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U sing a set ofgeneralm ethods developed by K rotov A . I.K onnov and V . A .K rotov, A utom ation
and Rem ote Control, 60, 1427 (1999)], we extend the capabilities of O ptim al C ontrol T heory to
the N onlinear Schrodinger E quation (NLSE).The paper begins w ith a general review of the K rotov
approach to optin ization. A fthough the lnearized version of the m ethod is su cient for the linear
Schrodinger equation, the full exibility of the general m ethod is required for treatm ent of the
nonlihear Schrodinger equation. Fom al equations for the optim ization of the NLSE, aswell as a
concrete algorithm are presented. A san illustration, we consider a B oseE instein condensate niially
at rest In a ham onic trap. A phase develops across the BEC when an optical lattice potential is
tumed on. The goal is to counter this e ect and keep the phase at by adjuisting the trap strength.
The problem is form ulated in the lJanguage of O ptin alControlTheory (O CT) and solved using the
abovem ethodology. To our know ledge, this isthe rst rigorous application ofOCT to the N onlinear
Schrodinger equation, a capability that is bound to have num erous other applications.

I. NTRODUCTION

In recent yearsmuch progress has been m ade in the use of O ptin alControlTheory (OCT ), to coherently control

quantum m echanical system s govemed by the Schrodinger equation. Such system s include controlled m anjpulations
ofm olecular wave packets 'g}, 'Q:, ::4.], high ham onic generation i_ll] and realization of quantum ocom puting algorithm s
1.
" In this paper for the rst time the application of OCT is extended In a system atic way to system s govemed by
the NLSE, such as solitons In  ber optics and B oseE Instien condesates BEC ’s) in atom ic physics. W e begin wih a
generaldescription of the K rotov iterative m ethod i_d]. W e descrbe rst its application to quantum system s govemed
by the linear Schrodinger equation and then show how a generalized version of this m ethod {j] can be used to treat
non-lnear problem s.

F inally we consider a concrete problm govemed by the NLSE , nam ely a BEC evolring under the G rossP itaevskii
equation. Theuse ofa BEC asa realization ofquantum com puting isw idely being considered, as this is a m acroscopic
entity which nevertheless behaves quantum m echanically. The fact that a BEC carrdes a de nite phase which can
be m anipulated and controlled is a striking m anifestation of this quality. For m any com putation applications it is
desirable to split the BEC up into localized pieces each ofwhich can then be viewed asa quantum bi and m anijpulated
as such. This is achieved by the sw itching on of an optical lattice potential; how ever the sw itching on of the optical
lattice causes a phase to accum ulate across the BEC which is undesirable for use in com puting applications. It is the
cancellation ofthis e ect which is the goalofthism odel problem .

T he outline ofthe paper is as follow s: In section ITthe K rotovm ethod is reviewed. Its application to linear problem s
In generaland the Schrodinger equation in particular are discussed. Section ﬂIlL deals w ith the application ofO C T to
the NLSE problem s and dem onstrates this by solving the BEC problem m entioned above. Finally in section -N. we
conclude and suggest further applications.

II. KROTOV METHOD OF OPTIM IZATION
A . D escription of problem

Consider a state of som e system which can be de ned by a vector of variables and which is controlled by a set of
variables u, through the state equations ofm otion

—= £ u): 1)

The initialvalue of , (0) = o, Is xed but evolves over tine to some nalvaluie ()= 1. The history of
evolving state vectors is called the state tra ctory and the history of control input is term ed the control history or
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jist the control®.

G ven the tractory (t) and the controlu (t), we de nea process’w = ( ();u(t)) asa pairofhistories (t), u(t)
satisfying eqg. (_]:) . W e can now de ne the ob ctive finctionalon the processw :
Z T
Jwl=F ( @)+ '@ ©uo)dy @)

0

whereF ( (T)) and £f0°@ @);u)) are general functions that represent the dependence of J on the tem nal and
Interm ediate tin e valuesof respectively. Tt isrequired to nd a processw forw hich the ob fctive obtains its an allest
vale.

