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Abstract. The Landauer principle asserts that the energy cost of mragwone bit of information by the action of
a thermal reservoir in equilibrium at temperatd@reas never less thakgT log 2. We discuss Landauer’s principle
for quantum statistical models describing a finite leveluen systemS coupled to an infinitely extended thermal
reservoirR. Using Araki’s perturbation theory of KMS states and thedkhwElgart adiabatic theorem we prove, under
a natural ergodicity assumption on the joint syst&m R, that Landauer’s bound saturates for adiabatically swiich
interactions. The recent worlkE\\W/d on the subject is discussed and compared.

1 Introduction

Consider a quantum systefhdescribed by a finite dimensional Hilbert spd¢g. Initially, S is in a state
described by a density matrix. Let p¢ be another density matrix ds. The Landauer principle fp, Ma]
sets a lower bound on the energetic cost of the state tramafmmp; — pr induced by the action of a
reservoirR in thermal equilibrium at temperatuf. The principle can be derived from the second law
of thermodynamics, provided one accepts that the (Clausinsopy of the systens in the statep; ¢
coincides with its von Neumann entropy

S(pise) = —kptr(pi/s log pije).

Since this is only correct if botp; s are equilibrium states, such a derivation puts severedionit the
domain of validity of the Landauer principle, in contrastit® supposed universality and experimental
verifications Ber].

The derivation goes as follows. Tlaecreasén the entropy of the systeii in the transitiorp; — pr is
AS = S(pi) — S(pr).

Let AQ denote thencreasean the energy of the reservoR in the same process. Assuming that the joint
systemS + R is isolated and that the reserv@iris large enough to remain in equilibrium at temperaflire
during the whole process, the entropy®increases b\ASz = AQ/T and the entropy balance equation
of the process (see {-V]) reads AQ

AS + g = T,
whereo is the entropy produced by the process. The second law ahitidymamics stipulates that> 0,
with equality iff the transition is the result of a reverglguasi-static process. Hence, the inequality

AQ >TAS
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holds for arbitrary processes, with equality being achddwereversible quasi-static processes in which the
change of the total entropy vanishes

ASior = —AS + ASg = 0.

With d = dimHs, S(p;) is maximal and equal tég logd if p; = 1/d is the chaotic state anl(ps) is
minimal and equal t0 if pr = [¢)(¢| is a pure state. It follows that

AQ > kpTlogd. (1.1)

If in additiond = 2, thenAQ is the energy cost of the erasure of the qubit of informationesl in p;
and (L.1) reduces to the Landauer bound.

The defects of the above “derivation” of the Landauer ppleare manifest. In spite of its importance,
there are very few mathematically rigorous results coringrthe derivation of the Landauer bound from
the first principles of statistical mechanics.

In an interesting recent work, Reeb and Waife]//d point out that the lack of mathematically precise
formulation and proof of the Landauer principle in the catsf quantum statistical mechanics has led to
a number of controversies in the literature regarding itaneeand validity. To remedy this fact, in the same
work they provide a derivation of the Landauer principle efhive will discuss in the next section.

One of the values of the paper¢\\/q is that it has brought the Landauer principle to the attantf
researchers in quantum statistical mechanics.

In this note we shall examine the Landauer principle in thetext of recent developments in the math-
ematical theory of open quantum systénis)\S],[ASFI-[ASF4], [AIJPP] AJPPZ BFS, DJ, DJP, dR,
dRK, FM, FMU, FMSU, JOP1 JOP2 JOPR, [JP1-[JP1, [MMS1, MMS2, Pi1, Pi2, Rul, Ru2, TM])?,
and compare the outcome with the resultsroé {Vd.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sectibwe will review the work Re\Wd. The entropy balance
equation in quantum statistical mechanics and its imptioategarding Landauer’s principle are presented
in Section3. We discuss the Landauer principle for instantaneouslycbed interactions in Sectiaghand

for adiabatically switched interactions in Sectidn Section6 is devoted to the discussion of the results
presented in this note. The proofs are given in Section

This note is similar in spirit to the recent work()P . It is an attempt to bring together two directions
of research which seem largely unaware of each other, indpe that they both may benefit from this
connection.

Acknowledgments. The research of V.J. was partly supported by NSERC. C.Adrai®ful to the Depart-
ment of Mathematics and Statistics at McGill University isrwarm hospitality.

2 TheReeb-Wolf derivation

Suppose thaR is described by a finite dimensional Hilbert spa¢g (we shall call such reservoirs con-
fined) and Hamiltoniarf{z . Initially, R is in thermal equilibrium at temperatuf® and its state is de-
scribed by the density matrix

v =e PHR 7. (2.2)

whereZ = tr(e A=) andB = 1/T (in the following, we shall set Boltzmann’s constamf to 1). The
Hilbert space of the coupled syste$n+ R is

H=HsHR,

1 We shall discuss the Landauer principle only for microscaamiltonian models describing coupled systém- R. Repeated
interaction systems (seg]V]) are an instructive and physically important class of niedequantum statistical mechanics that also
allow for mathematically rigorous analysis of the Landgo@nciple. This analysis is presented k(.

2This is by no means a comprehensive list of references. Séthe @arlier works that motivated these developments /aké, [
BM, LeSp McL, Rob, PW1, Sp1, Zul, ZuZ].
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and its initial state has the product structure
wi = pi Q5.

