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D ecoherence C ontrolin O pen Q uantum System via C lassicalFeedback

Narayan G anesan� and Tzyh-Jong Tarny

Electrical and System s Engineering.

W ashington University in St. Louis

In thiswork weproposeanovelstrategy usingtechniquesfrom system stheory to com pletely elim -

inate decoherence and also provide conditionsunderwhich itcan be done so.A novelconstruction

em ploying an auxiliary system ,the bait,which is instrum entalto decoupling the system from the

environm entispresented. O urapproach to decoherence controlin contrastto otherapproachesin

the literature involvesthe bilinearinputa� ne m odelofquantum controlsystem which lendsitself

to varioustechniquesfrom classicalcontroltheory,butwith non-trivialm odi� cationsto the quan-

tum regim e. The elegance ofthis approach yields interesting results on open loop decouplability

and D ecoherence Free Subspaces(D FS).Additionally,the feedback controlofdecoherence m ay be

related to disturbancedecoupling forclassicalinputa� nesystem s,which entailscarefulapplication

ofthe m ethods by avoiding allthe quantum m echanicalpitfalls. In the process ofcalculating a

suitable feedback the system hasto be restructured due to its tensorialnature ofinteraction with

the environm ent,which is unique to quantum system s. The results obtained are qualitatively dif-

ferentand superiorto theonesobtained via m asterequations.Finally,a m ethodology to synthesize

feedback param etersitselfisgiven,thattechnology perm itting,could be im plem ented forpractical

2-qubitsystem sto perform decoherence free Q uantum Com puting.

PACS num bers:

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

Various authors have studied controlofdecoherence

of an open quantum system . Decoherence Free Sub-

spaces(DFS) help preserve quantum inform ation in an

open quantum system .However,thepresenceofsym m e-

trybreakingperturbationsorcontrolham iltoniansacting

onanopen quantum system whichisessentialtoperform -

ing arbitrary transform sin the system hilbertspaceH s,

could also lead to lossofinform ation by inevitabletrans-

ferofstatesoutofDFS,dueto thenatureofthecontrol

ham iltonians. Hence this renders the quantum system

atbesta noiselessm em ory,m uch less a dynam ic quan-

tum com puter,whose state needs to be transform ed in

orderto perform com putations.Recently Lidarand W u

[26],[27],K ielpinskiet. al.[32],Brown et. al[33]have

proposed a com bination ofopen loop bang-bang pulses,

universalcontrolin orderto perform com putation within

the DFS via controlpulses. In this work we propose a

novelstrategy, exploiting the geom etry of the bilinear

controlsystem on the analytic m anifold to com pletely

elim inatedecoherencein thepresenceofsym m etrybreak-

ing controlham iltoniansand stillpreservecom pletecon-

trollability ofthe system in order to perform arbitrary

transform s.W ealso explorethepossibilitiesand provide

conditions under which it can be done so. This uni�ed

approach to controlofdecoherence lets us analyze the

open loop decoupling problem which directly leadsusto

theexistenceofDFS and secondlyclosed loop decoupling

via a classicalfeedback to thecontrolsystem which leads

�Electronic address:ng@ ese.wustl.edu
yElectronic address:tarn@ wuauto.wustl.edu

usto robustdecoherencecontrol.Thiswork isa continu-

ation ofthepreviousresults[14]wherein som eofthetheo-

reticalgroundworkwaslaid tostudy theproblem ofopen

loop decoupling,which are now extended to closed loop

controland feedback design here. The approach used

hereisfundam entally di�erentfrom approachesadopted

by otherauthorsin that(i)the bilinearform ofcontrol

system isused which isam enabletoclassicalsystem sthe-

oreticalresultsinstead ofthestochasticm asterequation

forthestateevolution,(ii)theapproach doesnotaim at

m itigating orslowing down the decoherence rate rather

aim satcom pletely elim inating via a suitable non-linear

feedback. The experim entalfeasibility is discussed for

a �nite state environm entacting on a two qubitsystem

which isaratherreasonableapproxim ation.A procedure

to com putethefeedback using theinvariantsubspacefor

a system isprovided.A detailed step by step algorithm

to determ inetheinvariantsubspace itselfon thetangent

space T�(M )isalso provided. In orderto com pute the

feedback param etersa good estim ateofstateofthesys-

tem isessential.A reliableinform ationextraction schem e

utilizingindirectcontinuousm easurem entviaaquantum

probein thecontextofadecoheringquantum system was

studied in[15].

II. P R EV IO U S W O R K

Consideran open quantum system interactingwith the

environm entdescribed by,

@�(t;x)

@t
= [H 0 
 Ie(t;x)+ Is 
 H e(t;x)+ H SE (t;x)

+

rX

i= 1

ui(t)H i
 Ie(t;x)]�(t;x)
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Here the argum entx denotesthe spatialdependance of

thecom bined system -environm entstate�(t;x)aswellas

controlham iltoniansH i,and where ui are the strength

ofthecontrolrespectively.H 0;H E ;H SE arethesystem ,

environm entand interaction ham iltonian acting on H s,

H e and H s
 H e (system ,environm entand thecom bined)

Hilbertspacesrespectively. Forease ofnotation we will

suppressthespatialdependance.De�nean outputequa-

tion which could eitherbeanon-dem olition m easurem ent

ora generalbilinearform given by,

y(t)= h�(t)jC (t)j�(t)i (1)

where again C (t;x)isassum ed to be tim e-varying oper-

atoracting on thesystem Hilbertspace.Forinstancefor

a �nite system the non-herm itian operator C = jm ihnj

when plugged in eq. (1) would yield the coherence be-

tween therespectivestatesofthesystem orforan electro-

opticsystem theoperatorC = aexp(i!t)+ ayexp(� i!t)

would yield theoutputofa realnon-dem olition observa-

tion perform ed on the system .In orderto study the in-

variancepropertieswith respectto thesystem dynam ics

oftheabovetim e dependentquantum system ,wede�ne

f(t;x;u1;� � � ;ur;H SB ) = y(t;�)fort 2 [t0;tf]to be a

com plex scalarm ap asafunction ofthecontrolfunctions

and the interaction Ham iltonian H SB overa prescribed

tim e interval. The function f is said to be invariantor

thesignaly(t;�)issaid todecoupled from theinteraction

Ham iltonian H SB if,

f(t;x;u1;� � � ;ur;H SB )= f(t;x;u1;� � � ;ur;0) (2)

foralladm issiblecontrolfunctionsu1;� � � ;ur and agiven

interaction Ham iltonian H SB . Then the condition for

such an outputsignalto be decoupled from the interac-

tion ham iltonian in theopen loop caseisgiven by thefol-

lowing theorem [14],which followsan iterative construc-

tion in term sofsystem operators.

The vector�eldsK 0 =

�
1

(H 0 + H e)�(x;t)

�

;

K i =

�
0

H i�(x;t)

�

, K p =

�
0

H SP �(x;t)

�

and K I =

�
0

H SB �(x;t)

�

correspondingtodrift,controland inter-

action can be identi�ed to contribute to the dynam ical

evolution.Itwasalready noted thatthe the system was

said to be decoupled ifitsatis�ed equations3,nam ely,

LK I
y(t;�)= 0

LK I
LK i0

� � � LK in
y(t;�)= 0 (3)

Recalling,

T heorem II.1. Let

C0 = C (t)

.

..

~Cn = spanfad
j

H i
Cn�1 (t)jj= 0;1;:::;i= 1;:::;rg

Cn =

( �

adH +
@

@t

� j

~Cn;j= 0;1;� � �

)

...

De�ne a distribution of quantum operators, ~C(t) =

�fC 1(t);C2(t);� � � ;Cn(t);� � � g.Theoutputequation (??)

ofthe quantum system is decoupled from the environ-

m entalinteractionsifand only if,

Case(I):O pen Loop,

[~C(t);H SB (t)]= 0 (4)

Case (II):W hereas the necessary conditions for Closed

Loop controlis,

[C;H SB ]= 0

[~C(t);H SB (t)]� ~C(t)

In this work we will be prim arily concerned with de-

signing feedback for quantum system s ofthe form u =

�(�)+ �(�)v where � and � are realvector and a full

rank realm atrix ofthe state (oritsestim ate thereof)of

dim ension 1� rand r� rrespectively.W eexam inea few

system sofinterestwith controlham iltonians,thatm ight

be decoupled via feedback ofthe aboveform .

D e�nition II.1. The vector �eld K � satisfying equa-

tions (3) is said to be in the orthogonalsubspace ofthe

observation space spanned by the one-form s

dy(t;�);dLK i0
y(t;�);� � � ;dLK i0

� � � LK in
y(t;�);� � �(5)

80� i0;� � � ;in � r and n � 0

Denoted by K � 2 O ?

Lem m a II.2. The distribution O ? isinvariantwith re-

specttothevector�eldsK 0;� � � ;Kr undertheLiebracket

operation. (i.e) if K � 2 O ? , then [K �;K i]2 O ? for

i= 0;� � � ;r

III. A SIN G LE Q U B IT SY ST EM

Consider a single qubit spin-1/2 system coupled to a

bath of in�nite harm onic oscillators through an inter-

action ham iltonian H SB . The ham iltonian ofthe sys-

tem + bath can be written as,

H =
!0

2
�z +

X

k

!kb
y

k
bk +

X

k

�z(gkb
y

k
+ g

�
kbk)
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FIG .1: The 2 Q ubit system is allowed to interact with an-

otherqubit,thebaitwhoseinteraction with thetherm albath

iscontrolled.

where the system isacted upon by the free ham iltonian

H 0 and the decoherence ham iltonian H SB . As is well

known thereisa rapid destruction ofcoherencebetween

j0iand j1i according to the decoherence function given

by [41].In ordertocasttheaboveproblem in thepresent

fram ework we considera bilinearform ofan operatorC

thatm onitorscoherence between the basisstates. Con-

sidering C to be the non-herm itian operator j0ih1jwe

have a function y(t) given by y(t) = h�(t)jC j�(t)i that

m onitorscoherence between the statesj0iand j1i. The

problem now reducestoanalyzingtheapplicability ofthe

theorem II.1 to the given system . It can be seen right

away thatthecondition [~C;H SB ]6= 0 forthedistribution
~C de�ned previously,ascalculated in the previously[14].

