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Abstract

We investigate the effect of stochastic control errors in the time-dependent Hamiltonian on isolated quan-

tum dynamics. The control errors are formulated as time-dependent stochastic noise in the Schrödinger

equation. For a class of stochastic control errors, we establish a threshold theorem that provides a sufficient

condition to obtain the target state, which should be determined in noiseless isolated quantum dynamics, as

a relation between the number of measurements and noise strength. The theorem guarantees that if the sum

of the noise strengths is less than the inverse of computational time, the target state can be obtained through

a constant-order number of measurements. If the opposite is true, the number of measurements to guarantee

obtaining the target state increases exponentially with computational time. Our threshold theorem can be

applied to any isolated quantum dynamics such as quantum annealing and adiabatic quantum computation.

Keywords: stochastic control error, threshold theorem, quantum annealing, adiabatic quantum computation, stochastic

differential equation

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2009.11151v3


I. INTRODUCTION

Recent advances in experimental techniques have enabled the experimental realization of quan-

tum dynamics, and it has become increasingly important to understand quantum dynamics. In

particular, recent efforts to realize quantum computation are progressing rapidly [1, 2]; hence, the

precise control of quantum dynamics is required.

Although quantum dynamics is ideally described by the Schrödinger equation, the influence of

the external environment cannot be ignored in experimental systems. The external environment

has two main effects on quantum systems: the influence from a heat bath and control errors of the

Hamiltonian. Here, we consider a case in which the influence of the heat bath can be eliminated.

Therefore, the dynamics of the target quantum system can be realized if the Hamiltonian can be

controlled in an ideal manner. However, it is difficult to control the Hamiltonian without errors in

experimental systems. Then, a natural question arises: is isolated quantum dynamics robust to the

effects of control errors? If the properties of isolated quantum dynamics dramatically change be-

cause of control errors, then it will be difficult to control the target quantum system in experimental

systems, even if we can eliminate the effect of the heat bath. For example, quantum annealing [3–

7] or adiabatic quantum computation [8–10] utilizes quantum dynamics for computation, but the

theory of quantum error correction and suppression [11–15] that has been established is not as

complete as that of the circuit model [16–18]. Therefore, it is vital to investigate the influence of

control errors on isolated quantum dynamics from the perspective of analog quantum computation.

There are two main types of control errors that can occur in the time-dependent Hamiltonian.

One is time-invariant noise [19–21], which acts as a bias. This type of errors modifies the Hamilto-

nian and will not be discussed in the present study. The other, which we will focus on, is stochastic

control noise [22–25]. We formulate stochastic noise in unitary dynamics as time-varying stochas-

tic noise. The time evolution of the system is described by the stochastic differential equation [26].

The present study examines whether it is possible to obtain the target state, which should be de-

termined in noiseless time evolution, in the presence of stochastic control errors. For this purpose,

we establish a threshold theorem that provides a sufficient condition for obtaining the target state

in the Schrödinger equation with stochastic control errors. Our threshold theorem clarifies that the

number of measurements to guarantee obtaining the target state strongly depends on the computa-

tional time and noise strength.
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II. THRESHOLD THEOREM IN ISOLATED QUANTUM DYNAMICS WITH STOCHASTIC

CONTROL ERRORS

We consider the following isolated quantum dynamics:

i
d

dt
|ψ(t)〉 = Ĥ(t)|ψ(t)〉, (1)

where 0 ≤ t ≤ T and ~ = 1. By using the measurement basis |n〉, we expand the final state |ψ(T )〉

as

|ψ(T )〉 =
∑

n

Cn|n〉. (2)

In the following, the entire derivation is based on projective measurements. We are interested in

the mth eigenstate |m〉 of the measurement basis, and its probability amplitude Cm at the final state

|ψ(T )〉 is given by

Cm = 1 − ǫ, (3)

where 0 < ǫ < 1 (without loss of generality, we have adjusted the global phase of |ψ(T )〉 so that

Cm is a positive real number). Then, if the number of measurements r satisfies

r ≫
1

(1 − ǫ)2
, (4)

we succeed in obtaining the target state |m〉.

However, it is difficult to completely control the time-dependent Hamiltonian Ĥ(t) without en-

countering control errors in experimental systems. We incorporate the control errors of Ĥ(t) into

the Schrödinger equation as noise that occurs stochastically at each moment. Because we consider

isolated quantum dynamics, control errors should also be described as a unitary time evolution.

