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Experimental Activation of Strong Local Passive States with Quantum Information

Nayeli A. Rodriguez-Briones," %[ Hemant Katiyar,?* Eduardo Martin-Martinez,® > and Raymond Laflamme

3,4,5

! Department of Chemistry, University of California, Berkeley, California 94720, USA
2 Miller Institute for Basic Research in Science, 468 Donner Lab, Berkeley, CA 94720, USA
3 Institute for Quantum Computing, University of Waterloo, Waterloo, Ontario, N2L 3G1, Canada
4 Department of Physics & Astronomy, University of Waterloo, Waterloo, Ontario, N2L 3G1, Canada
5 Perimeter Institute for Theoretical Physics, 31 Caroline St. N., Waterloo, Ontario, N2L 2Y5, Canada
S Department of Applied Mathematics, University of Waterloo, Waterloo, Ontario, N2L 3G1, Canada

Strong local passivity is a property of multipartite quantum systems from which it is impossible to
extract energy locally. Surprisingly, if the strong local passive state displays entanglement, it could
be possible to locally activate energy density by adding classical communication between different

partitions of the system, through so-called “quantum energy teleportation” protocols.

Here, we

report both the first experimental observation of local activation of energy density on an entangled
state and the first realization of a quantum energy teleportation protocol using nuclear magnetic

resonance on a bipartite quantum system.

Introduction.—Methods to extract and transfer energy
from physical systems at the quantum scale have been de-
veloped recently using tools from quantum information
processing and quantum thermodynamics [IH23]. But
can these tools allow us to activate energy extraction
from quantum systems in which outgoing energy flows
are locally blocked [24] [25]7 Or to activate locally hidden
energy in entangled ground states? One may be tempted
to answer ‘no’; as this would seem to involve activating
zero-point energy, which is generally considered impossi-
ble. However, we will discuss that the answer to these
questions is nuanced and that zero-point energy density
can be activated using quantum informational tools.

The quantum states from which it is impossible to ex-
tract energy via general local access on a single subsystem
receive the name of strong local passive (SLP) states [24-
226] (Fig. [1). This distinctive property of strong local pas-
sivity is present in a wide range of states, from ground
states to thermal states below a critical temperature and
even in strongly coupled heat baths in the thermody-
namic limit. The necessary and sufficient conditions for
this property were presented in Ref. [25].

Strong local passivity provides new insights into the
emergent thermodynamic behavior arising from the in-
terplay between entanglement and localization, such as
understanding the allowed flows of energy and informa-
tion within entangled quantum systems. Along these
lines, a fundamental question is how and when strong
local passivity can be broken. Certainly, finding meth-
ods to activate the non-directly available energy in SLP
states can bring fascinating physical scenarios, such as
activating entangled ground states. Indeed, in interact-
ing multipartite quantum systems, the ground state can
have positive (and negative) energy density regions due
to its entanglement [27]. However, the corresponding en-
ergy is not directly available since any action attempting
to extract it directly will only give energy to the system.
Could this energy be activated by driving the system dif-
ferently?
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FIG. 1. (a) A quantum state p is defined to be strong local
passive with respect to a Hamiltonian H and a subsystem if
energy cannot be extracted through any direct local quantum
operation G applied on the subsystem (b) Steps for breaking
strong local passivity by adding local operations and classical
communication (LOCC).

This question was answered by Masahiro Hotta, who
showed that, under certain conditions, it is possible to
activate strong local passive states by allowing local op-
erations and classical communication (LOCC) to exploit
correlations between distant parts of the system [24] 28~
[35]. He introduced the family of protocols known un-
der the general name of quantum energy teleportation
(QET), which enables the activation of local energy using
informed local operations that depend on the outcome
of distant measurements on other sides of the system.
Specifically, in a QET protocol, a local measurement is
made on a subsystem (A) far from the subsystem (B)
where the energy is blocked. Then, the outcome of this
measurement is communicated to B’s side. Because of
the correlations, this outcome allows, to some extent, to
predict and design an informed local operation to ex-
tract the previously inaccessible energy, see Fig. [I] It is
important to note that despite the name of the proto-
col, it does not imply that the energy injected during A’s
measurement disappears from A’s surroundings to ap-
pear around B. Indeed, the key feature of the QET pro-
tocol is to ensure that the energy extracted comes only