This im plies that the coherence is not preserved under

free dynam ics or in presence ofopen loop control. In

orderto elim inate thisdecoherence by feedback we now

assum e the system to be acted upon by suitable con-

trolham iltoniansfH 1;� � � ;Hrg and corresponding con-

trolfunctions fu1;� � � ;urg. As we pointed out earlier

the necessary condition isrelaxed to [~C;H SB ]� ~C,with

theoperatorsC and H SB stillrequired to com m utewith

each other [C;H SB ]= 0. For the single qubit exam ple

the second condition failsto hold,again asoutlined[14],

thus leaving the system unable to be com pletely decou-

pled and hence vulnerable to decoherence even in the

presenceofclosed loop and feedback control.

IV . T W O Q U B IT C A SE

In caseoftwoorm ultiplequbitstherealwaysexistDe-

coherenceFreeSubspaces(DFS)thatareim m uneto the

decohering ham iltonian. Recently,Fortunato et. al[29],

M ohseniet. al[30],O llerenshaw et. al[31]proposed and

dem onstrated com putation within theDFS.Howeveritis

notcertain thatthesystem could becontained within the

DFS atalltim es underthe action ofthe controlham il-

tonians �x;�y for the system . W ith the e�ort to steer

within theDFS theauthorsofabovework could show an

im provem entto previousm ethods,butstillprone to ef-

fects ofdecoherence. As a sim ple calculation suggests

that with the initial state c1j01i+ c2j10i, within the

DFS for a 2-qubit system and after a tim e tofcontrol

acting on the �rst qubit which transform s the state to

c1(costj0i+ sintj1i)j1i+ c2(costj1i+ sintj0i)j0iwhich is

clearly outofthe DFS.Recently Lidarand W u [26],[27],

K ielpinskiet. al.[32],Brown et. al[33]have proposed

a com bination of open loop bang-bang pulses, univer-

salcontroland DFS in the context of ion trap quan-

tum com putersto perform com putation within the DFS

viacontrolpulses,which again producesan im provem ent

overpreviousresultsbutstillpronetodecoheringe�ects.

Howeverwe follow a di�erent controlstrategy where in

we seek to com pletely elim inate the in
uence of H SB

based on feedback controland a novelconstruction in

order to perform decoherence free control. The corre-

sponding 2-qubitcontrolsystem can be written as,

@j�(t)i

@t
=

0

@
2X

j= 1

!0

2
�
(j)
z +

X

k

!kb
y

k
bk

1

A j�(t)i (6)

+
X

k

0

@
X

j

�
(j)
z

1

A (gkb
y

k
+ g

�
kbk)j�(t)i

+ (u1(t)�
(1)

x +u2(t)�
(1)

y + u3(t)�
(2)

x + u4(t)�
(2)

y )j�(t)i

which satis�es the basic necessary condition

[C;H SB ] = 0 but not the stronger condition pro-

vided in Case(ii) of the theorem . Hence the system

would eventually leave the DFS and is susceptible to

decoherencein thepresenceofarbitrary control,in other

words,not entirely decoupled from H SB . In order to

analyze the system and the conditions in the presence

of a classical state feedback u = �(�(t)) + �(�(t)):v

the corresponding conditions (ii) ofthe theorem are to

be exam ined. Since the operator H SB 2 B(H s 
 H e),

the set of skew herm itian linear operators acting

non-trivially on both system and environm ent hilbert

space, whereas the operators in the distribution ~C for

the above controlsystem is con�ned to B(H s) that act

trivially on the environm ent hilbert space. Hence the

necessary condition speci�ed in Theorem II.1 would not

be satis�ed non-trivially unlessthe distribution ~C acted

non-trivially on both H s and H e. In other words the

distribution includes operators ofthe form
P

A � 
 B �

fora countable index setf�g and operatorsA � and B �

operating on system and environm entrespectively. The

aboveform scannotbe achieved by controlham iltonians

acting only on the system . However the situation can

be salvaged if one considered a "bait" qubit whose

rate of decoherence or the environm ental interaction

can be m odulated externally at willand the baitqubit

is now allowed to interact with our qubits of interest

through an Ising type coupling. W ith the help ofthe

following construction wewillbeableto generatevector

�elds of the form K I arti�cially, which will be seen

to provide great advantage. W ith the coherence func-

tionaly(t) = h�(t)j01ih10j�(t)i where j�(t)i, the state

vector is now the totalwave function ofsystem + bait+
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environm ent. Both the qubit system s are assum ed to

interactwith the sam e environm entwith the additional

requirem ent that the bait qubit’s decoherence rate be

controllable. Physically this am ounts to a coherent

qubit with controllable environm entalinteraction. The

scalability and advantages of this construction are

analyzed in the nextsection.

The Schr�odinger equation for the above system can

now be written as,

i~
@j�(t)i

@t
=

0

@
2X

j= 1

!0

2
�
(j)
z +

X

k

!kb
y

k
bk

1

A j�(t)i+
X

k

0

@
X

j

�
(j)
z

1

A (gkb
y

k
+ g

�
kbk)j�(t)i+

�
u1(t)�

(1)

x + u2(t)�
(1)

y (7)

+ u3(t)�
(2)

x + u4(t)�
(2)

y +
!0

2
�
(b)
z + u5�

(b)
x + u6�

(b)
y + u7J1�

(1)

z �
(b)
z + u8J2�

(2)

z �
(b)
z + u9

X

k

�
(b)
z (wkb

y

k
+ w

�
kbk)

!

�(t)i

where �x;�y;�z are regular herm itian operators and

u1(t)tou9(t)aretim e-dependentpiecewiseconstantcon-

trolfunctions.Theterm sofcontrolsu7 and u8 aregener-

ated by the Ising type coupling between qubits1,2 and

the bait with the corresponding coupling constants J1
and J2 respectively. The lastterm in the above control

system is due to the interaction ofthe bait qubit with

the environm entwhose interaction entersthe system in

a controllable way,hence can be treated as a separate

controlham iltonian.K eepingin m ind thefollowingcom -

m utation relationsbetween di�erentpairsofoperators,

[�x;�y]= 2i�z [�y;�z]= 2i�x [�z;�x]= 2i�y

[bk;b
y

k0
]= �kk0 [bk;b

y

k
bk]= bk [b

y

k
;b

y

k
bk]= � b

y

k

�z = j1ih1j� j0ih0j;�x = j0ih1j+ j1ih0j

�y = ij0ih1j� ij1ih0j

and C = j01ih10j = (�
(1)
x � i�

(1)
y )
 (�

(2)
x + i�

(2)
y )=4,

we have [C;H SB ] = 0 and [~C;H SB ]for instance con-

tainsterm softheform �x 
 I(2)

P
(gkb

y

k
+ g�

k
bk)which

are not zero. Fortunately with the above construction

theseterm scan beseen to bepresentin thedistribution
~C,which can obtained underthe sequence ofoperations

[C;H 1]= c1�z
 �y;[[C;H 1];H 5]= c2�z
 �x 

P
(gkb

y

k
+

g�kbk);[[[C;H 1];H 5];H 2]= c3�x 
 I(2)

P
(gkb

y

k
+ g�kbk)

and the corresponding �y term is obtained via the se-

quence,[[[C;H 2];H 5];H 1].Since both term sare present

in ~C,so istheirlinearcom bination.Henceboth thenec-

essary conditions as outlined by the theorem for closed

loop decouplability are satis�ed for the above system .

Hence we are one step closer to decoupling the coher-

ence between the qubits from H SB . In fact it can be

seen that the operator H SB itselfcan be generated by

the controlham iltonians through the lie bracketopera-

tion H SB = [[H 5;H 2];H 1]or [[H 5;H 1];H 2]. Hence any

term in [~C;H SB ]is trivially contained in ~C. Hence,it

m ight seem at �rst that the e�ects ofH SB on the sys-

tem could benulli�ed by generatingan equivalent� H SB

through controlham iltoniansalone.Butin orderto gen-

erate such a vector �eld one has to know before hand

and as tim e progressesthe exact values ofthe environ-

m entalcoupling coe�cientsg k which atbestcould only

be described by a stochastic process. Hence in the light

ofthe aforem entioned di�culty, just rendering the co-

herence independent ofH SB seem s like a m uch better

alternative.

V . SC A LA B ILIT Y

Itcan also be seen thatthe aboveapproach worksfor

�nite num ber ofqubits coupled to only one bait qubit

through the sam e �
(i)
x �

(j)
y interactions.Such an interac-

tion can beim plem ented using thesam etechnology nec-

essary form ulti-qubitquantum com puterswherein a �-

nitenum berofqubitsareentangled toasinglequbitthat

iscapableofreadoutand storageofan oracle’squery re-

sults.W ith the underlying theory ofdisturbance decou-

plingin placeallthatrem ainsnow issynthesisofthefeed-

back controlitself. Since the conditions [~C ;H SB ]� ~C

and [C;H SB ]= 0 turn out to be necessary conditions,

with theproofofsu�ciency requiringfurtherinsightinto

design and construction ofappropriate control�eldswe

willfor the next few sections follow an alternative for-

m alism called an InvariantSubspace which is a part of

thetangentspaceT�(M )oftheanalyticm anifold.Itwill

beseen laterthatthetwo seem ingly di�erentapproaches

viz.(i)theconditionsin term sofoperatorsofthesystem

and (ii) The tangent space form alism ,com plem ent one

anotherin term sofobtaining a com pletesolution to the

problem ofdisturbance decoupling.
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FIG .2: The isobar ofy(t) is represented by the sphere and

thenullspaceker(dy(t)isa tangentto thesphereatthepoint

�(t).

V I. IN VA R IA N T SU B SPA C E FO R M A LISM

Considerthenecessaryand su�cientconditionsforde-

couplability

LK I
y(t)= 0 (8)

LK I
LK 0

y(t)= 0 (9)

Hence LK 0
LK I

y(t) = 0. The above equations af-

ter subtraction im ply L[K 0;K i]
y(t) = 0. The other

necessary conditions viz. L[K 0;K i]
LK j

y(t) = 0 and

LK j
L[K 0;K i]

y(t)= 0 im ply thatL[[K 0;K i];K j]
y(t)= 0.In

facttheabovepattern ofequationscould beextended to

any num berof�nite lie bracketsto concludethat

L[[���[K0;K i1
];K i2

]���Kik ]
y(t)= 0 (10)

which leadsusto de�nea setofvector�eldsordistribu-

tion � thatsharethe sam eproperty,

K � 2 � s.tL K �
y(t)= 0 (11)

Itisobserved im m ediately thatK I 2 �. Such a distri-

bution � issaid to belong to nullspace ofthe function

y(�;t). And from the necessary conditions listed above

thedistribution isobservedtobeinvariantunderthecon-

troland driftvector�eldsK 0;� � � ;Km ,(i.e)8K � 2 �,

[K �;K i]2 �;8i2 0;� � � ;m

Sim ply stated,

[�;K i]� �;8i2 0;� � � ;m (12)

W e willhenceforth referto the distribution asthe in-

variantdistribution.Itisalso to benoted thattheabove

calculationsarereversibleand theoriginalnecessary and

su�cientconditionscan bederived starting from thein-

variantdistribution. Hence the necessary and su�cient

conditions for open loop decouplability can now be re-

stated in term softhe invariantdistribution.