B . U tility constructs and de nitions

For a continuously di erentiable scalar function (t; ), we de ne the ollow Ing functional

ZT
LWw; 1=G (1) R(@E ©;ru)dt ©; o0); 3)
0
where
G(g)=F(g)+ @; 1); @)
R u) = S—f(t; ) £04 su)+ @Et € ): ®)

The functions R and G are designed to separate out the dependence of L w; ] on the naltime and Intem ediate
tin e respectively.

Tt can be shown that rany function andprocessw = ( @©);ut)),LWw; 1= J W ]. Thederivation goes as follow s:
Z T
Liwv; 1= G(r1) R ©ru)dt ©; o)
O S d
= F + ; —f ; 9% ;u)+ — dt 0;
(1) T; 1) . @ ( u) ( u) et ( 0)
21 o @ d
= F + ; -+ — £ t; ; dt 0;
(1) (T; 1) . e et ot ( u) ©; o)
Z d Z
= F(r)+ @T;1) —dt+ £9°% ;udc  0; o)
o dt 0
Z T
= F(1)+ £2°4 su)de= JWwl: ®)

0
Obviously therefore, m InIn izing L w; ] orany miinizesd W], and m inin izing L Ww; ] can be achieved by sspa—
rately m inin iIzihg G ( 7 ) and maxim izinhg R (& ;u).
It is convenient for later reference to de ne the function H through the follow ing relation
@ « ) @
i— )+ — G )i (7)
@ Qt
w here
H @ ;up=pf ;u) £2@ 5u): @®)

N ote the extra param eterin H denoted p, which em phasizesthat and S— should be treated as independent variables,
with regpect to H .

1 Here and throughout the follow ing, vector treatm ent of the appropriate variables is assum ed although all vector notation is om itted
to avoid congestion. M ultiplication of vector variables is therefore to be understood as a dot product. An indexed notation of vector
com ponents w illbe used only when unavoidable for clarity and sum m ation convention w ill then be im plied.



C . An iterative algorithm

W e now retum to ourm ain goaland describe the K rotov iterative m ethod for nding a sequence of processes fw ;g
which m onotonically decrease the value of the ob fctive J W ] i_é, :_Q]. T he central idea is that as we have com plete
freedom In choosing the potential ( ;t), we can construct such that our current estin ate of the state history w ill
maxim ize L Ww; ], and so becom e the worst of all possible histories. W e are then free to nd a new estim ate for the
controlu (t) which willm Inim ize L v ; ] w ith respect to its explicit dependence on u (t), w ithout worrying about the
e ectofu() on L w; ]through the change of (t), asthat can only be in proved.

W e begin by takihg an arbitrary controlhistory u® (t) and the corresponding state trapctory °© () which constitute
together a process w° .

1.We rstoonstructa function (; ) such thatL Ww; ]Jisamaxinum wih respectto (t) atthepojntwO.Thjs
is equivalent to the follow Ing two conditions:

R; “0;u°@®) = mmR & ©;u’ ) ©)

G (1) maxG ( 1); (10)
w here the finctionsR and G are calculated using thenew (t; ). In otherwordswe choose (t; ) such that our
current ° () willbe the worst ofallpossble (t)’s in m nin izihg the obctive L fv; 1= JWw] M axin izhg R,
m inin Izng G ). Any changein brought about by a new choice ofu (t) w illnow only in prove them inin ization
of T ]. (see gure )

R(y)

L.
>

W W

FIG .1: Sketch ofvariousR ( ) detem ined by di erent choicesof (t; ). The construction of (t; ) istheonethatm inim izes
R()at = o, ie. istheworst R at the current .

2.For (; () we nd a controlu (t) that m axin izesH (t; ;u;g—) and denote it by

w; ) argmaxH (& ;u;S—)

= argmaxR (& ;u): (11)
u

N ote that the controlwu (t; ) is stilla function of . This freedom willbe rem oved in the next step.

3.Werequirethatu(; ) and (b) be consistent w ith each other through the equations ofm otion. T he equation
of m otion (-'!4') (w ith its initial conditions) together w ith the equation for the controlu = w(t; ) {_11;), provide
tw o equations for the two unknowns u and . These equationsm ay be solved self consistently foru and (b,
obtaining the new processw = (u; ).

