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We demonstrate an information erasure pro-
tocol that resets N qubits at once. The method
displays exceptional performances in terms of
energy cost (it operates nearly at Landauer en-
ergy cost kT'In2), time duration (~ ps) and
erasure success rate (~ 99,9%). The method
departs from the standard algorithmic cool-
ing paradigm by exploiting cooperative effects
associated to the mechanism of spontaneous
symmetry breaking which are amplified by
quantum tunnelling phenomena. Such coop-
erative quantum erasure protocol is experi-
mentally demonstrated on a commercial quan-
tum annealer and could be readily applied in
next generation hybrid gate-based/quantum-
annealing quantum computers, for fast, effec-
tive, and energy efficient initialisation of quan-
tum processing units.

1 Introduction

Preparing large sets of qubits in a pre-specified pure
state is of crucial importance for the achievement of
powerful quantum computers [9, 10, 12, 23]. This has
led to the proposal and realisation of a number of “al-
gorithmic cooling” techniques whereby an entangling
unitary operating on many qubits being initially in
a mixed state results in the purification of a subset
thereof [3, 13, 19, 26, 27]. In view of the rising con-
cerns regarding the energetic footprint associated to
massive computation that characterises our modern
society, and the possibility that quantum computers
could alleviate it [2], it is currently becoming clear
that is of crucial importance that protocols of multiple
qubit reset be devised and practically demonstrated
that not only are effective, but also fast and energy
efficient.

According to Landauer’s principle [18], resetting a
single bit from a random state to a prespecified state
(the so-called erasure of one bit of information) costs
at least kT In2 of work, where T is the temperature
of the environment that surrounds the register. It
has been established in recent years that the same
bound holds as well for resetting a single qubit from
completely mixed state to a prespecified pure state
[11, 22]. As demonstrated in a number of experiments
with classical registers [5-8, 15, 16, 24, 25] the Lan-

dauer bound is typically achieved at the cost of longer
and longer duration, so a relevant figure of merit that
quantifies the performance of an information erasing
device is the product of its energy cost per bit w and
its time duration T [14, 20]

A=uwT (1)

for which we coin the expression “erasure action”.
The smaller A the better the device. In an earlier
work, Gaudenzi et al. [14] have demonstrated that
quantum tunnelling can enable fast and maximally
efficient reset which may result in the record erasure
action A of the order of 10722 erg-s/bit using molec-
ular nano-magnets.

Here we experimentally demonstrate a simple and
effective method to erase N qubits at once, whose
erasure action A is on the order of 10723 erg-s/bit
while operating (within the estimated error) at the
Landauer limit, and with an erasure success rate of
99, 9%.

What makes all this possible is a shift in the cooling
paradigm: here the peculiar physics of spontaneous
symmetry breaking (SSB) is employed to generate a
cooperative many body effect among the N qubits
that is amplified by the enhancing action of quantum
phenomena.

Our experimental demonstration uses a remotely
programmable NISQ device [23], specifically a quan-
tum annealer, as the experimental platform. Accord-
ingly, the results presented should not be considered
as simulations of physical phenomena, or as theoret-
ical results. As discussed below, N physical qubits
were actually cooled from a completely mixed state,
to a nearly pure state in our experiments. The degree
of remote control on the hardware permitted not only
to realise that, but also to estimate the erasure energy
cost, time duration, and rate of success.

2 The main idea

Our information erasure strategy is based on the pro-
tocol illustrated in Fig. 1 . It is inspired by the Szi-
lard engine protocol of Ref. [21], which traverses the
same path, but in the opposite direction. The regis-
ter is a uniaxial Ising ferromagnet immersed into an
environment at some temperature 7' [17]. Imagine
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Figure 1: Landauer erasure protocol based on spontaneous
symmetry breaking (classical version). We implemented it,
and as well a quantum enhanced version thereof, on a com-
mercial quantum annealer.

the spin-spin interaction energy J is such that the
register is in the ferromagnetic state and there is no
external applied magnetic field, B,. Due to the mech-
anism of SSB the register has a net magnetisation
either pointing up (logical state 1) or down (logical
state 0) with same probability. Now if you decrease
the interaction energy 7, when you cross the critical
value Jo the system gets into the paramagnetic state
and becomes very sensitive to an external field. By
circumventing the critical point from above (below)
in the (J, B.) plane, and return to the ferromagnetic
state, the magnet will result in a positive (negative)
net magnetisation, regardless of its initial magnetisa-
tion. That is, thanks to the peculiar physics of SSB
one can map both logical states 0 and 1 onto the single
logical state 1 (or 0 depending on the chosen path),
which is Landauer’s erasure of one bit of information.