It is well known that norm-preserving stochastic noise can be described by the Stratonovich pro-

cess [22, 23]. Thus, we express the Schrödinger equation with stochastic noise as follows:

id|φ(t)〉 =















Ĥ(t)dt +
∑

k

Ĥerror,k(t) ◦ dWk(t)















|φ(t)〉, (5)

where k is an index of stochastic control errors, Ĥerror,k(t) describes a stochastic control error, Wk(t)

describes standard Brownian motion, and the symbol “ ◦” denotes the Stratonovich interpretation.

The equivalent Ito process is given by

id|φ(t)〉 =















Ĥ(t)dt +
∑

k

Ĥerror,k(t) • dWk(t)















|φ(t)〉

−
i

2

∑

k

Ĥ2
error,k(t)|φ(t)〉dt, (6)
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where the symbol “ •” denotes the Ito interpretation. We emphasize that the norm of |φ(t)〉 is

always preserved in time evolution.

Furthermore, we assume that Ĥerror,k(t) satisfies the following error condition

Ĥ2
error,k(t) = g2

k(t)Î, (7)

where Î is the identity operator and gk(t) is an arbitrary time-dependent function. We note that a

system composed of qubits naturally satisfies Eq. (7). For example, when Ĥerror,k(t) is constructed

from the product of the Pauli operators at several neighboring, Ĥerror,k(t) = g(t)σx
1
σx

2
· · ·σx

i
, the

error condition (7) is satisfied. On the other hand, this condition is not satisfied in a bosonic

system.

Under these settings, we examine whether it is possible to obtain the target state. If stochastic

control errors have a devastating effect on isolated quantum dynamics, the target state cannot

be obtained in experimental systems. Additionally, if the number of measurements to guarantee

obtaining the target state depends on the problem size N, stochastic control errors have a serious

influence on the difficulty of the problem. Our threshold theorem, which clearly addresses these

issues, is described as follows.

Theorem 1. We are interested in the mth eigenstate |m〉 of the measurement basis and its proba-

bility amplitude Cm at the final time T in the noiseless Schrödinger equation (1) is given by

Cm = 1 − ǫ, (8)

where 0 < ǫ < 1. If ǫ and the noise strength gk(t) fulfill

ǫ + δ + αe
1
2

∫ T

0

∑

k g2
k
(t)dt ≤ 1, (9)

for 0 < δ < 1 − ǫ and α > 0, then the r measurement outcomes in the Schrödinger equation with

stochastic control errors (6) satisfy

1

r

r
∑

i=1

|Ci,m|
2 > α2, (10)

with probability greater than 1 − exp(−rδ2/2), where Ci,m is the probability amplitude of the mth

eigenstate at the final time T in one realized time trajectory of Eq. (6).

Remark 2. For exp(−rδ2/2) ≪ 1, Eq. (10) holds with almost probability 1, then, if rα2 ≫ 1 is

satisfied, the target state |m〉 is always one of the r measurement outcomes. Thus, the casual form
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of the conditions to guarantee obtaining the target state is given by

ǫ + δ + αe
1
2

∫ T

0

∑

k g2
k
(t)dt ≤ 1, (11)

exp(−rδ2/2)≪ 1, (12)

rα2 ≫ 1. (13)

Our threshold theorem states that the number of measurements to guarantee obtaining the target

state depends strongly on the strength of the noise. For simplicity, we consider a case in which the

strength of the noise is time-independent: gk(t) = gk. Then, from Eq. (9), the following condition

must be satisfied for the number of measurements to be bounded by a constant order:

T

2

∑

k

g2
k = O(1). (14)

Thus, for any stochastic control errors satisfying Eq. (7), if the sum of the noise strengths is less

than the inverse of the computational time, the target state can be obtained through a constant-order

number of measurements. Conversely, if the sum of the noise strengths is greater than the inverse

of the computational time, the number of measurements to guarantee obtaining the target state

increases exponentially with respect to the computational time. In conclusion, stochastic control

errors can have a serious impact on the difficulty of the problem, depending on the noise strength.

For example, we apply our threshold theorem to quantum annealing. We consider a case in

which the computational time T is given by a polynomial of the problem size N:

T = O(Na), (15)

which is efficiently solved by quantum annealing. Then, we must suppress the noise as the problem

size increases:

1

2

∑

k

g2
k = O

(

N−a) . (16)

Otherwise, from Eq. (9), the number of measurements to guarantee obtaining the target state

increases exponentially with respect to the problem size:

r ≫ eNa ∑

k g2
k . (17)

Therefore, when noise suppression fails, stochastic control errors may change an efficient quantum-

annealing-based solution to the problem into an inefficient solution.