In what followstrs,z denotes the partial trace ovHis,z and, whenever the meaning is clear within the
context, we will denote operators of the fouh® 1, 1 ® A by A. The relative entropy of two positive
linear mapsgy, ¢, is defined by

S(¢1l¢2) = tr(¢i(log ¢1 —log (2))- (2.3)

If tr ¢y = tr (o, thenS((1]¢2) > 0 with equality iff ¢, = (o.
LetU : H — H be a unitary operator inducing the state transformation

wy = UwiU”.
The transformed states of the subsystehandR are given by
pu = trr (wu), vy = trs(wy).
In the literature, the relative entropy
S(wulpy @ vy) = S(pv) + S(vu) — S(wu)

is sometimes called mutual information and the fact thas inén-negative yields the subadditivity of
entropy. The decrease in entropy®fnd the increase in energy &f in the transition process; — wy
are respectively

AS = S(pi) — S(pU), AQ = tI‘(l/UHR) — tr(l/iHR).

The unitarity ofU and the product structure af imply
S(wy) = S(wi) = S(pi) + S(ns),

and Eq. 2.2) yields
S(v) = Str(nHg) + log Z.

It follows that
S(wulpy ® 1) = =S(wu) — tr(wu (log pu + log1s))
= —=S(pi) = S(vs) — tr(pu log pu) — tr(vy log 1)
= —=S(pi) — Btr(viHr) —log Z + S(pv) + Btr(vu Hr) + log Z,
and one arrives at the entropy balance equation
AS + o0 = pBAQ, (2.4)
where the entropy production term is given by
o= S(wulpy @ 1) > 0. (2.5)

This leads to the Landauer bound
BAQ > AS. (2.6)

Note that 2.5) implies thato = 0 iff wy = py ® 1. The last relation yelds; = v; and hence\Q = 0.
Thus equality holds inA.6) iff AQ = AS = 0. In this case, it further follows from the identities

tr(pf") tr(vf") = tr(w") = tr(wg) = tr(pg) tr(4"),

thattr(p{) = tr(pg) holds for allae € C. One easily concludes from this fact thatandpy are unitarily
equivalent.
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The following additional points are discussed fire[/V/d.

Remark 1. Givenp;, 8, Hr andHy, there are many target statgsfor which there is no unitary/ such
thatpy = pr. Let

= emax — €min,
Wheree,ax/min 1S the maximal/minimal eigenvalue éfz . Then, for any unitary/,
e Ppi < pu < ePpi.

This constrains the set of possible target state§o reach a giveps, either exactly or up to a prescribed
small error, one may need to adjd¢k, Hr, andU. The following example illustrates one trivial way in
which ps can always be reached.

Example 1. Let ps > 0 be the target state. Seétgr = Hs, vs = pr, Hr = —logps. In this example,
B = 1. LetU be the flip mapl/ (¢ ® ¢) = ¢ ® ¢. Thenpy = pr, vy = pi, the entropy production is

0 = S(p1|pf>a
andAQ = AS'iff pr = pi.

Remark 2. It turns out that Inequality4.6), as a lower bound oA Q in terms of A S, is not optimal. This
can be seen as follows, starting with the standard bound¢segample Theorem 1.15 i)

1
S(wulpr @ 1) > §HWU — pu @ ui3,

where|| X ||} = tr[X| = sup 4 [tr(AX)|/[|A] is the trace norm. Wit = (emax + €min)/2, We can

estimate
lwr — pu @ w1 > [tr{(Hr — e)(wv — pu @ v1)]] = [AQ|

|Hr — e /2"
and so the entropy productio®.f) satisfies
2
i <%> . (2.7)

Combining @.4) and @.7) and solving the resulting quadratic inequality shows thatpossible entropy
changes are restricted by the constraist < S, = 3%¢2/8 and that the corresponding energy cost satisfies

the improved bound
BAQ > <1+ 1=y 1_AS/SO>AS.

14 /1-AS/S,

A part of the discussion in{e\Wd is devoted to the refinement and optimization of the esénfat) in
the spirit of the above argument.

Example 2. On physical grounds, one expects saturation of the Landserd for quasi-static reversible
processes. The following toy example &f\\/{ illustrates this point. Lepy > 0 be a given target state.
LetR > ¢t — p(t) be a twice continuously differentiable map with values insly matrices orf{s such
thatp(0) = pi, p(1) = p¢, @andp(t) > 0 for ¢ €]0,1]. Given a positive integeN, setp, = p(n/N),
Hr = @, Hs, i = @, pn. With § = 1, it follows that Hr = — 32 log pn, wi = @1y pn-
LetU : H — H be defined by

Upg @1 @ QYnN) = YN Qg @ -+ QYN_1.
Thenpy = pr and

N
AQn =tr(vyHgr) — tr(nHg) = Ztr[(pn — pn—1)log px].
n=1
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The differentiability assumption allows us to rewrite thie $. of the previous identity as a Riemann sum,
leading to
1
lim AQw = [ x(5(0) log p(6)dt = S() - S().
N —o0 0

In this example the number of stepsplays the role of an adiabatic parameter and the li¥hit> oo leads
to a quasi-static process with optimal Landauer bound.

Remark 3. In the Landauer erasing principle = 1/d andps = [¢)(1)|. Pure target states are thermody-
namically singular and cannot be reached by the action oémrthl reservoir at strictly positive tempera-
ture. It follows from Example 2 that for ary> 0 one can fing;, Hr, v;, andU such that|pr — pf |1 < e,

pu = pt, and that the energy cost of the transformagipr> p; satisfies3AQ > logd — €. The last result
can be refined by considering infinite dimensioia{’s and allowing for Hamiltonianéi/ with formally
infinite energy levels. An additional toy example discusseflection 6 of Re\\/] illustrates this point.

With the exception of the toy example mentioned in Remark&work [Re\\/d is exclusively concerned
with finite dimensional thermal reservoirs. The authorsas several additional topics including possible
extensions of the notion of Landauer processes. The paptine valuable discussions and clarifications
concerning the physics literature on the Landauer priacipl the final Section 7 of the paper, the authors
list a number of open problems/conjectures, including dileing, on which we will comment later:

Conjecture [Re\Wd. Landauer’s Principle can probably be formulated within theneral
statistical mechanical framework 6t* and W* dynamical systems3[R2 PW1, Th and an
equality version akin t@§2.4) can possibly be proven. Note that in this framework the mutua
information can be written as a relative entropy and the Hé&aw as a derivation w.r.t. the
dynamical semigroup.

