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Any physical system evolves at a finite speed that is constrained not only by the energetic cost
but also by the topological structure of the underlying dynamics. In this Letter, by considering such
structural information, we derive a unified topological speed limit for the evolution of physical states
using an optimal transport approach. We prove that the minimum time required for changing states
is lower bounded by the discrete Wasserstein distance, which encodes the topological information
of the system, and the time-averaged velocity. The bound obtained is tight and applicable to a
wide range of dynamics, from deterministic to stochastic, and classical to quantum systems. In
addition, the bound provides insight into the design principles of the optimal process that attains
the maximum speed. We demonstrate the application of our results to chemical reaction networks

and interacting many-body quantum systems.

Introduction.—Investigating how fast a system can
evolve is one of the central problems in classical and
quantum mechanics. In a seminal work by Mandelstam
and Tamm [1], a fundamental bound on the operational
time required for the transformation between two or-
thogonal states for unitary dynamics was derived. Since
then, generalizations of the bound for arbitrary states
and nonunitary dynamics have been intensively studied
[2-36], leading to the notion of speed limits (see Ref. [37]
for a review). These speed limits establish the ultimate
rate at which a system can evolve to a distinguishable
state and have found diverse applications, for example,
in quantum control [38—41], quantum metrology [42, 43],
and thermodynamics of computation [33, 44-49].

Interacting systems generally form topological struc-
tures in their dynamics, such as chemical reaction net-
works that consist of several species (see the schematic
in Fig. 1). In general, a state represented by a vec-
tor x; evolves over time and is significantly affected by
the topology of the dynamics. For instance, a Markov
jump process with dense connectivity may relax toward
an equilibrium state faster than one with sparse connec-
tivity. A many-body system with long-range interactions
can change quantum states faster than one with short-
range interactions [50]. Although speed limits for state
transformations have been intensively investigated, the
topological nature arising from the network structure in
the dynamics has not been fully accounted for. Note that
conventional speed limits, which read 7 > L(xo,x,)/7,
employed non-topological metrics £, such as the Bures
angle, trace norm, quantum Fisher information, etc., to
quantify the distance between the initial and final states
[37]. These metrics are always upper bounded by a con-
stant that does not scale with the size of the system,
whereas the dynamics strongly depends on the system
size. Velocity v is determined by the entire dynamics of
the system [51], and hence it is generally of the order
of system size. Consequently, conventional speed limits
become trivial (i.e., 7 > L(xo,z,)/T - 0) as the system
increases in terms of size [52]. This indicates that in or-
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FIG. 1. (a) Generic time evolution of a physical state x; =
[z1(t),...,zn(t)]" on a graph. z;(t) is evolved because of the
flows {f;(t)} exchanged between neighboring vertices and an
external flow f;(¢). (b) Examples include reactant concentra-
tions in deterministic chemical reactions and boson numbers
in interacting bosonic systems.

der to derive meaningful bounds, metrics that capture
the topological nature and are scalable with system size
should be considered.

In this Letter, we derive a speed limit for arbitrary
states x; using a topological metric defined through the
network structure in the dynamics. The time evolu-
tion of such states is described by a graph in which
each vertex exchanges flows with each other and may
be pumped by an external flow. Examples include the
probability distribution of discrete systems, mass con-
centrations in chemical reaction networks, and vectors
of observables in quantum systems (see Fig. 1 again for
illustration). We employ a generalized version of the dis-
crete Wasserstein distance to quantify the distance be-
tween the states. This distance, widely used in opti-
mal transport theory [53], encodes topological informa-
tion and can grow proportional to the size of the sys-
tem. We prove that the minimum operational time re-
quired to change the physical state is lower bounded by
the Wasserstein distance divided by the average veloc-
ity [cf. Egs. (5) and (6)]. The obtained speed limit is
tight and can be saturated, even when the system size



increases. Moreover, it is applicable to a broad range of
dynamics ranging from deterministic and stochastic clas-
sical systems to isolated and open quantum systems. For
example, we apply the theory to chemical reaction net-
works using the Wasserstein distance applicable to any
reversible chemical reaction and provide a reaction speed
formula that can discriminate between different chemical
reactions [54]. Another important application is the in-
teracting bosonic transport for arbitrary initial (mixed)
states with and without a thermal environment, which
is relevant to the Lieb-Robinson velocity [55]. Through
the examples, we demonstrate that considering topolog-
ical metrics does not only provide quantitatively tight
bounds but also qualitatively reveals the physical mech-
anism of state transformations, which cannot be obtained
with speed limits reported thus far.

General setup.—We consider a time-dependent vector
state @; = [21(t),...,2n(t)]" and an undirected graph
G(V,€) with the vertex set V = {1,..., N} and edge set
€. Each element z;(t) corresponds to a vertex i € V.
For example, x; can be a vector of the probability dis-
tribution of a discrete system, reactant concentrations
of chemical reaction networks, or physical observables in
classical and quantum systems (examples are provided
later). For each vertex i, let B; = {j] (¢,7) € £} denote
the set of neighboring vertices of i. We assume that the
time evolution of x; is given by the following determin-
istic equation [see Fig. 1(a)]:

ai(t) = fi(6)+ > fi;(t), (1)

jeB;

where f;;(t) = - f;i(t) denotes the flow exchange between
vertices ¢ and j for 4 # j and f;(¢) is an arbitrary exter-
nal flow. In the absence of external flows [i.e., fi(t) =0
for all i), YN, 2;(t) is invariant. Examples of Eq. (1)
include the master equation of Markov jump processes,
rate equation of chemical reaction networks, and time
evolution of the observables in quantum systems. We de-
fine a time-dependent velocity [56], which is the sum of
the absolute values of the external and exchanged flows,
given by

> fi @), (2)
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where A > 0 is a weighting factor, and the second summa-
tion is over all unordered pairs (i, j) € £. For simplicity,
we denote vy o by v;. We also define the Manhattan norm
for an arbitrary vector x as ||z|; = Y; |z;| and the time
average of an arbitrary time-dependent quantity w; as
(we), =771 [ wydt.

Wasserstein distance.—Here we introduce the discrete
L'-Wasserstein distance between two states  and y on
the graph G(V, ). First, we consider the case in which
@ and y are balanced (that is, ¥, x; = ¥, y;), and then we
generalize the distance to the unbalanced case (that is,
Y% # 2;¥:). Let d;; denote the shortest path distance

between the vertices ¢ and j in the graph. In other words,
d;; is the minimum length of paths connecting 7 and j.
Graph G is assumed to be connected [57]; therefore, d;; is
always finite. Suppose that we have a transport plan that
redistributes & to y by sending an amount of m;; from
x; to y; with a cost of d;; per unit weight for all ordered
pairs (i,7). The Wasserstein distance is then defined as
the minimum transport cost for all feasible plans, given
by

Wl(a:,y) = min Zdijﬂ-ij' (3)
mell(x,y) 47

Here, TI(x,y) denotes the set of all transport plans
m=[mj]e ]RQBXN that satisfy ;7 = y; and ¥, 755 = 2.
Previous studies have shown that the Wasserstein dis-
tance plays a crucial role in statistics and machine learn-
ing [58], computer vision [59], linguistics [60], molecular
biology [61], and stochastic thermodynamics [33, 62-64].

Next, we describe the generalized Wasserstein distance
for the unbalanced case. Transport between two unbal-
anced states can be enabled by allowing add and re-
move operations in addition to transportation between
vertices. More precisely, an infinitesimal mass dx of x
can either be removed at cost Al|dx||; or moved from
to y at cost Wy (dx, dy). Mathematically, the generalized
Wasserstein distance between unbalanced states can be
defined as [65]

Wia(z,y) =min{A([z-z]: + [y -y[.) + Wl(i,ﬂ)}(, |
4

where the minimum is over all the states @ and gy such
that |Z[1 = |g[1. By definition (4), distance Wi » al-
ways satisfies the triangle inequality [65]. If « and y are
balanced states, then W , is reduced to W, within the
A — +oo limit. We also note that W/; x can be calculated
numerically using the linear programming method [66].

Main results.—We now utilize the generalized Wasser-
stein distance (4) to derive a topological speed limit for
any state ; obeying the general dynamics (1). Specifi-
cally, we prove that the minimum time required to trans-
form xy into x, is lower bounded by the Wasserstein
distance divided by the average velocity:

S Wia(xo, ;)

2 o), VYA >0. (5)

In the case that the external flows are absent [i.e., f;(t) =
0], inequality (5) can be reduced to a simple bound by
taking the A — +oo limit, which reads

> Wl(mOamT) )

(Ut>7

(6)

The inequalities (5) and (6) are our main results; the
proof is postponed to the end of the Letter.

These results have several physically critical proper-
ties. (i) First, these bounds can be derived as long as



the time evolution of x; is described by Eq. (1), which
is a general setting for both the classical and quantum
cases. Notably, the bounds can be saturated if the time
evolution (1) realizes an optimal transport plan. (ii) Sec-
ond, our bounds utilize topological information about the
system dynamics to provide a stringent constraint on the
speed of changing states. Topological information is en-
coded into the Wasserstein distance, and this distance
term can be as large as the order of the system’s size.
(iii) Third, by further upper bounding the time-averaged
velocity (vg ). by relevant quantities, such as the ther-
modynamic and kinetic costs, we can derive more inter-
pretable bounds, which clarify the physical mechanism
of the speed of state transformations. (iv) Finally, the
speed limit for an arbitrary scalar observable defined in
terms of state x; can also be obtained as a consequence
of Eq. (5) [66].