from the previously unavailable energy. Thus, for QET
is crucial that the local measurement on A does not raise
the energy in B’s surroundings—which can be achieved
by using measurement operators that commute the inter-
acting Hamiltonian term—and that the protocol must be
performed within a time shorter than the energy propa-
gation time scale on the system. Beyond the importance
of QET in the activation of passive states, QET has also
been suggested to be relevant to understanding a broad
range of situations—from the black-hole information loss
problem [28] B6H38] and violations of energy conditions
in quantum field theory in curved spacetimes [39] to tech-
nological applications such as local cooling of many-body
systems with restricted measurements [12].

However, despite the potential applications of the QET
protocol, it had not yet been realized in an experiment.
Experimental proposals did exist, for instance, using a
semiconductor exhibiting the quantum Hall effect [40],
but no actual experiments had been conducted. This
work presents the first experimental realization of a quan-
tum energy teleportation protocol, demonstrating energy
activation in a strong local passive state, in particular
the local activation of zero-point energy density. The
experiment was carried out using nuclear magnetic reso-
nance on a system of three qubits in the ground state of
an interacting simulated Hamiltonian. The experimen-
tal results show energy extraction from a system initially
in an SLP state, beyond local and ambient noise, with-
out energy transfer through the system. Our experiment
demonstrates the feasibility of the control required for
a QET protocol and the first evidence of activation of
local zero-point energy density in an entangled ground
state under experimental conditions. Furthermore, we
present an optimized, fully unitary QET model and an
analytical solution for the maximum extractable energy
for our system.

We begin by summarizing the minimal QET model [34]
to show how it is possible to break strong local passivity
to activate regions of an entangled ground state. Then,
we present the equivalent fully unitary version of QET
implemented in the experiment, followed by the experi-
mental results and conclusions.

Minimal QET model—Consider two interacting
qubits, A and B, with a Hamiltonian that has a non-
degenerate fully-entangled ground state. An example of
such a Hamiltonian is

with H, = —h,0” + hy, f(ha, hg, &)1, for v € {A,B} and
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V =2k0202 + —————
zYx B+ hy

f(hayhg, k)1 (2)
where h,, hg, and k are positive constants and the func-
tion f(ha, hs, k) is chosen such that the ground state |g)
of the full Hamiltonian has vanishing expectation values

for each of its terms ((g|HA|g) = (9|Hzlg) = (9|V|g) = 0)
for convenience and without loss of generality. For this
1
Hamiltonian, f(ha,hs,x) = (457 /(ha + hs)? + 1) 2.
This Hamiltonian has a non-degenerate fully entangled
ground state

l9) = (F+ [00), = F_[11),,) /V2, 3)

where Fy = /1% f(ha, hs, &), satisfying the sufficient

conditions to have a family of SLP states (see Ref. [24]).
While the total Hamiltonian is a nonnegative operator
(H > 0 since its lowest eigenvalue is 0), Hy and Hy +
V' allow negative eigenvalues which could yield negative
energy density in B’s surroundings. A QET protocol can
locally activate that energy, as described below.
Minimal QET model, implemented by Alice & Bob:
Step 1: Alice measures subsystem A using a positive
operator-valued measure (POVM) with measurement op-
erators M, (1) that commute with the interacting Hamil-
tonian term ([M,(u), V] = 0), to ensure that the energy
injected during the measurement does not raise the en-
ergy of subsystem B [34], 41].
Step 2: Alice communicates the measurement result
i to Bob in a time ¢, shorter than the coupling time
scale t. ~ 1/k to avoid the energy infused in A during
the measurement propagates to B during that time.
Step 3: Based on the outcome p, Bob implements an
optimized local unitary on B, Uy (u), to extract previ-
ously unavailable energy through B (See Fig.
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FIG. 2. Minimal QET protocol steps, performed on a pair
of qubits initially in a strong local passive state: (1) A lo-
cal measurement is performed on qubit A using measurement
operators {M,} that ensure the energy injected during the
measurement remains local to A and does not raise the en-
ergy in B’s surroundings. (2) The measurement outcome is
communicated to B in a time shorter than the energy prop-
agation time scale. (3) Based on this information, a local
unitary operation is performed on B to extract energy.

