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Using a setofgeneralm ethodsdeveloped by K rotov [A.I.K onnov and V.A.K rotov,Autom ation

and Rem ote Control,60,1427 (1999)],we extend the capabilities ofO ptim alControlTheory to

theNonlinearSchr�odingerEquation (NLSE).Thepaperbeginswith a generalreview oftheK rotov

approach to optim ization.Although the linearized version ofthe m ethod issu�cientforthe linear

Schr�odinger equation, the full
exibility of the generalm ethod is required for treatm ent of the

nonlinear Schr�odinger equation. Form alequations for the optim ization ofthe NLSE,as wellas a

concretealgorithm arepresented.Asan illustration,weconsideraBose-Einstein condensateinitially

at rest in a harm onic trap. A phase develops across the BEC when an opticallattice potentialis

turned on.Thegoalisto counterthise�ectand keep thephase
atby adjusting thetrap strength.

Theproblem isform ulated in thelanguage ofO ptim alControlTheory (O CT)and solved using the

abovem ethodology.To ourknowledge,thisisthe�rstrigorousapplication ofO CT to theNonlinear

Schr�odingerequation,a capability thatisbound to have num erousotherapplications.

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

In recentyearsm uch progresshasbeen m ade in the use ofO ptim alControlTheory (O CT),to coherently control

quantum m echanicalsystem sgoverned by the Schrodingerequation.Such system sinclude controlled m anipulations

ofm olecularwave packets[1,2,3],high harm onic generation [4]and realization ofquantum com puting algorithm s

[5].

In this paper for the �rst tim e the application ofO CT is extended in a system atic way to system s governed by

the NLSE,such assolitonsin �beropticsand Bose-Einstien condesates(BEC’s)in atom icphysics.W e begin with a

generaldescription oftheK rotov iterativem ethod [6].W edescribe�rstitsapplication to quantum system sgoverned

by the linearSchr�odingerequation and then show how a generalized version ofthism ethod [7]can be used to treat

non-linearproblem s.

Finally weconsidera concreteproblem governed by theNLSE,nam ely a BEC evolving undertheG ross-Pitaevskii

equation.TheuseofaBEC asarealization ofquantum com puting iswidely beingconsidered,asthisisam acroscopic

entity which nevertheless behaves quantum m echanically. The fact that a BEC carries a de�nite phase which can

be m anipulated and controlled is a striking m anifestation ofthis quality. For m any com putation applications it is

desirabletosplittheBEC up intolocalized pieceseach ofwhich can then beviewed asaquantum bitand m anipulated

assuch.Thisisachieved by the switching on ofan opticallattice potential;howeverthe switching on ofthe optical

latticecausesa phaseto accum ulateacrosstheBEC which isundesirableforusein com puting applications.Itisthe

cancellation ofthise�ectwhich isthe goalofthism odelproblem .

Theoutlineofthepaperisasfollows:In section IItheK rotovm ethod isreviewed.Itsapplication tolinearproblem s

in generaland theSchr�odingerequation in particulararediscussed.Section IIIdealswith theapplication ofO CT to

the NLSE problem sand dem onstratesthisby solving the BEC problem m entioned above. Finally in section IV we

concludeand suggestfurtherapplications.

II. K R O T O V M ET H O D O F O P T IM IZA T IO N

A . D escription ofproblem

Considera stateofsom esystem which can bede�ned by a vectorofvariables and which iscontrolled by a setof

variablesu,through the state equationsofm otion

_ = f(t; ;u): (1)

The initialvalue of , (0) =  0,is �xed but evolves over tim e to som e �nalvalue  (T) =  T . The history of

evolving state vectorsiscalled the state trajectory and the history ofcontrolinputisterm ed the controlhistory or

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0209195v2
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justthe control1.

G iven thetrajectory  (t)and thecontrolu(t),wede�nea ’process’w = ( (t);u(t))asa pairofhistories (t),u(t)

satisfying eq.(1).W e can now de�ne the objectivefunctionalon theprocessw:

J[w]= F ( (T))+

Z T

0

f
0(t; (t);u(t))dt; (2)

where F ( (T)) and f0(t; (t);u(t)) are generalfunctions that represent the dependence ofJ on the term inaland

interm ediatetim evaluesof respectively.Itisrequired to�nd aprocessw forwhich theobjectiveobtainsitssm allest

value.