It is important to note that the above described era-
sure protocol was never experimentally implemented
so far. One difficulty is evidently that manipulating
the interaction energy J of a physical magnet is not
practically feasible. Using a quantum annealer as our
experimental platform allowed to overcome that diffi-
culty and achieve, for the first time, the implementa-
tion of the SSB based protocol of Fig. 1.

Notwithstanding the interest of such implementa-
tion on its own, that does not constitute the main
result reported in this work, but only the basis for
the discovery of further new phenomena, which were
never observed nor predicted before. Besides the SSB
based protocol of Fig. 1 we also implemented a quan-
tum version thereof, featuring the turning on of quan-
tum tunnelling between the two logical states which
resulted in a faster and more energy eflicient erasure.
Furthermore, the quantum version of the protocol was
observed to be so effective that it actually erases the
information carried by each single spin — a new phe-
nomenon which we dub “cooperative quantum infor-
mation erasure” of N qubits at once. Its discovery,
experimental demonstration and observed exceptional
performance (in terms of time, energy consumption
and success rate) is the main result of the work.

3 Implementation

We experimentally implemented our SSB based infor-
mation erasure protocols on the D-Wave Advantage
4.1 processor [1]. It consists of a network of coupled
superconducting qubits, whose dynamics is well de-
scribed by an Ising Hamiltonian in transverse field
H) _ AG) 5 0 Bo)

F== |92 o0t 2 Juoie
i i (2]
(2)

Here h is Planck’s constant, o denote Pauli opera-
tors, and the parameters A and B, with dimension
of frequency, are predetermined functions of the so
called annealing parameter s, see Fig. 2(a). The an-
nealing parameter s can be manipulated in time by
the user according to some piece-wise linear function
of time s(t). This makes the Hamiltonian generally
a time-dependent operator. Users have as well some
degree of control of the parameter g in time. There
is also some freedom in choosing the J;;’s but their
value is fixed in time.

In our implementation, the network geometry was
that of a 16 x 16 square lattice, with constant near-
est neighbour interaction J;; = J, thus resulting in a
Hamiltonian of the form

@ = —B.(t) Y of —B.(t) Y of —T(t) Y_oi0;
i (1,3)

(3)
where B,(t) = A(s(t)/2, B.(t) = Bls(t)g(t)/2
J(t) = B(s(t))J/2. The choice of bi-dimensional ge-
ometry, and relatively large N was dictated by the
necessity of the system to display a classical SSB
(there is no SSB in the classical 1D Ising model) [17].
Clearly, the fact that the parameters B, B,, J depend
on time through predetermined functions of the an-
nealing parameter, implies that a user does not have
full freedom to control them, independently. However,
given the hardware constraints, there is enough room
to implement a purely classical information erasure
protocol (i.e., one with B, (t) ~ 0, where all terms
in the Hamiltonian commute with each other) of the
type in Fig. 1, and, as well a quantum version thereof
featuring non null transverse field B, () that enables
quantum tunnelling between the two wells of the Lan-
dau free-energy potential [17].

Figures 2(b) and 2(c) respectively show the classi-
cal and quantum erasure schedules B, (t), B.(t), 7 (t),
used in our experiments, which resulted from a careful
choice of the functions s(t) and g(¢) and the param-
eter J. Figure 2(d) shows the classical (orange) and
quantum (blue) erasure protocols as closed paths in
the (B, B.,J) space. Note how the classical proto-
col implements an information erasure scheme of the
type depicted in Fig. 1, and that in the quantum pro-
tocol a B, field is turned on around the crossing of
the critical point B, = 0,8, = 0,7 = J¢, which we
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Figure 2: (a) Control fields A(s) and B(s) of the D-Wave Hamiltonian, Eq.( 2), as a function of the annealing parameter s.
(b) Driving fields for the classical erasure protocol as a function of time. (c) Driving fields for the quantum erasure protocol
as a function of time. (d) Classical (orange solid line) and quantum (blue dashed line) erasure protocols depicted as paths in
the space of driving fields. The dots along the paths mark the times kdt, with £k = 0...40, 6t = 1us. The black dot roughly
indicates the position of the critical point and pins mark the start and end point of the erasure schedules.

roughly estimate to be Jo ~ 0.36 GHz.