The effect of repeatedly and identically applying the
QET protocol to a state p can be described by the evo-
lution of the density matrix [34]:

pr=3_ Us()M\(1)pM} (1)U (1), (4)
p==x1

where M, () is the measurement operator of a POVM
on A with outcome g that commutes with V; and Uy (u)



is an informed unitary that maximizes the energy ex-
traction depending on the outcome. Then, the amount
of energy extracted locally from B on average is given by

—AE; =-Tr[(Hys+V)py] >0, (5)

since [M,(p), V] = [Ma(pt), Hs] = 0 and given that the
expectation value of each term of the Hamiltonian was
set to zero (see Appendix C3 in Ref. [42] and Ref. [34] for
the detailed calculation). It is important to note that if
the measurement outcome is not communicated to B (i.e.
having Uy independent of p), it is impossible to extract
energy from subsystem B on average. This underscores
the importance of communication in QET.

From Eq. 7 the amount of extractable energy is
bounded by 0 < —AFy; < —Ain, where Ay, is the most
negative eigenvalue of H; + V. This upper bound is tight
when the POVMs are proportional to projective opera-
tors. In particular, for the ground state of the Hamil-
tonian in Eq. , the maximum amount of extractable
energy from subsystem B is

he (ha + hg) + 42

(_AEB) )
\/(hA + hg)? + 4k2

= —/hi+4r% +

(6)

max

and can be activated by QET, using projection operators
of observable ¢%. In this case, the average energy injected

into A is Ey, = hy/4/1+ m > (—AEFEg) Note

that the energy F, injected into subsystem A remains
in that subsystem during the protocol, since the time
scale t,, for transmitting classical communication from A
to B is much shorter than the time scale for energy to
propagate from A to B (i.e., t, < t. ~ 1/k). As aresult,
the energy extracted corresponds only to the activated
energy within the local zero-point energy density.

Ezxperimental implementation.—To perform the pro-
tocol using nuclear magnetic resonance (NMR), we de-
signed a fully unitary QET by introducing an auxiliary
system to mediate the measurement of A and transmit
information to B, as detailed below. The fully unitary
version of the QET protocol is equivalent to the mini-
mal QET since the role of a general measurement de-
vice can be played by an auxiliary system (An) together
with unitary dynamics [43]. This equivalence is proven
in Supplemental Material [44]. The equivalence of a fully
unitary QET and the minimal QET has been discussed
in Refs. [35] [39] [45].

The experiments were performed on a Bruker Avance
II1 700 MHz NMR spectrometer, using 3C-labelled tran-
scrotonic acid dissolved in acetone-d6 as the sample. The
carbons labeled as Cq, Co, and C3 were used as subsys-
tems B, An, and A, respectively [Fig. (a)]. The entire ex-
periment took place at an ambient temperature of 298 K.
The fully unitary QET protocol consists of the following
steps (an overview of the experimental scheme is shown

in Fig. :

max”

Step 0: Preliminary preparation of the SLP state
of Eq. @: The system starts in the pseudopure state
|000) [46], followed by a global unitary Upre,. The re-
quired unitary consists of a rotation Y (#) = e~%%/2 on
qubit B, followed by a ¢NOT on A and B (with B as the
control). The explicit form of Y () is :

ro--— (5 7). 7
ha + hg

\/452 + (ha 4 hs)?

In the experiment, the CNOT gate was not directly im-
plemented between subsystems A and B for state prepa-
ration, but instead decomposed into two gates acting on
subsystems A-An and B-An to improve the state prepa-
ration fidelity in our concrete system (see Fig.[3)). This is
because the J-coupling values of the spin pairs A-An and
B-An are higher than the J-coupling of the A-B pair [47],
as shown in Fig. [4l Refer to Supplemental Material [44]
for a more detailed physical explanation.

