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The analytical expression for shortcuts to adiabaticity for any switching time and any thermally isolated
system performing a finite-time and weak process is presented. It is based on the universal solution of
the optimal protocols of weak processes, where the extension to adiabatic processes was made by means
of the concept of waiting time. Two examples are solved to verify the validity of such shortcuts: the
typical case of oscillatory relaxation function and the transverse-field quantum Ising chain. In the end, a
discussion about the limitations of the applicability of these shortcuts in quantum annealing is made.

INTRODUCTION

Although finding optimal protocols for the work spent in
a thermodynamic process may be urgent, the desire to find
situations where these protocols are the best ones is more
urgent. These best protocols are called shortcuts to adia-
baticity, where the driving achieves the minimal possible
energy in a reasonable process time [1, 2]. The aim of this
work is to find a regime where one can propose shortcuts
to adiabaticity for a variety of systems.

Previous studies show that such shortcuts to adiabaticity
exist in the context of finite-time and weak drivings [3, 4].
However, the solutions proposed were restricted to con-
tinuous protocols, removing therefore a class of admissi-
ble functions where the solutions are given by distribu-
tions such as Dirac deltas and their derivatives [5]. In
another study, universal solutions for the optimal protocol
for isothermal and weak processes were found considering
these admissible functions [6]. The question is then pro-
posed: is it possible to extend such a procedure to adiabatic
processes and find universal shortcuts to adiabaticity where
these admissible functions are taken into account?

The answer is positive. First, after proposing the con-
cept of waiting time to unify the treatment of the optimal
protocols for isothermal and adiabatic processes, I solved
the optimal protocol problem of two important examples in
order to find a structure for such a solution. The suggested
universal result is proven to be a shortcut to adiabaticity for
any switching time and any thermally isolated system, ever
since appropriate frequencies are found.

In particular, one of these examples is the transverse-
field quantum Ising chain, which is a prototype of an adia-
batic quantum computer[7-16]. My result shows therefore
that we can completely suppress the errors due to excita-
tions in non-equilibrium drivings in a quantum annealing
procedure if we choose such shortcuts to adiabaticity to
perform the process. A discussion however of the appli-
cability is made in the face of the necessary criteria to hold
linear-response theory [17].

PRELIMINARIES

Excess work

I start defining notations and developing the main con-
cepts to be used in this work.

Consider a quantum system with a Hamiltonian
H(A(t)), where A(t) is a time-dependent external param-
eter. Initially, this system is in contact with a heat bath
of temperature 5 = (k‘BT)_l, where kg is Boltzmann’s
constant. The system is then decoupled from the heat bath
and, during a switching time 7, the external parameter is
changed from )\ to Ao + d\. The average work performed
on the system during this process is

W= /T (ONH(t)) A(t)dt, (1)

where 0, is the partial derivative for A and the super-
scripted dot is the total time derivative. The generalized
force (O\H(t)) is calculated using the trace over the den-
sity matrix p(t)

(A(1)) = tr{Ap(t)} 2)

where A is some observable. The density matrix p(t)
evolves according to Liouville equation

1
)= Lp = - ,7‘[ 5 3
p=Lp:=——[pH] 3)
where L is the Liouville operator, [-, -] is the commutator

and p(0) = p. is the initial canonical density matrix. Con-
sider also that the external parameter can be expressed as

A(t) = Ao + g(t)dA, “4)

where to satisfy the initial conditions of the external param-
eter, the protocol g(¢) must satisfy the following boundary
conditions

9(0) =0, g(r)=1. 5

Linear response theory aims to express the average of
some observable until the first order of some perturba-
tion considering how this perturbation affects the observ-
able and the non-equilibrium density matrix [18]. In our
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case, we consider that the parameter does not consider-
g(t)oN/Ao| < 1, for all

€ [0, 7]. Using the framework of linear-response theory
[18], the generalized force (0, (t)) can be approximated
until the first-order as

(OaH(1)) =

(O\H)o + OX (D3 H), 9(t)
‘ (©6)

— 5\ Y /d/,

/0 do(t — )g(t)dt

where the (-),, is the average over the initial canonical den-
sity matrix. The quantity ¢¢(¢) is the so-called response
function [18], which can be conveniently expressed as the
derivative of the relaxation function W (¢) [18]