In the following, we illustrate the above remarks, es-
pecially (i)-(iii), through two applications to classical
and quantum systems (see Ref. [66] for further applica-
tions in isolated and Markovian open quantum systems,
measurement-induced quantum walk [67], and quantum
communication [68, 69]).

Application 1: Chemical reaction networks.—We con-
sider a chemical reaction system composed of several
chemical species X; (i € §) that interact through re-
versible elementary reaction channels p € R. Here, S
and R denote the set of indices of the species and re-
action channels, respectively. Each reaction channel is
represented as

Z v’ X Z v; "X, (7)
where +p and —p correspond to the forward and backward
reactions, respectively, {«**} are the macroscopic reac-
tion rates, and {v;”} are the stoichiometric coefficients.
Let x; denote the vector of the mass concentrations of
species. The molar concentration ¢; can be related as
ci(t) = x;(t)/m;, where m; denotes the molar mass of
species X;. The time evolution of x; can be described by
the deterministic rate equation:

&i(t) =Y mi(v;" =)L, (8)

where J{ = J;” - J/” is the net reaction current and
JEP = kP T1, ¢i(t)" are the reaction fluxes.

Next, we derive the speed limits for the system in
terms of the Wasserstein distance defined on graph G.
For simplicity, here we consider closed reaction networks,
in which the total mass concentration is conserved [70].
The generalization for open reaction networks, wherein
the total mass conservation may be violated, is presented
in Ref. [66]. The total mass conservation law implies
Yimi(v;” =v;”) =0 for any p. Due to these conditions,
there always exist matrices Z° = [2};] such that the rate

equation (8) can be expressed in the form of Eq. (1) with
fij(t) =X, 27 J{ and f;(t) =0 [66]. The graph G can be
obtained by adding an undirected edge (i, j) to £ for any
zj; # 0. After some simple manipulations [66], we can
prove that

v < Y VeI, (9)
P

where v* = (1/2) ¥, m;|v;” - v;”|. Combining Egs. (6)

and (9) yields the following speed limit:

~ s Wi(@o,zr)

> =Ty 10
<Zpl/p|Jtp|).,. E (10)

Equation (10) implies that the operational time is lower
bounded by the Wasserstein distance and the net reaction
currents.

A thermodynamic speed limit can also be obtained us-

ing Eq. (10). The entropy production rate of a chemical
reaction system can be defined as [71]
or= J{In H (11)
-

where the gas constant is set to unity. We define the

following kinetic quantity:
J P =T
2y
Z( P) ( —p / J+p)

which is the sum of the microscopic Onsager coefficients
[33, 72]. Applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we
prove that (3, Vp|Jtp|)T < <\/Ut€t),r <\/{o¢), (¢),. Con-
sequently, we obtain the following thermodynamic speed
limit:

(12)
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FIG. 2. Numerical demonstration of the speed limits in the
cascade reaction network with N = 10. The operational time
7, topological bounds 7 and 72, and non-topological bound
73 are depicted by solid, dashed and dash-dotted, and dotted
lines, respectively. The parameters are set to ky = 2 and
ky = 1. The initial mass concentration is o = [1,0.9,...,0.1]".




Inequality (13) implies that the minimum time required
to transform x( into «, is determined by the product of
the thermodynamic and kinetic costs.

We numerically demonstrate the derived bounds in
a cascade reaction network with |S| = 10 species and
|R| = 9 reaction channels (see Fig. 2). We also com-
pare the results with a non-topological bound reported
in Ref. [73], which reads 7 > 73 := T (¢, ¢+ ) [\/{o¢), (d:) -
Here, 7 denotes the total variation distance and d; =
(IS1/8) 2,.i(v; =1 P)2(J; P +J;*) corresponds to the dif-
fusion coefficient. We calculate and plot the lower bounds
7;(1 <4 <3) in Fig. 2. As shown, the topological speed
limits 7 > 7 > 75 are tight; especially, the bound 7 > 77 is
always saturated. On the contrary, the non-topological
bound 7 > 73 is loose and does not provide a meaningful
bound for the speed of the system.

Application 2: Interacting bosonic systems.—Next, we
describe an application for quantum many-body bosonic
systems. We consider a model of bosons that hop on
an arbitrary finite-dimensional lattice and interact with
each other. Let A denote the set of all the sites in the lat-
tice. The Hamiltonian can be expressed in the following
generic form:

Hy=—y Y (bb; +bib) + 3 hz. (14)
(Z,]) ZcA

Here, the first summation is over neighboring lattice sites
(which can be arbitrarily distant), v > 0 describes the
boson mobility, b; and bg are the bosonic creation and
annihilation operators for site ¢, respectively, n; = b;rbi
is the number operator, and hz is an arbitrary function
of {f;}iez. Examples include the Bose-Hubbard model,
given by Yzcp hz = (U/2) ¥;7i(fi — 1) — p X 7y, where
U and p are real constants. Note that the graph G(V, )
of the bosonic system is identical to the lattice topology
(i.e., V is the set of sites and £ is the set of edges that
connect the two neighboring sites). The maximum vertex
degree of the graph is denoted by dg.

We assume that the bosonic system is weakly coupled
to a Markovian thermal reservoir and can exchange parti-
cles with the reservoir, where the time evolution of the re-
duced density matrix is described by the Lindblad equa-
tion [74]:

o1 = =i[Hy, 0]+ ) (D[Li+] + D[Li-]or, (15)
AN
where D[L]o = LoL' - (1/2){L'L, o} is the dissipator,
L= \/mbj and L; - = ,/7;-b; are the jump operators
that characterize the absorption and emission of bosons
at site 4, respectively. Hereafter, we set A =1 for simplic-
ity.

We consider the vector of boson numbers occupied
at each site, z;(t) = tr{f;0:}, and define the instanta-
neous total number of bosons as N; = ¥, wi(t). Us-
ing the relation [b;,7;] = b;, we can show that the

time evolution of z;(t) can be expressed in the form of
Eq. (1) with f;(¢t) = tr{Li,J,gtL;f&} —tr{LL_‘QtL;r’_} and
fij(t) =2yIm [tr{b;r.bigt}]. By inserting these terms into
v,n, we can immediately obtain the speed limit (5) for
bosonic transport.

Next, we derive a more physically interpretable speed
limit by upper bounding the velocity v x. To this end,
we introduce two relevant physical quantities. The first
is the irreversible entropy production rate [75], which is
the sum of the entropic changes in the system and en-
vironment, defined as o = 0> + of™. Here, 0" =
—tr{o¢In g;} is the rate of von Neumann entropy of the
bosonic system, and o™ quantifies the heat dissipated
to the environment as follows:

oy = Z (tI‘{Li7+QtL;+} - tI‘{LL_QtLIF}) In %—’Jr, (16)

% i,

where we have assumed the local detailed balance condi-
tion [that is, In(~y; + /i -) is related to the heat dissipation
of the boson exchange at site i]. The second is quantum
dynamical activity [76, 77], which quantifies the boson
exchange frequency between the system and reservoir,
given by

ag = Z (tr{Li,+QtL1‘L,+} + tr{Liv‘Qthv—})' (17)

Using these quantities, we can prove that the velocity
v, is upper bounded as [66]

Ot Ot -1
vir <9doN; AT 1) (18)
2 Qat
where ®(z) is the inverse function of x tanh(z). By com-
bining Egs. (5) and (18), we obtain the following speed
limit:
s Wia(zo, )
T (ydaNi + Ao ® (04 /2a:) 71 2),

(19)

Equation (19) implies that the speed of bosonic transport
is lower bounded by the lattice topology, boson mobility,
and dissipation. The bound also indicates that dissipa-
tive controls can help accelerate the bosonic transport.
The inequality (19) is valid for arbitrary initial states of
the bosonic system.

It is worthwhile discussing the vanishing coupling limit
(i.e., the case where the system becomes isolated). In
this case, oy = a; = 0 and N; = N for all times. Defin-
ing the boson concentration Z;(t) = N~'z;(t), we obtain
Y, x;(t) = 1. By taking the A - +oo limit, Eq. (19) is
reduced to a simple speed limit for an isolated bosonic
system:

> Wi (@0, ) (20)
vda

Bound (20) has a remarkable implication for bosonic
transport. Assume that all bosons are initially concen-
trated in a region R;, and we want to transport all of



them to a distinct region R, within a finite time 7. In
this case, Wy (Zo, &, ) > dist(Ry, Ry), where dist(Ry, Ra)
denotes the length of the shortest path connecting the
regions Ry and Rp. Therefore, Eq. (20) implies that
transporting bosons always takes at least a time pro-
portional to the distance between the two regions: 7 >
dist(Ry1, R2)/(vdg), which cannot be obtained with con-
ventional speed limits. This statement holds for arbi-
trary initial states, including the pure states considered
in Ref. [78]. While the Lieb-Robinson bounds [79-83] im-
ply a linear light cone for the operator spreading, Eq. (20)
provides a useful bound for the operational time required
for bosonic transport.