We now turn to the discussion of the Landauer principle inciivgtext of the existing mathematical theory
of open quantum systems.

3 Theentropy balance equation

We start with the following remark regarding the derivatadrihe previous section. Let= 1 ® v;. Then

S(pi) = S(pv) + o = S(wuln) — S(wiln),

and @.4) can be written as
S(wuln) — S(wiln) = BAQ. (3.8)

The relation 8.8) is a special case of the general entropy balance equattpraimtum statistical mechanics.
In the form @.8) it goes back at least to Pusz and Woronowicz (see the Remainke &nd of Section 2
in [PW1]) and was rediscovered inp3 JP7 Pi1], see alsol[eSp McL, O1, O2, OHI, SpZ Ruz, TM,
Zul, Zu?] for related works on the subject. To descril3ed] in full generality we assume that the reader
is familiar with basic definitions and results of algebraimgtum statistical mechanics, and in particular
with Araki's perturbation theory of KMS structure. This redtl is standard and can be found in the
monographsfR1, BRZ]. A modern exposition of the algebraic background can badian [BF, DJF, Pi2].
The interested reader should also consult the fundameayer-H\V]. For definiteness we will work
with C*-dynamical systems. With only notational changes all osults and proofs easily extend W5 *-
dynamical systems and we leave such generalizations teé#uer.

In the algebraic framework, a quantum system is described ©y-dynamical systen{O, 7). O is a
C*-algebra, with a unitl, andr is a strongly continuous one-parameter group-automorphisms 0.
Elements ofO are observables, and their time evolution, in the Heisenpature, is given byr. We
denote byO* the set of self-adjoint elements 6f. A state of the system is a positive linear functional
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w on O such that(1) = 1. Itis -invariantifw o 7t = w for all ¢ € R. A thermal equilibrium state at
inverse temperaturgis a(r, 5)-KMS state. Such states ardnvariant.

Given a statev, the GNS construction provides a Hilbert spa¢g, a*-morphismr,, : O — B(H,,)® and
a unit vectorQ,, € H,, such thatr,, (0)<,, is dense irH,, andw(A4) = (Q,, 7, (A)Q,) forall A € O. A
state given by, (A) = tr(pm.(A)), wherep is a density matrix ofi,,, is said to bes-normal. We denote
by N, the set of altu-normal states o). The statev is called ergodic fotO, 7) if, for all states¢ € A,
and allA € O,

t—o00

D YL B
lim ?/o (7" (A))ds = w(A),

and mixing if

. t _

Tim ((7'(4)) = w(A).

If wis ar-invariant state, then there is a unique self-adjoint ojeera,, on 4., such that., = 0 and
7o(TH(A)) = el (A)e e forallt € RandA € O. L,, is called thev-Liouvillean of the dynamical
system(O, 7). If wis a(r,5)-KMS state, thenL,, is also the standard Liouvillean (see SectiQrof
(O,7).
The reservoifR is described by &*-dynamical systeniOx, 7=, ;) in thermal equilibrium at inverse
temperatured > 0. We denote by the generator ofz, 7 = e'°® and byL its standard Liouvillean.
If the reservoir is confined, the@r = B(Hr), 6r(-) = i[Hg, -], andy; = e PR /tr(e=FHR)4 The
GNS Hilbert spacé4,, is Oz equipped with the inner produ¢k,Y’) = tr(X*Y"), the morphismr,, is
defined byr,, (A)X = AX,Q,, = Vi1/2 andLr X = [Hg, X]. However, in the remainder of this note we
shall be concerned with infinitely extended reservoirs.

The C*-algebra of the systeri, described by the finite dimensional Hilbert spé¢g, is Os = B(Hs).
The(C*-algebra of the joint syster§i + R is

0 =0s ® Og,

and its initial state is
Wi = pi ® v,

wherep; denotes the initial state &. We continue with our notational convention of omitting gered
identity, hencér = Id ® dr, etc.

Let S(¢1]¢2) be the relative entropy of two positive linear functiongls¢z on O [Ar2, Ar3], with the
ordering convention offR2, Don, JP3 JP§ DJH and the sign convention of\[2, Ar3, OF (with these
conventions the relative entropy of two density matricegiven by @.3)). The basic properties of the
relative entropy are most easily deduced from the Pusz-Mdwizz-Kosaki variational formuléqdo, P\W7]

stale) =sw [ £ - et ou) - 1a 60 @)

dt
141

t Y
where the supremum is taken over all countably valued stegtifins[0, co[> ¢ — x(t) € O vanishingin

a neighborhood of zero and satisfyin(f) + y(¢t) = 1. In particular, if(; (1) = (2(1), thenS({1|¢2) > 0
with equality iff (; = (.

Any unitary element/ € O induces a-automorphism
A ap(A) =U*AU,

and hence a state transformation- wo ay. Setn = 1 ® ;. With this setup the entropy balance equation
of [JP3 JP7 Pil, PW1] reads as:

3Throughout the pape8(#) denotes the usual*-algebra of all bounded operators on a Hilbert sphce
4If dim H < oo, we shall not distinguish between positive linear funaisron3(#) and positive elements @(#). They are
identified by¢(A) = tr(CA).
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Theorem 3.1 Suppose thal/ € Dom (6% ). Then
S(woayln) = S(wiln) —iBwi(Uég (U)). (3.9

Denote bypy and vy the restriction of the transformed stateo oy to Os and O (i.e., py(4) =
woay(A®1)andvy(B) =woay(l® B) for A € Os andB € Og). If R is confined, then

71w1(U*5R(U)) == 7iwi(U*i[HR, U]) == wi(OLU(HR) - HR) == tr(I/UHR) — tI‘(I/iHR>,

and @.9 reduces tog.9).