4. Tt isnow guaranteed thatm inin ization ofthe cb fctive hasbeen in proved so that J v 1< J Ww°]; this com pletes
the current iteration. The new w becom es a starting point for the next iteration, w ! w?, and operations 1-3
can now be repeated to achieve fiirther decrease In the ob fctive.

W e proceed to prove that indeed thenew JiWw] JW°]. First we assert using eq. @) that
Jw’l Jwl=LWw’ 1 L, I: 12)
Also



Z T
Lw’ 1 Lb; 1= G(2) G(o)+ R (Mum) RE Co;u’®) de
0
= 1+ 2+ 35 a3)
w here

1= G(2) G(q1); (14)

Z T
2 = R(; @©;u®) REG ©;u’®) dg @5)

ZOT
3 = R; ©;u°@w) REG °o;u’w) de (16)

The nonnegativenessof 3 and ; ©llow from conditions 6'_55) and C_l-C_i) regpectively, and by eg. C_l-]_;), the choice ofa
new controlensures the nonnegativeness of . This com pletes the proof.

D . Construction of to 1lst order in

In in plem enting the above iterative m ethod the m ain di culty lies in step 1. Here it is necessary to determ ine a
function (t; ) that, by conditions (_S%) and {_ig), w ill ensure the absolute m axinum and m inimum of the fiinctions
R and G respectively on the trapctory o (t), ie. to choose (t; ) to give the worst possble L [ o; ]. A necessary
condition Hr an extremum ofR and G atw® = ( %;u) is the existence of a stationary point there, but in order to
m ake the conditions su cient, it is necessary to add conditions ofpositivity and negativity on the second derivatives
ofR and G respectively.

W e leave the additional requirem ents on the second derivatives for a later section and restrict ourselves in this
section solely to detemm ining the conditions fr a stationary point in R and G, which are as Hllow s: 2

2 t; 0 t;
iR (t; 0;u0) = uf(t; 0;u0)+ @_if(t; O;UO) ifo(t; 0;u0)+ Eu
@ Q@ 2 T @ 5 st
2 t; 0 t;
= iH € %u; )+ Mf(t; 0.49) + Eu
¢ e’ et @
- & % )+ e e,e e o
e ete et @
¢ 0..0 d
= —H(®t ;u; )+ —=0 .
e ( u’; ) = .
QG g;uo) _ @F(?,u0)+ e (T; g)
@ T @ T @ -
F O; 0
= e )+ T 18)
@
where®
¢ 0
©=g- & "®: 09)

2 In the derivation below the Hllow ing delicate point should be noted: R (t; ;u) is by de nition a function of three variables, whereas
H (t; ;u;p) isa function of an additionalargument p= @ =@ . In other words although p depgnds on with respect to R, this isnot
the case with respect to H where and p are to be taken as independent variables. In eq. (E"/:) we wish to vary R w ith respect to
which m eans H must be varied in both and p; @R=@ $ f@p=Q@ )@=Q@p+ @=@ gH .

3 W e stress that in the ®llow ing de nition, (t) isa fiunction solely of t and is obtained by inserting the explicit dependence of 0 (t) into
@ (t; )=@ . Thisexplainsthe advance to the third line in eq. (EL’Z) w here the total tin e derivative of @ (t; )=Q 7 o istranslated to a
sim ple tim e derivative of (t).



E'q. C_l-z:) and d_1-§‘) can be restated as an equation ofm otion %r the vector and the de nition of H (& ;u;p), 9.
@), can be used to rew rite the equation ofm otion for , eg. @), in the ©low ing com pact form

@ 0...0
= —H & “u;
_ e ( )
. o @F ( 9;uf)
w ith boundary conditions (T )= @7 20)
T
@ 0
—= —H (& jui; )
e (
w ith boundary conditions ()= o: 21)

T hese equations constitute a so cglled Ham iltonian system with a Ham ittonian H (t; ;u; ), and the variables and
are said to be conjugate. Eq. C_lg‘) show s that the variable representsthe function (; ) to rstorderin .Egs.
C_Z-(_i,z-]_}) give the prescription for constructing (t).