Step 1: Alice gains information about qubit A
through an auxiliary qubit An by applying a joint uni-
tary Uana on both qubits. The optimal unitary Uapa
corresponds to the one that maximizes the mutual in-
formation between A and An, subject to the condition
[Uana, V] = 0 (so it does not raise the energy of B’s sur-
roundings). For a pair of qubits in a product state, an
optimal unitary is

where F'y = |1+

1 0 01
1 0 1 10

UAnA = ﬁ 0 —=110/|" (8)
-1 0 01

The explicit gates for this unitary are shown in Fig. .

Step 2: Alice sends the auxiliary qubit An to Bob in a
time ¢,, shorter than the coupling time scale to avoid that
energy infused on A propagates to B during the protocol.

Step 3. Finally, Bob implements a joint unitary Ugan
on B and An to extract energy from the system by acting
locally on B.

For the experiment, we optimized Uga, to achieve the
upper bound (-AFEy), ., given by Eq. @, obtaining

Upan = URotVUdiaga where

F, F,, 0 0

1 0 0 —-F, F
URotv = —= + 2
RoV="21 0 0 F F,
~F, F,, 0 0

0 F, F. 0
g _L[F 0 0 -R
dlag—\/i F+ 0 0 F_ )
0 —F_ F, 0

with ng:\/lihB/\/hg+4li2.



The gates for the protocol, shown in Fig. [3] were im-
plemented using GRAPE pulses [48] with a slight modifi-
cation to incorporate the technique described in Ref. [49],
resulting in the designing of smooth radio frequency (RF)
pulses with theoretical fidelity over 0.998 and robust
against small imperfections in RF power.

Fully unitary QET

‘An’ transmits information

SLP state preparation to B and locally activates

g : Auxiliary system An gains ;------ the System ..
|0>B _ e_igy(9/2 information of A | |
: Uiiag URotV
|0>An g —H——Z [ |
0)a = ;
Uprcp UAnA UBAn

FIG. 3. Fully unitary QET protocol, performed by adding
an auxiliary qubit (An) to mediate the measurement of A
and transmit information to B. This circuit was optimized to
locally activate the passive state given in Eq. @7 of Hamil-

tonian H o« —hao — heo® + 2k020® and Ha, o 02", See

Supplemental Material [44] for the QET protocols’ equiva-
lence and details on the experimental implementation.

The unitaries Uana and Ugan were performed in
« 10 ms and 4 ms, respectively. Thus, the total time
from the beginning of step 1 to the activation of energy
was t,, © 14 ms. This time fulfills the condition for QET:
ty < te, where t. ~ 1/J,s = (1.16 Hz) ! for the tran-
scrotonic molecule. Namely, ¢,, is much shorter than the
time it would take for energy to propagate from A to B.

The amount of extracted energy was calculated using
the experimental results of the expectation values for the
interaction term operator —(X, X3) and B’s local Hamil-
tonian operator (Zy), which were measured directly at
the end of the circuit. The experimental results are plot-
ted in Fig. [ as a function of the coupling strength be-
tween A and B. The curves for the ideal scenario show
the expected outcome of implementing the circuit per-
fectly, without any decoherence. On the other hand, the
curves for the simulation were generated using optimized
GRAPE pulses that take decoherence into account. The
decoherence simulation assumes that the environment is
Markovian, the qubits relax independently, and the dissi-
pator commutes with the total Hamiltonian for the time
discretization in GRAPE pulses (At = 2 pus). These as-
sumptions simplify the implementation of master equa-
tions for each time step, the evolution under the propa-
gator of the GRAPE pulses, and the dissipator. All of
the experimental results give energy extraction, provid-
ing the first evidence of activation of a strong local pas-
sive state under experimental conditions. The discrep-
ancy between the simulation and the experiment is due
to the decoherence assumptions and the transfer function
of the spectrometer, which executes the GRAPE pulses
slightly differently than assumed. The error bars shown
represent only the statistical error of the experiment.

Numerical tests show that the protocol is stable un-
der some uncertainty in the local Hamiltonians. To
study this sensitivity, we added perturbations in the lo-
cal parts of the Hamiltonian while performing the op-
timized QET protocol for the non-perturbed case. We
considered perturbed local Hamiltonians of the form
hy < (1 +€)h,oY+h, f(hs, hs, k)1. We found that if the
parameter € (quantifying the relative difference between
the Hamiltonian assumed and the actual Hamiltonian) is
small, ¢ < 0.3, then the relative impact of the error in
the implementation of the protocol is neglectable.