For any stateg on Os andw on @, Araki's perturbation formula for the relative entrop§r[.] (see also
Proposition 6.2.32 infR2] and Appendix A of Don)) gives

S(wlp @ wi) = S(wln) — w(logp). (3.10)

Settingw = w; = pi ® v, this implies in particular that
S(pi) = =S(wiln). (3.11)
The entropy balance equatiof.9) allows for an analysis of Landauer’s principle in the geheetup

of quantum statistical mechanics. The decrease in entrband the increase in energy & in the
transition process; — w o ay are

AS =S(p) = S(pu),  AQ= —iwi(U"r(U)).

Writing (3.9) as
AS+ o0 =LAQ, (3.12)

and taking 8.17) into account yields
o = S(woayln) + S(pv).
SinceS(py) = —w o ay(log pv), Eq. 3.10 further gives
o= S(woaylpy ® 1), (3.13)

and hence
c>0

with equality iffw o apy = py ® 4. This implies the Landauer bound
BAQ > AS.

for the state transformation induced by the inmeautomorphismy;. This also settles the conjecture
of [ReWd which has in fact been been known for many years.

The analysis of the saturation of the Landauer bound is nelieade than in the case of a confined reservoir.
It relies on the spectral analysis of modular operators. Ngd give one result in this direction.

Proposition 3.2 Assume that the point spectrum of the standard Liouvilleanis finite. ThenAS =
BAQ ifand only ifAS = AQ = 0 in which casepy is unitarily equivalent tg andvy = 1

Remark. If R is confined, then the spectrum bf; is discrete and finite so that the above proposition
applies. It also applies to the physically important clafssrgodic extended reservoirs. Indeed, it follows
from Theorem 1.2 inJP4 that 0 is the only eigenvalue of.% if v; is an ergodic state fofOr, ).

It is an interesting structural question to characterizeeservoir systems for which the conclusions of
Proposition3.2 holds.
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One can continue with the abstract analysis of the Landauriple in the above framework. As in the
finite dimensional case, the bound

1
o> §Hwoo¢Upr®l/i||2 (3.14)

follows from Eq. 8.13, the norm on the right hand side being dual to@enorm of O. Since

lwoay(1® A) —py @ (1 ® A)
lvo — || = sup
0£AEOR [T A

< sup lwoay(A) — pr @ vi(A)]
0£ACO | Al

= |weav —pv @i,
(3.14 gives
1
o> §||VU — % (3.15)

Suppose thap; > 0 and letps > 0 be a target state. Set = pr ® ;. Another application of Araki’'s
perturbation formula gives

o=Swoay|lpy @u;) = S(wo ay|ws) — S(pu|ps). (3.16)
Assume that there exists a sequebigeof unitary elements o® such that/,, € Dom (d% ) and

lim woay, (A) = we(A) (3.17)

n—oo

forall A € O. Since this implies thaiy;, — ps, it follows from the entropy balance relatio8.(2) that

liminf SAQ, = liminf oy, +.5(pi) = S(pr) = S(pi) = S(pr)-

Moreover,
Jim SAQ, = S(pi) — S(pr)
if and only if
lim o, =0,
n—oo
which, by 3.16), is equivalent to
lim S(woay,|ws) = 0. (3.18)
n—oo

The relation 8.18 quantifies the notion of quasi-static transition procd$$3.18 holds, then Inequal-
ity (3.19 implies
lim ||woay, —wt] =0. (3.19)

n—oo

On the other hand, the norm convergerizd 9 does not imply 8.18. Sufficient conditions for3.18 are
discussed in the foundational papetsT, Ar2]. For example, if in addition to3.19 there isA > 0 such
that

Aw o ay, > wr (3.20)

for all n, then .18 holds. A sufficient condition for3.20 is that

sup ||e_i5R/25(Un)H < 00.
n

Remark. If the quantum dynamical systefi®x, 7z, ;) describes an infinitely extended reservoir in
thermal equilibrium at positive temperature and in a purasghthen on physical grounds it is natural to
assume that the enveloping von Neumann algebré0x)” is an injective factor of typéll; (see, e.g.,

[Ard, ArW, Hu]). In this case, it is a simple consequence of a result of @sramd Stgrmer (Theorem 4
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in [CS1) and Kaplansky’s density theorem (Corollary 5.3.7 [iti]) that there is a sequence of unitaries
U, € Dom (%) such that8.19 and hence3.17) holds.

Although one can go quite far by continuing the above stmattanalysis of the Landauer principle, we
shall not pursue this direction further. Instead, we sloauf on physically relevant realizationsaf’s by
considering the dynamics of the coupled system R and we shall analyze the Landauer principle in this
context. Non-trivial dynamics are characterized by int8aams that allow energy/entropy flow betwegn
andR. We shall distinguish between instantaneously and ad@igtswitched interactions.

4 Instantaneously switched interactions

4.1 Setup
For K € ©O®*, thex-derivation
0k = O0r —l—i[K, ]

generates a strongly continuous gratip = e*’x of x-automorphisms o®. Self-adjoint elements ap
are called local perturbations and the grawpis the local perturbation afz induced byK . For example,

if Hs is the Hamiltonian ofS and V' describes the interaction &f with R, then the dynamics of the
interacting systens + R is given byr, with K = Hs + V. In this section, we investigate the Landauer
principle for the dynamical syste(®, 7x ).