To perform the estimate of Jo we run sev-
eral slow forward annealing ramps s(t) t/T at
g = 0 and J;; = J, thus evolving the Hamilto-
nian from H(0)/h = —A(0)>",07/2 to H(1)/h =
—-B(1)J [Z” Ufojz-} /2, in a time 7. We then mea-
sured the final magnetisation density (see Eq.(4) be-
low for its definition) which correspond to the equi-
librium distribution of the Ising model. We took
7 = 200us, which was slow enough to sample from
the equilibrium distribution.” We repeated this pro-
cess for different values of the coupling J. Fig. 3
shows the so measured absolute value of the magneti-
sation density as a function of J = B(1)J/2. The
critical point was then estimated as the point above
which we observed a noticeable deviation from zero
of the magnetization curve (see caption of Fig. 3 for
more details).

The estimated Jo ~ 0.36 = 0.08 GHz corresponds
to an estimated temperature of the qubit system T =
3949 mK, according to the formula kT = 2J¢/ In(1+
V/2) [17], which is about twice the D-Wave cryostat
nominal temperature of 15.4 mK.?

4 Erasure of a single macroscopic bit

Figure 4 shows the results regarding the erasure of
a single macroscopic bit, according to the main idea
described in Fig. 1, and its quantum version. In those
experiments the whole Ising system is seen as a single
memory register that holds one bit of information.

! Annealing runs featuring larger 7 yielded same results.

2As a double check, we also tried to estimate the temper-
ature with the pseudo-likelihood method detailed in [4]. This
method turned out to be not very reliable as it has the draw-
back of providing estimates that may vary considerably as [J
is varied (especially when comparing estimates performed in
the paramagnetic vs. the ferromagnetic phase). This notwith-
standing, all so performed estimates taken in the chosen range
of Fig. 3, were consistent with the interval of 7' = 39 + 9 mK,
which thus remains our best estimation of temperature.
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Figure 3: Modulus of magnetization density |m.| as a func-
tion of the coupling J. Each point is the average over 1000
samples. Since the system presented a weak non-zero mag-
netization even at zero coupling we have offset that value
to generate this plot. The vertical lines denote the region
around which the spontaneous magnetization starts to grow
and thus the phase transition is located. We pick the mid-
dle of this interval as our J¢ value and its half-width of the
interval as its uncertainty.

Its logical state is 0 (1) if it has a net magnetisation
density

m, = Z si/N (4)

below (above) some threshold value —A (4+A). The
symbols s; denote the eigenvalues of 7. The plots
depict the probability p(m.,t) that the system has a
magnetisation density m, at time ¢, as obtained from
the quantum annealing output data, for the classical
erasure protocol (panel a), and the quantum protocol
(panel b).

To generate the plots in Fig. 4 we first initialise the
D-Wave Advantage 4.1 [1] quantum annealing proces-
sor in a classical configuration {s;}, meaning that for
i =1...N, qubit ¢ was prepared in the eigenstate |s;)
of 0! corresponding to the eigenvalue s;. The con-
figuration {s;} is randomly sampled from an initial
distribution Py({s;})”.

9Accordingly, the density operator that describes the initial
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Figure 4: Probability p(m.,t) to observe a magnetisation density m. at time ¢ for the classical (a) and quantum (b) erasure of
a single macroscopic bit, as obtained from the quantum annealing experiments. The vertical dashed lines mark the beginning

and ending of the erasure process.

Note that we used two distinct initial distributions
Py({si}) for the quantum and classical cases (Fig. 4,
panel a) and panel b), respectively). We provide de-
tails on the chosen Py({s;})’s below.