T heorem V I.1. The output y(t) is una�ected by the

interaction vector �eld K I ifand only ifthere exists a

distribution � with the following properties,

(i)� isinvariantunderthevector�eldsK 0;K 1;� � � ;Km

(ii)K I 2 � � ker(dy(t))

Hence existence ofthe invariantsubspace is essential

to decouplability ofthe system in question.Itisnow all

the m oreim portantto determ ine the invariantsubspace

(ifany) for the given system and output equation. In

orderto com putetheinvariantdistribution itproperties

discussed abovecom esin handy and providesa m eansto

go aboutcom puting thedistribution aswell.

The procedure starts outby assigning the entire null

space ker(dy(t))to invariantdistribution � and succes-

sively rem oving partsofthe distribution thatdon’tsat-

isfy theotherproperties(i.e),invariancewith respectthe

vector�eldsK 0;� � � ;Kr.In otherwords,rem ovepartsof

� whose lie bracketswith K 0;� � � ;Kr do notlie within

�. O fcourse,the above m entioned procedure involves

com puting inverseim ageofLiebracketsasdescribed be-

low.

A . Invariant D istribution A lgorithm

Algorithm 1:

Step 1:Let� 0 = ker(dy(t;�)).

Step 2:� i+ 1 = � i� f�2 � i :[�;K j]=2 � i0 � j� rg

Step 3: M axim al invariant distribution is such that

� � = � i when � i = � i+ 1;8i.

Theaboveisan iterativeprocedurethatcom putesdis-

tributions� i in orderto arriveatthe�nalinvariantdis-

tribution � � = �. W here the 0� 0 is the set rem oval

operation.Letusrede�nethe setto be rem oved as,

Si = f�2 � i :[�;K j]=2 � i;80� j� rg

Hence the setSi can also be written as,

Si = inv([� i;K j]� � i);80 � j� r (13)

where ’inv’isthe settheoreticalinverse m apping ofthe

linearm ap [:;K j];80� j� r,taking valuesin � i.e,

inv(�)= f�2 � i :[�;K j]= �;80 � j� rg

Figure(3)outlinesthe schem aticofthe algorithm .

O neofthe forem ostissuesto be addressed isthe con-

vergenceofthe algorithm .Howeveratthispointwe are

not fully equipped to study the converge as the proof

below willintroduce additionalideas to discuss conver-

gence. Itisto be noted here that� i isalwaysa distri-

bution(a vectorspace)foralli.Hence the setSi issuch

that,the rem ovalofSi from � i resultsin a distribution

oflower dim ension � i+ 1. Hence rem ovalofthe set Si

rem ovesa subspace ~� i contained within thedistribution

� i.Hencewe have� i+ i � � i and

� i+ 1 + ~� i = � i
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FIG .3: Shaded portions (light and dark) m ark the original

distribution � i � ker(dy(t)).Thedark shaded portion repre-

sentsthecoreofthedistribution thatisinvariantand thelight

shaded portion,the partofdistribution thatisnotinvariant

and the white portion,im age of[:;K i]thatliesoutside � i.

W here the ’+ ’now denotes the direct sum oftwo sub-

spaces. However,The procedure outlined above is not

convenientasitinvolvessolving forinversem apping un-

derliebracketoperation 13.Itisforthisreason thatwe

would like to perform the calculationsin the orthogonal

com plem entwithin thedualspaceT �
�(M )ofthetangent

space. The algorithm can now be reform ulated entirely

in term softhe orthogonalcom plem ent,
i � T �
�(M )of

the distribution � i.(i.e)the innerproduct,

h!;�i= 0;8! 2 
 and �2 �

denoted by h
;�i = 0 or 
 = � ? . Hence the algo-

rithm now starts out by setting 
0 = span(dy(t)) and

iteratively adding thesubspacethatwasrem oved by the

previousrem ovaloperation and �nally inverting the co-

distribution so obtained to recover�,(i.e)

Step 1:Set
0 = span(dy(t;�)).

Step 2:
i+ 1 = 
i+ (~� i)
�
.

Step 3: The Algorithm converges to 
� = 
i when


i+ 1 = 
i;8i.

where (:)�(notto be confused with � �)standsforthe

correspondingdualvectorswithin thedualspaceT �
�
(M ),

(i.e),if ~� i = spanf�1;� � � �kg then

(~� i)
�
= spanf!1;� � � ;!kg where h!i;�ii = 1. Now the

task atisto determ ine the subspace (~� i)
�
. Itishelpful

toexam inetherelationsbetween thedistributions� i;~� i

and � i+ 1.Notethat,dim (� i)+ dim (
i)= N and � i+ 1

is orthogonalto ~� i. In fact it can also to be seen that

� i+ 1 isprecisely,

� i+ 1 = f�2 � i :[�;K j]2 � i;80� j� rg (14)

which isa restatem entofStep 2:ofAlgorithm 1.Hence

in orderto locatethesubspace ~� i wehaveto determ ine

thecom plem entarysubspace(lookforvectorsthatareor-

thogonal)to eq.(14)and within � i. From the identities

ofLie derivatives,

LK j
h!;�i= hLK j

!;�i+ h!;[�;K i]i (15)

Hence for! 2 
i and � 2 � i+ 1 � � i,we have,h!;�i=

0 and h!;[�;K j]i = 0(eq.(14)). Hence hLK j
!;�i = 0

from the previousidentity(15).In otherwordsLK j

i is

orthogonalto � i+ 1. Since � i+ 1 is orthogonalto (~�)i

�

and 
i,wehave,

LK j

i � 
i+ (~� i)

�
(16)

Now considerthe sam eequation (15),forall�2 ~� i and

all! 2 
i we have h!;�i= 0.Butsince [�;K j]=2 � i we

haveh!;[�;K j]i6= 0 forsom e! 2 
i,hence hLK j
!;�i6=

0 aswell. Hence forany � 2 ~� i there existsan ! 2 
i

such thathLK j
!;�i6= 0.(i.e)

(~� i)
�
� LK j


i (17)

Hence from eq.(16)and (17)weconcludethat

(~� i)
�
+ 
i = 
i+ LK j


i;80 � j� r: (18)

although it is possible to prove the stronger condition,


i+ ~� �
i = LK j


i.W e now state the algorithm without

proof:

Step 1:Set
0 = span(dy(t;�)).

Step 2:
i+ 1 = 
i+ LK 0
(
i)+

P r

j= 1
LK i

(
i).

Step 3: The Algorithm converges to 
� = 
i when


i+ 1 = 
i;8i.

M axim alinvariant distribution � is such that � � =


�? . Asseen in the proofeach step ofAlgorithm 1,re-

m oves a set from a vector which am ounts to rem oving

a �nite dim ension lim ited by dim ension ofthe tangent

space.Hencethe convergenceofthe algorithm isdepen-

denton the�nite dim ensionality ofthetangentspaceat

point �(t) which can be guaranteed by the �niteness of

controlLieAlgebra,which willbestudied in thefollowing

sections.

B . O bservation space and Tangent Space

In de�nition II.1 the observation space spanned by

dy(t;�),dLK i0
y(t;�),� � � , dLK i0

� � � LK in
y(t;�), � � � 80 �

i0;� � � ;in � r and n � 0 wasde�ned and itcan be eas-

ily seen that the necessary and su�cient condition for

open loop decouplability (3) is equivalent to being or-

thogonalto the observation spaceaccording to def.II.1.

The orthogonality relation also follows from the sim ple

Liederivativeidentity,

LK �
y(t;�)= hK �;dy(t;�)i (19)
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From [14], it can be seen that the one form s

dy(t;�),dLK i0
y(t;�)etccan beexpressed in term softhe

com m utators ofoperators and ham iltonians,C;H 0;H i.

Infacttheoperationsperform ed in theobservation space

provide an alternative form ulation to the theory devel-

oped in term s of the tangent space and invariant dis-

tributions. As can be seen the structure of the out-

put equation y(t) = h�(t)jC (t)j�(t)i m ade possible the

sim pli�cations of Lie derivatives of scalar functions to

com m utatorsofoperatorsand enjoyseaseofcalculations

when com pared to com puting Lie derivatives ofvector

and co-vector�elds,ifone were to com pute the invari-

antsubspace.Henceitisto be noted thatthenecessary

and su�cientconditionsforopen loop decouplability can

justbe stated in term softhe observation spacewithout

everhaving to calculatethe invariantdistribution which

isprecisely whatTheorem II.1 setsoutto do. And itis

also to be noted that the Theorem is a consequence of

theorthogonality relation in theobservation space(Def-

inition II.1).

Howeverwhen itcom esto feedback decouplability the

two di�erent form alism s play equally im portant roles

in constructing a quantum system that m ight be de-

coupled using feedback. The observation space form al-

ism providesim portantnecessary conditions(in term sof

the com m utators ofoperators) while designing a quan-

tum controlsystem while the tangent space form alism

is indispensable to calculating the feedback param eters

�(�(t));�(�(t)) once the system ofinterest is known to

be decouplableusing feedback.

V II. SY N T H ESIS O F FEED B A C K

PA R A M ET ER S �(�);�(�)

In thissection westudy theexplicitform ulation ofthe

feedback controlthatensurescom pletedecoupling ofthe

coherence functionalfrom H SB . It is to be seen that

this form ulation can be applied to outputs other than

thecoherencefunctionalwewish to m onitor,likethatof

a non-dem olition observable.

D e�nition V II.1. A distribution is said to controlled

invariant on the analytic m anifold D ! ifthere exists a

feedback pair (�;�),�,vector valued and �,m atrix val-

ued functionssuch that

[~K 0;�](�)� �(�) (20)

[~K i;�](�)� �(�) (21)

where,

~K 0 = K 0 +

rX

j= 1

�jK j

and

~K i =

rX

j= 1

�ijK j

Itisto benoted that ~K 0 and ~K i arethenew driftand

controlvector�eldsofthe controlsystem afterapplica-

tion offeedback (�;�). The problem ofdecoupling via

feedback can now be cast in the originalfram ework of

open loop decouplability by requiring thatthe feedback

vector�eldsnow satisfytheopen loop decouplabilitycon-

ditionsviz.