Conclusions.—We presented the first experimental ac-
tivation of strong local passive states and the first experi-
mental demonstration of a quantum energy teleportation
(QET) protocol proposed by Hotta [31) [32]. Further-
more, our experiment confirms for the first time that the
presence of entanglement in a ground state allows for lo-
cal zero-point energy density activation without energy
transfer through the system.

We show experimental energy extraction from a bipar-
tite system, initially in a strong local passive state but
activated through local operations and communication,
using a quantum energy teleportation protocol. We de-
signed a fully unitary quantum energy teleportation pro-
tocol optimized to maximize the energy extraction under
the constraints of our experimental setup. The experi-
ment was carried out using nuclear magnetic resonance,
demonstrating that the required control for a quantum
energy teleportation protocol can be achieved in realistic
experimental scenarios. Furthermore, the optimization of
the fully unitary QET demonstrates that the maximum
possible amount of activated energy can only be achieved
when the measurement device and the measured subsys-
tem gain full mutual information and the measurement
outcome is transmitted to the target subsystem.

The QET protocol has the potential to be a valu-
able tool for a fundamental understanding of quantum
thermodynamics and for quantum technologies. On the
fundamental side, QET helps understand quantum fluc-
tuations and their role in fundamental scenarios, from
quantum field theory in curved spacetimes to quantum
thermodynamics: from black hole physics [28], 36H38] to
violations of energy conditions in quantum field theory
in curved spacetimes [39]. On the technological side, it
has been proposed as a method for improving the purity
locally by exploiting interaction-induced correlations in
algorithmic cooling protocols [I2]. Another application
appears in scenarios where SLP can potentially impose
restrictions on thermodynamic tasks and the regime in
which some quantum machines can perform, especially
those that rely on energy exchange through local quench-
ing and/or pulses that are fast compared to the dynamics
of the system, for example in refs. [50H53]. This exper-
imental demonstration of QET for the first time paves
the way for the experimental implementation and explo-
ration of these protocols in controlled quantum systems.
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FIG. 4. (a) System set up in a transcrotonic acid molecule. The table shows the Hamiltonian parameters: the diagonal values
correspond to the chemical shifts, and off-diagonal elements correspond to the J-coupling values, all in Hz. The relaxation time
scales, T1 and T are shown in the bottom. (b) Experimental results: Expectation values —(X,X5) and (Zg) after implementing
the protocol. (c) Energy extracted —AFj5, plotted against the coupling strength x/h between systems A and B, for hy = 0.4 h,

and fixing h, = h = 1.
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SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL

This Supplemental Material presents explicit deriva-
tions of how the minimal QET protocol can be repro-
duced in a fully-unitary version by adding an auxiliary
system. It also describes the experimental implementa-
tion, including the restrictions in NMR and how they can
be overcome to implement the fully-unitary QET proto-
col.

The material is structured as follows: Sec. S1 presents
the proof of equivalence between the minimal and the
fully-unitary QET protocols. Sec. S2 gives the exper-
imental requirements and how using the transcrotonic
molecule in NMR can meet these requirements (such as
the time scales and the implementation of the circuit for
the fully-unitary QET picture). Finally, sec. S3 gives
the experimental implementation details, including the
explicit form of the gates in the circuit and the experi-
mental NMR spectra obtained in the experiment.

S1. EQUIVALENCE BETWEEN THE MINIMAL
QET AND THE FULLY-UNITARY QET

This section provides a detailed discussion of the
equivalence between the minimal QET protocol and the
fully-unitary version. The conceptual equivalence and
the equivalence in yield of the two versions are connected
by the fact that the action of a unitary coupling of a
detector and a system, followed by a measurement on
the detector, results in a positive operator-valued mea-
sure (POVM) on the system [43]. To demonstrate this,
let us first review the steps of the minimal QET protocol.

