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D ecoherence Controlin O pen Q uantum System via C lassical Feedback

N arayan Ganesa.ru and T zyh-Jong Tanﬂ
E kctrical and System s Engineering.
W ashington University in St. Louis

In thiswork we propose a novel strategy using technigques from system s theory to com pltely elin —
Inate decoherence and also provide conditions under which it can be done so. A novel construction
em ploying an auxiliary system , the bait, which is Instrum ental to decoupling the system from the
environm ent is presented. O ur approach to decoherence control in contrast to other approaches in
the literature Involves the bilinear nput a ne m odel of quantum control system which lends itself
to various technigues from classical control theory, but w ith non-trivialm odi cations to the quan-—
tum regin e. The elegance of this approach yields interesting results on open loop decouplability
and D ecoherence Free SubspacesD F S) . A dditionally, the feedback control of decoherence m ay be
related to disturbance decoupling for classical input a ne system s, which entails carefiil application
of the m ethods by avoiding all the quantum m echanical pitfalls. In the process of calculating a
suitable feedback the system has to be restructured due to its tensorial nature of interaction w ith
the environm ent, which is unigue to quantum system s. The results obtained are qualitatively dif-
ferent and superior to the ones obtained via m aster equations. F inally, a m ethodology to synthesize
feedback param eters itself is given, that technology pem itting, could be in plem ented for practical

2—qubit system s to perform decoherence free Q uantum Com puting.

PACS num bers:

I. NTRODUCTION

Various authors have studied control of decoherence
of an open quantum system . D ecoherence Free Sub-
spacesDFS) help preserve quantum inform ation in an
open quantum system . H owever, the presence of symm e~
try breaking perturbations or controlham iltoniansacting
on an open quantum system which isessentialto perform —
Ing arbirary transform s in the system hibert space H g,
could also lead to loss of Inform ation by inevitable trans-
fer of states out of D F'S, due to the nature of the control
ham iltonians. Hence this renders the quantum system
at best a noiseless m em ory, much less a dynam ic quan—
tum com puter, whose state needs to be transform ed in
order to perform com putations. Recently Lidarand W u
Re],R1], K ielpoinskiet. al32], Brown et. al [33] have
proposed a com bination of open loop bang-bang pulses,
universalcontrolin order to perform com putation w ithin
the DF'S via control pulses. In this work we propose a
novel strategy, exploiting the geom etry of the bilinear
control system on the analytic m anifold to com pktely
elim inate decoherence in the presence of sym m etry break—
Ing controlham ittonians and still preserve com plete con—
trollability of the system in order to perform arbitrary
transform s. W e also explore the possbilities and provide
conditions under which it can be done so. This uni ed
approach to control of decoherence lkts us analyze the
open loop decoupling problem which directly leadsus to
the existence ofD F'S and secondly closed loop decoupling
via a classical feedback to the controlsystem which leads
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us to robust decoherence control. T hiswork isa continu—
ation ofthe previous results[l4]w herein som e ofthe theo-
retical groundw ork was laid to study the problem ofopen
loop decoupling, which are now extended to closed loop
control and feedback design here. The approach used
here is findam entally di erent from approaches adopted
by other authors in that (i) the bilnear form of control
system isused which isam enable to classical system sthe—
oretical results instead of the stochastic m aster equation
for the state evolution, (ii) the approach doesnot ain at
m itigating or slow Ing down the decoherence rate rather
ain s at com plktely elin nating via a suitable non-linear
feedback. The experim ental feasbility is discussed for
a nite state environm ent acting on a two qubit system
w hich isa rather reasonable approxin ation. A procedure
to com pute the feedback using the nvariant subspace for
a system is provided. A detailed step by step algorithm
to determ ine the invariant subspace itself on the tangent
space T M ) is also provided. In order to com pute the
feedback param eters a good estin ate of state of the sys—
tem isessential. A reliable inform ation extraction schem e
utilizing Indirect continuousm easurem ent via a quantum
probe In the context ofa decohering quantum system was
studied in[13].

II. PREVIOUS W ORK

Consideran open quantum system interactingw ith the
environm ent described by,
e tx) _
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Here the argum ent x denotes the spatial dependance of
the com bined system -environm ent state (t;x) aswellas
control ham ittonians H ;, and where u; are the strength
ofthe control respectively. H ;H g ;H s are the system,
environm ent and interaction ham ittonian acting on H ¢,
HeandH s He (system , environm ent and the com bined)
H ibert spaces respectively. For ease of notation we will
suppress the spatialdependance. D e ne an output equa—
tion which could eitherbe a non-dem olition m easurem ent
or a generalbilinear form given by,

y=h ®OFf ©j O @)

where again C (t;x) is assum ed to be tin evarying oper—
ator acting on the system H ibert space. For nstance for
a nite system the non-hem itian operator C = jn ilnj
when pligged in eg. [I) would yield the coherence be-
tw een the respective states ofthe system or foran electro—
optic system the operatorC = aexp@d!t)+ a¥exp( i!t)
would yield the output of a real non-dem olition observa-—
tion perform ed on the system . In order to study the in-
variance properties w ith respect to the system dynam ics
of the above tin e dependent quantum system , we de ne
f Gxiur; sHsp) = vy ) Prt2 fhitcrltobea
com plex scalarm ap as a function ofthe control finctions
and the interaction Ham iltonian H gp over a prescribed
tin e Interval. The function f is said to be variant or
the signaly (t; ) is said to decoupled from the interaction
Ham iltonian H SB Jf,

fGx;ur; r7Hsp) = £Gxu; -:0) 2)

foralladm issible control fiinctionsu; ; r And a given
Interaction Ham iltonian H sy . Then the condition for
such an output signalto be decoupled from the interac-
tion ham ittonian in the open loop case is given by the ol
low ing theorem [14], which ollow s an ierative construc—
tion in tem s of system operators.
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action can be identi ed to contrbute to the dynam ical
evolution. Tt was already noted that the the system was
said to be decoupled if i satis ed equations[3, nam ely,
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R ecalling,

Theorem II.l1. Let
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De ne a distrdbution of quantum operators, C() =
fC1 ®;C ©; n 07
of the quantum system is decoupled from the environ-
m ental interactions if and only if,
Case (I):Open Loop,

CiHss ©1=0 @)

Case (II): W hereas the necessary conditions for C losed
Loop controlis,

CiHssg1=0

CoiHss © CO

In this work we will be prin arily concemed with de—
signing feedback for quantum system s of the form u =

()+ ()vwherr and are realvector and a full
rank realm atrix of the state (or its estim ate thereof) of
dinension 1l randr rregectively. W eexam Inea few
system s of interest w th controlham iltonians, thatm ight
be decoupled via feedback of the above fomm .

De nition IT.l. The vector eld K satisfying equa-
tions [3) is said to ke in the orthogonal subspace of the
observation space spanned by the one-form s

dy ¢ );dhk, v (i ); &dL

iI k Ly ® )i ®)
80  do;
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Lemm a II.2. The distrdbution 0 ° is invariant with re—
spect to the vector eldsK g; w¥nder the L ie bracket
operation. (ie) ifK 2 07, then K ;Ki] 2 0% fr
i= 0; ;T

III. A SINGLE QUBIT SYSTEM

Consider a single qubit spin-1/2 system coupled to a
bath of n nite ham onic oscillators through an inter-
action ham itonian H gy . The ham iltonian of the sys-
tem + bath can be w ritten as,
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FIG.1l: The 2 Qubit system is allowed to interact w ith an—
other qubit, the kait whose interaction w ith the them albath
is controlled.