B . U tility constructs and de�nitions

Fora continuously di�erentiablescalarfunction �(t; ),wede�ne the following functional

L[w;�]= G ( T )�

Z T

0

R(t; (t);u(t))dt� �(0; 0); (3)

where

G ( T ) = F ( T )+ �(T; T ); (4)

R(t; ;u) =
@�

@ 
f(t; ;u)� f

0(t; ;u)+
@

@t
�(t; ): (5)

The functions R and G are designed to separate out the dependence ofL[w;�]on the �naltim e and interm ediate

tim e respectively.

Itcan beshown thatforany function � and processw = ( (t);u(t)),L[w;�]= J[w].Thederivation goesasfollows:

L[w;�] = G ( T )�

Z T

0

R(t; (t);u(t))dt� �(0; 0)

= F ( T )+ �(T; T )�

Z T

0

�
@�

@ 
f(t; ;u)� f

0(t; ;u)+
@�

@t

�

dt� �(0; 0)

= F ( T )+ �(T; T )�

Z T

0

�
@�

@ 

@ 

@t
+
@�

@t
� f

0(t; ;u)

�

dt� �(0; 0)

= F ( T )+ �(T; T )�

Z T

0

d�

dt
dt+

Z T

0

f
0(t; ;u)dt� �(0; 0)

= F ( T )+

Z T

0

f
0(t; ;u)dt= J[w]: (6)

O bviously therefore,m inim izing L[w;�]forany � m inim izesJ[w],and m inim izing L[w;�]can be achieved by sepa-

rately m inim izing G ( T )and m axim izing R(t; ;u).

Itisconvenientforlaterreferenceto de�ne the function H through the following relation

R(t; ;u)� H (t; ;u;
@�(t; )

@ 
)+

@

@t
�(t; ); (7)

where

H (t; ;u;p)= pf(t; ;u)� f
0(t; ;u): (8)

Notetheextraparam eterin H denoted p,which em phasizesthat and
@�

@ 
should betreated asindependentvariables,

with respectto H .

1 H ere and throughout the following,vector treatm ent ofthe appropriate variables is assum ed although allvector notation is om itted

to avoid congestion. M ultiplication ofvector variables is therefore to be understood as a dot product. A n indexed notation ofvector

com ponents willbe used only when unavoidable forclarity and sum m ation convention willthen be im plied.
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C . A n iterative algorithm

W enow return to ourm ain goaland describetheK rotov iterativem ethod for�nding a sequenceofprocessesfw sg

which m onotonically decrease the value ofthe objective J[w][6,8]. The centralidea is that as we have com plete

freedom in choosing the potential�( ;t),wecan construct� such thatourcurrentestim ate ofthe statehistory will

m axim ize L[w;�],and so becom e the worstofallpossible histories.W e are then free to �nd a new estim ate forthe

controlu(t)which willm inim ize L[w;�]with respectto itsexplicitdependence on u(t),withoutworrying aboutthe

e�ectofu(t)on L[w;�]through the changeof (t),asthatcan only be im proved.

W ebegin by taking an arbitrary controlhistory u0(t)and thecorrespondingstatetrajectory  0(t)which constitute

togethera processw 0.

1.W e�rstconstructa function �(t; )such thatL[w;�]isa m axim um with respectto  (t)atthepointw0.This

isequivalentto the following two conditions:

R(t; 0(t);u0(t)) = m in
 

R(t; (t);u0(t)) (9)

G ( 0

T ) = m ax
 

G ( T ); (10)

wherethefunctionsR and G arecalculated usingthenew �(t; ).In otherwordswechoose�(t; )such thatour

current 0(t)willbethe worstofallpossible (t)’sin m inim izing theobjectiveL[w;�]= J[w](m axim izing R,

m inim izing G ).Any changein  broughtaboutby a new choiceofu(t)willnow only im provethem inim ization

ofJ[w].(see�gure1)

Ψ0

R(Ψ)

Ψ

FIG .1: Sketch ofvariousR ( )determ ined by di�erentchoicesof�(t; ).Theconstruction of�(t; )istheonethatm inim izes

R ( )at =  0,i.e.isthe worstR atthe current 0.