The interacting dynamics can be expressed as
Tic(A) = TR (Ui () AUK (1)),
where the interaction picture propagatar (¢) is a family of unitary elements aP satisfying
10Uk (t) = Uk ()75 (K), Uk (0) = 1. (4.21)

Hence, we have
t
Wi O T = Wi O OLUK(t),

and we can apply the results of the previous section. Asgyiiiire Dom (d% ), it follows from the Dyson
expansion

Uk(t)=1+ Z(—i)" / TR (K)ot (K)dsy - - - dsy,
n=1 0<s1< <8<t

thatUk (t) € Dom (65 ) for all t € R and Eq. 8.1 gives
AS(K, t)+o(K,t) = BAQ(K,t), (4.22)

where
AQ(K, t) = —iwi(Ug (t)0r (U (t))),
and
AS(K, 1) = S(ps) — S(px(t), oK, 1) = S(ws o Thlp (1) ® ),

pxk (t) denoting the restriction af; o 7}, to Os.

Remark. One easily checks that(t) = iU} (t)or (U (t)) + 7" (K) satisfies the Cauchy problem
KT (1) =ilrg' (K).T(t),  T(0)=K.

Comparing with Eq.4.21), we inferT'(¢) = Uj (t) KUk (t), so that

—iU% (t)or (Uk () = 7" (K — i (K)),
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and therefore
AQ(K,t) =wi(K — T;((K))

Conservation of the total energy leads to the conclusiaAi@( K, ¢) is indeed the change of the reservoir
energy. Since
On(K — 7ic (K)) = 7k (—0r (K)),

one can further write .

AQ(K, 1) = —/ i (7 (@))ds,

0
where
® =r(K),

is the observable describing the instantaneous energy diuefdz.

4.2 ThelLandauer principlein thelargetimelimit

We shall now consider realizations of the state transitions p¢ and the corresponding entropic balance
as a limiting case of the transitign — px (t) ast — co. To simplify the discussion, we shall assume here
and in the following that the equilibrium state describes a pure thermodynamic phas&oi.e., that it

is an extremal(rz, 5)-KMS state. This implies that fok” € O** there is a uniquérg, 3)-KMS state in
N, which we denote by . Let o be its restriction t@)s. We observe thav/,,, = N,,,.

The following proposition shows that by an appropriate chaif K we can reach any faithfutarget state
of Os with the (7x, 8)-KMS stateu .

Proposition 4.1 Letps > 0 be a state or¥s andV € O%*. Then there exist§ > 0 and a real analytic
function] — §,0[> A — H) € O% such thatH, = —B7Ylog pr and ok, = pr for Ky = Hy + AV and
any\ €] —4,4[.

Our main dynamical assumption is:

Assumption A. There existsy €] — 0, 0[ such that the KMS statg_ is mixing for the
dynamical systemO, 7x. ).

We now explore the consequences of this assumption on tiyeifne asymptotics of entropy balance (note
that obviouslyy # 0). The firstis

lim pp (t) = pr.

t—o0

Furthermore,

AS = tlim AS(K.,t) = S(pi) — S(pr),
—00

(4.23)
AQ('V) = tlggo AQ(Kwﬁ) = Wi(Kv) — MK, (Kv)
It follows from (4.22) that
o(y) = lim o(K,1)
also exists and that
AS +o(y) = BAQ(y). (4.24)

Clearly,o(y) > 0, and the relation4.24) gives the Landauer principle for the transition procgss> pr
realized by the large time limit— oco.

One does not expect that the Landauer bound can be satuyasedifistantaneously switched interaction
and that is indeed the case.

5The cases where the target state is not faithful are hangled ladditional limiting argument that we will describe tate

10
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Proposition 4.2
a(y) > 0. (4.25)

This completes our analysis of the Landauer principle fetaintaneously switched interactions.

Remark 1. The above analysis extends with no changeld/todynamical systems. Unbounded interac-
tionsV satisfying the general assumptions bfl[] are also allowed.

Remark 2. In the Landauer erasing principle,= 1/d andps = [¢)(¢|. Pure target states are thermody-
namically singular and cannot be directly reached by thieladf a thermal reservoir unless the reservoir
is at zero temperature. The proper way to formulate the Laedarinciple for pure states is to examine
the stability of the entropy balance equation of the proeeséth faithful target states; in a vicinity of

pr. For instantaneously switched interactions there is nbilgta As pf — pr, S(p;) — S(pr) = 0.
However, in this limito(y) — oo andAQ(y) — oo. This singularity is due to an instantaneous change
of the Hamiltonian. As we shall see in the next section, ifcthange of the Hamiltonian is adiabatic, this
singularity is absent.

Remark 3. It follows from Araki’s perturbation theory of KMS statesaithe map
] =6,6[3 A= AQ(N) = wi(K\) — px, (K)

is real analytic and that
AQ(0) = pi(Ho) — pt(Ho).
The relation ¢.24) definess(\) for A €] — ¢, [ and

a(0) = S(pilps)-

Remark 4. For many models, Assumptiohis satisfied in a stronger form:

Assumption A’. There exists\; > 0 such that fol) < |\| < A\ the KMS statg:x, is mixing
for the dynamical systerfO, 7x, ).