_dY,
Po(t) = v (7)
where
o (t) = BIONH(L)O\H(0))o + C, (&)

being the constant C calculated via the final value theorem
[18]. In this manner, the generalized force, written in terms
of the relaxation function, is

(OxH()) = (D M)y — OATog(t)
t 9
+(5)\/ Wy (t —t)g(t")dt', ®
0
where Wy (t) = Uy(0) — (03, H),. Combining Eqgs. (1)

and (9), the average work performed at the linear response
of the generalized force is

W= ox (o3, — 2,

+5A2/ /\I'Ot—t

We remark that in thermally isolated systems, the work is
separated into two contributions: the quasistatic work W
and the excess work W,,. We observe that only the double
integral on Eq. (10) has “memory” of the trajectory of A(t).
Therefore the other terms are part of the contribution of the
quasistatic work. Thus, we can split them as

OGN ~
Was = SX (03H), — Vo, (11)

ex—é}?/ /\I’ot—t

In particular, the excess work can be rewritten using the
symmetry property of the relaxation function, W(t) =
W(—t) (see Ref. [18]),

2
5/\//\Ifot—t W)aD)ddr.  (13)

We remark that such treatment can be applied to classic
systems, by changing the operators to functions, and the
commutator by the Poisson bracket [18].

(10)
(") g(t)dt' dt.

tg(t)de'dt.  (12)

Optimal excess work

Consider the excess work rewritten in terms of the pro-
tocols g(t) instead of its derivative

IN?

W =5 U (0 )—1—5/\2/ o (1 —t)g(t)dt (14)

6)\2/ / (t— )

Using calculus of variations, we can derive the Euler-
Lagrange equation that furnishes the optimal protocol
g*(t) of the system that will minimize the excess work

/th—t) (W)t = o(r 1) (16)

In particular, the optimal excess work will be [19]

2 2 T
oA oA / Bo(r — t)g"(H)dt.  (17)
0

Hg(t)dtdt'.  (15)

Wi =—Y(0
ex 2 () 2

Universal optimal protocol

To derive the universal solution of Eq. (16), I will ba-
sically use the symmetric property of the optimal proto-
col [19]

g (t) =1—=g"(r = 1), (18)
First, I open the right-hand side of Eq. (16) in the appropri-
ate integrals

/t\I'(t Vg ()dt—i—/T\If(t Vg (O)dt! = b (r—1)

(19)
Using the symmetric property (18) in the second term of
the right-hand side of Eq. (19), one can show that

t T—t
/ B(t— g ()t = / B(r—t — 9" (t)dt"
0 0
(20)
Therefore, Eq. (20) must be equal to a symmetric function
h(t), such that, h(t) = h(7T —t). Using the solution of the
Euler-Lagrange equation, the above result is equal to

t t
/ (t— t)g" (#)dt’ = / B(t—t)(1—g*(r—t))dt,
0 0
21)
which is another way to express the symmetry of the op-
timal protocol. Consider, by simplicity, a function gy (%),
such that

/ Bt — )go(#)dt’ = Co, @)
0

where Cj is a constant in time. Applying the convolution
theorem we have

wit) = {2

WRTTONG, } @, @



where £,{-} and £;'{-} are respectively the Laplace and
inverse Laplace transform. Assuming that £,{U(¢)}(s)
can be expressed as a Taylor series in s = 0, we have by
applying Horner-Ruffini method

1 1 - .
LAU()Ms) LAV ()}(s) — sP(0) _,;2&"8 '
(24)

‘We have then as solution

go(t) = Cy <a_2t tai+ Y a,6™ (t)) . (25)

n=0
We demand that the constant C'y must be equal to a number
where it holds the time-reversal symmetry

90(t)=Co Y a0 (7—t) = 1—go(T—t)+Co Y _ a, 8™ (

n=0 n=0
(26)
Since the Dirac deltas and their derivatives will cancel out,
the constant will be

Co - 1

_ . 27
a_oT + 2a_4 @7

In this manner, the optimal protocol, by construction, will
be

g (t) = % (go(t) +1 — go(T —t)+ (28)

Co f: a, (8" (t) — ™ (7 — t))) .9

in which, by substituting Eq. (25) and (27), we will have

g (t) =

t—a_, i an (0 () — 8 (1 —t))
a_oT 4+ 2a_4 a_oT 4+ 2a_4
(30)
which is the universal optimal protocol. In particular, the
first terms when calculated are

)

n=

v(t)
o =—1 =Ly —= ¢ (0). 31
a_z , a1 t{\I’(O)}() (31)
Also, to preserve the time-reversal symmetry in the points
t = 0 and t = 7, one must define 5 (0) = 6 (7) = 0,
foralln € NV.