2.For�(t; (t))we�nd a controlu(t)thatm axim izesH (t; ;u;
@�

@ 
)and denoteitby

~u(t; ) = argm ax
u

H (t; ;u;
@�

@ 
)

= argm ax
u

R(t; ;u): (11)

Notethatthe control~u(t; )isstilla function of .Thisfreedom willbe rem oved in the nextstep.

3.W e requirethat ~u(t; )and  (t)be consistentwith each otherthrough the equationsofm otion.The equation

ofm otion (1)(with itsinitialconditions)togetherwith the equation forthe controlu = ~u(t; )(11),provide

two equationsforthe two unknownsu and  . These equationsm ay be solved selfconsistently foru and  (t),

obtaining the new processw = (u; ).

4.Itisnow guaranteed thatm inim ization oftheobjectivehasbeen im proved so thatJ[w]< J[w 0];thiscom pletes

the currentiteration.The new w becom esa starting pointforthe nextiteration,w ! w 0,and operations1-3

can now be repeated to achievefurtherdecreasein the objective.

W e proceed to provethatindeed the new J[w]� J[w 0].Firstweassertusing eq.(6)that

J[w 0]� J[w]= L[w 0;�]� L[w;�]: (12)

Also
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L[w 0;�]� L[w;�] = G ( 0T )� G ( T )+

Z T

0

�
R(t; (t);u(t))� R(t; 0(t);u0(t))

	
dt

= � 1 + � 2 + � 3; (13)

where

� 1 = G ( 0

T )� G ( T ); (14)

� 2 =

Z T

0

�
R(t; (t);u(t))� R(t; (t);u0(t))

	
dt; (15)

� 3 =

Z T

0

�
R(t; (t);u0(t))� R(t; 0(t);u0(t))

	
dt: (16)

The nonnegativenessof� 3 and � 1 follow from conditions(9)and (10)respectively,and by eq.(11),the choiceofa

new controlensuresthe nonnegativenessof� 2.Thiscom pletesthe proof.

D . C onstruction of� to 1st order in  

In im plem enting the above iterative m ethod the m ain di�culty liesin step 1. Here itisnecessary to determ ine a

function �(t; )that,by conditions(9)and (10),willensure the absolute m axim um and m inim um ofthe functions

R and G respectively on the trajectory  0(t),i.e. to choose �(t; )to give the worstpossible L[ 0;�]. A necessary

condition foran extrem um ofR and G atw 0 = ( 0;u0)isthe existence ofa stationary pointthere,butin orderto

m aketheconditionssu�cient,itisnecessary to add conditionsofpositivity and negativity on thesecond derivatives

ofR and G respectively.

W e leave the additionalrequirem ents on the second derivatives for a later section and restrict ourselves in this

section solely to determ ining the conditionsfora stationary pointin R and G ,which areasfollows:2

@

@ 
R(t; 0

;u
0) =

@2�(t; 0)

@ 2
f(t; 0

;u
0)+

@�

@ 

@

@ 
f(t; 0

;u
0)�

@

@ 
f
0(t; 0

;u
0)+

@

@t

@�(t; 0)

@ 

=
@

@ 
H (t; 0

;u
0
;�)+

@2�(t; 0)

@ 2
f(t; 0

;u
0)+

@

@t

@�(t; 0)

@ 

=
@

@ 
H (t; 0

;u
0
;�)+

�
@ 

@t

@

@ 
+

@

@t

�
@�(t; 0)

@ 

=
@

@ 
H (t; 0

;u
0
;�)+

d�

dt
= 0 (17)

@G (t; 0
T ;u

0)

@ T
=

@F ( 0
T ;u

0)

@ T
+
@�(T; 0T )

@ T

=
@F ( 0

T ;u
0)

@ T
+ �T = 0; (18)

where3

�(t)=
@

@ 
�(t; 0(t)): (19)

2 In the derivation below the following delicate point should be noted: R (t; ;u) is by de�nition a function ofthree variables,whereas

H (t; ;u;p)isa function ofan additionalargum entp = @�=@ .In other wordsalthough p depends on  with respect to R ,thisisnot

the case with respect to H where  and p are to be taken as independent variables. In eq. (17) we wish to vary R with respect to  

which m eans H m ustbe varied in both  and p;@R =@ $ f(@p=@ )@=@p + @=@ gH .
3 W e stressthatin the following de�nition,�(t)isa function solely oftand isobtained by inserting the explicitdependence of 0(t)into

@�(t; )=@ . Thisexplainsthe advance to the third line in eq.(17)where the totaltim e derivative of@�(t; )=@ j
 0 istranslated to a

sim ple tim e derivative of�(t).
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Eq. (17)and (18)can be restated asan equation ofm otion forthe vector� and the de�nition ofH (t; ;u;p),eq.