In this case the entropy balance equation
AS +0(0) = BAQ(0) (4.26)

gives the Landauer principle for the transition process— p; realized by the double limit — oo,
A — 0. The relation 4.26 is certainly expected in view of the Lebowitz-Spohn weakigog limit
thermodynamics of open quantum systemsgp JPV\]. Under suitable assumptions, in the van Hove
scaling limitA — 0, ¢t — oo with £ = \?¢ fixed, the reduced dynamics 6fis described by a quantum
dynamical semigroup o®gs,

TH(A) = ™ (4),

whereC is the so-calledavies generatoin the Heisenberg picture. Under the usual effective cogpli
assumptions one has

ICT(

Tim ™ (p) = ps

t—o00

for any statep on Os. This relation defines the transition process— pr in the van Hove scaling limit.
The Lebowitz-Spohn entropy balance equation is

S(pi) — S (p5) + S(ple™ (p1)) = BAD(E),

6The adjoint is taken with respect to the inner produtt B) = tr(A*B) onOs

11
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where

AQ(#) = pi(e™ (Ho) — Ho).
It follows that - -
AQ = lim AQ() = ps(Ho) — pi(H),

T—o0
and one derives -
BAQ = S(pilpr) + S(pi) — S(pr). (4.27)

Since the van Hove weak coupling limit is expected to yieddfttst non-trivial contribution (in the coupling
constant\) to the microscopic thermodynamics, the identidy2@=(4.27) is certainly not surprising. A
somewhat surprising fact is that Assumpti@his only vaguely related to the assumptions of the weak
coupling limit theory Dav, DF, LeS(].

Remark 5. Specific physically relevant models (spin-boson modeh-$pimion model, electronic black
box model, locally interacting fermionic systems) for whigssumptiorA’ holds are discussed ir\[/,
AJPP1 AJPP2BFS BM, dRK, DJ, FMU, FMSU, JOP1 JOP2 JP1 JPG§ MMS1, MMS2].

5 Adiabatically switched interactions

Our next topic is the optimality of the Landauer bound in tbatext of time dependent Hamiltonian dy-
namics ofS +R. We shall assume that the reader is familiar with basic tesohcerning non-autonomous
perturbations olC*-dynamical systems (see Section 5.4.4 iRRP] and the Appendix to Section IV.5
in [S1]).

51 Setup

Let K : [0,1] — O®** N Dom (dz) be a continuous function which we assume to be twice contislyo
differentiable on|0, 1 with uniformly bounded first and second derivatives. For- 0, we define the
rescaled functiork(y by

Kp(t) = K(t/T).

Let[0,7] > t — af  be the non-autonomous'-dynamics defined by the Cauchy problem
drage, (A) = o, (O (A) +ilKr(t), A]),  ak,(A) = A, (5.28)

We recall that{ o }.c(0,7 is a strongly continuous family e-automorphisms of) given by

A, (A) = TR(A) + ) / iR (K (s1)) i -+ il (K (sn)), 7 (A)]]Jdsy - dsi.

"=lo<s << <t
Moreover, the interaction representation
TR' 0 e, (A) = 71" (Trer (8))" At (D1 (1)), (5.29)
holds with a family of unitarie¥ '« () € O satisfying the Cauchy problem

i@tFKT (t) == T%(KT(t»FKT (t), FKT (0) =1. (530)

We denote by the restriction ofv; o af; to Os. Our assumptions ensure tHat.. (") € Dom (0r)
and Eq. 8.12 gives
ASt +or = ﬂAQT, (531)
where
ASy = S(p) = S(pr),  AQr = —iw; (I, (T)0r(Cr (1)) ,

12
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and
or = S(wj 0 aIT(T|pT ® ).

To interpret the right hand side of Ech.81), we write

T
A0r = Q1) - Q) = | aaat
0
with Q(t) = —iw;i(T'%,. (£)0r (T'k (1)) It follows from the differential equatiorb(30) that
2:Q(t) = —wi (T, ()7 (Or (K1 (1)) Tk (1))
and Eq. 6.28-(5.29 give

0iQ(t) = —wi © oy, (Or(Kr(t)))

d d
=-—quwi© e, (Kr(t)) +wi o ale, <& KT(t)) :

This leads to
T
AQr + wj o afe, (Kr(T)) — wi(Kr(0)) = / wi o . (Pr(t))dt, (5.32)
0

wherePr(t) = 0 Kr(t) is the instantaneous power injected into the sysfemR. Energy conservation
yields thatA Qr is the total change in the energy of the subsysieifnom timet = O to timet = 7T'.

5.2 ThelLandauer principlein the adiabatic limit

We shall now consider the adiabatic linffit — oo. Our main assumption in this section concerns the
instantaneou&™-dynamicsr ().

Assumption B. For0 < v < 1, the(7x (), 8)-KMS statep ) is ergodic for the dynamical
system(O, Tk ())-

The Avron-Elgart adiabatic theoremf, Tel] and Araki’s perturbation theory of KMS states givé {~1]-
[ASF], [IP9):

Theorem 5.1 Suppose that Assumpti@holds. Then one has
. T
Am Itk 0y © e, — iyl = 0

for all v € [0,1].

For completeness and the reader’s convenience the prodfemfr&mb.1is given in Sectiory.
Let pr be a given faithful target state 6fand set

wf = pr Q V.

According to Theorem.1, to achieve the transition — p; in the limitT" — oo, it suffices to assume that
AssumptionB holds for K () satisfying the boundary conditions

K(0)=—B""logp,  K(1)=—p""logps.

13
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Indeed, these conditions ensure that) = w; andu (1) = wr SO that

Tliiigowi o oﬂ;(T = Tlgréo KK (0) © ozIT(T = WK (1) = Wi
Theorenb.1further implies that
AS = lim ASp = S(pi) — S(ps).
T—o0

Moreover, rewriting Eq.%.32 as

1
AQr = / wj 0 a}(TT (04K (7)) dy — B w0 oz};T (log ps) + ﬁ_lwi(logpi),
0
we get
1
AQ = lim AQr = / 1) (05 K (7))dy + B7HAS.
oo 0

The balance equatio® (31) yields that
AS + o0 =0AQ

o= i 71 =0 [ o 0K (M

Clearly,c > 0. The adiabatic limit is a quasi-static process and one magaixthe optimality of the
Landauer bound. This is indeed the case.

Proposition 5.2
o=0.