w here the systam is acted upon by the free ham ittonian
H o and the decoherence ham iltonian Hgg . As is well
known there is a rapid destruction of coherence betw een
Pi and i according to the decoherence function given
by M41]. In orderto cast the above problem In the present
fram ew ork we consider a bilinear form of an operator C

that m onitors coherence between the basis states. Con—
sidering C to be the non-hem itian operator Pihljwe
have a function y () given by y () = h ()€ j ()i that
m onitors coherence between the states Pi and jli. The
problem now reducesto analyzing the applicability ofthe
theorem [IILI to the given system . Tt can be seen right
aw ay that the condition [C;H s 16 0 for the distrbution
C de ned previously, as calculated In the previously [14].
This in plies that the coherence is not preserved under
free dynam ics or in presence of open loop control. In
order to elin nate this decoherence by feedback we now

assum e the system to be acted upon by suitable con-
trol ham iltonians fH ;; Hand corresponding con—
trol functions fu;; +gu As we pointed out earlier
the necessary condition is relaxed to C;Hgsg ] C, wih
the operatorsC and H g5 still required to com m ute w ith
each other C;Hgp 1= 0. For the sihgle qubi exam ple
the second condition fails to hold, again as outlined[14],
thus leaving the system unable to be com pktely decou—
pld and hence vuherabl to decoherence even in the
presence of closed loop and feedback control

IVv. TW O QUBIT CASE

In case oftwo orm ultiple qubits there alwaysexist D e~
coherence Free Subspaces O F'S) that are inm une to the
deocohering ham iltonian. Recently, Fortunato et. alR9],
M ohseniet. al30], O llerenshaw et. all31] proposed and
dem onstrated com putation w thin theDFS.H owever it is
not certain that the system could be contained w ithin the
DFS at all tim es under the action of the control ham il
tonians ; y for the system . W ith the e ort to steer
w ithin the DF'S the authors ofabove work could show an
In provem ent to previous m ethods, but still prone to ef-
fects of decoherence. As a sinple calculation suggests

that wih the initial state ¢ Pli+ < jl0i, within the
DFS for a 2-qubit system and after a tin e t of control
acting on the rst qubit which transform s the state to
¢ (costPi+ sintili)jli+ o, (costili+ sintPi) Piwhich is
clearly out ofthe DFS.Recently Lidarand W u R€],R7],
Kielpinskiet. al32], Brown et. al [33] have proposed
a com bination of open loop bangbang pulses, univer-
sal control and DFS in the context of ion trap quan-
tum com puters to perform com putation within the DF'S
via controlpulses, which again produces an In provem ent
over previous results but still prone to decohering e ects.
However we follow a di erent control strategy where in
we seek to com pletely elin nate the in uence of H 53

based on feedback control and a novel construction in
order to perform decoherence free control. The corre—
soonding 2-qubit control system can be w ritten as,
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which satis es the basic necessary condition
C;Hse] = 0 but not the stronger condition pro—
vided In Case(ii) of the theorem . Hence the system
would eventually leave the DFS and is susoeptble to
decoherence In the presence of arbitrary control, in other
words, not entirely decoupled from Hgsy . In order to
analyze the system and the conditions in the presence
of a classical state feedback u = ( ©)) + ( )~
the corresponding conditions (ii) of the theorem are to
be exam ned. Since the operator Hgg 2 BHs He),
the set of skew hem itian linear operators acting
non-trivially on both system and environm ent hibert
space, whereas the operators in the distrdbution C for
the above control system is con ned to B #H ) that act
trivially on the environm ent hibert space. Hence the
necessary condition speci ed in T heorem[IL] would not
be satis ed non-trivially unless the distrbution C acted
non-trivially on both Hg and He. In othe§ words the
distrdbution inclides operators of the form A B
for a countable index set £ g and operatorsA and B
operating on system and environm ent respectively. T he
above form s cannot be achieved by controlham iltonians
acting only on the system . However the situation can
be salvaged if one considered a "bait" qubi whose
rate of decocherence or the environm ental Interaction
can be m odulated extemally at will and the bait qubi
is now allowed to interact wih our qubits of interest
through an Ising type coupling. W ih the help of the
follow ing construction we w illbe able to generate vector
elds of the form K ; arti cially, which will be seen
to provide great advantage. W ih the ocoherence fiinc-
tional y () = h ()P1lihl0j ()1 where j (b)i, the state
vector is now the total wave function of system + kait+



environm ent. Both the qubit system s are assum ed to
Interact w ith the sam e environm ent w ith the additional
requirem ent that the bait qubit’s decoherence rate be
controllable. Physically this am ounts to a coherent
qubit with controllable environm ental interaction. The

scalability and advantages of this oconstruction are
analyzed in the next section.

The Schrodinger equation for the above system can
now be w ritten as,
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where 4; y; , are regular hemn itian operators and
u; (t) to ug (t) are tin e-dependent piecew ise constant con—
trolfiinctions. T he term sofcontrolsu; and ug are gener—
ated by the Ising type coupling between qubits 1, 2 and
the bai with the corresponding coupling constants J;
and J, respectively. The last term in the above control
system is due to the interaction of the bai qubit w ith
the environm ent whose Interaction enters the system in
a controllable way, hence can be treated as a separate
controlham iltonian. K egping in m ind the follow ing com —
m utation relations between di erent pairs of operators,

[X; y]= 2lz [y; Z]= le [z; x]=2iy
lhd%o]= kk© h;bﬁzk‘k]:bn h{;b}{bn]= bjz
= Jihlj Pi0F = Pihlj+ JLik0J

y = iPihlj ijlik0j
and C = PLH0I= () i) (4 ig))=4,
we have C;Hsg ] = 0 and [C;Hgg ] for instance con—

tainstem softhe ®m , I® (@Y + g.bc) which
are not zero. Fortunately with the above construction
these temm s can be seen to be present in the distrdbution
C, which can obtained under the sequence of Oé)eratjons
Ci;Hil=a » yiC/H1Hs]l= 2 2 _ « (b +

g ) [ICH 1 FHshH1= o3 5 I@ @by + gx)
and the corresponding , temm is cbtained via the se—
quence, [[C;H2;Hs];H 1]. Since both temm s are present
in C, so is their linear com bination. H ence both the nec—
essary conditions as outlined by the theoram for closed
loop decouplability are satis ed for the above system .
Hence we are one step closer to decoupling the coher—
ence between the qubis from Hgyg . In fact it can be
seen that the operator H gg  iself can be generated by
the control ham iltonians through the lie bracket opera—
tion Hgsg = [Hs;H2;Hilor [Hs;H1];H2]. Hence any
term in [C;H sp ] is trivially contained In C. Hence, it
m ight seem at rst that the e ects of H 55 on the sys-
tem could be nulli ed by generating an equivalent H gp

through controlham ittoniansalone. But in order to gen—
erate such a vector eld one has to know before hand
and as tin e progresses the exact valies of the environ-—
m ental coupling coe cients g, which at best could only
be described by a stochastic process. Hence in the light
of the aforem entioned di culty, just rendering the co-
herence Independent of H gy seam s lke a much better
alfemative.

V. SCALABILITY

It can also be seen that the above approach works for
nite num ber of qubits coupled to only one bai qubit
through the sam e o ;j) Interactions. Such an interac-
tion can be In plem ented using the sam e technology nec—
essary or m ultiqubit quantum com puters wherein a -
nite num ber of qubits are entangled to a single qubit that
is capable of readout and storage of an oracle’s query re—
sults. W ih the underlying theory of disturbance decou—
pling n place allthat rem ainsnow is synthesisofthe feed—
back control itself. Since the conditions [C;H sg ] C
and C;Hsg 1= 0 tum out to be necessary conditions,
w ith the proofofsu clency requiring further insight into
design and construction of appropriate control eldswe
will for the next few sections follow an altemative for-
malism called an Invariant Subspace which is a part of
the tangent space T M ) ofthe analyticm anifold. T will
be seen later that the two seem ingly di erent approaches
viz. (i) the conditions in tem sofoperators ofthe system
and (i) The tangent space form alisn , com plem ent one
another in term s of obtaining a com plete solution to the
problem of disturbance decoupling.
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FIG.2: The isobar of y (t) is represented by the sphere and
the nullspace ker(dy (t) is a tangent to the sphere at the point
().