(8),can be used to rewritethe equation ofm otion for ,eq.(1),in the following com pactform

_� = �
@

@ 
H (t; 0

;u
0
;�)

with boundary conditions�(T)= �
@F ( 0

T ;u
0)

@ T
(20)

_ =
@

@�
H (t; ;u0;�)

with boundary conditions (0)=  0: (21)

Theseequationsconstitutea so called Ham iltonian system with a Ham iltonian H (t; ;u;�),and thevariables and

� aresaid to beconjugate.Eq.(19)showsthatthevariable� representsthefunction �(t; )to �rstorderin  .Eqs.

(20,21)givethe prescription forconstructing �(t).

Creating the conjugate variable � to ful�llthe above requirem ents enforces a stationary point in R and G with

respectto .Asexplained aboveitisalsonecessary,in thegeneralcase,thatthestationarypointbean extrem um and

thereforethatthesecond derivativesofG and R with respectto  arenegativeand positiverespectively.Howeverfor

problem slinearin  itso happensthata stationary pointissu�cient.Thiswillbeillustrated by a concreteexam ple

in thenextsection,afterwhich wereturn toourm ain lineofdiscussion com pletingtheconditionsforobtaining�(t; )

in the generalnonlinearcase.

E. A linear problem and application to the Linear Schr�odinger equation optim ization

Considera problem wherethe equationsofm otion arelinearin the statevariable

_ = a(u) ; F ( T )= b T ; f
0 = f

0(u): (22)

W e proceed to show thatitissu�cientto choose �(t; )= �(t) to achieve m onotonic increase in the objective at

each iteration. The Ham iltonian forthisproblem by the de�nition,eq (8),isH (t; ;u;�)= �a(u) � f0(u),so we

getby applying eq.(20)

_� = � a(u0)�; with boundary conditions�(T)= � b: (23)

Using the abovewe�nd that

R(t; ;u0) = �a(u0) � f
0 +

@�

@t
 = (�a(u0)+

@�

@t
) � f

0

= � f
0(u0); (24)

G ( T ) = b T + �T  T = (b+ �T ) T = 0; (25)

which areindependentof .Thisim pliesthatboth � 1 and � 3 in eqs.(14)and (16)vanish.By m axim izing � 2 (eq.

(15)),theobjectiveisguaranteed to decreaseateach iteration.Notethatin thelinearcasethereisno need to check

the second derivativesofG and R since,asR islinearin  and weset @R

@ 
j 0 = 0,R m ustbe independentof .(see

�gure 1)Thereforethe controlu can be m ade to m axim ize R withoutthe resulting changein  (t)having any e�ect

on the objective.

Theaboveexam pleencom passestheproblem ofoptim ization ofa quantum m echanicalwavefunction governed by

the linearSchr�odingerequation

j_ i= � iĤ (u)j i: (26)

Som ecareisnecessary,however,ifthe objectivetakesthe form F ( T )= � h T jP j T i,which isnotstrictly linearin

the state vectorasin eq. (22). Anothercom plication arisesfrom the factthatthe state vector isan elem entofa

com plex Hilbertspace.W e thereforework thisproblem outin full,and show thatneverthelessthe abovechoiceof�

issu�cientin these problem sjustasin the linearexam ple,due to the factthatthe targetprojection operatorP is

positivede�nite.[9,10]

Asabove,we set�(t; )= h�j i+ h j�i(where we haveincluded the com plex conjugate asan extra independent

statevariable)and thusgetforthe Ham iltonian ofthe problem

H (t; ;u;�) = � ih�jĤ j i+ ih jĤ
y
j�i� �f

0(u)