The proof of the last result requires modular theory. Noteéeer that for finite reservoirs the relation

/O 1K (7) (05 K (7))dy = 0

is easily derivedt

Lir (e—B(Hnﬁ-K(v))a,yK(fy))

1
/0 toc (4) (O K (7)) dy = /0 tr (o~ PUHRTK())) dy

1
= 75/0 0y log tr (efﬁ(HRJFK('V))) dy
1

=3 (log tr(ws) — log tr(w;)) = 0.

This completes our mathematical analysis of the Landaurecipte for adiabatically switched interactions.

Remark 1. Regarding the remarks at the end of Sectia?) Remark 1 applies to the results of this section
as well. In the adiabatic case the entropy production temist&s and the instability discussed in Remark
2 is absent. Remark 4 also extends to the adiabatic sett@ag[(s] for the discussion of the adiabatic
theorem and4HHH)] for a discussion of the Landauer principle in the van Hovakveoupling limit).
Since mixing implies ergodicity, the physically relevandaels for which AssumptioB has been verified
are listed in Remark 5.

Remark 2. The Narnhoffer-Thirring adiabatic theorem of quantumistiatal mechanics{T] is based on
C*-scattering and requires!-asymptototic Abelianess which is stronger than our ergjydassumption
B. The physically relevant models satisfyirdg-asymptotic Abelianess are discussed Anv[, AJPP],
AJPPZ BM, FMU, FMSU, JOP]. If L'-asymptotic Abelianess holds, then the Landauer prindiple
adiabatically switched interactions can be further refirfdte result of this analysis is given iAl{r].

70n the other hand, Theorefl and relatiorlimy_, o o7 = o cannothold for finite reservoirs.

14
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6 Discussion

In this section we comment on the key ingredients involvedhim analysis of the Landauer principle
presented in Sectiorg-5, and on their relation with the worlc\\/d.

The entropy balance equatioRelation @.9) is a model-independent structural identity linked to tHd&
condition and modular theory. It is tautological in the #ndimensional case. The general case follows
from Araki’s perturbation theory of the modular structuféie mathematical analysis of the second law of
thermodynamics starts with the entropy balance equativedrtainly does not end théfé.SF1, ASF2,
ASF3F. The thermodynamic behavior of the coupled systeém R emerges only in the thermodynamic
limit in which the reservoirR becomes infinitely extended. In the large time limit the dedpsystem
settles into a steady state, substantiating the zerothfilweomodynamicsijFs, DJ, FM, JP1.

These two limiting processes, large reservoir size anclérge, have been pillars of the mathematical
theory of open quantum systems since its foundatign$[BR 1, BRZ]. In a sense, the same applies to the
Landauer principle and this is the main message of this ribeecontrol of the entropy balance equation
for open quantum systems with infinitely extended resesvinithe large time (or adiabatic) limit is one

of the central issues in the analysis of the Landauer pri@eyithin quantum statistical mechanics. This
brings us to our second point.

Confined reservoirsA typical physical example of a confined reservoir is a Feras gr a Bose gas in
thermal equilibrium confined to a finite box. Confined res@ssare not ergodic and lead to quasi-periodic
dynamics when coupled to a finite systeéin The analysis of the large time asymptotics of such systems
requires some time averaging which is not compatible wighfthmulation of Landauer’s principle. In this
context, one may say that the main contributionf&{\Vd concerns estimates regarding the accuracy of
the Landauer principle for confined reservoirs.

Ergodicity. The large time asymptotics of the microscopic syst&nosoupled to the thermal reservoir
‘R is critically linked to the ergodic properties (Assumptoh andB) of the dynamical system which
describes the joint systed+ R in the framework of statistical mechanics. As we have sh@rgodicity
allows for arbitrary transitiom; — p; of the systemS in the adiabatic limit with the minimal energy
dissipation predicted by Landauer. Needless to say, AssangA andB, which are part of the zeroth law
of thermodynamics, are notoriously difficult to prove forygltally relevant models. In particular, they
cannot hold in the framework ofe\\/d, where the reservoirs are confined.

Conclusion.The claim of the authors ir{e\\/q that they have proven the Landauer principle in quantum
statistical mechanics may lead to a confusion regardingedoomdational aspects of mathematical theory
of open quantum systems and we have attempted to clarifpthig. The complementary analysis of the
Landauer principle presented in Secti@$ relies on the entropy balance equation, Araki's pertudvati
theory of KMS states, and the Avron-Elgart adiabatic theor# is a simple consequence of well-known
and deep structural results. The workers in quantum infdamheory appear unaware of this fact. From
the point of view of state-of-the-art quantum statisticaamanics, the interesting aspect of the Landauer
principle concerns the verifications of AssumptignandB. The models for which this has been achieved
are discussed ilAM, AJPP1 AJPP2 BFS BM, dRK, DJ, FMU, FMSU, JOP1 JOP2 JP1 JPG MMS1,
MMS?2]. One may say that one of the main challenges of quantunsttali mechanics at the moment
is to extend the class of physically relevant models for WiissumptionsA andB can be proved. The
progress in this direction requires novel ideas and tectesdn the study of the large time dynamics of
infinitely extended Hamiltonian quantum statistical madel

8In the literature, the entropy balance equati8rd)is sometimes called “finite time second law of thermodymathieflecting
the fact that in typical applicatio®’ is a unitary cocycle describing time evolution over a finiieet period.
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7 Proofs

Preliminaries. We start with some general properties of the GNS representgh, 7, 2) of O associ-
ated to the state; = p; ® v;. This material is standard and we refer the readeBtol] BR2, DJH for

a detailed exposition and proofs. We denotefly= 7 (0O)” the enveloping von Neumann algebra and
by P C $ and.J the natural cone and modular conjugation of the pai, Q). Any statew € N, has a
unique standard representative, a unit vedtog P such thatv(A) = (¥, 7(A)¥) forall A € O. The
standard Liouvillean of a strongly continuous graupf x-automorphisms o is the unique self-adjoint
operatorL on $ such that

m(ct(A)) = eitLﬂ'(A)e_itL7 thp cp,

forallt e RandallA € O.