VI. INVARIANT SUBSPACE FORM A LISM

C onsider the necessary and su cient conditions for de—
couplability

Lx,y®©® =0 8)
Lg,Lx,y®© =0 9)

Hence Lg,Lgx,y({®) = 0. The above equations af-
ter subtraction mply Lk ,x,;y® = 0. The other
necessary conditions viz. L x  Lk,y® = 0 and
Le Lg,xay® = 0mply that Lk & gx ;)y® = 0. In
fact the above pattem of equations could be extended to
any num ber of nite lie brackets to conclide that

Lo gy, x1w©=0 (10)

which leadsusto de ne a set of vector elds or distribu-—
tion that share the sam e property,

K 2 stLgx y©O=0 11)

Tt is observed Inm ediately that K1 2 . Such a distri-
bution is said to belong to null space of the fiinction

v ( ;0. And from the necessary conditions listed above
the distribution is observed to be Invariant underthe con—
troland drift vector eldsK g; wK @ie) 8K 2 ,

K ;Kil2 ;8i2 0; jm

Sinply stated,

[ /K i]

W e will henceforth refer to the distrbution as the in—
variant distribbution . Tt is also to be noted that the above
calculations are reversble and the originalnecessary and
su cient conditions can be derived starting from the in—
variant distribution. Hence the necessary and su clent
conditions for open loop decouplability can now be re-
stated In tem s of the invariant distrdbution.

;812 0; ;m 12)

Theorem V I.1. The output y(t) is una ected by the
interaction vector eld K: if and only if there exists a

distrbbution with the follow ing properties,
(1) dis invariantunder the vector eldsK ;K 1; wK
(i) K1 2 ker @y (t))

Hence existence of the invariant subspace is essential
to decouplability of the system in question. It isnow all
the m ore In portant to detem ine the invariant subspace
(if any) for the given system and output equation. In
order to com pute the nvariant distribution it properties
discussed above com es In handy and provides a m eans to
go about com puting the distrbution as well.

T he procedure starts out by assigning the entire null
space ker(dy (t)) to invarant distribution and sucoces-
sively rem oving parts of the distribution that don’t sat-
isfy the other properties (ie), nvariance w ith respect the
vector eldsK g; »wKIn otherw ords, rem ove parts of

whose lie brackets wih K o; »Klo not lie within

. O f course, the above m entioned procedure involves
com puting Inverse in age of L ie brackets as described be-
low .

A . Invariant D istribution A lgorithm

A lgorithm 1:
Step 1: Let (= ker@y ; )).
Step2: 1= 1 £ 2 ;:[;Ks5l2 ;0 J g
Step 3: M axin al invariant distribbution is such that

= iwhen 1= i+1;8i.

T he above is an iterative procedure that com putes dis—

tributions ; in order to arrive at the nal invariant dis—

tribution = W here the ° © is the set rem oval

operation. Let us rede ne the set to be ram oved as,
s;=f 2 ;:[;K512 80 J g

Hence the st S; can also be w ritten as,

Si= nv([ ;K 4] ;80 J «r 13)

where 'Inv’ is the set theoretical nverse m apping of the

Inearmap [3K ;1;80 J r,takingvaluesin ie,
nv()=£f 2 ;:[;Ky]l= ;80 J g

Figure[d) outlines the schem atic of the algorithm .

O ne of the forem ost issues to be addressed is the con—
vergence of the algorithm . H owever at this point we are
not fully equipped to study the converge as the proof
below w ill Introduce additional ideas to discuss conver—
gence. It is to be noted here that ; isalways a distri-
bution (@ vector space) for alli. Hence the set S; is such
that, the ramovalof S; from ; results in a distrbution
of ower dimension  i41. Hence rem oval of the set S;
rem oves a subspace ~; contained w ithin the distrdbution

i. Hencewe have 443 i and

w1t Ti= g
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FIG . 3: Shaded portions (light and dark) m ark the original
distrbution ; ker(dy(t)). The dark shaded portion repre-
sents the core of the distrbution that is invariant and the light
shaded portion, the part of distribution that is not invariant
and the white portion, In age of [;;K ;] that lies outside ;.

W here the '+ ' now denotes the direct sum of two sub-—
spaces. However, The procedure outlined above is not
convenient as it involves solving for nverse m apping un-—
der lie bracket operation [I3. & is for this reason that we
would like to perform the calculations in the orthogonal
com plem ent w ithin the dualgpace T M ) ofthe tangent
space. The algorithm can now be reform ulated entirely
In tem s of the orthogonalcomplement, ; T ™M ) of
the distrbution ;. (ie) the inner product,

hi; i=0;8! 2 and 2

?

denoted by h; 1= 0 or = Hence the algo—
rithm now starts out by setting ¢ = span @y (t)) and
Teratively adding the subspace that was rem oved by the
previous ram oval operation and nally inverting the co-

distrdbution so ocbtained to recover , (ie)

Step 1: Set o= span@y (& )).

Step 2: 1= it (7).

Step 3: The A gorithm converges to = ; when
w1 = ;8L
where (:) (ot to be confused w ith ) stands for the

corresponding dualvectorsw ithin thedualspaceT ™ ),
(ie), if 73 = spanf ;;
(7i) = spanf!y; xg!where h!;; ;i= 1. Now the
task at is to determ ine the subspace (7;) . &t is helpfil
to exam ine the relationsbetween the distribbutions ;7
and j+1.Notethat,dim ( ;)+ din ( ;)= N and 441
is orthogonalto ~;. In fact i can also to be seen that
i+1 1S precisely,

kg then

w1=15f 2 :[;K4]2 480 J g (14)

which is a restatem ent of Step 2: of A lgorithm 1. Hence

In order to locate the subspace ~; we have to determ ine
the com plem entary subspace (look for vectors that are or—
thogonal) to eq.[I4) and within ;. From the identities
of L ie derivatives,

Lg,h!; i=hhg,!; i+ W [GKGE @5)

Hence for! 2 j;and 2 41 irwe haveh!; i=
0 and h!;[;K jli = O(q.l4). Hence HLx ,!; i= 0
from the previous identity [15). In otherwords Ly, ; is

orthogonalto i+1. Since 41 is orthogonalto (7) i

and ;, we have,

Le, 1 i+ (79 16)
Now consider the sam e equation [[3), dbrall 2 ~; and
all! 2 ;wehaveh!; i= 0.Butsihce [;K5]Z ;we
haveh! ;[;K ;1i6 O forsome ! 2 i,henoehLKj!; i6

0 aswell. Hence forany 2
such that HLg ;!; 16 0. (ie)

~; there existsan ! 2

("3 Ly, i a7)

Hence from eq.[Id) and [[7) we conclide that

(") + 1= i+ Lgy ;80 F I 18)
although i is possble to prove the stronger condition,

it 7y = Lk, i.Wenow state the algorithm w ithout
proof:

Step 1: Set o= span@y (& ))p

Step 2: w1= i+ Lk, ( 1)+ §:1LK1( i)

Step 3: The A lgorithm converges to ; when
w1 = ;8L
M axin al invariant distrbbution is such that =

? Asseen In the proof each step of A lgorithm 1, re—
moves a set from a vector which am ounts to rem oving
a nie dimension lim ited by din ension of the tangent
space. Hence the convergence of the algorithm is depen—
dent on the nite dim ensionality of the tangent space at
point (t) which can be guaranteed by the niteness of
controlLie A lgebra, which w illbe studied In the follow ing
sections.

B . Observation space and Tangent Space

In de nition [ILI the cbservation space spanned by
dY(t; )rdLK lOY(t; )I IKd]_J(;-' Kl}'Y(t; )I 80
ip; anjirandn 0 was de ned and it can be eas—
iky seen that the necessary and su cient condition for
open loop decouplabilty [@) is equivalent to being or-
thogonalto the observation space according to def. [IT.1l.
T he orthogonality relation also follow s from the sinple
Lie derivative identity,

Ly vy )=HK ;dy; )i (19)



From [L4], i can be sen that the one foms
dy ; ),dLk WY (t; ) etc can be expressed in term s ofthe
com m utators of operators and ham itonians, C;H ¢;H ;.
Infact the operations perform ed in the ocbservation space
provide an alemative form ulation to the theory devel-
oped in tem s of the tangent space and nvariant dis-
trbutions. As can be seen the structure of the out—
put equation y() = h )L (t)j (©)1 m ade possble the
sin pli cations of Lie derivatives of scalar functions to
com m utators of operators and en pys ease of calculations
when com pared to com puting Lie derivatives of vector
and co-vector elds, if one were to com pute the invari-
ant subspace. Hence it is to be noted that the necessary
and su cient conditions for open loop decouplability can
Just be stated In term s of the observation space w ithout
ever having to calculate the nvariant distribution which
is precisely what Theorem [IL1] sets out to do. And it is
also to be noted that the Theorem is a consequence of
the orthogonality relation in the observation space D ef-
inition [IL).