= 2=h�jĤ (u)j i� �f
0(u); (27)
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which using eq.(20)yieldsforthe conjugatevector

j_�i = � iĤ
y(u0)j�i;

with boundary conditionsj�T i= P j 
0

T i: (28)

Reinserting thisequation and itscom plex conjugateinto the form ulasforR and G wehave

R(t; ;u0) = � ih�jĤ (u0)j i+ ih jĤ
y(u0)j�i� �f

0(u0)

+ h_�j i+ h j_�i

= � �f
0(u0) (29)

G ( T ) = � h T jP j T i+ h�T j T i+ h T j�T i

= � h T jP j T i+ h 
0

T jP j T i+ h T jP j 
0

T i: (30)

R is independent of as above,which guarantees that � 3 ofeq. (16) vanishes. G is dependent on  T ;however

(denoting � =  �  0)thepositivenessof� 1 = h� T jP j� T i(eq 14)isalwaysguaranteed dueto thepositiveness

ofP .Alternatively,notethatthesecond derivativeofG , @
2
G

@ T @ 
�
T

= � P < 0isalwaysnegativedueto thepositiveness

ofP ,assuring thatthe condition fora m axim um ofG ( 0)isautom atically m et.
4

Another intricate point regarding these problem s which is often m issed,is the following. In m any problem s in

quantum m echanicsitso happensthatthe equationsofm otion arelinearin the controlvariableu,nam ely the �eld.

Thism eansthatstrictly speaking thereisno properm axim um in theHam iltonian ofthecontrolsystem H (t; ;u;�)

with respectto u,and stage2 ofthealgorithm (eq.(11))cannotbeproperly ful�lled.Thisproblem isoften overcom e

by adding a penalty function,�f0(u) quadratic in u to the objective as im plicitly indicated above. The physical

interpretation ofthis construction is that placing a penalty on the 
uence ofthe �eld,constrains the algorithm to

search outthe optim aldirection ofu ratherthan m inim izing the objective by varying itsm agnitude.The pricepaid

by thissolution,however,isthatthe algorithm often exertsm uch e�ortinto m inim izing the super�cialpenalty part

ofthe objectiveatthe expenseofthe really required term inalpart.

An alternative way to overcom e this problem is by noticing that the algorithm does not really require that the

Ham iltonian bem axim ized by u ateach iteration.Allthatisreally required isthattheHam iltonian beincreased by

thenew choiceofu,which isenough to ensurethat� 2 (eq.(10))benonnegative.Thepenalty function can therefore

be dropped and ateach iteration u should be increased u ! u + ��1 @H

@u
,where ��1 is som e m acroscopic constant

which can bechosen arbitrarily.5 Thisisnotto beconfused,despitetheform alsim ilarity,with thegradientm ethods

wherethecorrection to u m ustalwaysbesm allsuch thatitse�ecton any changein  willrem ain in thelinearregim e.

F. C onstruction of� to 2nd order in  

Asnoted above,foran equation ofm otion non linearin the state variable,itis necessary to ful�llconditionson

the second derivativesofR and G and therefore� m ustbe chosen to contain higherordersin  .W e thereforetake

�(t; )= �i i+
1

2
� �

i�ij(t)� j (31)

where� i =  i�  0
i,and thefunctions�ij areto bedeterm ined such asto obtain therequired extrem a in R and G .

Theconditionssupplem entary to eq.(17-18),necessary forful�lling eq.(9-10),arethefollowingsystem ofdi�erential

inequalities:

d
2
R � 0; d

2
R = � �

i

@2R(t; 0;u0)

@ �
i
@ j

� j; (32)

d
2
G � 0; d

2
G = � �

T i

@2G ( 0
T )

@ �
T i
@ T j

� T j (33)

4 A nother way to m ap the quantum controlproblem sonto the linearexam ple isby form ulating the Schr�odinger equation in the density

m atrix form alism ofLiouville space like so:j_�ii= iLhj�iiwith the objective F ( T )= hhB j�iiwhere B issom e targetstate. In thisform

the equivalence to the linearcase becom es selfevident.
5 The choice of�� 1 isnotrestricted by the algorithm ,however som e lim itm ustexistthrough the physics and num ericsofthe problem .