Proof of Eq. (5).—We consider the time discretization
of Eq. (1) with time interval 6t = 7/K. For each k ¢
[0, K — 1] and ¢t = kdt, we have

jeB;
Equation (21) indicates that we can transform @; to T4
by adding f;(¢)dt to x;(t) with cost A|f;(¢)|6t and ex-
changing f;;(t)dt between neighboring vertices ¢ and j
with cost |f;;(¢)|6t. Such the transport plan takes the
total cost of

()‘Z|fi(t)|+ > |fij(t)|)5tzvt,)\5tv (22)

(ig)e€

which should be larger than or equal to Wy z (¢, Tiist)-
Therefore, taking the sum of Eq. (22) from k£ =0 to k =
K -1 and applying the triangle inequality for W, » yield

K-1

Z v A0t 2 Wh A (o, 7). (23)
k=0

By taking the 6t — 0 limit in Eq. (23), we obtain
T{vea), 2 Wia(xo, z,), from which Eq. (5) is imme-
diately derived.

Conclusion.—In this Letter, we derived the topolog-
ical speed limit for vector states that accounts for the
network structure in the underlying dynamics [84]. The
speed limit provides a tight bound for the operational
time and insight into the system speed from a topolog-
ical perspective. We showed that the bound is applica-
ble to various dynamics as long as the time evolution of
the physical state can be described in terms of a graph.
Because our speed limit is derived in a general setting,
we expect that it can be applied to obtain fundamental
bounds for several other dynamics.

We thank Tomotaka Kuwahara, Andreas Dechant, and
Koudai Sugimoto for fruitful discussions, Marius Lemm
and Ryusuke Hamazaki for helpful communications, and
Mai Dan Nguyen for the help in preparing the figures.
We also appreciate anonymous referees for valuable com-
ments. This work was supported by Grants-in-Aid for
Scientific Research (JP19H05603 and JP19H05791).

* tanvu@rk.phys.keio.ac.jp
T saitoh@rk.phys.keio.ac.jp

[1] L. Mandelstam and I. Tamm, The uncertainty relation
between energy and time in non-relativistic quantum me-
chanics, J. Phys. USSR 9, 249 (1945).

[2] A. Uhlmann, An energy dispersion estimate, Phys. Lett.
A 161, 329 (1992).

[3] N. Margolus and L. B. Levitin, The maximum speed of
dynamical evolution, Physica D 120, 188 (1998).

[4] A. del Campo, I. L. Egusquiza, M. B. Plenio, and S. F.
Huelga, Quantum speed limits in open system dynamics,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 110, 050403 (2013).

[5] S. Deffner and E. Lutz, Quantum speed limit for non-
Markovian dynamics, Phys. Rev. Lett. 111, 010402
(2013).

[6] M. M. Taddei, B. M. Escher, L. Davidovich, and R. L.
de Matos Filho, Quantum speed limit for physical pro-
cesses, Phys. Rev. Lett. 110, 050402 (2013).

[7] D. P. Pires, M. Cianciaruso, L. C. Céleri, G. Adesso,
and D. O. Soares-Pinto, Generalized geometric quantum
speed limits, Phys. Rev. X 6, 021031 (2016).

[8] D. Mondal, C. Datta, and S. Sazim, Quantum coherence
sets the quantum speed limit for mixed states, Phys. Lett.
A 380, 689 (2016).

[9] S. Deffner, Geometric quantum speed limits: a case for
Wigner phase space, New J. Phys. 19, 103018 (2017).

[10] B. Shanahan, A. Chenu, N. Margolus, and A. del Campo,
Quantum speed limits across the quantum-to-classical
transition, Phys. Rev. Lett. 120, 070401 (2018).

[11] M. Okuyama and M. Ohzeki, Quantum speed limit is not
quantum, Phys. Rev. Lett. 120, 070402 (2018).

[12] S. Ito, Stochastic thermodynamic interpretation of infor-
mation geometry, Phys. Rev. Lett. 121, 030605 (2018).

[13] N. Shiraishi, K. Funo, and K. Saito, Speed limit for clas-
sical stochastic processes, Phys. Rev. Lett. 121, 070601
(2018).

[14] F. Campaioli, F. A. Pollock, F. C. Binder, and K. Modi,
Tightening quantum speed limits for almost all states,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 120, 060409 (2018).

[15] K. Funo, N. Shiraishi, and K. Saito, Speed limit for open
quantum systems, New J. Phys. 21, 013006 (2019).

[16] L. P. Garcia-Pintos and A. del Campo, Quantum speed
limits under continuous quantum measurements, New J.
Phys. 21, 033012 (2019).

[17] T. D. Kieu, A class of time-energy uncertainty relations
for time-dependent Hamiltonians, Proc. R. Soc. A 475,
20190148 (2019).

[18] X. Hu, S. Sun, and Y. Zheng, Quantum speed limit
via the trajectory ensemble, Phys. Rev. A 101, 042107
(2020).

[19] S. Tto and A. Dechant, Stochastic time evolution, in-
formation geometry, and the Cramér-Rao bound, Phys.
Rev. X 10, 021056 (2020).

[20] S. B. Nicholson, L. P. Garcfa-Pintos, A. del Campo, and
J. R. Green, Time-information uncertainty relations in
thermodynamics, Nat. Phys. 16, 1211 (2020).

[21] V. T. Vo, T. Van Vu, and Y. Hasegawa, Unified approach
to classical speed limit and thermodynamic uncertainty
relation, Phys. Rev. E 102, 062132 (2020).

[22] T. Fogarty, S. Deffner, T. Busch, and S. Campbell, Or-
thogonality catastrophe as a consequence of the quantum



speed limit, Phys. Rev. Lett. 124, 110601 (2020).

[23] N. II'in and O. Lychkovskiy, Quantum speed limit for
thermal states, Phys. Rev. A 103, 062204 (2021).

[24] S. Sun, Y. Peng, X. Hu, and Y. Zheng, Quantum speed
limit quantified by the changing rate of phase, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 127, 100404 (2021).

[25] T. Van Vu and Y. Hasegawa, Geometrical bounds of the
irreversibility in Markovian systems, Phys. Rev. Lett.
126, 010601 (2021).

[26] E. O’Connor, G. Guarnieri, and S. Campbell, Action
quantum speed limits, Phys. Rev. A 103, 022210 (2021).

[27] N. Shiraishi and K. Saito, Speed limit for open systems
coupled to general environments, Phys. Rev. Research 3,
023074 (2021).

[28] K. Bolonek-Lasori, J. Gonera, and P. Kosiriski, Classical
and quantum speed limits, Quantum 5, 482 (2021).

[29] A. del Campo, Probing quantum speed limits with ultra-
cold gases, Phys. Rev. Lett. 126, 180603 (2021).

[30] J.-C. Delvenne and G. Falasco, Tight classical speed lim-
its, arXiv preprint arXiv:2110.13050 (2021).

[31] R. Hamazaki, Speed limits for macroscopic transitions,
PRX Quantum 3, 020319 (2022).

[32] Y. Hasegawa, Thermodynamic bounds via bulk-
boundary correspondence: speed limit, thermodynamic
uncertainty relation, and Heisenberg principle, arXiv
preprint arXiv:2203.12421 (2022).

[33] T. Van Vu and K. Saito, Thermodynamic unification of
optimal transport: Thermodynamic uncertainty relation,
minimum dissipation, and thermodynamic speed limits,
arXiv preprint arXiv:2206.02684 (2022).

[34] S. Nakajima and Y. Utsumi, Speed limits of the trace
distance in the interaction picture for open quantum sys-
tem, arXiv preprint arXiv:2204.02884 (2022).

[35] D. S. P. Salazar, Lower bound for entropy production
rate in stochastic systems far from equilibrium, arXiv
preprint arXiv:2204.00875 (2022).

[36] A. Kolchinsky, A. Dechant, K. Yoshimura, and S. Ito, In-
formation geometry of excess and housekeeping entropy
production, arXiv preprint arXiv:2206.14599 (2022).

[37] S. Deffner and S. Campbell, Quantum speed limits: from
Heisenberg’s uncertainty principle to optimal quantum
control, J. Phys. A 50, 453001 (2017).

[38] T. Caneva, M. Murphy, T. Calarco, R. Fazio, S. Mon-
tangero, V. Giovannetti, and G. E. Santoro, Optimal con-
trol at the quantum speed limit, Phys. Rev. Lett. 103,
240501 (2009).

[39] S. DefIner, Optimal control of a qubit in an optical cavity,
J. Phys. B 47, 145502 (2014).

[40] S. Campbell and S. Deffner, Trade-off between speed and
cost in shortcuts to adiabaticity, Phys. Rev. Lett. 118,
100601 (2017).

[41] K. Funo, J.-N. Zhang, C. Chatou, K. Kim, M. Ueda, and
A. del Campo, Universal work fluctuations during short-
cuts to adiabaticity by counterdiabatic driving, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 118, 100602 (2017).

[42] V. Giovannetti, S. Lloyd, and L. Maccone, Quantum
metrology, Phys. Rev. Lett. 96, 010401 (2006).