[~K 0;�](�)� �(�)

[~K i;�](�)� �(�)

and that� becontained entirely within thenullspaceof

the outputfunction (i.e),

� � ker(dy)

W ith the above characterization offeedback decoupla-

bility thetask now reducesto �nding a distribution that

m ight satisfy the above invariance conditions with re-

spect to the feedback vector �elds, (~K 0;~K 1;� � � ;~K r),

which in turn requires the knowledge of the feedback

functions � and �. W hat seem s to be a deadlock sit-

uation can now be resolved by further sim plifying the

invariancecondition stated above.

Lem m a V II.1. An involutive distribution � de�ned on

the analytic m anifold D ! isinvariantwith respectto the

closed loop vector �elds (~K 0;~K 1;� � � ;~K r)for som e suit-

able feedback param eters�(�)and �(�)ifand only if,

[K 0;�]� �+ G (22)

[K i;�]� �+ G (23)

W hereG isthedistribution created by thecontrolvec-

tor�elds.

G = span fK 1;� � � ;Krg (24)

At this point it is possible to express the necessary

and su�cientconditionsforthefeedback controlsystem

(~K 0;~K 1;� � � ;~K r) to be decoupled from the interaction

vector�eld K I justaswewereableto provideconditions

for open loop decouplability. M oreover the conditions

can be expressed entirely in term softhe open loop vec-

tor�eldsand the controlled invariantdistribution with-

outeverhaving to involvethe feedback param eters�(�)

and �(�).Thefollowingtheorem providestheconditions,

T heorem V II.2. The outputy(t;�)= h�jC (t)j�ican be

decoupled from interaction vector �eld K I via suitable

feedback (�;�) if and only if there exists an involutive

distribution � such that,

[K 0;�]� �+ G

[K i;�]� �+ G

and � � ker(dy)
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Proof.(=) ) The following proofcoversthe lem m a as

wellas the theorem above. Assum ing that � is locally

controlled invariantorin otherwordsinvariantwith re-

specttotheclosed loop vector�elds(~K 0;~K 1;� � � ;~K r)for

som efeedback param eters�(�)and �(�)within an open

setin D !.If� 2 �,then itcan be seen that,

[~K i;�]= [�ijK j;�]=

rX

j= 1

�ij[K j;�]�

rX

j= 1

(L��ij)K j

asweknow thelefthand sideisstillcontained within �

and thelastterm on therightsideisalinearcom bination

ofvectorsthatgenerateG .Hence

rX

j= 1

�ij[K j;�]2 �+ G

and since � is assum ed to be nonsingular it is possible

to solve for individual[K j;�]by m ere inversion ofthe

m atrix �ij and can befound to be linearcom bination of

vectorsin �+ G and hence,

[K i;�]2 �+ G

Now consider,

[~K 0;�]= [K 0 +
X

�jK j;�]

= [K 0;�]+

rX

j= 1

�j[K j;�]�

rX

j= 1

(L��j)K j

Since the left hand side belongs to � and since

[K j;�]2 � + G ;1 � j � r it can be im m ediately seen

that[K 0;�]2 �+ G aswell.

(( = ) For the proofofsu�ciency the following geo-

m etric visualization ishelpful. Letthe dim ension ofthe

distribution � be d. Since � is involutive there exist

d vectors�elds,locally non-vanishing in a neighborhood

U � SH \ D ! of�,fjv1i;� � � ;jvdig 2 T�(M ) that are

linearly independentand,

� = spanfjv 1i;� � � ;jvdig (25)

s.t [jvii;jvji]2 �;81 � i;j � d. Now let the dim en-

sion of � + G at � be d + q. It is now possible to

�nd anotherq linearly independentvector�eldslabeled

fjvd+ 1i;� � � ;jvd+ qig,such that[jvii;jvji]2 �;81 � i�

d;d+ 1 � j � d+ q. As a specialcase one could think

ofa localco-ordinate basis that are m utually com m ut-

ing and linearly independent. Let the dim ension ofthe

tangentspaceatthe point� be N .Finally itispossible

to �nd N � d� q additionallinearly independentvectors

thatcom pletethevectorspaceT�(M ),byG ram -Schm idt

procedureorotherwise(i.e),

T�(M )= spanfjv1i;� � � ;jvdijvd+ 1i;� � � ;jvd+ qi;

jvd+ q+ 1i;� � � ;jvN ig (26)

Itwillbe seen thatthe aboverequirem entwillbe easily

satis�ed for the extension to controlalgebra to be dis-

cussed following this proof. It is also to be noted that

we haven’t im posed any non-singularity restrictions on

the distributions above. Now the controlvector �elds

K i 2 G could be written asa linearcom bination ofthe

vector�eldsfjv1i;� � � ;jvN ig ateach point�.

K i =

dX

j= 1

cijjvji+

NX

j= d+ 1

cijjvji;81 � i� r

K i = K
d
i + K

o
if whereK

d
i 2 � and K o

i =2 �g:

The vector �elds are devoid ofcom ponents in �. And

since dim ension of� + G is d + q it can be seen that

thervectorsK o
1;� � � ;Kor span a qdim ensionalsubspace.

Hence it is always possible to generate q linearly inde-

pendentvectorsand r� qzero vectorsvia suitablelinear

com binationsofK o
1;� � � ;Kor.Letthelinearcom binations

be such that,

rX

j= 1

�1jK
o
j = jvd+ 1i+

NX

j= d+ q+ 1

~c1jjvji

rX

j= 1

�2jK
o
j = jvd+ 2i+

NX

j= d+ q+ 1

~c2jjvji

...

rX

j= 1

�qjK
o
j = jvd+ qi+

NX

j= d+ q+ 1

~cqjjvji

and

rX

j= 1

�q+ 1;jK
o
j = 0

...

rX

j= 1

�r;jK
o
j = 0

The �ij m atrix so form ed is precisely the feedback pa-

ram eter that is used to generate the closed loop vector

�elds ~K i;1� i� r.

~K i = �ijK j denoted by �:K

In order to prove this we note the action of the

above linearcom bination on the open loop vector�elds
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FIG .4:The dim ension ofcontrolled invariantdistribution is

d and thecontroldistribution G ispartitioned into fK
d

ig and

fK
o

ig.The basisvectorsjv1i;� � � ;jvdispan � .

K 1;� � � ;Kr,(i.e),

rX

j= 1

�1jK j =

dX

j= 1

~c1jjvji+ jvd+ 1i+

NX

j= d+ q+ 1

~c1jjvji

rX

j= 1

�2jK j =

dX

j= 1

~c1jjvji+ jvd+ 2i+

NX

j= d+ q+ 1

~c2jjvji

...

rX

j= 1

�qjK j =

dX

j= 1

~c1jjvji+ jvd+ qi+

NX

j= d+ q+ 1

~cqjjvji (27)

and

rX

j= 1

�q+ 1;jK i =

dX

j= 1

~c1jjvji+ 0

...

rX

j= 1

�r;jK j =

dX

j= 1

~c1jjvji+ 0

wherethe�rstterm son therighthand sideoftheabove

equationscan beseen tobefrom �K d and thelaterterm s

from �K o. W e willsuppressthe sum m ation for ease of

notation and allthe following term sbelow are assum ed

to be sum m ations from 1;� � � ;r in the recurring index

variable.Now from the necessary conditionswehave,

[�;K j]2 �+ G ;8� 2 � and 1� j� r: (28)

and hence,

[�;�ijK j]= �ij[�;K j]+ L�(�ij)K j 2 �+ G : (29)

and for1 � i� q,

[�;�ijK j]= [�;

dX

j= 1

~c1jjvji+ jvd+ ii+

NX

j= d+ q+ 1

~c1jjvji]

= [�;

dX

j= 1

~c1jjvji]+ [�;jvd+ ii]+ [�;

NX

j= d+ q+ 1

~c1jjvji]

By noting that� 2 �,� isinvolutive and jv 1i;� � � ;jvdi

com m ute with jvd+ 1i;� � � ;jvN i,[jvii;jvji]2 �;81 � i�

d;d+ 1 � j � d+ q the above equation can be seen to

sim plify to,

[�;

rX

j= 1

�ijK j]2 �+

NX

j= d+ q+ 1

L�(~c1j)jvji

butsince we already have [�;�ijK j]2 �+ G from (28)

the above relation ispossible only ifL�(~cij)= 0.Hence

wehave,

[�;

rX

j= 1

�ijK j]= [�;~K i]2 �:

The argum entistrivialforq+ 1 � i� r and itcan be

easily seen that[�;
P r

1
�ijK j]2 � forall1 � i� r and

� 2 �.Now in ordertoconstructthefeedbackparam eter

�,by an argum entanalogousto (29),wecan show that,

[�;~K 0]= [�;K 0 +

rX

i= 1

�iK i]2 �+ G

becauseboth [�;K 0]and [�;K i]belong to �+ G .Let,

K 0 =

dX

j= 1

cjjvji+

d+ qX

j= d+ 1

cjjvji+

NX

j= d+ q+ 1

cjjvji (30)

Itisnow possibleto �nd a suitablelinearcom bination of

righthand side ofequation set(27)and the above (30)

in orderto form ~K 0,

~K 0 = K 0+ ~�i~K i =

dX

j= 1

~cjjvji+

d+ qX

j= d+ 1

kjjvji+

NX

j= d+ q+ 1

~cjjvji

where kj’sare constantsw.r.t� and twhere as ~cj’sare

som efunctionsof�(t).In particularby a suitable linear

com bination,kj’scan allbe m ade zero. Itcan again be

seen thatforall� 2 �,

[�;~K 0]2 �+

NX

j= d+ q+ 1

L�(~cj)jvji

and henceL�(~cj)areequalto zero in orderto satisfy the

necessary conditionsand hence,

[�;~K 0]2 �

The closed loop driftvector�eld wasform ed by setting
~K 0 equalto K 0 + ~�:�:K for a suitable row vector ~�.