Minimal QET protocol:

1. The protocol begins with an initial state of the form
given by equation (3) in the manuscript, which is a
fully entangled state of the form:

lg) = (Fi [00),, — F_[11),,) /V2. (9)

2. Next, in the minimal QET protocol, subsystem A
is measured using a POVM with measurement op-
erators M, (i) of outcome p.

3. The outcome y is communicated to B, in a time ¢,
shorter than the coupling time scale to avoid that
energy infused on A propagates to B during the
protocol.

4. Finally, based on the outcome, an informed unitary
(which depends on the outcome p) Ug(p) is applied
on B, which has a negative energy cost.

Thus, the total effect on average of the minimal
QET protocol on B is given by

ps =Tr| Y Us(p)Mu() |g) (9] MI()UL ()| (10)

Then, for the fully unitary version, where an auxiliary
system mediates the measurement and the classical
information channel is replaced with a quantum channel,
the steps are as follows:

Fully-Unitary QET protocol:

1. The protocol begins with the same initial state
lg) = (F+ |00),, — F_ |11>AB) /v/2, mentioned in
equation (1),

2. An auxiliary system ‘An’ is introduced to re-
produce the effect of the measurement operators
M, () with outcomes p = {0,1}. The auxiliary
qubit An interacts with subsystem A so that
the mutual information between A and An is
maximized. This is achieved by implementing
the unitary Upna given by equation (8) in the
manuscript. It can be verified that the state of
An and A will be maximally entangled after im-
plementing Uana. Indeed, the unitary Ua,a maps
the computational basis of An and A to the Bell
states basis (®F = %(|OO)AnAi|11>AnA) and

Ut = % (101) gpa £110) s ))- After applying the
unitary Uapna, the whole system will be in the state:

‘\IIBAnA> = % (F+ ‘O>B |(I)7>AnA - F— |1>B |\Ij7>AnA)

3. The auxiliary qubit An is sent to the side B in
a time ¢, shorter than the coupling time scale to
avoid that energy infused on A propagates to B
during the protocol.

4. The information encoded in the new state of the
auxiliary system An is transmitted to system B
by applying a two-qubit unitary transformation on
both systems An and B. This is achieved by im-
plementing a conditional unitary Uz(u) on B de-
pending on the state of An, which has the following
form:

UBAn - UB(O) & |0> <0‘An + UB(]') & |1> <1‘An (]‘1)

Once these steps are completed, the state of the sub-
system B can be expressed as:

P = TI'AnA [UBAn |\I]BAHA> <lI/BAnA U];An}

=Tr,

Z </‘|An UsAn |\I]BAnA> <\IIBAnA‘ U];An ”>An]
“w



Then, by replacing Ugan:

ps = Tr,

Z <:U|An Us () I‘IIBAnA> <lIIBAuA‘ Ul;r () |M>An]

n
ZUB

The term (|, [Yya.a), explicitly calculated, for p €
{0,1}, gives:

haal o) = (F5% ) 10

Then, the state of B can be expressed as

> (B4 ) ol (P )t

From here, by comparing this expression with the one
obtained from the minimal QET protocol, equation ,
ie.

- TrA :LL|An BAnA> <\I’BAnA‘ |.u>An Ug (N)

B_TrA

pe = Tr ZUB |g><g‘MT( )U]I(:u’) )
the effect of the auxiliary system An on the system has
the same effect as the original QET with measuring op-

erators M, (p) = (1 — po?) /2.

S2. EXPERIMENTAL REQUIREMENTS FOR
THE FULLY-UNITARY QET

This section outlines the experimental requirements for
successfully implementing the QET protocol, accompa-
nied by a description of the restrictions and challenges
that may arise in the experimental setup, and discuss
how these can be overcome.

Time scales required for the Fully-Unitary QET

The selection of the appropriate molecule for a QET
protocol requires careful consideration of time scales to
ensure the successful implementation of the protocol and
the prevention of energy transmission through the sys-
tem. Indeed, the time scales are crucial components of
a QET protocol, in the unitary picture the time scale
t, is the time it takes from the first unitary interac-
tion between the auxiliary qubit An with subsystem A
(Uana) and the second unitary interaction with subsys-
tem B (Ugan). This time ¢, must be small enough so the
auxiliary system can effectively move from A to B faster
than the energy deposited in A could reach B. Therefore,
since the speed at which energy propagates is propor-
tional to the coupling strength J,; between A and B, the
condition ¢, < 1/J,s should be satisfied.