[43] M. Beau and A. del Campo, Nonlinear quantum metrol-
ogy of many-body open systems, Phys. Rev. Lett. 119,
010403 (2017).

[44] S. Lloyd, Ultimate physical limits to computation, Na-
ture 406, 1047 (2000).

[45] K. Proesmans, J. Ehrich, and J. Bechhoefer, Finite-time
Landauer principle, Phys. Rev. Lett. 125, 100602 (2020).

[46] S. Deffner, Energetic cost of Hamiltonian quantum gates,
Europhys. Lett. 134, 40002 (2021).

[47] Y.-Z. Zhen, D. Egloff, K. Modi, and O. Dahlsten, Uni-
versal bound on energy cost of bit reset in finite time,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 127, 190602 (2021).

[48] T. Van Vu and K. Saito, Finite-time quantum Landauer
principle and quantum coherence, Phys. Rev. Lett. 128,
010602 (2022).

[49] J. S. Lee, S. Lee, H. Kwon, and H. Park, Speed limit for
a highly irreversible process and tight finite-time Lan-
dauer’s bound, arXiv preprint arXiv:2204.07388 (2022).

[50] J. Eisert, M. van den Worm, S. R. Manmana, and
M. Kastner, Breakdown of quasilocality in long-range
quantum lattice models, Phys. Rev. Lett. 111, 260401
(2013).

[61] F. Campaioli, F. A. Pollock, and K. Modi, Tight, robust,
and feasible quantum speed limits for open dynamics,
Quantum 3, 168 (2019).

[62] M. Bukov, D. Sels, and A. Polkovnikov, Geometric speed
limit of accessible many-body state preparation, Phys.
Rev. X 9, 011034 (2019).

[63] C. Villani, Optimal Transport: Old and New (Springer,
Berlin, Heidelberg, 2008).

[54] We note the related work [72] which discusses the ap-
plication of Wasserstein distance to chemical reactions.
However, this study uses the system-dependent LZ*-
Wasserstein distance [25], which is defined for a given
fixed chemical reaction system. Therefore, the reaction
speeds cannot be compared between different chemical
reactions.

[55] E. H. Lieb and D. W. Robinson, The finite group velocity
of quantum spin systems, Commun.Math. Phys. 28, 251
(1972).

[56] Note that this velocity, which contains the absolute value
of currents, is qualitatively and quantitatively different
from dynamical activity in the literature, which involves
the absolute value of unidirectional fluxes [85].

[67] A graph is said to be connected if there always exists a
path from any vertex to any other vertex in the graph.
In the case that the graph is not connected, we can de-
fine the Wasserstein distance as the sum of the distances
defined for each connected component.

[58] S. Kolouri, S. R. Park, M. Thorpe, D. Slepcev, and
G. K. Rohde, Optimal mass transport: Signal processing
and machine-learning applications, IEEE Signal Process.
Mag. 34, 43 (2017).

[69] S. Haker, L. Zhu, A. Tannenbaum, and S. Angenent, Op-
timal mass transport for registration and warping, Int. J.
Comput. Vision 60, 225 (2004).

[60] G. Huang, C. Guo, M. J. Kusner, Y. Sun, F. Sha, and
K. Q. Weinberger, Supervised word mover’s distance,
in Advances in Neural Information Processing Systems,
Vol. 29 (2016).

[61] G. Schiebinger, J. Shu, M. Tabaka, B. Cleary, V. Subra-
manian, A. Solomon, J. Gould, S. Liu, S. Lin, P. Berube,
et al., Optimal-transport analysis of single-cell gene ex-
pression identifies developmental trajectories in repro-
gramming, Cell 176, 928 (2019).

[62] E. Aurell, C. Mejia-Monasterio, and P. Muratore-
Ginanneschi, Optimal protocols and optimal transport
in stochastic thermodynamics, Phys. Rev. Lett. 106,
250601 (2011).

[63] M. Nakazato and S. Ito, Geometrical aspects of en-
tropy production in stochastic thermodynamics based



on wasserstein distance, Phys. Rev. Research 3, 043093
(2021).

[64] A. Dechant, Minimum entropy production, detailed
balance and Wasserstein distance for continuous-time
Markov processes, J. Phys. A 55, 094001 (2022).

[65] B. Piccoli and F. Rossi, Generalized Wasserstein distance
and its application to transport equations with source,
Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal. 211, 335 (2013).

[66] See the Supplemental Material for details of analyti-
cal calculations and further applications, which includes
Refs. [86, 87].

[67] A. Didi and E. Barkai, Measurement-induced quantum
walks, Phys. Rev. E 105, 054108 (2022).

[68] S. Bose, Quantum communication through an unmodu-
lated spin chain, Phys. Rev. Lett. 91, 207901 (2003).

[69] M. Murphy, S. Montangero, V. Giovannetti, and
T. Calarco, Communication at the quantum speed limit
along a spin chain, Phys. Rev. A 82, 022318 (2010).

[70] Note that the mass conservation may not be fulfilled in
open reaction networks. For example, in the presence of
catalysts [88], the total mass concentration may vary over
time.

[71] R. Rao and M. Esposito, Nonequilibrium thermodynam-
ics of chemical reaction networks: Wisdom from stochas-
tic thermodynamics, Phys. Rev. X 6, 041064 (2016).

[72] K. Yoshimura, A. Kolchinsky, A. Dechant, and
S. Ito, Geometrical approach to excess/housekeeping en-
tropy production in discrete systems, arXiv preprint
arXiv:2205.15227 (2022).

[73] K. Yoshimura and S. Ito, Thermodynamic uncertainty
relation and thermodynamic speed limit in deterministic
chemical reaction networks, Phys. Rev. Lett. 127, 160601
(2021).

[74] G. Lindblad, On the generators of quantum dynamical
semigroups, Commun. Math. Phys. 48, 119 (1976).

[75] G. T. Landi and M. Paternostro, Irreversible entropy pro-
duction: From classical to quantum, Rev. Mod. Phys. 93,
035008 (2021).

[76] Y. Hasegawa, Quantum thermodynamic uncertainty re-

lation for continuous measurement, Phys. Rev. Lett. 125,
050601 (2020).

[77] T. Van Vu and K. Saito, Thermodynamics of precision
in Markovian open quantum dynamics, Phys. Rev. Lett.
128, 140602 (2022).

[78] J. Faupin, M. Lemm, and I. M. Sigal, Maximal speed
for macroscopic particle transport in the Bose-Hubbard
model, Phys. Rev. Lett. 128, 150602 (2022).

[79] T. Kuwahara and K. Saito, Lieb-Robinson bound and
almost-linear light cone in interacting boson systems,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 127, 070403 (2021).

[80] M. C. Tran, A. Y. Guo, C. L. Baldwin, A. Ehrenberg,
A. V. Gorshkov, and A. Lucas, Lieb-Robinson light cone
for power-law interactions, Phys. Rev. Lett. 127, 160401
(2021).

[81] J. Faupin, M. Lemm, and I. M. Sigal, On Lieb-Robinson
bounds for the Bose-Hubbard model, Communications in
Mathematical Physics (2022).

[82] C. Yin and A. Lucas, Finite speed of quantum infor-
mation in models of interacting bosons at finite density,
Phys. Rev. X 12, 021039 (2022).

[83] T. Kuwahara, T. Van Vu, and K. Saito, Optimal
light cone and digital quantum simulation of interacting
bosons, arXiv preprint arXiv:2206.14736 (2022).

[84] We notice the recent work [31] that has a similar moti-
vation. Note that we consider the speed limits for vector
states, which cover a wide range of state transformations,
whereas Ref. [31] studies the speed limit only for a fixed
scalar observable.

[85] C. Maes, Frenesy: Time-symmetric dynamical activity in
nonequilibria, Phys. Rep. 850, 1 (2020).

[86] M. Fishman, S. R. White, and E. M. Stoudenmire, The
ITensor Software Library for Tensor Network Calcula-
tions, SciPost Phys. Codebases , 4 (2022).

[87] M. Yang and S. R. White, Time-dependent variational
principle with ancillary Krylov subspace, Phys. Rev. B
102, 094315 (2020).

[88] J. Unterberger and P. Nghe, Stoechiometric and dynam-
ical autocatalysis for diluted chemical reaction networks,
J. Math. Biol. 85 (2022).



2207.03319v3 [quant-ph] 6 Dec 2022

arXiv

Supplemental Material for “Topological Speed Limit”

Tan Van Vu and Keiji Saito
Department of Physics, Keio University, 3-14-1 Hiyoshi, Kohoku-ku, Yokohama 223-8522, Japan

This Supplemental Material describes the details of the analytical calculations presented in the
main text and further applications of the topological speed limit for isolated and open quantum
systems, measurement-induced quantum walk, and quantum communication. The equations and
figure numbers are prefixed with S [e.g., Eq. (S1) or Fig. S1]. The numbers without this prefix [e.g.,
Eq. (1) or Fig. 1] refer to the items in the main text.