Hence the feedback param eter�= ~�:�.
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In addition to proving the necessary and su�cient

conditionswehavealso outlined a procedureto com pute

thefeedbackparam eters�(�)and �(�)from them axim al

controllability invariant distribution �, which elicits

the application of Tangent space form alism in output

decoupling.Hence itisim perative thatwe com pute the

m axim al invariant distribution � for the synthesis of

feedback. From the necessary and su�cient conditions

we see thatthe distribution � hasto satisfy conditions

(20-21) or equivalently (22-23) and that � � ker(dy)

for com plete decouplability. O bviously (22-23) has

the advantage that we do not need the knowledge of

feedback param eters. Now, sim ilar to the open loop

casewecan form ulatean algorithm in orderto arriveat

them uch soughtafterinvariantdistribution,thegeneral

idea being: Start out by assigning the whole of null

spaceofy(t)to � and iteratively rem ovethepartofthe

distribution thatdoesnotsatisfy conditions(22-23).

Step 1:Let� 0 = ker(dy(t;�)).

Step 2: � i+ 1 = � i � f� 2 � i :[�;K j] =2 � i + G ;80 �

j� rg

Step 3: M axim al invariant distribution is such that

� � = � i+ 1 = � i.

Em ploying the sam e logic as before in determ ining

the open loop invariantdistribution we can perform the

com putation in the dualspace T �
�
(M )and arrive atthe

following algorithm which iseasierto com pute,

Step 1:Let
0 = span(dy(t;�)).

Step 2:
i+ 1 = 
i+ LK 0
(
i\G

? )+
P r

j= 1
LK i

(
i\G
? ).

Step 3:The Algorithm convergesto 
� = 
i+ 1 = 
i.

V III. EX T EN SIO N T O C O N T R O L A LG EB R A

In the previoussectionswe provided a state feedback

given by thevector�(�)and m atrix �(�)which wereas-

sum ed tobeanalyticalfunctionsofthestate�.In partic-

ular,theanalyticity isrequired fortheproofofnecessity

aswellassu�cientconditions.However,theclassofana-

lyticfunctionsistoo restrictivein term soffeedback that

can actually be im plem ented on the system . Forexam -

ple,by rapid pulseswhich arearbitrarily strong and fast

one can generatelie bracketofthe vectorcontrolvector

�eldswhich can actasa new controlto thesystem avail-

ableforfeedback.In thelightofnon-analyticfeedback it

m ightbe necessary to m odify the conditions thatguar-

antee decouplability ofthe system . Another approach

which is su�ciently generalwould be to use the theory

alreadydeveloped foranalyticfeedbacktosystem swhose

controlvector�eldsbelong to the controlalgebra ofthe

originalsystem ,(i.e)weproposeto usethesystem ,where

K̂ i 2 fK 1;� � � ;KrgL A = G.The theory ofanalyticfeed-

back can now be extended to controls from the control

algebra instead ofjusttheoriginalsetofcontrols.Hence

wecan restatetheconditionsfordecouplability in term s

ofthe controlalgebra,which follows directly from the

previoustheorem as,

Lem m a V III.1. The outputy(t)is decouplable via an-

alytic feedback functions�(�)and �(�)from the interac-

tion vector �eld K I ifand only ifthere exists a control-

lability invariantdistribution �,(i.e)

[�;G]� �� G (31)

[�;C]� �� G (32)

where C = fad
j

K i
K 0;i= 1;� � � ;r;j = 0;1� � � g and G =

fK 1;� � � ;KrgL A

Theabovelem m a juststatesa condition and doesnot

providean explicitform ulation oftheapplication offeed-

back. In orderto provide the analytic feedback we con-

sider a m odi�ed system with additionalcontrolvector

�elds generated from the originalsystem . Consider the

followingm odi�ed system with �nitedim ensionalcontrol

algebra G,

@�(t)

@t
= K 0j�(t)i+

mX

i= 1

uiK̂ ij�(t)i+ K Ij�(t)i (33)

where the vector �elds K̂ i 2 G which are generated by

thevector�eldsoftheoriginalsystem aresuch thatG =

spanfK̂ 1;� � � ;K̂ m g,(i.e)the setofvector�elds K̂ i,not

necessary a linearly independentsetform a vectorspace

basisforG. Thisisa required condition asthe analytic

feedback functionswhich can only generateutm ostlinear

com binations ofthe existing controlvector �elds, (i.e)

spanfK 1;� � � ;Krg isinadequateto leveragethesetofall

possible controls. Hence it is necessary to m odify the

originalsystem in order to utilize the repertoire ofall

possible controlsfore�cientfeedback control. Itisalso

to be noted that in so doing we do not alter the set of

reachable orcontrollable setofthe originalsystem ,but

altering the output decouplability instead which is an

observability property ofthe system .

IX . EX A M P LES

Asan exam pleoftheaboveform alism considerasingle

qubitandatwoqubitsystem coupled totheenvironm ent,

@�(t)

@t
=
!0

2
�z�(t)+

X

k

!kb
y

k
bk�(t)+ u1�x�(t)+ u2�y�(t)

+
X

k

�z(gkb
y

k
+ g

�
kbk)�(t)

with the output,

y(t)= h�(t)jC j�(t)i

W hen we check against the necessary condition,P
k
�z(gkb

y

k
+ g�

k
bk)�(t)2 ker(dy(t))which wenoticethe
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singlequbitsystem failsto satisfy,the conclusion thata

singlequbitsystem isnotdecouplablecoincideswith re-

sultsobtained earlierby operatoralgebra.Now,consider

the following two-qubitsystem eq.(6)

@j�(t)i

@t
=

0

@
2X

j= 1

!0

2
�
(j)
z +

X

k

!kb
y

k
bk

1

A j�(t)i

+
X

k

0

@
X

j

�
(j)
z

1

A (gkb
y

k
+ g

�
kbk)j�(t)i

+ (u1(t)�
(1)

x +u2(t)�
(1)

y + u3(t)�
(2)

x + u4(t)�
(2)

y )j�(t)i

W hich has a DFS ofdim ension 2,spanfj01i;j10ig,the

states within which rem ain coherent in the absence of

controls.Therealproblem arisesin thepresenceofsym -

m etry breaking perturbations or controlham iltonians.

Hencetheproblem athand isto renderthestatescoher-

ent even in the presence ofarbitrary control. Consider

the outputofthe form ,

y(t)= h�(t)jC j�(t)i

Itcan be clearly seen thatthe interaction vector�eld

in deed belongs to K I =
P

j;k
�
(j)
z (gkb

y

k
+ g�

k
bk)�(t) 2

ker(dy(t),wherej= 0;1 and k = 0;1;� � � ,but

[K i;K I]= [�
(1)

xjy
�;
X

j

�
(j)
z (gkb

y

k
+ g

�
kbk)�]

= c:
X

k

�
(1)

yjx
(gkb

y

k
+ g

�
kbk)j�i; eg.for;i= 1;2

up to a constant c,neither belongs to the span ofthe

controlvector �elds, controlalgebra generated by the

abovevector�eldsorthe controllability invariantdistri-

bution �.Thelastcondition can beseen by thefactthat

[K i;K I]doesnotbelongtoker(dy(t))and hencedoesnot

belong to � � ker(dy(t)) either. Now considerthe two

qubitsystem with bait,which wasdiscussed in the ear-

liersection.Thecontrolsystem governing them echanics

following the Schr�odingereq.(7)isgiven by,

@j�(t)i

@t
=

0

@
2X

j= 1

!0

2
�
(j)
z +

X

k

!kb
y

k
bk

1

A �(t)+
X

k

0

@
X

j

�
(j)
z

1

A (gkb
y

k
+ g

�
kbk)�(t)+

�
u1(t)�

(1)

x + u2(t)�
(1)

y + u3(t)�
(2)

x

+ u4(t)�
(2)

y +
!0

2
�
(b)
z + u5�

(b)
x + u6�

(b)
y + u7J1�

(1)

z �
(b)
z + u8J2�

(2)

z �
(b)
z

�
�(t)+ u9

X

k

�
(b)
z (wkb

y

k
+ w

�
kbk)�(t)

(34)

with �xjyjznow skew herm itian and the sam e output

equation asbefore.Itisseen thatK I 2 ker(dy(t))and

[K i;K I]= [�
(1)

xjy
�;
X

j

�
(j)
z (gkb

y

k
+ g

�
kbk)�]

= c:
X

k

�
(1)

yjx
(gkb

y

k
+ g

�
kbk)j�i

now belongstothecontrolalgebragenerated bytheaddi-

tionalvector�eldsintroduced by thebaitsystem .Hence

thesystem which wasdesigned in orderto m eetthenec-

essary condition, [~C;H SB ] � ~C, given by the observa-

tion space form alism isalso seen to m eetthe conditions

given by tangent space or controllability invariant dis-

tribution form alism .A ratherinteresting scenario arises

when the driftvector�eld K 0 isa partofthe idealofG

and theinteraction vector�eld K I which isa partofthe

invariantsubspace � � ker(dy(t)),is already contained

within the controlalgebra,(i.e)K I 2 G. The necessary

and su�cient conditions for decouplability using feed-

back are trivially satis�ed as [K I;K̂ i]2 G8K̂ i 2 G and

[K I;K 0]2 G.Hence,

[�; K̂ i]� �� G (35)

[�;K 0]� �� G (36)

and the invariantsubspace � can now be guaranteed to

exist and at least one dim ensionalequalto spanfK 0g.

Hence existence offeedback and decouplability is guar-

anteed forthe abovesystem .