Once initialised in a given configuration {s;}, we
let the system evolve under the action of the chosen
erasure schedule (either the classical or the quantum
one) for a time ¢, and measure the observable o7 for
each of the N = 16 x 16 = 256 qubits. That gives the
evolved configuration {s!} and the according magneti-
sation density, Eq. (4), at time ¢. This procedure was
repeated N’ = 2000 times for each erasure protocol
in order to collect configuration statistics. The fre-
quency that a certain value m,, Eq. (4), is observed
at time ¢, gives an estimate of the probability p(m., t)
to find the total system with a magnetisation density
m, at time ¢t. This was done for t = kd, with § = 1us,
and k = 1,...,40, to provide a picture of how the
probability p(m.,t) evolves in time for the two proto-
cols, i.e., the plots in Fig. 4.

Let us now turn to illustrate our choice of sampling
distributions Py({s;}). For the classical cases (Fig. 4,
panel a) we defined Py({s;}) in the following manner.
We prepared the annealer in the configuration where
all qubits are aligned and pointing in the negative di-
rection s; = —1. We let this configuration evolve for
a time t according to the classical erasure protocol,
and repeat N = 2000 to collect statistics, for vari-
ous times ¢ up to 40us, as described above. We ob-
served the crucial fact that the configuration distribu-
tion converges to a steady state distribution Py ({s;}),
associated with a magnetisation density distribution
p4(m,) featuring a single narrow peak located well
within the region that well encodes the logical state 1.
Accordingly the mirror image P_({s;}) = Pr({—si})
well encodes the logical state 0. The initial distribu-
tion of the classical plot in Fig. 4 is thus sampled from
the even combination of logical 0 and logical 1, i.e.,
Py({si}) = [P+({si}) + P-({s:})]/2. This is reflected

state of each run is p({s;}) = ®;|si)(s:i|, and that occurs with
a probability Pp({s;}). Namely, the density operator that de-
scribes the initial state of the whole statistical ensemble of our
experimental runs is the mixture p = Z{Si} Po({sitp({si}).

in the initial magnetisation density distribution being
doubly peaked.

For the quantum case (Fig. 4, panel b) we pro-
ceeded in the same way as above, only now the
quantum erasure protocol was employed. We ob-
served that now the steady state Py ({s;}) is very
close to the distribution, call it 61 ({s;}), featuring
all spins up. We thus now chose Py({s;}) as the even
combination of 61 ({s;}) and d_({s;}) = d+({—s:}):
Po({s:}) = [0+ ({s:}) + 0-({s:})]/2. This is reflected
in the initial magnetisation density distribution being
the sum of two delta peaks located at maximal and
minimal magnetisation.

The plot in Fig. 4(a) evidences the first ever re-
ported successful experimental implementation of the
SSB based information erasure protocol, depicted in
Fig. 1. The initial distribution featuring two well
separated peaks encoding two distinct logical states 0
and 1, ends up in a distribution with two very over-
lapped peaks that encode one and the same logical
state 1.

The plot in Fig. 4(b) evidences further new phe-
nomena, namely the experimental implementation of
the quantum version of SSB based information era-
sure. In this case as well the erasure is successful. A
striking observations is that such quantum version is
faster than the classical one. A detailed quantitative
analysis, offered below in Sec. 6, shows as well that it
is also more energy efficient. Most remarkably, we ob-
serve that the quality of the distribution that encodes
the logical states in the quantum case is extremely
higher than that of the classical case. While the mag-
netization density expectation at the end of the era-
sure protocol is (m) = 0.84+0.08 in the classical case,
in the quantum case it is (m,) = 0.998 & 0.004. This
means that 99.9% spins were aligned in the positive
z direction at the end of the quantum erasure. This
suggests that the quantum method not only efficiently
erases the information at the macroscopic level, but it
efficiently erases the information even at the fine level
of each microscopic constituent, i.e., each qubit. This
intuition was corroborated by further experiments de-
scribed below in Sec. 5.
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Figure 5: Probability p(m,t) to observe a magnetisation density m. at time ¢ for the classical (a) and quantum (b) erasure
of N qubits at once, as obtained from the quantum annealing experiments. The vertical dashed lines mark the beginning and

end of the collective erasure process.