CONTENTS

S1. Numerical calculation of the generalized

Wasserstein distance 1

S2. Speed limit for scalar observables 1

S3. Chemical reaction networks 2
A. Graph construction for closed reaction

networks 2

B. Derivation of Eq. (9) 2

C. Generalization to generic reaction networks 2

S4. Bosonic transport 4

A. Time evolution of boson number 4

B. Derivation of Eq. (18) 4

C. Numerical demonstration 5

S5. Isolated quantum systems 6

S6. Measurement-induced quantum walk 7

S7. Quantum communication using spin systems 8

S8. Markovian open quantum systems 9

References 10

S1. NUMERICAL CALCULATION OF THE
GENERALIZED WASSERSTEIN DISTANCE

The Wasserstein distance can be calculated using the
linear programming method. Mathematically, it can be
formulated as the following minimization problem:

minimize tr{Cr}
subject to 7l=y, 7'l=x (S1)
m >0,

where C = [d;,,,] is the matrix of transport cost and 1 is
the all-ones vector.

The generalized Wasserstein distance can be calculated
in a similar way. Note that it has been shown that the
generalized Wasserstein distance can be achieved using
only remove and transport operations (i.e., we do not

need add operation) [1].
pressed as

Therefore, WW; » can be ex-
Wia(z,y) = min{A(|z - 2| + Hy—Q||1)+W1(~”73737()}7)
S2

where the minimum is over all states € and y such that
T <x g<y, and |Z|; = |g|:. Here, & < y means
that x,, <y, for all n. Consequently, computing W, » is
equivalent to solving the following minimization problem:

minimize tr{Cn} + A[X, (Zn — Tn) + Xp(Yn — Tn)]
subject to ml=9, 7'1=2=2
r<x, y<y
m>0.
(S3)
The linear programming problems in Egs. (S1) and (S3)
can be efficiently solved using programming languages
such as Python, Julia, or Mathematica. A Mathematica
code that computes the (generalized) Wasserstein dis-
tance can be found on GitHub [2].

S2. SPEED LIMIT FOR SCALAR
OBSERVABLES

Here we derive a speed limit for a scalar observable O,
defined in terms of state x; as

O =Y ozi(t) =o' xy, (S4)

where 0 = [01,...,0n]" is a vector of real coefficients. For
convenience, we define the spectral norm and Lipschitz
constant of vector o as follows:

o]l oo = max fo], (S5)
lolLip = fnax |oi — oj]. (S6)

We first consider the general case where external flows are

present. According to Prop. 1, we obtain the following

speed limit for observable O; from Eq. (5):
|O‘r - 00|

~ max {A o], [0]Lip} (ve.a),

(S7)

For the case that the external flows are absent, we can
obtain a more compact speed limit by taking the A - +oc0



limit in Eq. (S7), which reads
‘O'r - OO|

~loluip (ve),

(S8)
This bound recovers the result reported in Ref. [3] [see
Eq. (19) therein)].

Proposition 1. For arbitrary states x, y and a real vec-
tor o, the following inequality holds:

0" (z ~ y)| < max {A™"0]w, [0 Lip Wi A (2, y).  (S9)

Proof. Let & and gy be two states that realize Wy (., y).
In other words, we have

Win(@,y) = Az -z[1 + [y -9[) + Wi(z, 9). (510)

Then, by applying the triangle inequality and the
Kantorovich-Rubinstein duality formula [4]

Wi(&,9) = max{¢" (2 -7) | |o|Lp < 1},

we can prove Eq. (S9) as follows:

(S11)

0" (x - y)|
< ‘OT(:I} —fc)‘ + |oT(y —Q)’ + |oT(53 - Q)’
<Jolleo(lz =21 + [y - yl1) + [o|LipWVi (2, 9)

< max {A70]w, o] Lip W1 (2, ). (512)

S3. CHEMICAL REACTION NETWORKS
A. Graph construction for closed reaction networks

Here we describe in detail the construction of an
undirected graph G(V,€) for the closed chemical sys-
tem from which the Wasserstein distance can be de-
fined immediately. Notice the total mass conservation
Yimi(v;” —=v;”) = 0 for any p. The set of vertices
is defined as V = S, where the vertex ¢ corresponds
to the species X;. For each reaction channel p, define
8= {i|v;” > v; "} and 8” = {i|v;” < v;”}. Evidently,
2ieS? m; (V" -1, ") = Yiese mi(v;” = v;”). According to
Prop. 2, there exists a matrix Z” = [2],] € RISHISI such
that

Z ZIZ :ml(l/:p_l/;p), VZESf, (813)
jeS?
Y 2y =mi(v =v’), VjeSt, (S14)
i€SY
2= =220, VieS,, jeS?, (S15)
z; =0, otherwise. (S16)

For each z{; # 0, we add an undirected edge (i,j) to €

(see Fig. Sl for illustration). Note that the existence of

2X1 + 3X2 = X3 + 4X4
0 0o 1 1
0 0 0 3
Py
=l 0 o0 o
-1 3 0 0
FIG. S1. Illustration of the process of adding edges to the

graph G for a reaction channel p. Here, for simplicity, the
molar mass is set to unity for all species (i.e., m; = 1 for any
i). For each zf; # 0, an edge between i and j is added to G.

Z” may not be unique; nevertheless, an instance of Z°
can always be found such that at most |Sf| + [S?| -1
edges are added to the graph for each reaction channel
p. Repeating this process for all p € R, we can readily
obtain the graph G.

By this construction, we can verify that

iﬁi(t) = Zmi(l/+p - Vl_p)Jf

Z ZZPJP

jeB; p

= > fi (1),

jeBi

(S17)

where f;;(t) = X, 2, Jf -

B. Derivation of Eq. (9)

Furthermore, by applying the triangle inequality, we
can prove that the velocity is upper bounded as follows:

vi= ) |fii (1)
(’J)GE
*Z > iz (@)

i jeB;

PIDIINE WA

i jeB; p

<

Do | —

—_

=3 Z|Jp| Zmz|y+p—y
= ZVP|Jtp|’

p

(S18)
where v* = (1/2) ¥y milv;” - v, 7]

C. Generalization to generic reaction networks

Here we derive the topological speed limit for generic
(open) chemical reaction networks, in which the total



mass concentration may not be conversed. To this end,
we construct the graph corresponding to the time evolu-
tion of ;. Once done, the topological speed limit Eq. (5)
is immediately obtained. We need only consider reaction
channels that do not conserve the total mass concentra-
tion because the conservative reactions have already been
considered above.

Analogously, for each reaction channel p, we define
SY = {ily/” > v;?} and S° = {i|y]’ < "} A
non-conservative reaction channel implies ;e m;(v;* -
v; ") # Tiese mi(v;”
there exist a matrix Z° = {zZ} ¢ RISXISI and a vector
p” € RIS such that

- V;p). Then, according to Prop. 2,

Y, 2= <mi(v]” v "), Vie Sy, (S19)
jeS?

> 2= —pl <mi(v;” —v’), ¥jeS?, (520)
€Sy

2= =20 <0, VieS,, jeS?, (S21)

z; =0, otherwise, (S22)

pf >0, VieS?, (S23)

1) <0, VjeS?, (S24)

pf =0, otherwise, (S25)

> uf:min{ > omi(v P -v0), Y mi(yi_p—yzp)}.
ieSP ieSy ieS”
(526)
For each 2!, # 0, we add an undirected edge (i,7) to &.

Again, the existence of Z” and pu” may not be unique;
nevertheless, one can always find coefficients such that
at most |SY|+|S”| - 1 edges are added to the graph for
each reaction channel p. Repeating this process for all
p € R, we readily obtain the graph G.

With the above construction, the time evolution of the
reaction network can be expressed in the form of Eq. (1)
with

fz-(t):Z[mi(VZ”—V{”)—uf]Jf, (527)
fij(t) = Z 25 JE. (S28)
For convenience, we define
X = min{ Z mi(l/;p—l/i_p), Z m;(v;” l/;—p)}7
ieS? €SP
(S29)
n’ =Y mi( - ) = Y ma(y P - P)]. (S30)
ieS? €SP

Using these quantities, the velocity term v » can be up-
per bounded as

vin = AL N mi (v v ) =1L+ Y [0
TP

(i,7)€€ P

<y IJf(AZ i (v = ;%) - ] +
p i i

=Y (7 + X)L (S31)

Consequently, we obtain the following speed limit for
generic reaction networks:

T2T = Wi (@o, $T)p . (S32)
(2,2 +x?)IIL1)
Define the generalized kinetic quantity ¢; » as
J; P =T
bix=2 (AP + X)) ———t, S33
N Zp:( n X ) 1D(Jt_p/e]t+p) ( )

we can prove that

<Z()\np +Xp)|J£)|> < <\/Ut€t,)\>7_ < (Ot)T <£t,A>T-

! (S34)
Combining Egs. (S32) and (S34) yields the following ther-
modynamic speed limit:

w ;
T>Ty = 1 (@0, 21) VA

(00), (C2),

So far, we have derived the speed limits for the mass
concentration ;. It is worth noting that speed limits for
the molar concentration c¢; can be readily obtained by
simply setting m; = 1 for all species X;. Note that by
this setting, the graph G and coefficients x” and n” may
change accordingly. Eventually, the following inequalities
hold:

>0. (S35)

ro_ Wialeoer) o Waaleo,er)