The � can also be adjusted at willduring the optim ization to im prove convergence. The choice ofthe sym bol� intentionally points to

thesim ilarity oftherolethisparam eterplayswith thatofthestrength ofthepenalty im posed aboveand to thesim ilarity oftheresulting

form sforchoice ofthe new u.The di�erence endsup being solely thatthe proposed m ethod takes �� 1@H =@u to be a correction to the

old �eld instead ofan entirely new choice.
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Forthe positivity and negativity ofthe quadraticform sd2R and d2G respectively itsu�cesto set

@2

@ �
i@ j

R(t; 0
;u

0) =

�
0 forany i6= j

�i � 0 foralli= j
(34)

@2

@ �
T i
@ T j

G ( 0

T ) =

�
0 forany i6= j

� �i � 0 foralli= j;
(35)

where�i and �i aresom enonnegativefunctions.Inserting thefullform ofR and G into theaboveequationsyieldsa

setofn(n + 1)=2 equationsofm otion forthefunctions�ij,wheren isthe dim ension ofthe statevector.Thism eans

thatthedim ension ofthesystem growsproportionately to thesquareofn,and forlargen theexpenseofsolving this

system norm ally becom estoo high.

In [7]itisproved thatforcertain classesoffunctionalsconditions(9,10)can be ful�lled by taking � according to

eq.(31)with

�ij(t)=

�
�(e
(T �t) � 1)+ � fori= j:

0 fori6= j
(36)

where�;� < 0and 
 > 0.Taking� � �
@
2
F ( 

0

T
)

@ �
T
@ T

alwaysful�llscondition (35)and itcan beshown thatas
;j�j! 1 ,

forthese classesoffunctionals,condition (34)isalso ful�lled. The strategy then is to begin with � = 0 and ifthe

objectivedoesnotdecrease,takeincreasingly larger
;j�j;j�juntila decreasein the objectiveisachieved.

III. A P P LIC A T IO N T O T H E N LSE

A . G eneralform ulation

W e wish to apply thisalgorithm to optim izing a quantum system governed by thenonlinearSchr�odingerequation

j_ i= � iĤ N L(j j
2)j i= � i(Ĥ + �j j

2)j i; (37)

where Ĥ = K̂ + V̂ is the usuallinear Ham iltonian operator consisting ofkinetic and potentialparts and � is the

coe�cientofthe additionalnon linearterm .The objectiveisde�ned asforthe linearcase,asm inim izing

J = � h T ĵP j T i+ �

Z

dtf
0(u): (38)

In realization of step 1 of the iterative m ethod we choose �(t; ) = h�j i+ h j�i+ 1

2
h� j�j� i and �nd the

Ham iltonian ofthe system to be

H (t; ;u;�) = � ih�jĤ N Lj i+ ih jĤ
y

N L
j�i� �f

0(u)

= 2=h�jĤ N Lj i� �f
0(u); (39)

justasin the linearcase.Howeveritm ustberem em bered thathere Ĥ N L dependson  and  �,and thereforeusing

eq.(20)yieldsforthe conjugatevector

j_�i = �
@

@ �
H (t; 0

;u
0
;�)

= i�( 0)2j��i� i(Ĥ y + 2�j 0j2)j�i: (40)

Note that this equation di�ers in two respects from its linear counterpart (eq. 28). First,it involves j 0i,which

doesnotcause specialproblem sexceptthatthe vectorj 0im ustbe stored and used in propagating j�i. The m ore

cum bersom e di�culty arisesfrom the factthatthe equation obtained isno longerlinearin j�i,butrathercontains

an extra term linearin j��i(= h�j).Neverthelessthe coupled equations

@

@t

�
j�i

j��i

�

= � i

��
K̂ 0

0 � K̂

�

+

�
a � b

b� � a

�� �
j�i

j��i

�

; (41)
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where K̂ = � �h
2

2m

@
2

@x2
,a = V̂ (x)+ 2�j 0j2 and b= �( 0)2,orin m atrix form

_~� = � i(K + V )~�; (42)

can be solved using the splitoperatorm ethod forseparating the treatm entofthe kinetic and potentialpartsofthe

Ham iltonian:~�(t+ �t)= e�iK �t=2e�iV �te�iK �t=2~�(t).Thekineticevolution can becom puted using theusualFourier

transform m ethodsand the potentialpartcan be evaluated by diagonalization to give,

e
�iV �t =

1

D

 
jbj

2

a�D
cos(D �t)� aeiD �t ibsin(D �t)

� ib� sin(D �t)
jbj

2

a�D
cos(D �t)� ae�iD �t

!