5 Cooperative quantum information
erasure

To corroborate the intuition that the quantum proto-
col is able to erase information at a single qubit level,
we performed a second set of experiments where each
qubit of the lattice was initialised in a completely ran-
dom way, that is the initial configuration distribution
Py({s;}) is now the flat distribution over configura-
tion space Py({s;}) = 27. This is reflected in the
initial magnetisation density distribution p(m.,0) be-
ing now bell shaped with zero mean. We applied the
flat initialisation to both the classical and quantum
erasure schedules.

At variance with the previous experiment, in this
second one the whole system is seen as a set of N in-
dependent microscopic registers, each carrying one bit
of information, and not as one macroscopic bit that
carries information in a collective degree of freedom.
The erasure protocols, however are just the same used
above and depicted in Fig 2; what changes is only
the initial preparation (that reflects the fact that the
qubits are now seen as independent registers) and the
interpretation of results.

Figure 5 reports the time evolution of the magneti-
sation density p(m.,t), which was computed from the
output data in the same way as described for the first
experiment. Note how in the quantum case, almost
every single qubit is taken from its initial random
state to the up state, which corroborates the intuition
that information is indeed erased at the fine level of
each qubit. Indeed the quantum erasure has a final
average magnetization of (m.) = 0.999 + 0.003 and
the classical one of (m,) = 0.84 £ 0.03.

What we are observing is rather surprising: the
quantum phenomena greatly amplify the cooperative
SSB phenomena thus resulting in the erasure of many
qubits at the same time. We are witnessing a cooper-
ative quantum information erasure phenomenon.

It is important to remark that because of SSB, the
end state is very stable in the course of time. To fur-
ther corroborate this fact, we performed further runs
with the final distribution p(m,,7) of the quantum

protocol as the initial state of a new evolution lasting
2000us (the maximum allowed by the hardware) with
the fixed Hamiltonian H(0): no change in the distri-
bution was observed over the course of that time.

6 Data analysis

6.1 Erasure time

To assess the speed of the two protocols in Fig. 4 we
proceeded in the following way. We first introduce a
threshold A that defines the two logical states of our
“magnet”, meaning that a magnetisation density m,
above A denotes the logical 1, and a value below —A
denotes the logical 0. We chose (with a good degree
of arbitrariness) the value A = 0.5. Now, considering
the switching events only (namely those that began
in the logical state 0, i.e., the lower branches in the
plots of Fig. 4), we define the switching time as the
time that it takes for the average magnetisation m,
to switch from the logical state 0, to the logical state
1. The vertical dashed lines in the Fig. 4 denote
the times at which the average m, crosses the values
+A, and their temporal distance is our measure of
the switching time. Despite our limited temporal res-
olution of 1us, it is clear that the quantum erasure
process is faster than the classical one. The switch-
ing time of the quantum protocol is around 2us in
contrast with the 5us required by the classical one.

To assess the speed of the cooperative quantum era-
sure depicted in Fig. 5b), we proceeded in a similar
way as with Fig. 4. We now just set the threshold
A to the asymptotic value 0.998 (i.e., 99.9% of qubits
pointing up), and set the start of the switching time
as the instant when the transverse field is turned on.
This gave an estimate of switching time, at 99,9%
success rate, of

759,9% = us (5)

We remark that obviously the estimation of the
switching time depends on the arbitrary choice of
the magnetisation threshold A. For example with
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A =0.98 (i.e., 99% of qubits pointing up) the switch-
ing time drops to 3us, while the value A = 0.99 (i.e.,
success rate of 99,5%) is reached in about 5us. The
work value would drop accordingly if one is happy
with a lower success rate. This evidences that there
is a trade-off between erasing action and success rate.

6.2 Erasure work

Given a path C in the space B, B.,J and the ac-
cording values taken by their respective conjugated
“forces” , namely

M, =3 (08). M. = Y (oi), K = Y (o705) (6)

i @ (i,5)
where the symbol (-) denotes quantum mechanical ex-
pectation, the average work cost of the process C reads

W = —h/ (MpdB, + M.dB. + KdJ)  (7)
C

in‘i’Wz‘i“sz.

For all four experiments depicted in Figs. 4, 5, at
each point along the path we have collected the eigen-
value of each o7 operator, and repeated the measure-
ment N times. By averaging over such repetitions
gave us an estimate of the expectation values (o7)
and (070%). Hence we have a sampling of the forces
M, and K along our paths which could be used to
estimate the according works W, and W, as discrete
sums.