X . T H E C O N T R O L SY ST EM

In the previoussection we had only discussed a brief

outline ofthe im plem entation ofdisturbance decoupling

forquantum system s.In thissection wepresentthecon-

struction ofactualcontrolsystem and thecontrolvector

�elds. The baitqubitasdiscussed before wasprim arily

used to geta handle on theenvironm entso wem ay gen-

erate vector �elds that could help decouple the system

from the vector �eld K I. Let the following denote the



12

variousham iltoniansacting on the system ,

H 0 =

2X

j= 1

!0

2
�
(j)
z +

X

k

!kb
y

k
bk;

H SB =
X

k

0

@
X

j

�
(j)
z

1

A (gkb
y

k
+ g

�
kbk)

H 1 = �
(1)

x ;H 2 = �
(1)

y ;H 3 = �
(2)

x ;H 4 = �
(2)

y

H 5 = �
(b)
x ;H 6 = �

(b)
y ;H 7 = J1�

(1)

z �
(b)
z ;H 8 = J2�

(2)

z �
(b)
z

H 9 =
X

k

�
(b)
z (wkb

y

k
+ w

�
kbk) (37)

and let us denote by K 0
i,the vector�elds generated by

theham iltonian H i,(i.e),K i = H ij i.Now considerthe

particularback and forth m aneuvervia controlsu6 and

u9,

u6(�)= 1;and u9(�)= 0;for� 2 [0;t]

u6(�)= 0;and u9(�)= 1;for� 2 [t;2t]

u6(�)= � 1;and u9(�)= 0;for� 2 [2t;3t]

u6(�)= 0;and u9(�)= � 1;for� 2 [3t;4t]

Thecorrespondingunitarytim eevolution operatoratthe

end oftim e instant4tisgiven by,

U (4t)= e
(�iH 6t)e

(�iH 9t)e
(iH 6t)e

(iH 9t)

= exp(� i[H 6;H 9]t
2 + O (t3))

the series expansion by Cam pbell-Baker-Hausdor� for-

m ula. In the lim it that t = dt ! 0. The e�ective di-

rection ofevolution is given by the com m utator ofthe

corresponding ham iltonians,but to the second order in

tim e.Hencewecould devisea controlvector�eld in the

direction given by thecom m utatorsofthecorresponding

ham iltoniansH 6 and H 9,where,

[H 6;H 9]= c:�
(b)
x

X

k

(wkb
y

k
+ w

�
kbk)

where c is a realconstantfor a skew herm itian H 6 and

H 9.In factitispossibleto generateany direction ofevo-

lution with arbitrary strength corresponding to repeated

com m utatorsofthe ham iltoniansH 1 � � � H9 ofthe phys-

icalsystem (34). In order to com pute com m utators of

tensorproductoperatorsweuse the following identitiy,

[A 
 B ;C 
 D ]= C A 
 [B ;D ]+ [A;C ]
 B D

W ith another control�eld H 8 entering the picture we

could generatethefollowingdirection in conjunction with

the previousm aneuver[[H 8;H 5];[H 6;H 9]],

= c1:[J2�
(2)

z �
(b)
y ;�

(b)
x

X

k

(wkb
y

k
+ w

�
kbk)]

= c:�
(2)

z �
(b)
z

X

k

(wkb
y

k
+ w

�
kbk) (38)

Consider the sim ilar m aneuver between controls

u4;u6 and u8,which generatesthedirection ofevolution

corresponding to the following repeated com m utator,

[H 4;H 8]= [�(2)y ;J2�
(2)

z �
(b)
z ]= c:�

(2)

x �
(b)
z (39)

where c is a realconstantfora skew herm itian H 4;H 8.

Again,from operatingon equations(38)and (39)weget,

c1[�
(2)

x �
(b)
z ;�

(2)

z �
(b)
z

X

k

(wkb
y

k
+ w

�
kbk)]

= c1:[�
(2)

x ;�
(2)

z ]:(�(b)z )2:
X

k

(wkb
y

k
+ w

�
kbk)

= c:�
(2)

y :I
(b)
:
X

k

(wkb
y

k
+ w

�
kbk) (40)

Hence we have generated an e�ective coupling between

qubit 2 and the environm ent with the help ofthe bait

qubitand itsinteraction with theenvironm entand qubit

2. It is im portant to note that the ham iltonian so ob-

tained by the above controlm aneuvernow actstrivially

on the hilbertspace ofthe baitqubit,a property which

willbefound tobeextrem elyusefullater.Itisalsopossi-

bletogeneratethe�
(2)
x counterpartoftheabovecoupling

by a sim ilarm aneuver,given by,

c:�
(2)

x :I
(b)
:
X

k

(wkb
y

k
+ w

�
kbk) (41)

Again by a sym m etric and totally sim ilar argum ent we

could generate a coupling between the environm entand

qubit1,which would be given by,

c:�
(1)

y :I
(b)
:
X

k

(wkb
y

k
+ w

�
kbk)and (42)

c:�
(1)

x :I
(b)
:
X

k

(wkb
y

k
+ w

�
kbk) (43)

Now noting thatthe constantsc in the above equations

could becontrolled independently and arbitrarily,wecan

write the prelim inary form ofthe actualcontrolsystem

which achievesdisturbancedecoupling.G athering term s

(40)-(43),we constructthe following controlsystem for
@j�(t)i

@t
,
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=

0

@
2X

j= 1

!0

2
�
(j)
z +

X

k

!kb
y

k
bk

1

A �(t)+
X

k

0

@
X

j

�
(j)
z

1

A (gkb
y

k
+ g

�
kbk)�(t)+ (u1�

(1)

x + u2�
(1)

y + u3�
(2)

x + u4�
(2)

y )�(t)

+

 

u5�
(1)

x

X

k

(wkb
y

k
+ w

�
kbk)+ u6�

(1)

y

X

k

(wkb
y

k
+ w

�
kbk)+ u7�

(2)

x

X

k

(wkb
y

k
+ w

�
kbk)+ u8�

(2)

y

X

k

(wkb
y

k
+ w

�
kbk)

!

�(t)

(44)

By restructuringthecontrolvector�eldsasaboveweare

hoping to capture the entire controlalgebra by a sim ple

linearspan ofthecontrolvector�eldswhich isessentialto

analyticalfeedback theory.Letusagain,investigatethe

decouplability oftheabovecontrolsystem from itsneces-

sary conditions,that(i)K I 2 � � ker(dy);(ii)[K I;K i]2

�+ G ,where G = span(K 1 � � � ;K8),isthe distribution

generated by the controlvector�eldsabove.By consid-

ering [K I;K 1] = �
(1)
y

P
k
(wkb

y

k
+ w �

kbk)j�(t)i, which is

already contained within G .Theconditionsarealso sat-

is�ed forthevector�eldsK 2;K 3 and K 4.Howeverwith

the vector�eld K 5,wenotethat[K I;K 5],

� =

2

4
X

k

0

@
X

j

�
(j)
z

1

A (gkb
y

k
+ g

�
kbk)�(t);

�
(1)

x

X

k

(wkb
y

k
+ w

�
kbk)�(t)

#

= c:�
(1)

y

 
X

k

(wkb
y

k
+ w

�
kbk)

! 2

�(t)

wherew.l.o.gwk = c1:gk foranarbitraryconstantc1 2 C.

Foran in�nitedim ensionalenvironm entthevector�elds

thatcontain higherpowersof
P

k
(wkb

y

k
+ w �

kbk),cannot

be expressed asa linearcom bination ofitslowerpowers

as can be seen from its action on a particular num ber

statejni,

(wkb
y

k
+ w

�
kbk)jni = wk

p
njn � 1i+ w

�
k

p
n + 1jn + 1i

(wkb
y

k
+ w

�
kbk)

2jni = 2jwkj
2
njni+ w

2

k

p
n(n � 1)jn � 2i

+ w
�
k

2
p
(n + 1)(n + 2)jn + 2i

forsom en.In otherwordstheaboveterm isneithercon-

tained in G norin � � ker(dy),because L �y(�;t)6= 0.

The only way to correct the above situation is to in-

clude the vector � as a controlvector �eld in the con-

trol system above. This can be achieved by sim ilar

m aneuvers between the vector �elds above,(i.e), � =

c:[K 1;[K 1;H 2�]]. Now again,since � is a new control

vector �eld, it m ust satisfy condition (ii) above. But

[K I;�]= c:�
(1)
x

�P
k
(wkb

y

k
+ w �

kbk)

�3
�(t),now generates

the nexthigher powerofthe sam e environm entalterm ,

which necessitates us to �nd a way to include that in

our controlvector �elds as well. In fact,it is possible

to generate any powerofthe environm entalterm by re-

peated com m utators,which islinearly independentofall

the previousterm sand hence generatesa new direction

of
ow within theanalyticm anifold.And itisim possible

to includeallthesuccessivepowersin ourcontrolvector

�elds.Hencethebestwecould hopetoachieveunderthe

present circum stance is to obtain an approxim ate solu-

tion to disturbancedecoupling.Itisto benoted thatthe

above problem arisesonly in an in�nite dim ensionalen-

vironm entand restricting the dim ension ofenvironm ent

isa reasonably good approxim ation.Hencewepresenta

experim entally realizableschem etodem onstratethethe-

ory ofdisturbance decoupling to practicalquantum sys-

tem s. The following system capturesthe essence ofthe

problem aswellasthe solution itself. Beforewe present

the exam ple we sum m arize the resultsobtained thusfar

in aconciseform .Thefollowingtableishelpfulin noting

the abovedecouplability results,

O pen Closed Closed Loop

Loop Loop Restructured

SingleQ ubit NO NO NO

Two Q ubit NO NO NO

Two Q ubitorhigher NO NO Y E S�

with baitqubit

*-The system can be com pletely decoupled underthe

additionalassum ption of a �nite dim ensionalenviron-

m ent.

W e note that the conditions for decouplability from

O pen loop to Closed loop to Closed Loop Restructured

are progressively relaxed. Hence a system that is not

Closed Loop Restructured decouplablecannotbeClosed

Loop orO pen Loop decoupled.

Finite State Environm entEnvironm entalwaysap-

pears to be in a stationary state(also called the G ibbs

State).An essentialelem entofthestationarystatewhich

is m ost stable and extrem ely resilient is the coherent

state ofan electrom agnetic system . Coherent states is

generated by the action of the displacem ent operator

D̂ (�) � e(�a
y
��

�
a) on the vacuum state j0i. An elec-

trom agnetic system when perturbed from one coherent

state sim ply settles in another coherent state. It is la-

beled by a com plex num ber�,thatdenotesthestrength
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ofthe state.The stateisgiven by,

j�i= e
�1=2j�j

2

1X

n= 0

�n

p
n!
jni (45)

wherejniisthenum berstate.Itcan betheseen thatthe

coe�cientsofhighern decreaserapidlyand sincesquared

sum ofthe coe�cientsisconvergent,with m ajorcontri-

bution from lowerstatesitisa reasonableapproxim ation

to neglect higher energy states of the electrom agnetic

system . In fact,this is the basis for the experim ental

realization of\dualrailopticalphoton quantum gates",

where in only the j0iand j1i photon statesare used to

represent the system under the prem ise that contribu-

tions from higher energy photons are negligible. Hence

we consider the following m odelfor a �nite state har-

m onicoscillatorwith N energy stateswhich willbelater

dubbed asthe environm ent. The creation and annihila-

tion operatorsacton the system asfollows,

ajni=
p
n + 1jn + 1iforn < N

ajni= 0 forn � N

a
yjni=

p
njn � 1iforn � N and n > 0 (46)

a
yjni= 0 forn > N and n = 0

Itwasrecently shown by Fu et.al.[18]in theirm odelof

truncated harm onic oscillator that such a system up to

energy state N was feasible. Hence the schem atic pre-

sented here can be readily im plem ented ifone were able

to create and sustain a controllable interaction between

theelectrom agneticand spin system (thebait).Now con-

sidera single spin-1/2 system with ham iltonians�z,�x,

and �y. The state ofthe system is represented as  =

[c0 c1]
0 in the vector form where the coe�cients corre-

spond tothetwostatesand c0;c1 2 C s.tjc0j
2+ jc1j

2 = 1.