(2, +xILN), ~2 flon), (ra),

(S36)
Next, we show that the A = 1/2 speed limit is always
tighter than a thermodynamic bound reported in Ref. [5],
which reads

T(Co, C-,—)
(00), (),

where T (co,¢;) = |co — ¢, ]1/2 is the total variation dis-
tance and d; = (IS|/8) X, (v, " —v;*)?(J;” + J;*) corre-
sponds to the diffusion coefficient. Note that (1/2)n” +
x? = (1/2) ;v - v;”|. Applying the Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality and the inequality (z—vy)/In(z/y) < (z+y)/2,
we have

T>T3 = (S37)

P _ —p ’ Jtp J+p
W-Z(Z'V | ') (77 1957)
|S| Z( +p (J p+J+p)
= d,. (S38)



By combining the above inequality and the relation
Wi 1/2(co,¢r) = T (co,c;), we readily obtain the follow-
ing hierarchical relationship:

TI 2Ty 2 T3. (S39)
Proposition 2. Let a = [a1,...,a,]" and b =
[b1,...,bm]" be two vectors of positive numbers. Then
there exist matriz Z = [2;;] € RI§™ and nonnegative vec-
tors @ = [ay,...,a,]" and b=[by,...,by]" such that the
following conditions are satisfied:
m
Zzij =a; <a;, V1<i<n, (840)
j=1
n N
Zzij:bjﬁbj, V1 stm, (841)
i=1
Zdi :min{Zai,ij}. (842)
i i J

Proof. Without loss of generality, we can assume that
ap £---<ay and by <--- < b,,. We prove by induction
on k=m+n 22 Inthe case of k=2 (le., m=n=1),
we can set z11 = d; = by = min{a,b;}. Suppose that the
statement holds for all £ < k. We consider an arbitrary
case with k = k+ 1. Assume that a; < b;. If n =1 then
we can choose z11 = a1, z1; = 0 for all j > 1, a = [a1],
and b = [a1,0,...,0]". If n > 2, then consider two vectors
a’ = [ag,...,a,]" and b" = [by — a1,ba,...,b,,]7. There
exist Z/, @', and b such that

m

zi;=a;<aj, V1<i<n-—1, (S43)
j=1
n-1 B
4 / / -
> a; :min{Zag,Zbg}. (S45)
i i J

We construct z11 = a1, z1; =0 for all j > 1, z;; = ZEi—l)j
for all i > 2, @ = [a1,d},...,a,, ,]", and b = [a; +
1,05,...,b0 7. Tt is easy to verify that this combina-
tion satisfies all conditions (S40), (S41), and (S42). O

For example, for two vectors a = [4,5]" and b =
[1,2,3]", we can construct an instance of matrix Z and

vectors a, b as follows:

Z:[1 2 1], a=1[4,2]", b=[1,2,3]". (S46)

002

S4. BOSONIC TRANSPORT

A. Time evolution of boson number

Using the relation [b;,7;] = b; and [7;, hz] =0, we can
calculate as follows:

—itr{n;[He, 0]} = —i tr{[n;, H] ot }

=iy Y tr{[A, blb; + bib;]o:}

jeB;
=iy Y tr{(blb; - blbi) oy}
jEBi

=2y Z Im [tr{b}bigt}].

]EBL

(S47)
Similarly, by noting that [b;, bj] =1, we have

tr{fbi > (D[Lj. ]+ D[Lj,])Qt}

jeA

JeA

= tI‘{fLi Z '7j,+(b;'£)tbj - {bjb;? Qt}/Q)}

+ tr{ﬁi Z;\Vj,_(bjgtb; - {b}bja Qt}/Q)}
je

= tr{iyie (b 0bi — {ii + 1,0¢}1/2) }

+ tr{fivi - (biosb] - {Ri, 00}1/2) }

= Vi+ tr{bIQt(bi +7;bi) — {AF + 7, Qt}/2}
+ ;- tr{ (bii; — b)) oeb] — {AF, 00} /2}
=Y+ tr{bigtbi} - Y, - tl‘{bithI}

= tr{Li,J,gtL;Jr} - tr{LL_QtL;r,_}. (S48)

Taking the time derivative of x;(t) = tr{n;0:}, we can
calculate the time evolution of x;(t) as follows:

.’Ez(t) = tr{ﬁzgt}
= tr{_iﬁi[Hta ot] + 1y Z;\ (D[Li+] + D[Li,—])Qt}

=2y Z Im [tr{b;bigt}]
jeB;

+ tr{LiergtL;r&} - tr{Li,,gtL;_}

=fi®)+ 3 fis (1), (S49)
JeBi
where
fit) =te{Li oLl } - tr{Li oL} _}, (S50)
Fii () = 2yTm [er{blbior }]. (S51)

It can be verified that f;;(t) = —f;:(¢).

B. Derivation of Eq. (18)

Applying the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, we can up-
per bound |f;;(t)| as follows:

i (D] < 29\ tr{blbio } or{blb;00)
< ’y(tr{bzbigt} + tr{b;bjgt})

=lwi(t) +; ()] (S52)



Taking the sum over all edges (i,7) € £, we obtain

(Z)|fu(t)| < (Z Vi) +2;(1)]

<vdg Z z;(t) = ydaN;. (S53)

In addition, according to Prop. 3, we have

YOI = Y fte{ Lo Ll ) - te{Li-0i L]}

-1
< ﬁcb(ﬂ) . (S54)
2 2at
By combining the inequalities (S53) and (S54), the ve-
locity v;,» can be upper bounded as
-1
ver <vdeN; + 22 cp( ) . (S55)
2at

Proposition 3. The following inequality holds:

(2at)_1’

(S56)

Z |tr{LZ-7+gtLZ+} —tr{Li’,gt }|

where ®(x) is the inverse function of xtanh(x).

Proof. Let o; = ¥, pn(t) IneXn¢| be the spectral decom-
position of the density operator g;. Define ri* (t) :=

| (m¢|Li +|ne) |2, then the rates of entropy productlon and
dynamical activity can be expressed as

D)

D S [ (Opalt) -

=2 2 On(D)

ag =Y. Y [k (Opa(t) + 100,

i m,n

=3 3 al.(b).

1 m,n

rin ()P (1)
Tnm(t)pm(t)
(S57)

Ty (£) D () ] I

(H)pm(t)]

(S58)

Note that x®(z/y)™! is a is a concave function over
(0,+00) x (0,+00). Applying Jensen’s inequality yields

Z ltr{Li oL}, } —tr{Li_o L] _}|
K3

= Z Z (t)pn(t) - (t)pm(t)]

<> Z [P (O (£) = T ()P (1))
i -1
— Z Z mn(t) O-mn(t)
i m,n 2a‘}mn(t)
-1
< ﬁ‘I’(ﬂ) : (859)
2 204/
which completes the proof. 0

C. Numerical demonstration

Here we numerically demonstrate the speed limits for
bosonic transport in a one-dimensional Bose-Hubbard
model with the size of N =15 [see Fig. S2(a) for illustra-
tion]. Bosons can hop from site ¢ to site j if and only if
|i — j| = 1. The Hamiltonian is given by

N-1 N ﬁz ﬁz -1
Ht == Z (bjb“_l + bL_le) + Z Ul(t)% (860)
=1 =1

For this isolated bosonic system, the flows are determined
as follows:

fl(t) = 07
fij(t) = 6ji—j,12yIm [tf{b;biQt}],
and the maximal vertex degree is dg = 2. Here d,,, de-

notes the Kronecker delta. The velocity v; is thus given
by

(S61)
(S62)

N-1
=2y Y [Im [tr{b;[+1bigt}]|. (S63)
i=1
Consequently, the derived speed limit reads
, Wilzo,2r) (S64)
(Ut)T

For comparison, we also examine two other non-
topological speed limits. The first one is the generaliza-
tion of the Mandelstam—Tamm bound [6], which reads

L(00, 07)
> —————— = TMT, (865)
(Ao, Hi),
where L(p,0) = arccostr{|g1/2ol/2|} is the Bures angle.
The second one is a speed limit using the total variation
distance T (x,y) = |z — y||1/2, which does not consider
the topological nature and is given by

T2 T(Z;O’)mT) = TTV. (866)

Notice that 71 > 7rv since Wy (xo, ) > T (o, ).