UNIVERSAL SHORTCUT TO ADIABATICITY

To find a universal shortcut to adiabaticity, consider that
the excess work should be null. Therefore, it holds

/OT U(r —t)g* (t)dt = —W(0).

Applying the Laplace transform for 7, the optimal protocol
should be

(32)

LA{g"(1)}(s) = (33)

sLB(T)}(s)

3

where we took W (0) = 1 without loss of generality. Ob-
serve that this expression can be rewritten in terms of the
function g, since it was constructed by symmetry with it

_sLAg0(7)}(s)

Lolo(rhs) = -ZRDES oy

or still

9o(7)
T)=—"—"-—2.
9(7) o
Using the expressions for ¢(¢) and go(t) calculated in 7 in
Eq. (35), we have

(35)

a_oT+a_q

= —a_s. 36
a_oT +2a_, 2 (36)

Since a_5 = —1, we must have
: a_1=0. (37)
Therefore, ever since the system presents a_; = 0, the
optimal protocol is a shortcut to adiabaticity. Observe that
the examples calculated in Ref. [6] have a_; = —7g # 0,

which implies that such systems do not present a shortcut
to adiabaticity.

EXAMPLES

Cosine relaxation function

First I solve the optimal protocol problem of a typical re-
laxation function of thermally isolated systems performing
an adiabatic process [20]

U(t) = Uy coswt. (38)
Applying the method, the terms a,, will be
a_o=-1, a1 =0, ay=1/w° (39)
and
a, =0, (40)
with n. > 1. The optimal protocol will be
PO LI k. Gl § (41
T TW

As predicted, the optimal protocol is a shortcut to adia-
baticity for any switching time. Indeed, calculating the ex-
cess work (12), one has

Wex(T) = 0. (42)

It is interesting that in comparison with the other results
presented in Ref. [6] an interpretation of the relaxation time
of thermally isolated systems can be made in this case. In-
deed, one can assume by comparison that in this case

(43)

But what does that mean and how one can bring it into line
with the concept of relaxation time in an isothermal pro-
cess? First of all, calling such quantity “relaxation time”

TR:O.



for thermally isolated systems is technically wrong, since
the relaxation function does not decorrelate as systems per-
forming the isothermal processes do with the heat bath.
This new timescale must have an interpretation that coin-
cides with the relaxation time for isothermal processes and
must be zero for thermally isolated systems. I propose then
the following interpretation: this new timescale, which I
will call “waiting time”, is nothing more than the average
time necessary for the system to achieve its final state if
the process is stopped along the process. In this manner,
systems performing isothermal processes will equilibrate
with the heat bath, having therefore a positive waiting time,
while the ones performing adiabatic processes are already
in their final states once their processes are stopped, mean-
ing that their waiting time is null. In particular, for isother-
mal processes, the waiting time will coincide with the re-
laxation time. This interpretation also makes sense with
the time competition in a non-equilibrium process, where
the whole process is characterized by the ratio between the
switching time, which brings the system out of equilibrium,
and the waiting time, which leads the system to its final
state. At this point, in order to unify such interpretation for
both cases, I propose the following mathematical definition
for the waiting time

v(t)
Tw = L3 —= > (0), 44
whose derivation comes from the explicit calculation of the
term —a_;. The universal solution, valid for isothermal

and adiabatic processes, becomes

ry a5 () — 5 (1 —
(= LTy 3 @) = 1)

_T+2Tw T+ 27,

n=0

(45)
Since it is expected that 7, = 0 to any thermally isolated
systems, they have as optimal protocols shortcuts to adia-
baticity.