The tangentvectorto the system isgiven by the action

of the skew herm itian operators on the state  , (i.e),
_ = �xjyjz = [c00 c

0
1]
0 where c00;c

0
1 2 C. In other

words, in order to express any vector in the tangent

space as a reallinear com bination ofother vectors we

require at least4 linearly independent vectors given by

�z ;�x ;�y ;I . For the case ofa 2 spin-1/2 system

the num ber oflinearly independent vectors required is

8,given by a subsetof�i 
 �j forfi;jg 2 fx;y;z;0g.

For the case of2 spin-1/2 system coupled to a 3 state

environm ent,thetangentspaceis4� 3 dim ensionaland

the num ber oflinearly independent vectors required to

span the entiretangentspaceis4� 3� 2= 24.In other

wordswe require 24 linearly independentcontrolvector

�eldsto m akeabsolutely surethattheconditionsforde-

couplability are m et. Let the environm entbe governed

by a single 3 levelharm onicoscillator.The di�erenten-

ergy levelsaregiven by fj0i;j1i;j2ig,and a generalstate

in this basis is given by jei= c0j0i+ c1j1i+ c2j2i. W e

can now exam inethelinearly independentvectorsgener-

ated by thepowersofthebath/environm entoperatorfor

the three levelsystem by taking into accountthe de�n-

ing relations(46).Asitcan be seen thatthe following 6

vectors,

I = c0j0i+ c1j1i+ c2j2i

(wby + w
�
b) =

wc1j0i+ w
p
2c2j1i+ w

�
c0j1i+ w

�
p
2c1j2i

(wby + w
�
b)2 =

[w 2(by)2 + ww
�
b
y
b+ w

�
wbb

y + w
�2
b
2] 

(wby + w
�
b)3 = [w 3(by)2 + w

2
w
�(by)2b+ w

2
w
�
b
y
bb

y

+ ww
�2
b
y
b
2 + w

2
w
�
b(by)2 + ww

�2
bb

y
b+ ww

�2
b
2
b
y] 

(wby + w
�
b)4 = [w 3

w
�((by)2bby + b

y
b(by)2)

+ w
2
w
�2((by)2b2 + (byb)2 + b

y
b
2
b
y + b(by)2b+ (bby)2

+ b
2(by)2)+ w

�3
w(bbyb2 + b

2
b
y
b)] 

(wby + w
�
b)5 = [w 3

w
�2((by)2bbyb+ (by)2b2by + b

y

b(by)2b+ b
y(bby)2 + b

y
b
2(by)2 + b(by)2bby + bb

y
b(by)2)

+ w
2
w
�3((byb)2b+ b

y
b
2
b
y
b+ b(by)2b2

+ b(byb)2 + bb
y
b
2
b
y + b

2(by)2b+ b(bby)2)] 

expressed in term s ofthe creation and annihilation op-

eratorsofthe bath,b and by and do notcontain powers

higher than 3 in their respective expansions and gener-

ate asm any linearly independentvectorsaspossible on

T�(M ),while operating on the state �. W ith the above

linearly independentvectorswecould constructthenew

controlsystem given by,

@j�(t)i

@t
=

0

@
2X

j= 1

!0

2
�
(j)
z +

X

k

!kb
y

k
bk

1

A j�(t)i+
X

k

�
(j)
z (gby + g

�
b)j�(t)i+

5X

i= 0

u1i�
(1)

x (wby + w
�
b)ij�(t)i

+

5X

i= 0

u2i�
(1)

y (wby + w
�
b)ij�(t)i+

5X

i= 0

u3i�
(2)

x (wby + w
�
b)ij�(t)i+

5X

i= 0

u4i�
(2)

y (wby + w
�
b)ij�(t)i (47)

Forthecontrolsystem described abovewherethecontrol

vector�elds fK jig,0 � i� 5 and 1 � j � 4,span the

entirecontrolalgebra and hence,

[�;K ji]� �+ G;0 � i� 5 and 1 � j� 4 (48)
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whereG = fK 1;� � � ;K24gL A = spanfK 1;� � � ;K24g.It

now rem ainstoknow ifthereexistsacontrolled invariant

distribution �,thatsatis�esthe condition stated above.

Itcan be seen thatsince � isa subspace ofthe tangent

spaceT�(M )at�,theequationaboveistriviallysatis�ed.

Theonly additionalconstraintthat� needsto satisfy is

thatitbea partoftheker(dy),thenullspaceofy atthe

point�,which isa subspaceofthetangentspaceT�(M )

itself. ker(dy) is com prised ofvectors ofthe form H j�i

where H is a reallinear com bination(with coe�cients

possibly a function ofthe state �)ofskew herm itian op-

erators,with the additionalconstraintthat,L(H �)y = 0,

which translates to the com m utator,[C;H ]= 0. Since

thecovectordy isonedim ensionalforascalarfunction y,

the corresponding nullspace ker(dy),would be n � 1 di-

m ensionalwheren isthedim ension ofthetangentspace.

Som eofthe vectorsin ker(dy)are,

(I(1)
 I
(2))(wby + w

�
b)ij�(t)i;1 � i� 5

(�(1)z + �
(2)

z )(wby + w
�
b)ij�(t)i;1 � i� 5

i(�(1)z + �
(2)

z )(wby � w
�
b)ij�(t)i;1 � i� 5 etc

where the operators �z;I, above are to understood as

skew herm itian operatorsasbefore.Itistobenoted that

the algorithm presented in the previous section would

term inate afterthe �rstiteration asthe condition isal-

ready satis�ed and would yield ker(dy)as� �,the m ax-

im alcontrolled invariant distribution. The least value

that� could take according to the necessary conditions

of theorem VIII.1, K I 2 � � ker(dy) is, the one di-

m ensionalvectorspace spanfK Ig,itself. The algorithm

presented in theprevioussection isdesigned to yield the

m axim alinvariantsubspace,which guaranteesdecoupla-

bility. But in order to com pute the feedback we could

work with any � thatisa subspace ofm axim al� � and

containsthem inim alspanfK Ig,aslong asthecondition

(48)issatis�ed.

Feedback Synthesis In orderto determ ine the feed-

back let us work with the m inim al � = spanfK Ig.

It is possible to construct n � 1 vectors where, n =

2 � dim (T�(M )) vectors v2;� � � vn 2 T�(M ) that com -

m utes with v1 = K I,(i.e) [v1;vj]= 0. Reindexing the

controlvector �elds as K 1 � � � Kr,where r = n = 24 in

this case,and since K i span the tangent space we can

write,

vj =

rX

i= 1

dijK i (49)

where d is a non-singular realm atrix. Hence we could

rewrite,

0

B
B
B
@

K 1

K 2

...

K r

1

C
C
C
A
=

0

B
@

d11 � � � d1r

...
...

dr1 � � � drr

1

C
A

�1

0

B
B
B
@

v1
v2
...

vr

1

C
C
C
A

Following the proofofTheorem VII.1,we can form the

vectors,K o
i = S:v,where,S = d�1 butwith �rstcolum n

replaced by zeros,(i,e),

S =

0

B
@

0 s12 � � � s1r

... � � �
...

0 sr2 � � � srr

1

C
A

Now,the feedback param eter� issuch that

��
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B
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K o
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K o
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1

C
C
C
A
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0

B
B
B
B
@
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v3
...

vr

0

1

C
C
C
C
A
=

0

B
B
B
B
@

0 1 0 � � � 0

0 0 1 0� � � 0
... � � �

...

0 0 � � � 0 1

0 0 � � � 0 0

1

C
C
C
C
A

| {z }
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vr
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C
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Since the above equationsholdsforallv and K vectors

we could write �(�)S = J,butsince the above equation

rem ainsunaltered when S isreplaced with d�1 ,we can

calculatethefeedback param eteras,�= J:d.Theclosed

loop vector�eldsaregiven by ~K = �(�)K .Sim ilarly the

param eter � can be calculated by incorporating K 0 in

theequation.Forany K 0 =
P r

i= 1
cjvj,wecan �nd an ~�

such that,

K 0 + ~�j ~K j = c1v1 (50)

forsom e c1 asa function ofthe state �. The param eter

� is given by � = ~�:� and the closed loop drift vector

�eld isgiven by, ~K 0 =
P

i
�i:K i.Itcan beseen thatthe

aboveclosed loop vector�eldsasin theproofdoessatisfy

invariance w.r.t�,(i.e) [�; ~K i]� �;0 � i� r. Hence

the system iscom pletely decoupled even in the presence

ofsym m etry breaking controlham iltoniansvia classical

statefeedback.

**wecannot�nd a suitablebasistransform ation using

realm atricesto a known setofcom m uting vectorssuch

asc1j000i;c1j102i;� � � 2 T�(M )etc where c1;c2 2 C,as

perform ed in [4],where vectorswere transform ed to co-

ordinatebasisin Rn in orderto determ ine the feedback.

Hencethetask of�ndingcom m utingvectorsweresim pli-

�ed by such a transform ation in the classicalcase. The

di�culty isdue to factthat(i)coe�cientsofthe states

com plex and e�ectively carry twice the dim ension,(ii)

tangent vectors at point � is di�erent from that ofan-

other point �1,hence a �xed coordinate transform ation

does not work for every �. W hereas in the case ofRn

tangentspaceatevery pointx isthe sam e.

It can also be noted the controllability properties of

the system are unaltered in the presence of feedback.

Theproblem ofdisturbancedecouplingisthatofm odify-

ing the observability ofthe controlsystem via feedback.

It is very wellknown from classicalcontroltheory that

feedback can m odify the observability propertiesofany

system but not the controllability properties. It is the

observability ofthe decoherence thatwe intend to m od-

ify in the above work by m odeling it as a disturbance
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decoupling problem thusrendering the decoherence act-

ing on thesystem unobservableon thestatesofinterest.