We set the initial state to the ground state of the
Hamiltonian Hy, which can be calculated using the al-
gorithm of density matrix renormalization group [7]. Ini-
tially, bosons are almost uniformly distributed. The
time-dependent Hamiltonian is modulated as Hy = (1 —
t/T)Ho + (t/7)H,, where H, is the final Hamiltonian.
More specifically, the interaction coefficients U;(t) (1 <
i < N) are given by

t t
Ui(t) = (1 - *)Uo + *UT,Z‘, (867)
T T

where {U,;} are the interaction coefficients of the final
Hamiltonian H.. By this protocol, bosons tend to gather
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FIG. S2. (a) Schematic of the one-dimensional Bose-Hubbard chain with a finite length. Bosons can hop from site ¢ to i + 1
and vice versa. (b) Time variation of the boson number at each site 7 € [1,15]. The bosonic system is initiated in the ground
state of Hp, in which bosons are almost uniformly distributed. After a period of time 7, bosons tend to gather at the central
site. (c¢) Numerical verification of the speed limits. The operational time ¢, topological bound ¢1, and non-topological bounds
tmr and try are depicted by solid, dashed, and dash-dotted and dotted lines, respectively. The parameters are fixed at Up = 10,

v =1, and U, =[10,9.5,8.5,7,5,2,0.5,-5,0.5,2,5,7,8.5,9.5,10]".

at the central site after a period of time 7 [see Fig. S2(b)].
We employ the time dependent variational principle al-
gorithm [8] to simulate the time evolution of the bosonic
system. For each time ¢ < 7 (= 10), we calculate all rel-
evant quantities and plot the bounds in Fig. S2(c). As
shown, the topological bound ¢ > ¢; is tight and can be
saturated. In contrast, the non-topological bound trv
cannot accurately capture the operational time of bosonic
transport. This is because the total variation distance
does not consider topological information as the Wasser-
stein distance does. Although the Mandelstam—Tamm
bound ¢ > ty yields good prediction for ¢ < 6, it subse-
quently becomes trivial as ¢ increases.

S5. ISOLATED QUANTUM SYSTEMS

Here we derive a topological speed limit for isolated
systems whose dynamics is described by the von Neu-
mann equation:

0t = —i[ Hy, 0t], (S68)
where H, is a time-dependent Hamiltonian. We consider
a complete orthogonal set of projection operators { P, },,
ie., PhPy = dpmnPy and Y, P, = 1. Since the dynam-
ics is invariant under transformation H; — H; + a1, we
can assume that tr{H;g;} = 0, where g; = ¥, ProtPyn
is a density matrix projected on the space of {P,},.
Let G(V,€) be the graph, in which V = {n}, and
E={(m,n) | PpHP, # 0, m <n}, and dg be the max-
imum vertex degree of the graph. Considering a vector
of projective measurements, x, (t) = tr{ P, 0:}, we obtain
the time evolution of z,(¢) in the following equation:

CL’n(t) =—1 Z (tr{PnHthgt} —tr{PmHtPth})

m(#n)

= Zl; frm (), (S69)
where fi,(t) = = frm(t) is given by
fnm(t) = _i(tr{PnHthQt} - tr{PmHtPth})' (870)

Applying the speed limit in Eq. (6), we obtain the fol-
lowing bound on the operational time:

> Wl(x07w‘r)

) S71
<Ut>7' ( )
where v; can be explicitly expressed as

vi= Y [0{(PaH Py~ PnHPo)oi}].  (ST72)

(m,n)e€

By further upper bounding v;, we can also obtain an-
other speed limit that resembles the Mandelstam—Tamm
bound. By applying the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, we
have

| tv{ Py H, Py} < tr{ P H, P, H, Proo ) tr{ P},
(S73)

\tr{ P H, P, 0, }| < tr{ Py H, Py H, P o} tr{ P01} 2.

(S74)

Combining the above inequalities and applying the
Cauchy—Schwarz inequality yield

| fom ()] < (604 (P H, Py Hy Py + Py Hy P H Py ) 01}
% [tr{(Py + Pp)o: M2 (S75)
Therefore, using the fact Y, P, = 1, we have

o< S [te{(PynHPyH, Py, + Py H Py H P, ) oy}

(m,n)e€



x [tr{(Py + P)oi}]"?

- 1/2
< Z tr{(PmHtPnHth + PnHthHtPn)Qt}
| (m,n)eE
- 1/2
x Z tr{(Pn + P ot }
| (m,n)e€
- 1/2
< Ztr{HangtPn}] Vdea
=V dGAéthv (876)

where A, Hy = \/tr{H?0} - (tr{H;0})? is the energy fluc-
tuation of the Hamiltonian H; with respect to g. Conse-
quently, we obtain the following speed limit:

Wl (:130, Tr )
T2 — .
Vida (Ag Hy),
We note that this speed limit is similar but different from

the generalization of the Mandelstam—Tamm bound [6],
which reads

(S77)

. £(20,0r)

* (A H), (578)

where L(p,0) = arccostr{|gl/201/2|} is the Bures angle.

Notably, the new speed limit can be applied to quantum
systems under measurement, making it more applicable
than the generalized Mandelstam—Tamm bound.

We now consider a specific case where P, = [n)Xn|. In
this case, |fmn(t)| can be upper bounded as

[ frn ()] = |({n[Hilm) {mloe|n) = (m|Hi|n) (nloim))|
< 2[(m[Hy[n) || {nlot|m)|. (S79)

According to the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, we have

[ (nladm) | = | (nlot/* 0 Im) | < \/(nlecIn) (mlodm).
(S80)
Therefore,
| forn (0)] < 21 (m|Heln) [N/ (nloddn) (mlodm).  (S81)

Consequently, the velocity can be upper bounded in
terms of the Hamiltonian and diagonal terms of density
matrix as

v <2 Z |hmn(t)| V pn(t)pm(t) = Uy,

(m,n)e€

(S82)

where we have defined A,y (t) = (m|H¢n) and p,(t) =
(n|o¢|n) for simplicity. Then, Eq. (S71) yields the follow-
ing speed limit:
,s Wl(fil’z‘mwr)’
(0r),

which is easier to compute than the original bound (S71).

(S83)

S6. MEASUREMENT-INDUCED QUANTUM
WALK

Here we demonstrate an application of the speed limits
(S71), (S77), and (S83) for a quantum system under mea-
surement. We consider a model of the continuous-time
quantum walk [9], which is induced by measurements
performed at discrete times. The system Hamiltonian
is given by

N-1
H= z::l'yn(|n)(n+1|+|n+1)(n|), (S84)

which describes hops between nearest neighbors on a fi-
nite line lattice. The projective measurements with op-
erators {|n}n|}, are performed at times t; = kAt for
k=0,...,K (= 7/At). Between each measurement event,
the system unitarily evolves according to the von Neum-
man equation. The density matrix after the kth mea-
surement is given by

oty = 2, (nlow,n) [n)nl .

n

(985)

For this system, we consider the set of projection opera-
tors {P,, = |n)n|}. The graph G thus has N vertices and
N -1 edges that connect n and n+1 forall1<n < N-1.
The maximum degree of the graph is dg = 2. Applying
Egs. (S71) and (S77) to the time evolution of the system
between the kth and (k + 1)th measurements yields the
following result:

thel tr+1
vz | AétHdtzft vedt > Wy (@1, @1, ).
' ' (S86)
Taking the sum of both sides of Eq. (S86) for k =
0,..., K -1 and applying the triangle inequality for W,
we obtain

ﬁfo Ag,tHdtzfo vedt > Wi(zo,,).  (S87)

Consequently, the following speed limits are derived:

> Wi(mo, @7)  Wi(zo, z-)
- (ve), - \/E(AétH)T'

We note that the system is measured at discrete times;
therefore, the generalized Mandelstam—Tamm bound
cannot be applied directly.

By applying the speed limit (S83), we can also obtain
another meaningful bound. Note that £ = {{(n,n+1) |1 <
n < N -1} and hpp(t) = Ymin{m,n}Ojm-n/,1 in this system.
The quantity ©¢ can be upper bounded as follows:

N-
Z \/pn(t)pn+1(t)
-1

Z pn(t) +pn+1(t)]

(988)



< 2max yy. (S89)

Therefore, the operational time is lower bounded as

-y Wi(@o, ) ($90)
2maxy, Yn

S7. QUANTUM COMMUNICATION USING
SPIN SYSTEMS

Here we derive a topological speed limit for quantum
communication through an arbitrary graph G(V,€&) of
spins with ferromagnetic Heisenberg interactions [10].
The vertices {n € V}, represent spins and the edges
{{n,m) € £} connect interacting spins. The Hamiltonian
is given by

Ht:—fy Z On 0m+ZB(t oo,

(n,m)e€ ney

(S91)

where v > 0 denotes the coupling strength, &, =
[6F,0¥%,0%]" is the vector of Pauli spin operators for the
nth spin, and B, (t) is an external magnetic field in the
z direction.

We assume that the sender, Alice, has a quantum state
encoded in spin 1 and wants to relay it to the receiver,
Bob, who can access and read out spin N. By manipu-
lating the external magnetic field (which Alice can con-
trol), quantum information can be transmitted through
the graph of spins. After a predetermined time when the
state of spin 1 is transferred to spin N, Bob reads out
the state of this site. The minimum time required for
high-fidelity information transmission is the quantity of
interest.