Transverse-field quantum Ising chain

The relaxation function of the transverse-field quantum
Ising chain taken initially at equilibrium with 7" = 0 and
periodic boundary conditions is [17]

N/2

16 JE o (2n—1 2¢(n)
Uy(t) = N; ) sin << N >7T> cos ( h
(46)
where
2n—1
e(n) = 2\/J2 +TI% —2JT cos << N > 7r>,
(47)

where J is the coupling energy of the system, [y the initial
magnetic field and IV is a even number of spins. Calculat-
ing the coefficients a,,, we have

a1 = 07 A2y, 7é 07

a_y = —1, azpy1 = 0. (48)

2 4 6 8 10
hr/J

FIG. 1. Optimal excess work calculated for the transverse-field
quantum Ising chain. Indeed, it is a shortcut to adiabaticity for
any switching time. It wasused h = 1,J = 1,I'g = 0.95,61" =
0.1, N = 10.

with n > 0. Since 7, = 0, the shortcut to adiabaticity will
be

g (52 (£) —

T

5@ (1 — 1))

(49)
n=0

To verify if it is indeed a shortcut, we calculate the ex-
cess work for driving with the following parameters: h =
1,J = 1,y = 0.95,0I' = 0.1, N = 10. In order to
avoid a calculation of an extensive series, we use the fact
that the solution of the optimal protocol is global [21], so
any solution found by alternative methods is an optimal
protocol. We proceed as follows: choosing a number of
Dirac delta and its derivatives equal to [V / 2, 1 let the co-
efficients a,, free of choice. I calculate the Euler-Lagrange
equation and constructed a linear equation system of those
coefficients in order to nullify the result. Since the num-
ber of frequencies in the relaxation function is N/2, the
system will have a solution. After solving it, I found posi-
tive “frequencies” €2,, for each one of the derivatives of the
Dirac delta. The calculation of the excess work result for
such a solution is depicted in Fig. 1. Indeed, as predicted,
we were able to completely suppress any excitation of the
non-equilibrium driving.

¢
> ’ DISCUSSION

Continuous part

For all examples treated here, the continuous part of the
shortcut to adiabaticity g (t) was given by
t
o(t) = —. 50
9c(1t) - (50)

Such a solution is consistent with previous results for ex-
treme cases where 7 > 7, [19]. Also, this continuous part



is restrained
0<go(t) <1, (51

forallt € [0,7], 0 < 7/7, < 00, meaning that it can be
used in linear-response theory. Therefore, the shortcut is
physically consistent.

Singular part

For all examples treated here, the singular part of the
optimal protocol g% (t) was given by

N/2 _ _
) §@r=1) () _ §CO-1) (7 _ ¢
gst) =Y () o =8 (s

n=1

where (,, were positive numbers, independent of 7 and
related to the parameters of the system. Therefore, for the
extreme cases where 7 > T,,, we have

Tl;>r£1w gs(t) =0, (53)

which corresponds again to the prediction in such
case [19].

Quantum annealing

In particular, the transverse-field quantum Ising chain
has direct applicability to quantum annealing, since this
system is a basic prototype of an adiabatic quantum com-
puter. In this manner, for any switching time, one can find a
solution that spends the minimal possible energy, avoiding
errors that come from the excitability of non-equilibrium
drivings. However, such a result is possible only on the
regime where linear-response theory holds, which implies
weak drivings of the magnetic field and a small number
of spins [17]. Effects when the Kibble-Zurek mechanism
starts to manifest with its diverging timescale may break
down such a result. Another possible challenge is the im-
plementation of Dirac deltas in the protocols, which as far
as I know has not been implemented in experiments [6].

FINAL REMARKS

In this work, I presented a universal solution for short-
cuts to adiabaticity for any thermally isolated system per-
forming a weak process. It relies only on the structure of
the universal solution of the optimal protocol of the ex-
cess work. Two examples are solved in order to find such
a structure: The cosine relaxation function, which encom-
passes a variety of systems, and the transverse-field quan-
tum Ising chain, which is a prototype of an adiabatic quan-
tum computer. The concept of waiting time is introduced in
order to unify the description of the universal solution for
isothermal and adiabatic processes as well. Also, although

the result suggests that errors that come from the excitabil-
ity of non-equilibrium drivings can be completely sup-
pressed, this only holds for regimes where linear-response
theory holds, that is, weak drivings of the magnetic field
and a small number of particles. When the Kibble-Zurek
mechanism starts to appear with its diverging timescale
may break down such a result.
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