Before providing the proof, we emphasize that our threshold theorem is only a sufficient condi-

tion for any isolated quantum dynamics. Incorporating the structure of the problem might improve

our result.
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III. PROOF OF THRESHOLD THEOREM

From Eqs. (6) and (7), the time evolution of the expectation of the state is described as

i
d

dt
E

[

|φ(t)〉
]

=















Ĥ(t) −
i

2

∑

k

g2
k(t)















E
[

|φ(t)〉
]

, (18)

where we used E[dWk(t)] = 0 in the Ito process. Then, using the fact that |ψ(T )〉 is the solution of

Eq. (1), we find

e
1
2

∫ T

0

∑

k g2
k
(t)dt
E[|φ(T )〉] = |ψ(T )〉. (19)

We describe the state in one realized time trajectory of Eq. (6) as |φi(t)〉 and expand it at the final

time T as

|φi(T )〉 =
∑

n

Ci,n|n〉. (20)

From Eq. (19), we immediately find

e
1
2

∫ T

0

∑

k g2
k
(t)dt
E[Ci,m] = Cm = 1 − ǫ. (21)

Then, using the Chernoff–Hoeffding inequality [27, 28], we have

Pr















e
1
2

∫ T

0

∑

k g2
k
(t)dt 1

r

r
∑

i=1

ℜCi,m − (1 − ǫ) ≤ −δ















≤ exp

(

−rδ2

2

)

, (22)

where Ci,m = ℜCi,m + iℑCi,m, δ > 0, and we used −1 ≤ ℜCi,m ≤ 1. In the following, we set

0 < δ < 1 − ǫ and always consider the case in which

e
1
2

∫ T

0

∑

k g2
k
(t)dt 1

r

r
∑

i=1

ℜCi,m > 1 − ǫ − δ. (23)

We note that this inequality plays an important role as a constraint and holds with probability

greater than 1 − exp(−rδ2/2) from Eq. (22).

Next, we consider the case in which the probability amplitudes of the target state in the r

realized time trajectories of Eq. (6) satisfy

1

r

r
∑

i=1

|Ci,m|
2 > α2. (24)

In the following, we prove that, under the conditions (9) and (23), Eq. (24) holds. In order to

accomplish this, we consider

1

r

r
∑

i=1

|Ci,m|
2 ≤ α2, (25)

αe
1
2

∫ T

0

∑

k g2
k
(t)dt > 1 − ǫ − δ, (26)
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then, it is sufficient to prove that, under the condition (23), Eq. (26) is necessary for Eq. (25) to

hold. Under Eq. (25),
∑r

i=1ℜCi,m takes the maximum value rα when ℜCi,m = α and ℑCi,m = 0.

Thus, for Eq. (25) to hold under the condition (23), the following inequality must be satisfied:

αe
1
2

∫ T

0

∑

k g2
k
(t)dt > 1 − ǫ − δ,

which is just Eq. (26).

In summary, Eq. (23) holds with probability greater than 1 − exp(−rδ2/2) and Eq. (24) holds

under the conditions (9) and (23), which is proof of the theorem.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

We have established a threshold theorem that provides a sufficient condition for obtaining the

target state in isolated quantum dynamics with any stochastic control errors satisfying Eq. (7). Our

threshold theorem guarantees that if the sum of the noise strengths is less than the inverse of the

computational time, the target state can be obtained through a constant-order number of measure-

ments. However, if the sum of the noise strengths is larger than the inverse of the computational

time, the number of measurements to guarantee obtaining the target state increases exponentially

with respect to the computational time.

Furthermore, we imposed the error condition (7) on stochastic control errors. If this condition

is broken, the simple relation (19) does not hold. Then, we cannot guarantee that the target state

can be obtained by increasing the number of measurements. In other words, stochastic control

errors that do not satisfy Eq. (7) have a serious influence on isolated quantum dynamics.

In the present study, we considered only time-varying noise as a control error. However, time-

invariant noise can also be considered as a control error [19–21], and our threshold theorem cannot

be applied to such noise. Time-invariant noise modifies the Hamiltonian. In order to obtain the

target state in experimental systems, such noise must be reduced to the limit, or a counterpart of

our threshold theorem must be derived for such noise.

Finally, it is worth mentioning that we have considered only the sufficient condition to ob-

tain the target state, and model-dependent properties may reduce the number of measurements

required. For example, in adiabatic quantum computation, adiabatic time evolution suppresses

the diabatic transition from the ground state to other excited states. In such cases, the effect of

stochastic control errors may also be reduced.
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