C reating the conjugate variable to fil 11 the above requiram ents enforces a stationary point n R and G wih
regpectto . A sexplained above it isalso necessary, In the generalcase, that the stationary point be an extrem um and
therefore that the second derivatives of G and R w ith respect to  are negative and positive regoectively. H ow ever for
problem s linear In it so happens that a stationary point is su cient. Thisw illbe illustrated by a concrete exam ple
In the next section, afferwhich we retum to ourm ain line ofdiscussion com pleting the conditions forobtaining (; )
In the generalnonlinear case.

E. A linear problem and application to the Linear Schrodinger equation optim ization

Consider a problem where the equations ofm otion are linear in the state varable

—=af) ; F(r)=br; £'=£%@W: @2)
W e proceed to show that it issu cient to choose (5 )= () to ad'l'j«;eve m onotonic Increase in the ob gctive at
each iteration. The Ham iltonian for this problem by the de nition, eq @), isH & ;u; )= a@) fOw), sowe
get by applying eq. @0)
_= a(uo) ;  wih boundary conditions (T)= b: 23)
U sing the above we nd that
Rt; ;u’) = aw? s (a@’) + @—) £
" et et
= f£fw); @4)
G(r)=Dbt+ 7 =0+ 1) 1=0; (25)

which are independent of . Thisinpliesthatboth 1 and 3 In egs. C_fl_ll) and t_ig') vanish. By m axin izing . (eq.
@5)), the ob fctive is guaranteed to decrease at each iteration. N ote that in the linear case there is no need to check
the second derivatives of G and R since, asR islnearin and we set S—Rj o = 0,R must be independent of . (see
gure :14') T herefore the controlu can be m ade to m axin ize R w ithout the resulting change In  (t) having any e ect
on the ob gctive.
T he above exam ple encom passes the problem of optin ization of a quantum m echanicalw ave fiinction govemed by
the linear Schrodinger equation

ja= i @)y i ©26)

Som e care is necessary, how ever, if the ob gctive takesthe form F ( )= h ¢ P j 7 i, which isnot strictly linear In
the state vector as in eg. C_Z-Z_i) . Another com plication arises from the fact that the state vector isan element ofa
com plex H ibert space. W e therefore work this problem out in full, and show that nevertheless the above choice of
is su cient In these problem s just as in the linear exam ple, due to the fact that the target progction operator P is
positive de nite. ﬁgi', i(_i]

Asabove,wesst (; )= h j i+ h ji Where we have included the com plex conjigate as an extra independent
state variable) and thus get for the H am iltonian of the problem

H@ ;u; ) = dh #94i+dh Y531 )
= 2=h Hwjii fw); @7)



w hich using eqg. C_Z-Q') yields for the conjugate vector
ii= #HYw)i i
w ith boundary conditions j ti= P j 2 i: 28)
R einserting this equation and is com plex conjigate into the ormulas orR and G we have

Ret; ;u) = i Ha%ji+ h HYa®31i L2
+h_ji+h ji
= ffa” 29
G(r)= hrPjrithrjrithjri
= hrPjrithiPIrithPJri (30)
R is independent of as above, which guarantees that 3 of eqg. C_l-é) vanishes. G is dependent on r; however
(denoting = ) the positivenessof 1=h PJj i g :;Ll_lr) is alw ays guaranteed due to the positiveness
ofP . A lematively, note that the second derivative ofG,@@:i@GT = P < 0isalwaysnegative due to the positiveness

of P, assuring that the condition oramaximum ofG ( () is autom atically m et. 4

A nother Intricate point regarding these problem s which is often m issed, is the follow ng. In m any problem s in
quantum m echanics i so happens that the equations ofm otion are linear in the controlvariable u, nam ely the eld.
T hism eans that strictly speaking there is no properm axinum in the H am iltonian ofthe controlsystem H (t; ;u; )
w ith respect to u, and stage 2 ofthe algorithm (eq. C_l-]_l)) cannot be properly fiil lled. Thisproblem is often overcom e
by adding a penaly finction, £° @) quadratic in u to the ob fctive as in plicitly indicated above. The physical
Interpretation of this construction is that placing a penalty on the uence of the eld, constrains the algorithm to
search out the optim aldirection ofu rather than m inin izing the ob fctive by varying ism agnitude. T he price paid
by this solution, how ever, is that the algorithm offen exertsmuch e ort Into m Inin izing the super cialpenalty part
of the ob fctive at the expense of the really required term inalpart.