Howeverwhen i com es to feedback decouplability the
two di erent formm alisn s play equally in portant roles
In oconstructing a quantum system that m ight be de-
coupled using feedback. The observation space formm al-
isn provides in portant necessary conditions (in term s of
the comm utators of operators) while designing a quan-—
tum ocontrol system while the tangent space fomm aliam
is indispensable to calculating the feedback param eters

( @©); () once the system of interest is known to
be decouplable using feedback.

VII. SYNTHESIS OF FEEDBACK

PARAMETERS (); ()

In this section we study the explicit form ulation ofthe
feedback controlthat ensures com plete decoupling ofthe
coherence functional from Hgg . It is to be seen that
this form ulation can be applied to outputs other than
the coherence functionalwe w ish to m onitor, like that of
a non-dem olition observable.

D e nition V II.l1. A distrbution is said to controlled
invariant on the analytic m anifold D, if there exists a

feedback pair (; ), , vector valuied and , m atrix vat
ued functions such that
Ko; 10) () (20)
Ki; 10) () (21)
where,
XI'
Ko =K 0 + jK 3
=1
and
XI'

=1

Tt is to be noted that Ky and K'; are the new drift and
control vector elds of the control system after applica—
tion of feedback (; ). The problem of decoupling via
feedback can now be cast in the original fram ework of
open loop decouplability by requiring that the feedback
vector eldsnow satisfy the open loop decouplability con—
ditions viz.

Ko; 10) )
K 10) )

and that be contained entirely w ithin the null space of
the output function (ie),

ker (dy)

W ih the above characterization of feedback decoupla—
bility the task now reducesto nding a distrbution that
m ight satisfy the above invariance conditions w ith re—
spect to the feedback vector elds, K;K'1; K,
which In tum requires the know ledge of the feedback
functions and . W hat seem s to be a deadlock sit—
uation can now be resolved by further sim plifying the
Invariance condition stated above.

Lemm a V II.l. An involutive distribution de ned on
the analytic m anifold D, is invariant with respect to the
clsed op vector eds K o;K'1; K',;) for some sui—

abk feedback parameters () and () ifand only if,
Koi 1] + G (22)
Kii ] + G (23)

W here G isthe distrbution created by the controlvec—
tor elds.
G = span fK.; 7K (24)
At this point it is possbl to express the necessary
and su cient conditions for the feedback control system
Ko;K1; K'y;) to be decoupled from the interaction
vector ed K 1 just aswe were able to provide conditions
for open loop decouplability. M oreover the conditions
can be expressed entirely in term s of the open loop vec—
tor elds and the controlled invariant distrdbution w ith—
out ever having to Involve the feedback param eters ()
and (). The ollow ng theorem providesthe conditions,

Theorem VII2.Theoutputy(@®; )= h £ (©)jican be
decoupkd from interaction vector el K: via suitabke
feedback (; ) if and only if there exists an involutive

distribution such that,
Ko; 1 +G
Ki; 1] +G

and ker (dy)



Proof. (=) ) The follow ng proof covers the lemm a as
well as the theoram above. A ssum ing that is locally
controlled invariant or in other words invariant w ith re—
spect to the closed Ioop vector elds (K;K'1; K'y) for
som e feedback param eters () and () within an open
sstinD,.If 2 ,then i can be seen that,

Xr Xr
K] L

=1 =1

Ki; 1= [ 3K 47 1= i3)K 5

aswe know the keft hand side is still contained w ithin
and the last temm on the right side isa linear com bination
of vectors that generate G . Hence

Xr
3Ky 12 +G
=1

and since is assum ed to be nonsingular it is possible
to solve for individual K 5; ] by mere inversion of the
matrix ;5 and can be found to be linear com bination of
vectorsin + G and hence,

Ki; 12 +6G

Now consider,

X

Ko; 1= Ko+ 5K 37 1]
Xr Xr
3K 57 1 L

=1 =1

= Ko; 1+

and since
r i can be mm ediately seen
+ G aswell

Since the lft hand side belongs to
Ksy; 12 +G;1 3
that Ko; 12

(( =) For the proof of su ciency the follow ing geo—
m etric visualization is helpfiil. Let the din ension of the
distrbbution be d. Since is involutive there exist
d vectors elds, ocally non-vanishing in a neighborhood
U Sy \ D, of , £311; ¥ 2 T M ) that are
linearly independent and,
= spanfj 1i; Ay 25)
st [nii;jsil 2 ;81 i;J d. Now Jlt the dimen-
sion of + G at be d+ g. It is now possbl to
nd another g linearly lndependent vector elds labeled
£¥ar 115 @¥7ig, such that Bri;Fsil2 ;81 i
d;d+ 1 j d+ g. Asa soecial case one could think
of a local co-ordinate basis that are m utually comm ut—
Ing and linearly independent. Let the din ension of the
tangent space at the point be N . Finally i is possbl
to ndN d gadditionallinearly independent vectors
that com plete the vectorspace T M ), by G ram -Schm idt
procedure or otherw ise (ie),
T M )= spanfini; aAa+ 145 an i

Fa+ gt 1 i; N 39 (26)

Tt willbe seen that the above requirem ent w ill be easily
satis ed for the extension to control algebra to be dis—
cussed ollow ing this proof. It is also to be noted that
we haven’t in posed any non-singularity restrictions on
the distrbutions above. Now the control vector elds
K;i 2 G could be written as a lnear com bination of the
vector elds fj11i; w37 at each point

xd &
CijJyi+
j=1 Jj=d+ 1

Ki=K{+K{fwhereK{2

andK {2 g:

The vector elds are devoid of components In . And
since dimension of + G isd+ g it can be seen that
the r vectorsK {; %Kpan a g dim ensional subspace.
Hence i is always possible to generate g lnearly inde—
pendent vectorsand r g zero vectors via suitable linear
com binationsofK 7; wKLet the Iinear com binations

be such that,
X bl
15K § = Far1i+ SERSES
=1 j=dt gl
X bl
2jK§)= YVa+ 21t 351
=1 j=d+ gl
Xr h:A
o . .
a3k 3 = Varqlt &3 751
=1 j=d+ g+l
and
X]’.‘

o _
q+l;jKj = O
=1

XI'
o _
r;jKj =0
=1

The 5 matrix so form ed is precisely the feedback pa—
ram eter that is used to generate the closed loop vector
edsKi;1 i r.