This time scale requirement was satisfied using a tran-
scrotonic molecule for implementation. In the transcro-
tonic molecule, the direct coupling between A and B
is J,g = 1.16 Hz, while the couplings between A and
An (72.27 Hz) and between B and An (69.68 Hz) are
stronger. These coupling values allow for the rapid im-
plementation of the unitaries Usna and Ugayn, ensuring
that energy has no time to propagate from A to B during
the protocol (see times below). Furthermore, the pulses
for these unitaries were programmed to be sent immedi-
ately one after the other, with the time between them be-
ing only the pulse generator’s resolution of nanoseconds
(« 1/1.16 s). This ensures the time condition required
for the QET protocol.

An upper bound for ¢, is the total time of the imple-
mentation of the protocol:

(12)

where tUAnA = 1/JAnA ~ 13.8 ms, tUAuB = 1/JAnB ~
14.3 ms, and t,use ~ 9.5 ms. To guarantee that en-
ergy is not being transmitted from A to B we need that
t, K tas = 1/Jus = 862 ms, therefore we do have that

tu < trotal = tUAnA + tUAnB + tpulse

ty < tiotar = 37.6 ms Kty ~ 862 ms = t, <K tyy. (13)

Circuit for the fully-unitary QET picture

In order to improve the gate fidelity of the QET pro-
tocol for our specific molecule, we utilized the auxiliary
qubit (An) to facilitate all unitaries in the circuit, in-
cluding the state preparation stage. This approach is de-
picted in Fig.3 of the main manuscript. Our results show
that this gate’s decomposition using An, significantly im-
proves the gate fidelity of the protocol’s implementation
as detailed below.

In the state preparation stage of the QET protocol,
the implementation of the unitary Upycp required the use
of a CNOT gate between qubits A and B. While a direct
CNOT between these qubits could have been used, the
coupling between A and B in our system, with a value of
Jap=1.16 Hz, would have resulted in a CNOT duration of
approximately 431 ms. Instead, we utilized the stronger
couplings of 72.27 Hz between A and An and 69.68 Hz be-
tween B and An to implement an An-mediated CNOT be-
tween A and B, resulting in a duration of approximately
26 ms. This approach allows for faster implementation
and decreased decoherence, leading to improved fidelity
in preparing the A-B pair in the desired state.

The decomposition of the unitary Ua,a into gates was
designed to reproduce the general unitary presented in
equation (8) of the main manuscript, which creates the
maximum amount of mutual information between a pair
of qubits A and An when they are initially in a product
state. In our specific initial state, the first CNOT gate of
Uana did not have any effect on the system; however, we



retained this CNOT gate in the decomposition to accu-
rately reproduce the unitary of equation (8).

S3. EXPERIMENTAL IMPLEMENTATION

State preparation.— The Hamiltonian (in 7 units) for
a n-qubit NMR system can be written as

H=H,+H,;. (14)

Here Hy = 27r2wjfg is the Zeeman Hamiltonian,

J

characterized by the Larmor frequencies w;, and H; =
j<k

27 Z Jjl? -T* is the indirect spin-spin coupling Hamil-
Jik

tonian, with J;;, values given in the main text Fig. 4(a).

=1+ Ig + I7, where Igyz

for j*" qubit divided by 2 [54].
In thermal equilibrium at room temperature, k7T is

much larger than the Zeeman energy splittings. So the

density matrix of a m-qubit system can be expanded

as [46]

is the pauli-z, y, z matrix

1

_ 1 _
paa= g M N () (1)

The identity I represents a background of a uniformly
populated levels, and for homo-nuclear NMR sample, the
traceless part po, = Z I7 is known as the deviation den-

sity matrix. Only t}jle traceless p,, is manipulated by
operations in NMR experiments. In a magnetic field of
strength 16.4 T at room temperature, the small dimen-
sionless number ¢ = hw; /KT ~ 107°.

We prepare a pseudo-pure state from the deviation
density matrix using the spatial averaging method [46].

