7.0496 the environment, which is ubiquitous. In the future, we vablike



to apply a similar control theoretic approach to two systénas we
have recently studied numerically: a quantum parametriillasor

with noise, which is a good model for a noisy quantum heatrengi

[11], and two coupled oscillators with modulation in thegupling,
which models pulsed cavity optomechanical cooling [42].
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