; (43)

with D =
p
a2 � jbj2. Finally,introducing the com plex conjugation operator Ĉ and the Fouriertransform operator

Ẑ,thisprocedureyieldsthe following form ula forthe num ericalpropagation step

j�(t+ �t)i= Ẑ y
e
i�h

2
k
2

4m
�t
Ẑ

�
1

D

�
jbj2

a� D
cos(D �t)� aexp(iD �t)

�

+ i
b

D
sin(D �t)̂C

�

Ẑ
y
e
i�h

2
k
2

4m
�t
Ẑj�(t)i: (44)

Having obtained j�(t)iforallt,we now proceed to realize step 2 ofthe algorithm and according to eq.(11),�nd

foreach pointin tim e a �eld which m axim izesH (t; ;u;
@�

@ 
)= 2=h� + 1

2
�� jĤ (u)j i� �f0(u).O rm athem atically

~u(t; )= argm ax
u

H (t; ;u;
@�

@ 
): (45)

Step 3 ofthe algorithm isful�lled sim ultaneously with step 2,by sim ultaneously propagating u and  such that

each new u(t) is used directly in propagating  (t) !  (t+ �t). For � we use form ula (36) and according to the

algorithm described in theprevioussection webegin with � = 0 and increasetheparam eters
;j�j;j�juntilachieving

decreaseofthe objective.

B . A pplication to a concrete problem

W e consider a 1D Bose Einstein Condensate (BEC) con�ned by a harm onic trap and governed by the G ross-

Pitaevskiiequation

j_ i= � i(K̂ + V̂ + N U0j j
2)j i; (46)

where K̂ ,V̂ are asabove and N U0 isthe nonlinearatom -atom interaction strength,N being the num berofatom s.

The BEC isinitially in the ground state ofthe trap potentialand istherefore stationary. An opticallattice isthen

switched on,having the e�ect ofseparating the BEC wave packet into a series oflocalized pieces. The potential

energy operatorthereforetakestheform V̂ = K x2+ S(t)V0 cos
2(kx),whereK isthetrap constant,k isthelaser�eld

wavenum ber,V0 isthelattice intensity and the switching on function ofthe �eld isdenoted S(t).In applicationsto

quantum com puting,these localized wave packetsare to representquantum bits. However,due to the nonlinearity

ofthe equations,the condensate developsa phase thatvariesfrom lattice site to lattice site (see �gure 2),which is

undesirableforquantum com puting,sincethesealgorithm sassum ethatthereiszerorelativephaseam ongthevarious

single quantum bits. The problem istherefore to elim inate thisphase pro�le by adjusting the trap strength during

theswitching on ofthe laser�eld.From the O CT perspectivethetrap constantK (t)istaken asthecontroland the

objectiveisto m inim ize the varianceofthe phaseofthe wavepacket,�(x),atsom e �naltim e T.The phase being a

m ultivalued function posesproblem s;we therefore considerinstead m inim izing the variance ofcos(�)= 1

2

 +  
�

j j
such

thatthe objectivebecom es

J = hcos2(�T )i� hcos(�T )i
2

= h jcos2(�T )j i� h jcos(�T )j i
2

(47)

Using the �rstpartofeq.(20)we getthe equationsofm otion for� asin eq.(40)and taking a derivativeofJ with

respectto  �
T wegetaccording to (20),the boundary conditions:

�T = �
@J

@ �
T

= � <[ T ]+
1

2
j T jhcos(�T )i(

 T

 �
T

+ 3): (48)

TheHam iltonian oftheproblem isH (t; ;K ;�)= K (t)h� + 1

2
�(� )jx 2j iso thataccording to theaboveprocedure

weim proveK ateach iteration by K ! K + ��1 h� + 1

2
�(� )jx 2j i.
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FIG .2:W ave packetatt= 0,and t= T with no trap adjustm ents.