Howeverin orderto accom plish the goalswe had to in-

troduce additionalcouplingsand a baitsubsystem that

werenota partofthe system initially.

X I. IN T ER N A L M O D EL P R IN C IP LE

In orderto decoupletheoutputfrom theenvironm ent

oneneedstodeterm inethefeedback coe�cients�(�)and

�(�)whereboth depend on thecom bined stateofthesys-

tem and environm ent. Hence one needsto have a good

estim ate ofthe system aswellasthe environm entitself

forsuccessfulim plem entation offeedback decoupling.In

otherwordsthe state observerm ustinclude a m odelof

theenvironm entwhich wouldenableusestim ateitsstate.

Atthispoint,theim portantdi�erencesbetween classical

and quantum decoupling problem scan beunderstood at

theoutset.Thenecessary condition in term softheoper-

atoralgebra [~C;H SB ]� ~C wasinstrum entalin design of

thebaitsubsystem .Howeverthestructureofthesystem

needed to be altered in orderto,

(i)Arti�cially inducecouplingbetween qubits1,2 and

the environm entwith the help ofthe bait.

(ii) G enerate vector �elds in higher power ofthe envi-

ronm entoperatorto asto generatelinearly independent

vectors.

Hence it was necessary to m odify the core system in

m ore ways than one in order to perform decoupling.

Hence, even though environm ent is an undesirable in-

teraction the higher powers ofthe sam e helped us gen-

erate linearly independentvectorsin the tangentspace,

which was absolutely necessary for decoupling. Hence

theenvironm entalcoupling herebe�tsthedescription of

necessary evil. In classicaldynam ic feedback[8]the de-

sign ofcontrollerdependson theexosystem .In contrast

thestateobserver/estim atorneedsto know them odelof

environm ent in order to estim ate the com bined state �

and calculate the feedback. Hence the m odeldiscussed

abovecould be thoughtofasthe InternalM odelPrinci-

pleanalog ofquantum controlsystem s.In addition clas-

sicaloutputregulation problem concernswith following

a reference signalin the presence ofenvironm entaldis-

turbacethatdependson a prescribed exosystem .O n the

otherhand the disturbancedecoupling problem focusses

on elim inating the e�ectsofthe environm ent.

X II. B ILIN EA R IN P U T A FFIN E

R EP R ESEN TA T IO N O F Q U A N T U M SY ST EM S

In thissection wewillattem ptto highlighta few m ore

im portantdi�erencesbetween thedecoherencecontrolin

quantum system sand disturbancedecoupling ofclassical

inputa�ne system sin R n.

(i) Classicalnoise is additive, _x = f(x)+ uigi(x)+

wp(x) and operate on the sam e vector space. W hereas

quantum noise istensorial.The noise param etergk and

g�
k
dictatethecouplingbetween theenvironm entand the

system ,(i.e),K I = (�
(1)
z + �

(2)
z )
 (g�kbk + gkb

y

k
)j�icor-

respondsto theclassicalnoisevectorp(x),and itcan be

easily seen thatthereisno noiseoperatingon thesystem

in the classicalsense.Hence decoherenceisnotclassical

noise.

(ii)Vectorspacesin quantum controlsystem sareover

com plex �elds. This increases the dim ensionality by 2

fold in m any instances where linearly com bination has

to be taken. Hence in orderto generate every vectorin

a vector space ofn independent states, we require 2n

linearly independentvectors.

(iii)Thenecessary and su�cientconditionsim posere-

strictionson the form ofcontrolham iltonian thatcould

help decouple the system . From the conditions derived

above,it is im possible to decouple one part ofthe sys-

tem from the other unless our controlham iltonians op-

erate on the both the hilbert spaces non-trivially (i.e)

H i 2 B(H A 
 H B ),thesetoflinearoperatorsin thejoint

hilbertspaceofboth the system s.Itwasin lightofthis

condition thatthebaitsystem wasoriginally introduced.

(iv)Distributionsneed notnecessarilybesingular.For

instancethetangentspaceofan su(2)system isspanned

by �zj�i;�xj�i;�yj�i;Ij�i, where � = c0j0i+ c1j1i and

the operators are again assum ed to be skew herm itian

counterparts ofherm itian �z;�x;�y. Even though the

fourvectorsare linearly independentforalm ostallnon-

zero valuesofc0 and c1 the distribution isnon-singular.

Considerj�i= j0iand thecorrespondingtangentvectors

are� ij0i;ij1i;� j1i;ij0i,whosereallinearcom bination is

rank de�cient. Hence itcan be seen thatthe vectorj0i

does notbelong to tangentspace Tj0i atthe pointj�i=

j0i.In generalthe tangentvectorsatpoint� isdi�erent

from thatofanotherpoint �1. O ne ofthe m ostserious

im plications is that we cannot �nd a linear m ap that

transform sthedistribution �toaconstantddim ensional

distribution,

T:� =

�
Id�d

0

�

at every point �, an approach that was used in

Isidori[4]to greatly sim plify �nding com m uting vectors

jv1i;� � � jvniin an n dim ensionaltangentspace.Thecom -

m utingvectorswerejusttaken tobetheco-ordinatebasis

atevery pointx.

X III. C O N C LU SIO N

In this work we provided the conditions and a step

by step procedure to calculate a classicaldeterm inistic

feedback under which the 2-qubit system could be suc-

cessfully decoupled from decoherence.Asm entioned be-

fore the analysis carried out in the bilinear form only

helped uslearn aboutthecontrolham iltonianshelpfulin

decoupling the system but also provided a solution un-

derwhich the system would be com pletely decoupled as
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opposed to partialornth orderdecoupling discussed in

variouspreviouswork.Such a controlstrategy would be

im m ensely helpfulin perform ing decoherence free quan-

tum com putation thus enabling us to exploit the com -

putationalspeed up provided by quantum parallelism .

Howeverin orderto determ inethefeedback oneneedsto

havea good estim ate ofthe state ofthe system .
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derlich, J. M .R aim ond, and S. H aroche, Phys. R ev. Lett.,

77(24),4887,1996.

[21] S.H aroche, M .Brune and J. M .R aim ond, Phil.Trans. R .

Soc.Lond.A ,355,2367-2380,1997.

[22] J.M .R aim ond,M .Brune and S.H aroche,\R eversible D eco-

herence ofM esoscopic Superposition of Field States", Phys.

R ev.Lett.,79(11),pp 1964-1967,1997.

[23] J. M . G erem ia, J. Stockton, H . M abuchi,

arX iv:quant-ph/0401107v4

[24] H .M .W isem an,Phys.R ev.A ,49(3),pp 2133-2150,1994.

[25] D .A .Lidar,I.L.Chuang and K .B.W haley,\D ecoherence-

freesubspacesforquantum com putation",Phys.Rev.Letters,

81(12),p 2594,1998.

[26] D .Lidar,L.-A .W u,\R educing Constraintson Q uantum Com -

puter D esign by Encoded Selective R ecoupling", Phys. Rev.

Lett.,88,017905,2002.

[27] D . Lidar, L.-A . W u, \Encoded recoupling and decoupling:

A n alternative to quantum error-correcting codes applied to

trapped-ion quantum com putation",Phys.Rev.A ,67,032313

(2003).

[28] A .C.D oherty,K .Jacobsand G .Jungm an,\Inform ation,dis-

turbance and H am iltonian feedback control",Phys. Rev. A ,

63,062306,2001.

[29] E.M .Fortunato, L.V iola,J.H odges, G .Teklam ariam and

D . G . Cory, \Im plem entation of U niversal Control on a

D ecoherence-Free Q ubit",N ew JournalofPhys.,4,5.1-5.20,

2002.

[30] M . M ohseni, J. S. Lundeen, K . J. R esch and A . M . Stein-

berg, \Experim ental application of D ecoherence-Free Sub-

spaces in an O pticalQ uantum Com puting A lgorithm ",Phys.

Rev.Lett.,91(18),187903,2003.

[31] J.E.O llerenshaw,D .A .Lidarand L.E.K ay,\M agneticR eso-

nanceR ealization ofD ecoherence-FreeCom putation",91(21),

217904,2003.

[32] D .K ielpinski,C.M onroe and D .J.W ineland,\A rchitecture

fora large-scaleion-trap quantum com puter",N ature,417,pp

709-711 ,2002.

[33] K .Brown,J.Vala,and K .B.W haley,\Scalableion trap quan-

tum com putation in decoherence-free subspaceswith pairwise

interactions only",Phys.Rev.A 67,012309,2003.

[34] F.X ue et.al,Phys.R ev.A ,73,013403,2006.

[35] L.R oa and A .D elgado et.al,Phys.R ev.A ,73,012322,2006.

[44] S. W allentowitz, \Q uantum theory of feedback of bosonic

gases",Phys.Rev.A ,66,032114,2002.

[37] F.Buscem i,G .Chiribella,and G .M .D ’A riano,Phys.R ev.

Lett.,95,090501,2005.

[38] C.A lti�ni,J.M ath.Phys,44(6),pp 2357-2372,2003.

[39] K .Jacobs,\H ow to projectqubitsfasterusing quantum feed-

back",Phys.Rev.A ,67,030301(R ),2003.

[40] R .O m n�es,\G eneraltheory ofthe decoherence e�ectin quan-

tum m echanics",Phys.Rev.A ,56(5),pp 3383,1997.

[41] V .Protopopescu,R .Perez,C.D ’H elon and J.Schm ulen,\R o-

bust control of decoherence in realistic one-qubit quantum

gates",J.Phys A :M ath.G en.,36,pp 2175,2003.

[42] P.Shor,\Schem e for reducing decoherence in quantum com -

puter m em ory",Phys.Rev.A ,52,2493,1995

[43] A . R . Calderbank and P. W . Shor, \G ood quantum error-

correcting codes exist",Phys.Rev.A ,54,1098,1996.

[44] S. W allentowitz, \Q uantum theory of feedback of bosonic

gases",Phys.Rev.A ,66,032114,2002.

[45] C. Lan, T. J. Tarn, Q .S. Chi and J. W . Clark, \A nalytic

controllability oftim e-dependent quantum controlsystem s",

J.M ath.Phys,A pril2005.

[46] W .D ayawansa, D .Cheng, W .M .Boothby and T.J.Tarn,

\G lobal(f;g)-invarianceofnonlinearsystem s",SIA M J.Con-

troland O ptim ization,Vol26,N o.5,pp 1119,1988.

http://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0408147
http://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0605044
http://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/9805020
http://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0401107