An altemative way to overcom e this problem is by noticing that the algorithm does not really require that the
Ham ilttonian be m axin ized by u at each iteration. A llthat Jls_rlea]Jy required is that the H am iltonian be increased by
the new choice ofu, which isenough to ensurethat , (eg. (10)) be nonnegative. T he penaly function can therefore
be dropped and at each iteration u should be ncreasedu ! u+ ! %—Hu, where ! is som e m acroscopic constant
which can be chosen arbitrarily’ This is not to be confiised, despite the form alsin ilarity, w ith the gradient m ethods
w here the correction to u m ust alwaysbe an allsuch that itse ect on any changein willrem ain in the linear regim e.

F. Construction of to 2nd order in

A s noted above, for an equation ofm otion non linear in the state variable, it is necessary to fiul 11 conditions on
the second dervatives of R and G and therefore must be chosen to contain higher orders in . W e therefore take

1
)= i1t > 198 © 5 (31)
where i= i f, and the fiinctions ;3 are to be detemm ined such as to obtain the required extrema n R and G .
T he conditions supplem entary to eg. t_lj—:}é), necessary or ful 1ling eg. (_-9-:_1(_):), are the llow ing system ofdi erential
nequalities:

@ZR t; 0; 0
frR 0 frR=- ,ORE mD) (32)
¢ i@ j
€°G ( )
e 0; &c = — Ty (33)

Ti
@ Ti@ T3

4 Another way to m ap the quantum controlproblem s onto the linear exam ple is by form ulating the Schrodinger equation in the density
m atrix form alism of Liouville space like so: j_ i = il j i with theobfctiveF ( ¢ ) = IB j i where B is som e target state. In this form
the equivalence to the linear case becom es self evident.

5 The choice of ! isnot restricted by the algorithm , how ever som e lin it m ust exist through the physics and num erics of the problem .
The can also be adjusted at willduring the optin ization to In prove convergence. T he choice of the symbol intentionally points to
the sim ilarity ofthe role this param eter plays w ith that ofthe strength ofthe penalty im posed above and to the sim ilarity of the resulting
form s for choice of the new u. T he di erence ends up being solely that the proposed m ethod takes 1@H =@u to be a correction to the
old eld instead of an entirely new choice.



For the positivity and negativity of the quadratic orm s R and d?G respectively it su ces to set

e 0.0y _ 0 forany i6 j
T jR(t, ju’) = . 0 prali- j (34)
@? o 0 Prany i6 j
TR . 0 Pralli- 3 (35)

where ; and ; are som e nonnegative finctions. Inserting the full orm ofR and G into the above equations yields a
set ofn b + 1)=2 equations ofm otion for the functions ;;, where n is the dim ension of the state vector. Thism eans
that the dim ension ofthe system grow sproportionately to the square ofn, and for large n the expense of solving this
system nom ally becom es too high.

In L‘zl] it is proved that for certain classes of finctionals conditions g-_ﬂ,:_igi) can be fiul lled by taking according to
eq. 1) wih

e T 1+ Pri= i

p®= Bris j

(36)
2 0 -
ZFiéTT) alwaysfil llscondition (35) and it can be shown thatas ;j j! 1,

for these classes of functionals, condition éé_i) is also ful lled. The strategy then is to begih wih = 0 and if the
ob ctive does not decrease, take Increasingly larger ;7j JJ juntila decrease in the ob ective is achieved.

where ; < O0Oand > 0.Taking

ITII. APPLICATION TO THE NLSE
A . G eneral form ulation
W e wish to apply this algorithm to optin izing a quantum system govemed by the nonlinear Schrodinger equation
j4i= #Hyo g Hii= i€+ 3 HI L 37)

where H = K + V is the usual linear H am iltonian operator consisting of kinetic and potential parts and  is the
coe cient of the additionalnon Iinear tem . T he ob fctive is de ned as for the linear case, asm inim izing