K;= in j denoted by K

In order to prove this we note the action of the
above linear com bination on the open loop vector elds
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FIG .4: The dim ension of controlled Invariant distrdbution is
d and the controldistribution G is partitioned into fK idg and

fK {g. T he basis vectors jn i; afijsoan
K 17 r;rKi-e)l
Xr xd R
13K 5= & 331t Jge1lt e 451
=1 =1 j=dt gt 1
X Xd R
25K 5= e F3it Far2it 4751
3=1 3=1 J=d+ g+ 1
X Xd by
K 5= ey 5it Far it &35 @7)
3=1 =1 j=d+ g+ 1
and
Xr Xd
ar 15K 1 &35t 0
=1 =1
Xr xd
;7K 3 = e3J5it+ 0
=1 =1

where the st temm s on the right hand side of the above
equationscan be seen tobe from K ¢ and the latertem s
from K °. W e will suppress the summ ation for ease of
notation and all the follow Ing tem s below are assum ed
to be summ ations from 1;
variable. Now from the necessary conditions we have,

[/K3]12 +G;8 2 andl J (28)
and hence,
[ 35K3]1= [R5+ L (49)K52 +G: @29)

;r In the recurring index

and forl i g,

xd R
[7 3K31=[; eyisit el SRR
=1 j=dt gt 1
xd bl
= [; esisil+ [ e dl+ [ e3i3il
j=1 Jj=d+ g+ 1

By noting that 2 ,
comm ute with jgs11;

is Involutive and J 11;
wi Orii;ydl2 ;81 i

afy

d;d+ 1 j d+ g the above equation can be seen to
sim plify to,
X R
[ 3K 312+ L (&5)d5i
=1 J=d+ gt 1
but since we already have [ ; 135K 312 + G from (28)

the above relation is possble only if L
we have,

(€3) = 0. Hence

[ 3K 51= [ ;K112

Theargumentjsttgljalbrq+l i  rand i can be
easily seen that [; | 135K3]2 fralll i rand
2 .Now in orderto construct the feedback param eter
, by an argum ent analogous to (29), we can show that,

Xr
[;Kol= [iKo+ Kil2 +G
i=1
because both [ ;Ko]and [ ;K ;]belongto + G. Let,
xd ! e
=1 j=d+ 1 j=d+ gt 1

Tt isnow possbleto nd a suitable linear com bination of
right hand side of equation set [27) and the above [30)
in order to form Ko,

xd & b
o Jryit ky 751t
=1 j=d+ 1

K0= Kot NiKi= ij\fjl

J=d+gtl
where k4's are constants w rt and t where as ¢;'s are
som e functions of (t). In particular by a suitable linear
com bination, k4’s can allbe m ade zero. It can again be
seen that forall 2 ,

X
[iKol2 + L

J=d+qgtl

(&)1
and hence L. (g;) are equalto zero in order to satisfy the
necessary conditions and hence,

[iKol2

T he closed loop drift vector eld was form ed by setting
Ko equalto Ky + ~ K for a suitable row vector ~.
Hence the feedback param eter = ~: . [l



In addition to proving the necessary and su cient
conditions we have also outlined a procedure to com pute
the feedback param eters () and () from them axim al
controllability invariant distrbution , which elicits
the application of Tangent space form alisn in output
decoupling. Hence it is in perative that we com pute the
m axin al nvariant distrbution for the synthesis of
feedback. From the necessary and su cient conditions
we see that the distrdbution has to satisfy conditions
2021) or equivalently [2223) and that ker (dy)
for complte decouplability. Obviously [R2H23) has
the advantage that we do not need the know ledge of
feedback param eters. Now, sin ilar to the open loop
case we can form ulate an algorithm in order to arrive at
the m uch sought after nvariant distrdbution, the general
dea being: Start out by assigning the whole of null
space ofy (t) to  and iteratively rem ove the part ofthe
distribution that does not satisfy conditions R2H23).

Step 1: Let = ker@dy(; )).

Step2: i+ 1 i f 2 i:[;Kj]% i+ G;80
j g
Step 3: M axim al invariant distrbution is such that

= w1= i

Emplying the same logic as before in detem ining
the open loop invariant distrlbbution we can perform the
com putation in the dualspace T M ) and arrive at the
follow ing algorithm which is easier to com pute,

Step 1: Let (= span@y (t; )).
Step2: 1= i+Lg,( :\G?)+
Step 3: The A lgorithm converges to

r

1Lk, (i\G?).

i+ 1 = i-

VIII. EXTENSION TO CONTROL ALGEBRA

In the previous sections we provided a state feedback
given by the vector () andmatrix () which were as—
sum ed to be analytical fuinctions ofthe state . In partic—
ular, the analyticity is required for the proof of necessity
aswellassu cient conditions. H ow ever, the class ofana—
Iytic fiinctions is too restrictive in tem s of feedback that
can actually be in plem ented on the system . For exam —
ple, by rapid pulses which are arbitrarily strong and fast
one can generate lie bracket of the vector control vector

eldswhich can act asa new controlto the system avail-
abl for feedback. In the light ofnon-analytic feedback it
m ight be necessary to m odify the conditions that guar-
antee decouplability of the system . Another approach
which is su ciently general would be to use the theory
already developed for analytic feedback to system swhose
control vector elds belong to the controlalgebra of the
originalsystem , (ie) we propose to use the system , where
KAiZ fK 1; K a = G. The theory of analytic feed—
back can now be extended to controls from the control
algebra instead of just the original set of controls. Hence

10

we can restate the conditions for decouplability In tem s
of the control algebra, which follow s directly from the
previous theoram as,

Lemm a V ITI.1. The output y (t) is decouplblk via an-
alytic feedoack functions () and () from the interac—
tion vector el K : if and only if there exists a control

lability invariant distrdoution , (ie)
[ iG] G (31)
[;C] G (32)
where C = fad%iKo;i= 1; ;jr;j= 0;1

fK 15 3% A

T he above Jemm a just states a condition and does not
provide an explicit form ulation ofthe application of feed—
back. In order to provide the analytic feedback we con—
sider a m odi ed system wih additional control vector

elds generated from the original system . Consider the
follow ingm odi ed system with nite din ensionalcontrol
algebra G,

Xt
w =Koj ©1i+

ot wKij @i+ K1j ©i  G3)

i=1

w here the vector elds KAi 2 G which are generated by
the vector elds ofthe origihalsystem are such thatG =

spaanAl; KAm; g, (ie) the set of vector elds KAi, not
necessary a linearly independent set form a vector space
basis for G. This is a required condition as the analytic
feedback finctionswhich can only generate utm ost linear
com binations of the existing control vector elds, (ie)

spanfK 1 ; #Kis Inadequate to leverage the set ofall
possble controls. Hence it is necessary to m odify the
original system in order to utilize the repertoire of all
possbl controls for e cient feedback control. It is also

to be noted that in so doing we do not alter the set of
reachable or controllable set of the original system , but
alering the output decouplability instead which is an
observability property of the system .

IX. EXAMPLES

A san exam pl ofthe above form alisn considera single
qubitand a two qubit system coupled to the environm ent,

Wb ©+u x ©+uy ©
k

+ 2 @B+ gb) ©

k

w ith the output,
y=h ®FLJjOi

W hen we check against the necessary condition,

P
Kz (gqu + gx) (© 2 ker@y (t)) which we notice the

gand G =



sihgle qubit system fails to satisfy, the conclusion that a
single qubit system is not decouplable coincides w ith re—
sults obtained earlier by operator algebra. N ow , consider
the follow ing tw o~qubit system eq.[d)

0 1
2
@j (t)i X !O 3) . .
= - + | A
ot 3 gbA J 1
Jj=1 k
0 1
X X ,
+ @ DR g + gb)d i

ol S e Pruso P ruo )3 ol

W hich hasa DFS of din ension 2, spanf{1i;j0ig, the
states wihin which rem ain coherent In the absence of
controls. The realproblem arises In the presence of sym —
m etry breaking perturbations or control ham iltonians.
Hence the problem at hand is to render the states coher-
ent even In the presence of arbitrary control. Consider
the output of the fom ,

y®=h ®FLj OL

0 1 0
2
@1 1 X X X X
J®1_q 0oy L bA @)+ Q A
@t 2
=1 k k J
|
-0
+ug @ 2+ - Prus P+ue P +ua

wih ,4pnow skew hem itian and the same output
equation asbefore. It is seen that K 1 2 ker(dy (t)) and

X
@)
KiyKl= [, 7
]

. (1) A
=c G+ gboiil

9 @bl + gbo) ]

now belongs to the controlalgebra generated by the addi-
tionalvector elds introduced by the bait system . Hence
the system which was designed in order to m eet the nec—
essary condition, [C;H g5 ] C, given by the observa-
tion space form alisn is also seen to m eet the conditions
given by tangent space or controllhbility nvariant dis—
tribution form alism . A rather interesting scenario arises
when the drift vector eld K ( is a part of the idealof G
and the interaction vector eld K 1 which isa part ofthe
nvariant subspace ker(dy (t)), is already contained

w ithin the controlalgebra, (ie) K1 2 G. The necessary
and su cient conditions for decouplability using feed-
back are trivially satis ed as K ;K112 G8K; 2 G and