Regarding the term W, its estimation is problem-
atic because the hardware does not allow to measure
the magnetisation along the x-direction. However we
could estimate a quantity W that bounds its mod-
ulus. Recalling that the quantities (o7), (o), (o7),
are the components of the Bloch vector describing the
state of the qubit 7, and that said vector has at most

length 1, we have

M| = 3o < Sl < 3 \/1 - (07) = 0.

where the last term is accessible from the quantum
processor output data. Let’s break W, in two con-
tributions, one stemming from the forward branch
Bmin . pmax - and one from the backward branch
Brex —, gmin and let M) MFP) denote the ac-
cording average magnetisations and their bounds. We
have:
B:’)ax B:Ain

MFaB, —h
Bglin B?’Cnax
pgmax

(M — M7)dB, (8)
B?in
B
<h (1M;] + [M])dB,

Bmin

gmax
< h/ (MF + MBYdB, = sW .

min
Bz

W, =—h MEBaB,

=—-h

Similarly, W, > —6W, thus —0W < W, < §W. Ac-
cordingly our estimation of the total work reads

Wexp = Ws + We £ 6W (9)

where 6W, which is accessible from the experiment
data, plays the role of an error caused by the inability
to measure W,.

Equation (9) gives directly the energy cost of the
single bit erasures depicted in Fig. 4(a,b). Table 1
(columns 2 and 3) reports the according measured
values of W,, W, 0W and Wey,. The most impor-
tant point to be noted is that the quantum process
costs roughly half the work spent by the classical pro-
cess. Also note that both processes cost far more than
the Landauer cost of one bit erasure W = kT In 2.

Estimating the work cost of quantum cooperative
erasure in Fig. 5(b) in a way that could be meaning-
fully be compared to Landauer bound &7 In 2 requires
some extra care. We recall that the Landauer bound
follows from the assumption of an initial thermal state
and a cyclical protocol [8], thus only a protocol of such
a type can be meaningfully compared to Landauer
erasure and its energy cost be compared to Landauer’s
cost, accordingly. Our initialisation (each qubit is ei-
ther up or down with same probability) corresponds
to the thermal equilibrium of N non interacting qubits
in absence of local fields, which are described by the
null Hamiltonian Hy = 0. Thus we consider Hj as
the Hamiltonian describing the system, before and
after the time dependent protocol H(t),t € (0,7).
This means that we have to consider an instantaneous
quench from Hy to H(0) = —hJ(0) }_(ofo%) att =0,
and a quench back from H(7) = H(0) to Hy at t = 7.
The cost of these quenches must be added to the work
balance, in order to make a proper comparison with
Landauer minimal cost.

For the first quench, which is happening at the be-
ginning of the protocol when the interaction Hamil-
tonian is turned from Hy = 0 to H(0), the energy
expectation of the system is null both before and im-
mediately after the quench, hence the change in the
system internal energy AU is null. Since there is no
heat flow to the thermal environment either, @ = 0
(because there is no time for that to happen), the
work W = AU — @ is also null. Regarding the sec-
ond quench, which is happening at the end of the
protocol, its work cost is given by the change in en-
ergy across the quench. Since after the quench it
is Hy = 0, the post quench energy expectation is
trivially null, and the negative energy expectation
—Uy = —(H(7)), over the final state gives the con-
tribution of the quench to the total work. Since the
final hamiltonian H (7) contains only o* terms, we can
directly measure this contribution. Thus in the case
of quantum cooperative erasure the total estimated
work amounts to:

Wesp = —Uf + W, + We, + 6W (10)
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] erg x10~ 18 H Classical er. \ Quantum er. H Qu. coop. er. ‘

W, 1067(80) 331(66) 166(60)
W.. -351(86) -9.3(13) -1140(20)
ow 36 53 106
Uy -1884
Wexp 716(202) 322(132) 910(186)
W, 3.73(0.86) 3.73(0.86) 956(220)

Table 1: Work contributions for the classical erasure, the quantum erasure (Fig. 4, panels (a) and (b), respectively), and the
quantum cooperative erasure (Fig. 5, panel (b)). The uncertainties are reported in parenthesis.

Table 1 (column 4) reports the experimental val-
ues of W,, W, Uy, 0W, Wexp as well as the Landauer
bound Wy, = NET In2 for the cooperative erasure of
N = 256 bits of information.