C . O ptim ization R esults

Following [11]we transform the NLSE to dim ensionlessunitst0 = t=t0 and x0 = x=x0 where x0 = xT F = 20:3�m

and t0 =
m x

2

0

2�h
= 75m s. The Thom as-Ferm iradius xT F =

q

2�T F =m !
2
trap gives the size ofthe condensate and is

de�ned through a chem icalpotential�T F � �h=tN L determ ined by norm alization ofthe wavefunction to unity.The

wavefunction too isscaled  !
p
xT F  and in orderto keep thetim e scalesofour1D m odelcom parableto the 3D

reality weadjustU ! C U by a factorC =
p
�

�(2+ 1=2)
= 4

3
[11].W e taketN L = 96:2�s,opticalwavelength � = 589nm

and V0 = 10:94E R forthe �nal�eld intensity. Allparam eterswere taken to resem ble the experim entsdescribed in

[11].Perform ing thesetransform ationsweend up �nally with a dim ensionlessNLSE,

ij_ i=

�

�
1

4

@2

@x2
+ K (t)x2 + S(t)V cos2(kx)+ U j j

2

�

j i; (49)

where the trap constant K = !2trapt
2
0, the �eld Intensity V = V0t0=�h = 2 � 2502 and the nonlinear coe�cient

U = 4

3
�T F t0=�h = 1039,such thatallspace,tim e and energy quantitiesarenow expressed in unitsofx0,t0 and �h=t0

respectively.

Initially the wave packetisin an eigenstate ofthe potentialwith trap constantK 0 = 779 and istherefore static.

The switching on function plotted in �gure 4,turnson the opticalpotentialata quarterofthe optim izing interval

(T=4)and isconstantfrom there to the �naltim e. W ith no adaption ofthe trap constanta phase developsacross

thewavefunction asshown in �gure2.Theoptim ization processdecreasestheobjectivem onotonically asplotted in

�gure3 and yieldsa strategy ofincreasing �K (t)= K (t)� K 0 to achievea 
atphaseatthe�naltim e,T = 1500�s.

Thesestriking resultsareshown in �gure4.

IV . C O N C LU SIO N S

Usingasetofgeneralm ethodsdeveloped by K rotovwehaveextended thecapabilitiesofO ptim alControlTheoryto

theNonlinearSchr�odingerEquation (NLSE).Although thelinearized version ofthem ethod issu�cientforthelinear

Schr�odingerequation,the full
exibility ofthe generalm ethod isrequired fora rigoroustreatm entofthe nonlinear

Schr�odingerequation. M ention should be m ade ofthe interesting recentwork ofHornung and de Vivie-Riedle [12],

applying optim ization techniques to m olecule form ationsin a BEC,although the � function in thatwork included

linearterm sonly. A parallelapproach waspursued by P�otting etal[13]who used genetic algorithm sto controlthe



10

0 5 10 15 20 25 30
0

0.2

0.4

Objective decrease vs. Iteration

Iteration number

J
=

<
c
o
s
 2

( 
θ)

 >
−

<
c
o
s
 (

 θ
)>

2

FIG .3:O bjective decrease asfunction ofiteration.

0 0.002 0.004 0.006 0.008 0.01 0.012 0.014 0.016 0.018 0.02
0

500

1000

1500

2000
Optimized Trap Strength

t’=t/t
0

T
ra

p
 s

tr
e

n
g

th
 ∆

K
=

K
−

K
0

∆ K

S(t)

−1 −0.8 −0.6 −0.4 −0.2 0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
0

2

4

−1 −0.8 −0.6 −0.4 −0.2 0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
−5

0

5

Optimized final wavefunction and phase

x’=x/x
0

p
h

a
s
e

  
θ(

x
’)

|ψ|
2
 

FIG .4:O ptim ized trap strength evolution (bottom ),and �nalwavepacketatt= T (top).The
atphaseisstrikingly apparent.

m om entum state ofa BEC.The signi�cance ofthis paper is twofold. First,both form alequations 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 wasapplied successfully to an interesting physicalproblem confronting the use oftrapped

Bose-Einstein condensates(BECs)forquantum com puting,nam ely producingaconstant�nalphasepro�leacrossthe

condensateafteran opticallatticeisturned on.Furtherwork on understanding analytically them echanism found by

O CT isstillunderway.W ebelievetheworking equationsdeveloped herewillhavem any m oreapplicationsin system s

governed by the NLSE,including both BECsand soliton �beroptics.
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