11

Tt can be clearly seen that the interaction vector eld
in deed bebngs to K1 =y, 2 @ + gbh) © 2
ker@dy (t), where j= 0;1 and k= 0;1; , but

X
1) j
ey 7 2@+ gb) ]
J
(1)
Y&

Ki;Kr]

—

@B + g.be)J i eg. Pr;i= 1;2

up to a constant ¢, neither belongs to the span of the
control vector elds, control algebra generated by the
above vector elds or the controllability nvariant distri-
bution . The last condition can be seen by the fact that
K i;K 1 ]doesnotbelong to ker(dy (t)) and hence doesnot
belong to ker(dy (t)) eitther. Now consider the two
qubit system with bai, which was discussed in the ear-
lier section. T he control system goveming the m echanics
fllow ing the Schrodinger eq.[d) is given by,

@B+ gb) ©+ we P+ruo o P
X
Prugd, PP o+ u 2w + wib) ©
k
34)
K:;Ko0l2 G. Henoe,
[; Kyl G 35)
[ K o] G 36)

and the Invariant subspace can now be guaranteed to
exist and at least one dim ensional equal to spanfK yg.
Hence existence of feedback and decouplability is guar-
anteed for the above system .

X. THE CONTROL SYSTEM

In the previous section we had only discussed a brief
outline of the In plem entation of disturbance decoupling
for quantum system s. In this section we present the con—
struction of actual controlsystem and the controlvector

elds. The bai qubit as discussed before was prin arily
used to get a handk on the environm ent so wem ay gen—
erate vector elds that could help decouple the system
from the vector eld K ;. Let the Pollow ing denote the



various ham ittonians acting on the system ,

X Yo )
Ho= 2 ot Ll
=1 k
0 1
X X )
Hspg = @ ZJA (gqu"'gkh()
k j
1 1 2 2
Hi= MiH,= 3;)iH3= BHy = y()
1 2
Hs= X(b);H6= ;b);H7=J1Z()Z(b);H8=J22()Z(b)
Ho= P + wih) 37)

k

and ket us denote by K 2, the vector elds generated by
the ham ittonian H i, (ie), Ki= H;j i. Now consider the
particular back and forth m aneuver via controls ug and
Ug,

Ug()=1;andug ()= 0; or 2 [;t]
Ug()=0;andug ()= 1; or 2 [2t]
U ()= 1l;andug ()= 0; or 2 Rt;3t]
Ug()=0;andug( )= 1; or 2 Bt;4t]

T he corresponding unitary tin e evolution operator at the
end of tim e instant 4t is given by,

U (4t) = el HH 6t J(1H ot) J({H 6t) J(iH o 1)
= exp( iH4Ho I + O ()

the serdes expansion by Cam pbellB akerH ausdor for-
mula. In the limit that t= dt ! 0. The e ective di-
rection of evolution is given by the comm utator of the
corresponding ham ilttonians, but to the second order in
tin e. Hence we could devise a controlvector eld in the
direction given by the com m utators of the corresponding
ham iltonians H ¢ and H ¢, where,

X
HeHol=c: P wid + wyb)

k

where ¢ is a real constant for a skew hemn itian H ¢ and
Hy. In fact it ispossble to generate any direction ofevo—
ution w ith arbirary strength corresponding to repeated
com m utators of the ham iltonians H ; 9 Bf the phys-
ical system [34). ™ order to com pute comm utators of
tensor product operators we use the ollow ing identitiy,
A B;C D]=CA B;D1+ BR;C] BD

W ih another control eld H g entering the picture we
could generate the follow ing direction in conjunction w ith
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the previousm aneuver [Hg;Hs]; Hg;H o1,

X
2) o, o

=ca:0 7 i« Wyl + WD)l
< K
=c @ ® Wik, + wib) (38)

k
Consider the sinilar maneuver between ocontrols
U4;Ue and ug, which generates the direction of evolution
corresponding to the ollow Ing repeated com m utator,

HaHel= [P0 2 Pl=c @ P 09
where c is a real constant for a skew hemn itian H 4;H g.
Again, from operating on equations [38) and [39) we get,

(2) () 2) (b)x
c1|:x z 7z z

Wil + W)
8 X
). (2)]:( z(b))Z:

x I z

= C]_Z[

Wikl + wyb)

k

(il + wyb) (40)

(2) ) X
=ciy HIRat
k

Hence we have generated an e ective coupling between
qubi 2 and the environm ent w ih the help of the bait
qubit and its interaction w ith the environm ent and qubit
2. It is In portant to note that the ham iltonian so ob—
tained by the above controlm aneuver now acts trivially
on the hibert space of the bai qubit, a property which
w illbe found to be extram ely usefiil later. It isalso possi-

ble to generate the f) counterpart ofthe above coupling

by a sin ilar m aneuver, given by,

c: P a®: wil + wib) 41)

Again by a symm etric and totally sin ilar argum ent we
could generate a coupling between the environm ent and
qubit 1, which would be given by,

1) (b)X
ciy H Rt

(Wil + wyb) and 42)
k

c: Pa®: il + wib) 43)

Now noting that the constants ¢ in the above equations
could be controlled independently and arbitrarily, we can
w rite the prelin nary form of the actual control system

w hich achieves disturbance decoupling. G athering tem s

[40)-[43), we construct the llow ing control system for
@3 (i

et '



0 1 0 1
X5, o X X X
=@ - 5y Lk b A @)+ @
j=1 k k J
X
+ ous P ek web)+ue ) G o wyb) Fug [
k k

By restructuring the controlvector eldsasabovewe are
hoping to capture the entire control algebra by a sin ple
Iinear span ofthe controlvector eldswhich isessentialto
analytical feedback theory. Let us again, nvestigate the
decouplability ofthe above controlsystem from isneces—
sary conditions, that (1)K 1 2 ker@dy); () K ;K il2
+ G,whereG = span K 1 o) is the distribution
generated by the control vector elds above. By consid—

. 1 . . L
ering K1;K11= 4 60 + w,b)j ©1, which is
already contained w ithin G . T he conditions are also sat—
is ed for the vector eldsK ,;K 3 and K 4. Howeverw ith

the vector eld K 5, we note that K 1;K 5],
2 0 1

X X ,
=4 @ DA (gL + gb) ©;

#
Bkl + wib) ©

Y2

2 M Wil + wib)  ©

k

wherew logwy = ¢ gy Pran arbitrary constantg 2 C.
Foran in nie din ensjonalem@'mnm ent the vector elds
that contain higher powersof |, (b} + w,b), cannot
be expressed as a linear com bination of its lower powers
as can be seen from its action on a particular num ber
state hi,

. P— .
li+w, n+ 1n+ 1i

L. p—.
Wxbl + w,b)hi =wx nh
Dh 21

pi
Wil + wi b))’ i =29, Fnhi+ wi n@m

+w,” @+ Do+ 2)h+ 21
for som en. In otherwords the above term is neither con—
talned in G nor ;n ker(dy), because L vy (;t) 6 O.
The only way to correct the above situation is to In-
clude the vector as a control vector eld in the con-—
trol system above. This can be achieved by sim ilar
m aneuvers between the vector elds above,(ie), =
c:K1;K1;H, 1l. Now again, shce is a new control
vector eld, i must satisfy condition (ii) above. But

a P 3
Krz; L il + w b)) (t), now generates

]=c:
the next higher power of the sam e environm ental tem ,
which necessitates us to nd a way to inclide that in

DB gR + gh) ©+F @ P +u M+ us
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Sru ) ©
!