Dividing by the number of qubits, the measured
work per qubit associated to cooperative quantum in-
formation erasure was

Wexp = 3,55(0,73) x 10~ Berg/bit (11)

which is consistent (within the measurement error)
with Landauer minimal cost reading

wy, =kTIn2 =3,7(0,9) x 10~ ®Berg/bit  (12)

The latter was calculated based on our estimation of
the temperature at which our erasure protocol oc-
curred, which is T'= 39 + 9 mK.

7 Discussion and Conclusions

Multiplying the measured time Tgg 99 by the associ-
ated work per qubit wexp, We obtain the record erasure
action of

Agg g% = 3.19(0.27) x 10~ *erg - s/bit (13)

which to the best of our knowledge is the smallest
reported so far in the literature.

In this regard it is worth remarking that for any
erasing device, the erasure action alone does not fully
capture the overall performance of the device because
it does not contain the information about the success
rate R. As mentioned above, there is a trade-off be-
tween erasure action and success rate. This is a fact
that was not acknowledged in the previous literature
but is necessary for a fair comparison of distinct in-
formation erasing devices. For future studies, it is
important that erasure actions of distinct devices and
methods be compared only if they refer to same suc-
cess rate. This is why we use the label 99,9% in Eq.
(13). Alternatively a figure of merit that accounts
for the success rate value should be employed. One
possibility is the following figure of merit

A" =wT(1-R). (14)

With this choice, given two devices with same erasure
action w7, the one with highest success rate R would

have a lower A*. Clearly this is not the only possible
choice, and further studies are in order to assess what
would be the best choice.

This said, it is fair to state that the present work has
experimentally demonstrated a new information era-
sure method of exceptional performance. The method
erases IV qubits at once with nearly minimal Landauer
energy cost, short time (order of microseconds), and
impressively high success rate (99,9%). This is pos-
sible thanks to a shift in cooling paradigm whereby
SSB and quantum phenomena work in synergy.

We point out that our erasure protocol was not op-
timised (for example we did not investigate how the
qubit network responds when the protocol path is tra-
versed faster or gets deformed) therefore we believe
that there is room to further improve its performance.

Furthermore, because it is based on an emergent
phenomenon occurring in the large N limit (namely
the mechanism of SSB), the method is expected to
perform the better the larger N, without any modi-
fication in its complexity, time duration and energy
cost per erased bit. We note that this expectation
is at odds with the expectation, based on quantum
information theory, that larger systems and/or larger
rate of erasure success require increasingly complex
or increasingly long protocols [28]. Our results indi-
cates that many body emergent phenomena (specif-
ically SSB) which were not accounted so far in the
context of quantum information erasure or quantum
algorithmic cooling may be the key to sidestep such
theoretical limitations. Further sets of erasure exper-
iments, investigating the large N asymptotics, are in
order to substantiate this expectation.

We stress that at variance with algorithmic cooling
methods, the present one cools down all qubits par-
ticipating in the process, not just a fraction thereof.
Basic thermodynamics then imply that the thermal
environment gets heated up as a consequence of the
information erasure. In this regard, and at variance
with algorithmic cooling, it is important to remark
that the present method crucially relies on the fact
that the qubit network is an open quantum system:
were it isolated and evolving unitarily the method
would never work. Quite paradoxically, environmen-
tal noise is here found to be key for qubit purification.

Most importantly, the present work also shows how
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NISQs, i.e., noisy intermediate-scale quantum devices
[23] constitute a tremendous new tool for discovering
new physics in the quantum regime. Not only the
noisy nature of the annealer employed here was crucial
for discovering the phenomenon of cooperative quan-
tum information erasure, but also the very possibility
of accessing that device remotely and experimenting
with it, made the discovery quick and not expensive.
Predicting the new phenomenon via numerical simu-
lations on standard computers would have been much
more time (and energy) consuming, and yet would
lack of experimental validation.

Lastly, because it is already demonstrated on a
NISQ device, the method can be readily employed to
effectively initialise many qubits in a quantum state
of high purity and long duration, on next generation
hybrid gate-based /quantum-annealing quantum com-
puters, which marks a significant technological devel-
opment.
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