The gate sequence used is depicted in Fig. [f] where
[ —

is equal to exp(—irI/I¥), single qubit gates

———

Rx () and Ry (0) are the rotation around x,y axis respec-
tively for angle #, and multi-qubit operation G represents
pulse-field gradient, which destroys all except zeroth or-
der coherence terms [54]. At the end of the sequence,
the state is transformed to the pseudo pure state (pps)

|000) (000|®1. Note that since we do not use the 4" qubit
(Cy4), we have kept it in the maximally mixed state.

A characteristic of pseudo-pure NMR state is a sin-
gle peak at its transition frequency. For example, for
qubit 1 if the pps is |0000)(0000|, the single peak appears
at the frequency |0)(0](|000)(000]) < |1)(1](|000){000]).
Since our pps has our 4th qubit in the maximally mixed
state, it shows NMR peaks at two transition frequencies;
for the previous example it would be at the frequency of
|0){0|(|00) (00]®I) <> [1)(1](]00) (00|®I). The experimen-
tal NMR spectra for pps is plotted in Figure [6] and the
fidelity is calculated after tomography to be 0.9996 [55].

Unitary QET protocol implementation.— The fully
unitary QET protocol was implemented by first decom-
posing the unitary gates into single qubit gates and evo-
lution under the natural Hamiltonian. For example, the
SWAP g 4, CNOT 45, 4 unitary, which is a part of Upyep,
is decomposed as follows depicted in Fig. |7l where Ri =
eXp(—ie(COS(qZS)O'w + Sin((b)ay)/Q)? ROZ - eXp(—iHO'Z/Q),
and multi-qubit gates with a number represent the time
of evolution under the natural Hamiltonian in millisec-
onds. Note that even though the 4** qubit doesn’t
play a part in the protocol, since it is coupled with
other spins, we have to apply gates to cancel its evo-
lution. The above sequence actually performs the gate
SWAPgB 4n,CNOT 45,4 ® I. Similarly, other gates in the
protocol (Uana and Upa,) were decomposed, then the
GRAPE pulses [48] were generated for single qubit gates
and the evolutions under the natural Hamiltonian were
performed with appropriate time delays in the pulse se-
quence.

Measurement.— We consider the measurement of first-
order coherence terms of a density matrix using nuclear
magnetic resonance (NMR) techniques, as described in
[54]. The Pauli matrices X, Y, and Z are used to repre-
sent the corresponding operators. For one qubit it’s (X)
and (Y'), and for two qubits the observable on qubit 1 are
(XT), (XZ), (YT), and (YZ), and on qubit 2 are (IX),
(ZX), (IY), and (ZY'). If any other term is needed, we
need to rotate it in terms of these observables, for exam-
ple in two qubits if one wishes to measure (X X), a single
qubit rotation of angle 7/2 along the y axis on qubit 1
will make the term observable on qubit 2 i.e. (ZX). For
QET protocol we need to measure the expectation value
of operators Zp and X 4 Xp; both were measured by ap-
plying R,(m/2) rotation on qubit B, which translated
them to I4Xp and X4Zp. The values were normalized
with respect to the experimentally tomographed pseudo
pure state.
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FIG. 5. Gate sequence 1

(CY ,
| ) |
I T T T T T T T
29400 29380 29360 29340 29320 29300 29280 Hz
(b)

- J" I M

|

T 1 1 T T 1 1 T T 1
21680 21660 21640 21620 21600 21580 21560 21540 21520 21500 Hz

R N WU N
|

T T T T T T T T T
25540 25520 25500 25480 25460 25440 25420 25400 25380 Hz

FIG. 6. Experimental NMR spectra for pseudo pure state with 4*" qubit in maximally mixed state. The top (red) spectra is
for the thermal state with corresponding pps spectra at the bottom (black) for (a) qubit 1, (b) qubit 2, and (¢) qubit 3. The x
axis is the chemical shifts of the qubits (in Hz) while the y axis is in arbitrary units. The y axis for pps were scaled to match
the height of thermal state for easier comparison, which were originally roughly 1/8 the size owing to the signal lost by the
application of pulse field gradients and decoherence.
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FIG. 7. Gate sequence 2
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