X
Wik + wi )+ ug P Wik + wib)  ©

44)

our control vector elds as well. In fact, it is possble
to generate any pow er of the environm ental term by re—
peated com m utators, which is linearly independent ofall
the previous tem s and hence generates a new direction
of ow wihin the analyticm anifold. And it is in possble
to nclude all the successive pow ers In our control vector

elds. Hence the best we could hope to achieve under the
present circum stance is to obtain an approxin ate solu—
tion to disturbance decoupling. It is to be noted that the
above problem arises only in an in nie din ensional en—
vironm ent and restricting the dim ension of environm ent
is a reasonably good approxin ation. Hence we present a
experim entally realizable schem e to dem onstrate the the—
ory of disturbance decoupling to practical quantum sys—
tem s. The Pllow ing system captures the essence of the
problem aswell as the solution itself. Before we present
the exam ple we sum m arize the resuls obtained thus far
In a concise form . T he ollow Ing table ishelpfiill in noting
the above decouplability resuls,

O pen|C losed|C Iosed Loop

Loop |Loop |Restructured
Single Q ubit NO |[NO NO
Two Qubit NO |[NO NO
Two Qubit or higher|NO NO YES

w ith bait qubit

*-The system can be com pletely decoupled under the
additional assum ption of a nite din ensional environ—
m ent.

W e note that the conditions for decouplability from
O pen loop to Closed loop to C losed Loop Restructured
are progressively relaxed. Hence a system that is not
C Josed Loop Restructured decouplable cannot be C losed
Loop or O pen Loop decoupled.

F inite State Environm ent Environm ent always ap—
pears to be in a stationary state(also called the G bbs
State). An essentialelem ent ofthe stationary statewhich
is most stabl and extrem ely resilient is the coherent
state of an electrom agnetic system . Coherent states is
generated by the action of the displacem ent operator
D () e’ 2 on the vacuum state Pi. An elkec-
trom agnetic system when perturbed from one coherent
state sin ply settles in another coherent state. It is la—
beled by a com plex num ber , that denotes the strength



of the state. T he state is given by,

n
p=hi 45)
n!

n=0

where 111 isthe num ber state. Tt can be the seen that the
coe cientsofhighern decrease rapidly and since squared

sum of the coe cients is convergent, w ith m a pr contri-
bution from lower states it is a reasonable approxin ation
to neglect higher energy states of the electrom agnetic
system . In fact, this is the basis or the experin ental
realization of \dual rail optical photon quantum gates",
where In only the i and i photon states are used to
represent the system under the prem ise that contribu-
tions from higher energy photons are negligble. Hence
we consider the follow Ing m odel for a nite state har-
m onic oscillatorw ith N energy states which w illbe later
dubbed as the environm ent. T he creation and annihila—
tion operators act on the systam as follow s,

P
n+ 1h+ liorn< N

ahi=
ahi= 0Hrn N
a¥ni= pﬁju liforn N andn> 0 (46)

a¥ni=0orn> N andn=0

Tt was recently shown by Fu et. al[l8] in theirm odelof
truncated ham onic oscillator that such a system up to
energy state N was feasble. Hence the schem atic pre—
sented here can be readily in plem ented if one were able
to create and sustain a controllable Interaction between
the electrom agnetic and spin system (thebait). Now con—
sider a single spin-1/2 system w ith ham itonians ,, x,
and . The state of the system is represented as =
o a P in the vector form where the coe cients corre—
spond to thetwo statesand ;0 2 C st pF+ & F = 1.
T he tangent vector to the system is given by the action
of the skew hem itian operators on the state , (1e),
—= yx = B JIP where ;& 2 C. M other
words, In order to express any vector In the tangent
space as a real linear com bination of other vectors we
require at least 4 linearly independent vectors given by
z 7 ox . For the case of a 2 spin-1/2 system
the num ber of linearly independent vectors required is

iy i1

8, given by a subset of ; 3 for fi;jg 2 f£x;y;2;09.
|
0 1
2
@j i X, oL X
1O e” Lo a5 i
@t ) 2
=1 k k
X5 X5
+ Uoi y(l) (Wby+ W b)lj )i+ U3zi

i=0

Forthe controlsystem described above w here the control
vector elds fK ;ig, O i 5andl 3 4, span the

D@+ gbj @i+

(2)
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For the case of 2 spin-1/2 system coupled to a 3 state
environm ent, the tangent space is4 3 din ensionaland
the num ber of linearly independent vectors required to
span the entire tangent space is4 3 = 24. In other
words we require 24 linearly independent control vector

elds to m ake absolutely sure that the conditions for de—
couplability are m et. Let the environm ent be govermed
by a single 3 levelham onic oscillator. The di erent en—
ergy levels are given by £{i; Ji; Rig, and a generalstate
In thisbasis isgiven by ®i= gPi+ g ji+t oRi. We
can now exam Ine the lnearly independent vectors gener-
ated by the pow ers of the bath/environm ent operator for
the three level system by taking into account the de n—
ing relations [48). A s it can be seen that the follow ing 6
vectors,

I = gPi+t gfi+ Pi

Wb+ w b) =

wo Pi+ wp§c23u+ W ooilit w pEclyi

whb'+ w b? =

W2 0)2+ ww b+ w wh + w 1]

W+ w b’ = W)+ wiw ©)’b+ wiw b
+ ww P+ wiw b)) + ww ‘Ho'b+ ww ‘B ]
Wb +w b = W’w (©) + PbE')?)

+wlw 2 ()0 + ©'b)? + PP + bE) b+ @)
+ B )%+ w Cw (@ + BBb)]

W' +w b)° = Wlw 2 () o+ ©)HFY + B
b )b+ B (@)% + b )% + bl )’ + Ho'b')?)
+ w2w °('b)’b+ PEPb+ b )

+ b'b)? + WY + I 1)’b+ b’)?)]

expressed In tem s of the creation and annihilation op—
erators of the bath, b and ¥ and do not contain pow ers
higher than 3 in their respective expansions and gener—
ate asm any linearly independent vectors as possible on
T M ), whik operating on the state . W ih the above
Iinearly independent vectors we could construct the new
control system given by,

X ,
up; P W+ w by o1
i= 0

. X5 .
Wb + w b i+ ug P W+ w b3 o1 @7)
i=0
entire control algebra and hence,
[;K 3] +G;0 i S5andl 3 4 48)



whereG = fK 1; 2812 = spanfK i; 2. T
now rem ainsto know ifthere existsa controlled invariant
distribbution , that satis es the condition stated above.
Tt can be seen that since is a subspace of the tangent
spaceT M ) at ,theequation above istrivially satis ed.
The only additional constraint that needs to satisfy is
that it be a part ofthe ker(dy), the nullspace ofy at the
point , which is a subspace of the tangent space T M )
itself. ker(dy) is com prised of vectors of the form H j i
where H is a real linear com bination w ith coe cients
possbly a function ofthe state ) of skew hem itian op—
erators, w ith the additional constraint that, L g ,y= O,
which translates to the commutator, [C;H 1= 0. Since
the covectordy is one dim ensionalfora scalar function y,
the corresponding nullspace ker(dy), would ben 1 di-
m ensionalwhere n is the din ension of the tangent space.
Som e of the vectors in ker(dy) are,

™ Y wr+w by mi;l i 5
(P+ Hwr+wbgoul 105

it P+ PHwy wb'joil i Setc
where the operators ,;I, above are to understood as
skew hemm itian operatorsasbefore. It isto be noted that
the algorithm presented In the previous section would
term nate after the rst fteration as the condition is al-
ready satis ed and would yield ker(dy) as , the m ax—
In al controlled invariant distribution. The last value
that oould take according to the necessary conditions
of theorem VIILI, K1 2 kerdy) is, the one di-
m ensional vector space spanfK g, itself. T he algorithm
presented In the previous section is designed to yield the
m axin al invariant subspace, w hich guarantees decoupla-
bility. But in order to com pute the feedback we could
work with any that is a subspace ofm axin al and
contains them inin al spanfK :g, as long as the condition
[48) is satis ed.