Consider state x; with z,(¢t) = (tr{cZo:} +1)/2 > 0.
Notice that x,(t) = 0 (z,(t) = 1) corresponds to spin
down (up) with respect to the z direction. Taking the
time derivative of z;(t), we can calculate as follows:

(1) = tr{os 01} /2
= (i/2) tr{[o,, Hi]ot}
==(in/4) ), tr{log, 00 Gmle}

meB,
=(v/2) ) te{(ohoy, —onon)o}
meB,
= Z Frm (1), (S92)
meB,
where fm,(t) = = fmn(t) is given by
fnm (t) (7/2) tI‘{(O’n Om — O—ig;yn)gt}' (893)
Therefore, the velocity can be expressed as
v=2 3 fer{(c¥e? - %ol o). (894)
2 (m,n)e€

Consequently, the derived topological speed limit reads
> Wl (.’1}0, xT) )

(0n). (S95)

It can be easily verified that

ooy —orod <(0h+12) @1+ 13 ® (0, +12), (S96)
orod —olor <(0-+12) @1+ 1@ (07, +12), (S97)

where 1s is the two-dimensional identity matrix. Here,
A < B means that B — A is positive semi-definite. There-
fore, |fnm ()| can be upper bounded as

| frm (D] < v[@n () +2m ()] (598)
Using Eq. (S98), we can show that the velocity vy is
bounded from above as

v < Y A[an(t) + 2w ()] <vda |z (599)

(n,m)e€

It should be noted that the total spin || is invariant
for all times. For convenience, we define M = |x;]|;.
Using the inequality (S99) and the topological speed limit
(S95), we obtain the following bound on the operational
time required for transmitting information:

> Wilzo.zr) (S100)

ydagM
This inequality implies that the speed of information
transmission is constrained by the topology of the graph
G and the coupling strength.

Now let us discuss a particular case where the graph G
is a spin chain of length N > 2, and the spins n and n+1
interact with each other for all 1 <n < N-1[10, 11]. Alice
prepares the spin chain in the initial state g = |0 )¢ol,
with spin 1 in the excited state |1), and all other spins in
the ground state |0). Specifically, |pg) is given by

lpo) =[1) @ 0) ® - ®10). (S101)
In this setup, the maximum degree of the graph is dg = 2,
and the total spin is M = 1. The initial and target vec-
tors are given by &g = [1,0,...,0]" and , = [0,...,0,1],
respectively. The Wasserstein distance can also be ana-
lytically calculated as Wi(xg,x,) = N — 1. Then, ac-
cording to Eq. (S100), the minimum time required for
transmitting the quantum state is lower bound as

N-1

T2
2y

(S102)

Intriguingly, Eq. (S102) implies that it takes at least a
time proportional to the distance between spins to reli-
ably transfer a quantum state. The longer the distance,
the more time is required. This is in agreement with the
numerical result in Ref. [11], wherein an optimal control
of the external magnetic field was used. It is noteworthy
that this implication cannot be obtained from the con-
ventional speed limits such as the Mandelstam—Tamm
and Margolus—Levitin bounds.



S8. MARKOVIAN OPEN QUANTUM SYSTEMS

Here we derive a topological speed limit for Markovian
open quantum systems. We consider a finite-dimensional
quantum system that is weakly coupled to thermal reser-
voirs. The dynamics of the system’s reduced density ma-
trix is governed by the local Lindblad equation:

0t = —i[H + Vi, 0] + ZD[Lk]Qt» (S103)
k

where H =Y, €, | X€,| is the system Hamiltonian with
€, * €y for n # m, V; is an external driving field, and
{Lr} are jump operators that characterize jumps be-
tween energy eigenstates with the same energy change
wi (ie., [Lg, H] = wipLg). We assume that the Hamil-
tonian has no energy degeneracy. Each jump opera-
tor Lj has a counterpart L., which corresponds to the
reversed jump and satisfies the local detailed balance
condition Lj = es’“/QL;,. Here, s = —sir denotes the
change in environmental entropy due to the jump Ly.
We consider the time evolution of the energetic popula-
tion x,(t) = (en|otlen), which can be described by the
following equation:

n(t) = ~i{enl[Visallen) + 3 3 [rF iz () =1 2 ()],

k m(#n)
(S104)

k = |{em|Lilen)|? > 0 is the transition rate sat-

isfying the local detailed balance 7% = eskrfllm. Notice
that Eq. (S104) can be expressed in the form of Eq. (1)
with

where r

fn(t) =i (enH:V;fv Qt:”en)’
Fam (t) = ;[n’zmxmu) —rh ()]

(S105)
(S106)

The graph G(V, ) is thus defined by V = {1,...,n,...}
and £ = {(m,n) |m < n, Ik s.t. 78+ 0}. According to
Eq. (5), we obtain the following speed limit:

N Wl,)\(m(hmT)
2 7(1)257)\)7_ .

Next, we derive an upper bound for v; ». First, ac-
cording to Prop. 4, we have

2O Vi ar]lh <280, Vi,

(S107)

(S108)

where | X |, = tr{|X\p}1/p is the Schatten p-norm of oper-
ator X. Furthermore, according to Prop. 5, we can prove
that

> |fmn(®)] < (3@(;6;)_1. (S109)

(m,n)e€

Here, a; = Zktr{LkgtL};} is the dynamical activ-
ity rate, oy = of°® + of™ is the total entropy pro-
TV o= Yy tr{LkgtLL}sk is the environ-

duction rate, o}
mental entropy rate and o} " = =Y, @, (t)Inz,(t) -

i Y, {en][Va, 0t]len) In@, (t) is the sum of the Shannon
entropy rate of the population distribution and the en-

tropic change contributed by the external Hamiltonian
V;. Combining Egs. (S108) and (S109) yields

-1
wAsnA&w+%@(ﬁj . (S110)

2at

Consequently, we obtain the following thermodynamic
speed limit:

Wl,A (wOa wT)
(2)\A.Qt ‘/;5 + Jt@(ot/Qat)*l/Q)T '

(S111)

T2

Proposition 4. The following inequality holds for arbi-
trary Hermitian matriz V and density matriz o:

> HenllVsellen) [ < TV, e]lh < 24,V (S112)

Proof. Note that (e,|[V,¢]len) is pure imaginary. Let
U =3, uUnnen, be a diagonal matrix with elements wu,, =
sgn(—i(e,|[V, 0]len)). Here, sgn(z) = 1 if x > 0 and
sgn(x) = -1 if z < 0. It is evident that all singular val-
ues of matrix U equal 1; thus, |U|le = 1. According to
von Neumann’s trace inequality, the first inequality in
Eq. (S112) can be proved as

2 {enllVsellen) [ = [t {U[V, o]}

< U]l [V; ellx
= [[Vi; o]l

Next, we need only prove the second inequality in
Eq. (S112). To this end, we follow the idea in Ref. [12].
Let o = 3, p; |iXi| be the spectral decomposition of the
density matrix ¢ acting on the d-dimensional Hilbert
space H. Let H’ be another copy of the Hilbert space H
with an orthonormal basis {|i")}. Then, |o) = ¥, \/p: [i) ®
i} € H® H' is the purification of the density matrix ;.
We also define V= Vo1l e H®H', where 1 is the identity
matrix acting on the Hilbert space H'. Let ®(-) = tryyr {-}
denote the map of the partial trace with respect to H'.
By simple algebraic calculations, we can verify that

®([V,]oXel]) = [V, a].

Since the trace norm is contractive under a completely
positive and trace-preserving map, we have

ILV; ol = [2([V, leXelD

(S113)

(S114)

<V, leXelllx
= AyoyaV tr{V/IoNel + le. e}
=28,V (S115)
Here, |o,) is a state orthogonal to |g), given by
V- (oV
loy) = V= (dViedle) (S116)

AjoxelV



In addition, the energy fluctuation AI@)(@\V can be sim-
plified as follows:

B = ({elV?lo) - Q|V|g>2)”2
=(tr{V2 }-tr{Vo} )
= A,V (S117)

Combining Eqgs. (S115) and (S117) yields the desired sec-
ond inequality in Eq. (S112). O

Proposition 5. The following inequality holds:

q,(fft)‘l’
2 Zat

(S118)

Z Z nmxm(t)

(mmn)e€l k

mnxn (t)]

where ®(x) is the inverse function of xtanh(x).

Proof. Note that [LLLk,H] =
m # n. Therefore,

0 and (en|Lsz|em) =0 for

tr{LkgtLL} = Z (€mlotl€m) (em|LLLk|em)

=2 zm(t) Z (emlL}len) (enlLilem)

S

m
=2 i’mxm(t)- (S119)
We first calculate of™" as follows:
env = ZtT{LthLk}Sk
=3 Z(tr{LthLk} - tr{Lk’QtLJ]E:/})sk
1
Z Z n’rnmm(t mnxn(t)]sk
"2
k m,n
1 k
=3 S S E () = 1 (1)] (S120)
k m,n mn

10

Consequently, we can calculate

o = afp+afnv

=-2 2l

k m#n

m(t) - rmnacn ()] Inz,(t)

1 k

+ 5 Z [ smmm(t) mnx'fb(t)] ln k’
k m,n Tmn

1 / T ()
=3 [ @ () = T (8)] 10

2 k m,n xn(t)
+1 [rF e (t) —1F o (t)]ln o

2 k m,n e mn 1]2”:71

1 k k l’m(t)
- t) - W (t Tnm

35 T [hor ) =) e
=3 3 ok (). (S121)

k m,

n
Similarly, the dynamical activity rate can also be calcu-
lated as

(S122)

By applying the triangle inequality and Jensen’s inequal-
ity, we obtain the desired inequality (S118) as

2 2l

(t) - rmna:nun]

(m.m)eE
<—Zkzmz;|rnmxm(t) ¥ (b
of @) (oF )\
-2 2 5)
< Utcb(‘”)_l (S123)
2 2a;
O
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