Z
J= hoPjri+ atf @) (38)
In realization of step 1 of the iterative method we choose (; ) = h ji+ h ji+ %h 33 1iand nd the
Ham iltonian of the system to be
H@ u; )= dh Hyoji+vdh #7531 L
= 2=h w31 £ (39)

Just as in the linear case. H owever it m ust be rem em bered that here HAN 1 dependson and , and therefore using
eq. @0) yields for the conjigate vector

ji= —H& “ju;
14 e ( u’i; )

= 1 (9% i idY+2 §5°%)5 4: (40)

Note that this equation di ers in two respects from is linear counterpart (eq. p8). First, it involves j °i, which
does not cause special problem s except that the vector 7 °im ust be stored and used in propagating j i. The m ore
cum bersom e di culty arises from the fact that the equation obtained is no longer linear in j i, but rather contains
an extra term linearin j iE h Jj. Nevertheless the coupled equations

a b
b a

@R Ji
@t J 1

= i K O,\ + ; 41)
0 K

-G



where K = 2 & a=9V ) +2 j°fandb= ( °)?, orin matrix Hm

“= iR +V)~; @2)

can be solved using the split operator m ethod for separating the treatm ent of the kinetic and potential parts of the
Ham iltonian: ~ t+ t)= e T2 ¥ to K 2 ¢) The kinetic evolution can be com puted using the usualFourier
transform m ethods and the potential part can be evaluated by diagonalization to give,

ajogz cos@ t) add t bsn @ t)

1
o . ; @3)
D bsnp v 2 ae®d

e =

p—-— N
withD = a? PF.Fially, htroducing the com plex conjigation operator C and the Fourier transform operator
7, this procedure yields the follow ing form ula or the num erical propagation step

A 3 2g2 A l b N
J e+ pi=ZFY¥elm = LfDoosCD t) aexp(@D t) + iD—sjn(D o Fetm th (t)i: (44)
a
Having obtained j (t)i for allt, we now proceed to realize step 2 of the algorithm and according to eq. C_l-li), nd
foreach point in tinea eld which m axin izesH (t; ;u;g—)= 2=h + % jI—f wj i £90 (u). O rm athem atically
w({; )= argmaxH (& ;u;@—): 45)

Step 3 of the algorithm is fi1l lled sin ultaneously w ith step 2, by sim ultaneously propagatmg u and such that
each new u (t) is used directly in propagating (t) ! t+ t). For we use Pmula .(36) and according to the
algorithm described in the previous section webegin wih = 0 and increasetheparameters ;j FJj juntilachieving
decrease of the ob fctive.

B . A pplication to a concrete problem

W e consider a 1D Bose Einstein Condensate BEC) con ned by a ham onic trap and govemed by the G ross—
P itaevskii equation

ji= 1€ +V +NU3 ) i a6)

where K, V are as above and N U, is the nonlinear atom -atom interaction strength, N being the num ber of atom s.
The BEC is initially in the ground state of the trap potential and is therefore stationary. An optical lattice is then
sw itched on, having the e ect of sgparating the BEC wave packet into a serdes of localized pieces. The potential
energy operator therefore takes the form V =Kx*+S Vo o< (kx),whereK isthe trap constant, k is the laser eld
wave num ber, V, is the lattice Intensity and the sw itching on function ofthe eld is denoted S (t) . In applications to
quantum com puting, these localized wave packets are to represent quantum bits. However, due to the nonlinearity
of the equations, the condensate develops a phase that varies from lattice site to lattice site (see gure :2:), which is
undesirable for quantum com puting, since these algorithm s assum e that there is zero relative phase am ong the various
single quantum bits. The problem is therefore to elin nate this phase pro l by adjusting the trap strength during
the sw tching on ofthe laser eld. From the OCT perspective the trap constant K (t) is taken as the controland the

ob pctive is to m inin ize the variance of the phase of the wave packet, ), atsome naltime T.The phase being a
+

mulivalied fiinction poses problem s; we therefore consider instead m inin izing the variance of cos( )— 3753 such
that the ob fctive becom es
J = hof ()i hoos(1)f
= h o (r)3 i h Fos(r)j i @7)

U sing the st part ofeqg. (20 ) we get the equations of m otion for asin eg. ('f_l-C_):) and taking a derivative of J w ih
respect to ; we get according to CZO the boundary condiions:

QJ 1, T
1= ——= <[rl+ -jricos(r)i(—+ 3): 48)
@ 2 T

The Ham iltonian ofthe problem isH (; ;K; )= K ©h + % ()% 27 iso that according to the above procedure
we mproveK ateach ferationby K ! K + 'h + % ( )%?ji.