Feedback Synthesis In order to determ ine the feed—
back lt us work wih the minimal = spanfK :g.
Tt is possble to construct n 1 vectors where, n =
2 din (T M )) vectors vy; n 2 T M ) that com -
muteswih v, = K1, (ie) i;v5]= 0. Reindexing the
control vector elds as K ; rKwherer= n= 24 in
this case, and since K ; span the tangent space we can
w rite,

vy = dj_jK i (49)

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

0 1 0 1
K1 Od é—l V1
B 11 1ir B
EfElg . cg BvE
e A : € X
K, drl rrd vy
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Follow ing the proof of T heorem W IL1l, we can form the
vectors,K ¢ = Sw,where, S = d ' butwih rstcolimn
replaced by zeros, (ie),

0 1

0 s12 1r S

B . . C
S=e : i A
Oer rr S

Now, the feedback param eter is such that

001 0 Lo
0 1 0 1 0o 1
K © V2 EOOlO Ovl
prif BUE E 6 B g
B 76=B :C=§ EB &
g X § '§ 00 0 %18 : X
K o Vy 00 0 0 o
: 0 | {z b
J

Since the above equations holds for allv and K vectors
we could write ()S = J, but sihce the above equation
rem ains unaltered when S is replaced with d ', we can
calculate the feedback param eteras, = Jd. The closed
loop vector eldsaregiven by K = ( )K . Sin ilarly the
param eter can be calculated by hoorporating K ¢ In
the equation. Forany Ko = . , vy, wecan ndan ~
such that,

Ko+ NjKj = Qv (50)
for some ¢ as a function of the state . T he param eter
isgiven by = ~ and the closed loop drift vector
eld isgiven by, Ko = ; i¥ ;. It can be seen that the
above closed lIoop vector eldsas in the proofdoes satisfy
Invarance w rt , (ie) [; Ki] ;0 i r. Hence
the system is com pletely decoupled even in the presence
of sym m etry breaking control ham ittonians via classical

state feedback.

**we cannot nd a suitable basis transform ation using
realm atrices to a known set of com m uting vectors such
as ¢; P00i; ¢ jL021; 2T ) etcwhere ;5 2 C, as
perform ed in (4], where vectors were transform ed to co—
ordinate basis in R™ In order to detemm ine the feedbadk.
Hence the task of nding com m uting vectorsw ere sim pli-

ed by such a transform ation in the classical case. The
di culy is due to fact that (i) coe cients of the states
com plex and e ectively carry tw ice the din ension, (ii)
tangent vectors at point  is di erent from that of an—
other point ;, hence a xed coordinate transform ation
does not work for every . W hereas in the case of R"
tangent space at every point x is the sam e.

Tt can also be noted the controllability properties of
the system are unaltered in the presence of feedback.
T he problem ofdisturbance decoupling is that ofm odify—
Ing the cbservability of the control system via feedback.
Tt is very well known from classical control theory that
feedback can m odify the observability properties of any
system but not the controllability properties. It is the
observability of the decoherence that we intend to m od—
ify In the above work by m odeling it as a disturbance



decoupling problem thus rendering the decoherence act—
Ing on the system uncbservable on the states of Interest.
However in order to accom plish the goals we had to in-
troduce additional couplings and a bait subsystem that
were not a part of the system initially.

XI. NTERNALMODEL PRINCIPLE

In oxder to decouple the output from the environm ent
one needs to detemm ne the feedback coe cients () and

() whereboth depend on the com bined state ofthe sys—
tem and environm ent. Hence one needs to have a good
estin ate of the system as well as the environm ent iself
for successfiil In plem entation of feedback decoupling. In
other words the state observer m ust include a m odel of
the environm ent which would enable usestin ate is state.
At thispoint, the in portant di erencesbetween classical
and quantum decoupling problem s can be understood at
the outset. T he necessary condition in term s ofthe oper—
ator algebra C;Hsp ] C was nstrum ental In design of
the bait subsystem . H owever the structure of the system
needed to be altered In order to,

(1) A rti cially induce coupling between qubis 1, 2 and
the environm ent w ith the help ofthe bait.

(ii) G enerate vector elds in higher power of the envi-
ronm ent operator to as to generate linearly independent
vectors.

Hence i was necessary to m odify the core system in
more ways than one in order to perform decoupling.
Hence, even though environm ent is an undesirable in-
teraction the higher powers of the sam e helped us gen—
erate lnearly independent vectors in the tangent space,
which was absolutely necessary for decoupling. Hence
the environm ental coupling here be ts the description of
necessary evil. In classical dynam ic feedback [E] the de—
sign of controller depends on the exosystem . In contrast
the state observer/estin ator needs to know the m odel of
environm ent In order to estim ate the combined state
and calculate the feedback. Hence the m odel discussed
above could be thought of as the IntemalM odel P rinci-
plk analog of quantum controlsystem s. In addition clas—
sical output requlation problem concems w ith follow ing
a reference signal in the presence of environm ental dis—
turbace that depends on a prescribed exosystem . O n the
other hand the disturbance decoupling problem focusses
on elim inating the e ects of the environm ent.

XII. BILINEAR INPUT AFFINE
REPRESENTATION OF QUANTUM SYSTEM S

In this section we w ill attem pt to highlight a few m ore
In portant di erencesbetw een the decoherence controlin
quantum system s and disturbance decoupling of classical
nputa nesystemsin R ".

(i) Classical noise is additive, x = f ) + uig; ®) +
wp (x) and operate on the sam e vector space. W hereas
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quantum noise is tensorial. T he noise param eter gy and
g, dictate the coupling between the environm ent and the

system , (i), K:= (s + ) (@b + gk)jicor
responds to the classicalnoise vector p (x), and it can be
easily seen that there isno noise operating on the system
In the classical sense. Hence decoherence is not classical
noise.

(i) Vector spaces in quantum controlsystem s are over
complex elds. This Increases the dim ensionality by 2
fold in many instances where linearly combination has
to be taken. Hence In order to generate every vector in
a vector space of n independent states, we require 2n
Iinearly independent vectors.

(iil) T he necessary and su cient conditions In pose re—
strictions on the form of controlham iltonian that could
help decouple the system . From the conditions derived
above, it is In possble to decouple one part of the sys—
tem from the other unless our control ham iltonians op—
erate on the both the hibert spaces non-trivially (ie)
Hi2BHaA Hg),thesetoflinearoperatorsin the pint
hibert space ofboth the system s. It was in light ofthis
condition that the bait system wasoriginally introduced.

(i) D istrbutions need not necessarily be sihgular. For
nstance the tangent space ofan su (2) system is spanned
by J% xJjii yJLIJi, where = gPi+ ¢jiand
the operators are again assum ed to be skew hem itian
counterparts of hemm itian ,; 4; . Even though the
four vectors are linearly independent for alm ost all non—
zero values of ¢y and ¢ the distrdbution is non-singular.
Consider j i= Jiand the corresponding tangent vectors
are ifi;ijli; Ji;iPi, whose real linear com bination is
rank de cient. Hence it can be seen that the vector Pi
does not belong to tangent space Ty; at the point ji=
Pi. In general the tangent vectors at point is di erent
from that of another point ;. One of the m ost serious
In plications is that we cannot nd a linear map that
transform sthe distrdbution to a constantddim ensional
distribution,

at every point , an approach that was used In
Isidorifd] to greatly sim plify nding comm uting vectors
31 iz n Iin an n din ensionaltangent space. T he com —
m uting vectorsw ere jist taken to be the co-ordinatebasis
at every point x.

X III. CONCLUSION

In this work we provided the conditions and a step
by step procedure to calculate a classical determ inistic
feedback under which the 2-qubit system could be suc—
cessfully decoupled from decoherence. A sm entioned be-
fore the analysis carried out in the bilinear form only
helped us leam about the controlham ittonianshelpfiilin
decoupling the system but also provided a solution un-
der which the system would be com plktely decoupled as



opposed to partial or nth order decoupling discussed in
various previous work. Such a control strategy would be
Inm ensely helpfiil in perform ing decocherence free quan—
tum com putation thus enabling us to exploit the com —

17

putational speed up provided by quantum paralleliam .
H owever in order to determ ine the feedback one needs to
have a good estin ate of the state of the system .
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