Initial Wave Packet (t'=0)
1 T T T T T 1

, >
D
L7 0o
(%]
©
e
Q
0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 71
-1 -08 -06 -04 -02 0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
Final wave function (t'=T) with no trap adjustment
4 T T T T T T T 5
3
D
W2 o Jo o
(%]
©
l ' m ““J “ “m “ :
Yy —08 —06 -04 -02 0.2 04 1
FIG.2: W ave packet at t= 0,and t= T w ith no trap adjistm ents.
C . Optim ization R esults
Follow ing ﬁl]]] we transform the NLSE to dim ensionless UIEIItS 9= t=tp and x°= x=xo where xy = x7r = 203 m
and ty = m;;o = 75m s. The Thom as¥em iradius Xty = 2 rp=m !trap gives the size of the condensate and is
de ned through a chem icalpotential h=ty ; detem ined by nom alization of the wave function to unity. The
wave function too is scaled ! Xty and Jn orderto keep the tin e scales of our 1D m odel com parable to the 3D

reality weadjistU ! CU by a factorC = m = 4 tl]:] Wetakety = 962 s, opticalwavelength = 589nm
ar_lgi Vo = 1094Er for the nal eld intensiy. A]lparam eters were taken to resem ble the experin ents described in
{L1]. Perform ing these transform ationswe end up nally with a din ensionkessNLSE,

o 1@’ .
ij4= 4 ax - + K (t)x + S (Vv co kx)+ U] f Jj i; 49)
where the trap constant K = !7_ t, the eld Intensity V = Votp=h = 2 250° and the nonlinear coe cient

U = % tr tp=h = 1039, such that all space, tin e and energy quantities are now expressed in unis ofxy, ty and h=ty
respectively.

Initially the wave packet is in an eigenstate of the potential w ith trap constant K ¢ = 779 and is therefore static.
T he sw itching on function plotted In gure :ﬁ]:, tums on the optical potential at a quarter of the optim izing interval
(T=4) and is constant from there to the naltime. W ith no adaption of the trap constant a phase develops across
the wave function as shown in gure ﬁ T he optin ization process decreases the ob ective m onotonically as plotted in

gure B. and yields a strategy ofmcreasmg K=K (@t K otoachievea atphassatthe naltine, T = 1500 s.

T hese striking results are shown in gure -4.

Iv. CONCLUSIONS

U sing a set ofgeneralm ethods developed by K rotov w e have extended the capabilities of O ptim alC ontrolT heory to
the Nonlinear Schrodinger E quation NLSE).A though the linearized version ofthem ethod is su cient for the linear
Schrodinger equation, the full exibility of the generalm ethod is required for a rigorous treatm ent of the nonlnear
Schrodinger equation. M ention should be m ade of the interesting recent work of Homung and de V ivieR iedle @-2_:],
applying optin ization technigques to m olecule form ations in a BEC, although the function in that work inclided
linear tem s only. A parallel approach was pursued by P otting et al [_l-g] w ho used genetic algorithm s to control the
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FIG . 3: Ob fctive decrease as function of iteration.
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FIG .4: Optin ized trap strength evolution (pottom ), and nalwave packetatt=T (top). The atphase is strkingly apparent.

mom entum state of a BEC . The signi cance of this paper is twofold. First, both form al equations and a concrete
and e cient algorithm were presented for optim izing the NLSE in cases where the nonlinear term s are signi cant.

Second, the m ethodology was applied successfillly to an interesting physical problem confronting the use of trapped
BoseE Instein condensates BEC s) for quantum com puting, nam ely producing a constant nalphase pro l acrossthe
condensate after an optical Jattice is tumed on. Further work on understanding analytically the m echanism found by
OCT isstillunderway. W e believe the w orking equations developed here w illhave m any m ore applications In system s
govemed by the NLSE , including both BEC s and soliton ber optics.
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