Let L, be the standard Liouvillean of a grogp = e*% of x-automorphisms o0 and ®, the standard
representative of &y, 5)-KMS statewy € N,,,. If Q € 0% anddg = dp + i[Q, -], then the standard
Liouvillean of the locally perturbed groug, = el is

Lo = Lo + 7(Q) — Jx(Q)J.
Moreover,®, € Dom (e~ #(Lo+7(R))/2) and the vector

Wy — 20 gy = ALt 2g
el

is the standard representative dka, 3)-KMS state. In particular, one hds, € Ker (Lg).

We shall need the following perturbative expansion of thearmalized KMS vectog. For any@q, . . .,
Qn € mand(ﬁh"wﬁn) € TB,n = {(6177571) € R17|61 + - +6n < B/Q} one has

®y € Dom (67B1L0Q1 - -efﬁT‘L“Qn) .

Moreover, the map
T > (Brse-sBn) e 10Qr -7 00Q, @0 € 9,

is continuous and satisfies

sup le™#E0Qy e 0Qu@o || < [|Qull -+ [|Qnll- (7.33)

The vector® has the norm convergent expansion

dp = Zo(fl)" /TB efﬁwoﬂ(Q) .. .efﬁnLoW(Q)q)o dBy -+ - dBn. (7.34)

Fordé@ € O, the following chain rule applies

Do = e_B(LQ‘H"(‘sQ))/Q(I)Q,

(see Theorem 5.1 (6) irDpJH). It follows from the expansion?.34) and the estimater(33 that the map
0% 5 Q — ®g € H is differentiable. Its derivative & is the map

B/2
Dp, 1 6Q 7/ e *len(5Q)Pgds. (7.35)
0

The same argument shows thatif— Q(«) is a real analytic function from some open subseR6fto
0™, then the functiomx — @, is also real analytic.
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Proof of Proposition 3.2 To simplify the notation, we writey = p;, v = 14, w = w;. We denote by
Qu € P the standard representative of the state The modular operatah,, and the relative modular
operatorA,,,, |, are positive operators of satisfying

TAYm(A)Q = 7(A)'Q,  JALA m(A)Q = 7(4)"Q,

wU\w

forall A € O. Itfollows fromwy = w o ay thatQy = 7(U)J#(U)JQ. SinceJn(U)J € M, one has

TAZ (A2 = n(A) = (U)Jr(U)JQ
= Jr(U)Jm(A)"m(U)SQ
= Jn(U)JJAY *n(U)*7(A)Q,

and the cyclic property df? allows us to conclude that

A =m(U)A,m(U)". (7.36)

wy |w
The product structure of the stateinduces the factorizatiofy = $Hs @ Hr wherefis = Os equipped
with the inner productX,Y’) = tr(X*Y') and the Hilbert spacér carries a GNS representation©fz
induced by the state. Moreover, one has

A, = Ap®AU; A(,«.JU|(,«.J = ApU|p(g>Al/; (737)

whereA,, A, andA,,, |, are respectively the modular operator of the statine modular operator of the
stater, and the relative modular operator of the siatew.r.t. p. The operatorg), andA act onf)s
according to

pulp
A, X =pXp Ay X =puXp, (7.38)

(see, e.g., Section 2.12ia(@PH). In particular, they have discrete spectra.

Denote byA,, , andA the pure point parts a, andA,,,|.,- Eq. (7.37) implies that

wy |w,p

Nup =8, QA0 5, A =A8,00p @ Aup, (7.39)

wy |w,p

whereA, , is the pure point part o\,. SinceA, = e #L%?, the operator$&‘°‘ andAl® L lw,p are trace
class by assumption and it follows from E@.36 that these two operators are umtarlly equwalent so that

tr(A;‘jp) = tr(Al* )

wy |w,p/?

forall a € C. Using Eq. .39 and (7.39, an explicit calculation yields
tr(Aifjp) = tr(Aipo‘) tr(Afp) = tr(pio‘) tr(pfio‘) tr(AiUO,‘p),

(AL jwp) = (A ) tr(A) = tr(pi ) tr(p ™) tr(AY).

Thus, we conclude that
tr(p™) = tr(prf),
for all & € C, which implies thap andpy; are unitarily equivalent. o

Proof of Proposition 4.1 The proof is based on an application of the real analytic icitplunction
theorem. Denote b the real vector spacgX € O% |tr(X) = 0} equipped with the inner product
(X,Y) = tr(XY). Let

RxX3(\X)— F\X)=pxiav —pr € X.
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First, note thatf is real analytic. Moreover, for any¥ € X, one has
eiﬁX

F(0,X) = (e Px) P

andF(0,X) = 0iff X = Hy. Let L be the standard Liouvillean of the groug, .,y and® € P the
standard representative of the KMS staie, yy. For X, Y € X one has

(e=PUIATXN 2 1(Y @ 1)e—AL+7(X)/2g)
[o— P+ /25]2

(prrx 2V, Y) = payxpvY @ 1) =

Using Eq. .39, an explicit calculation yields that the derivatif®&(\, H,) of the functionF" with respect
to its second argument is the symmetric linear maaiven by

8/2 X X
(F'(\, Ho)X,Y) = 72/ Re (e *L2n(X @ 1), e L/ 27(Y @ 1)¥)ds,
0
whereX = X — py v (X)1. SinceX = 0iff X = 0, it follows that
8/2 .
(F'(\, Ho) X, X) = —2/ e *E/2n(X @ 1)¥|%ds < 0,
0

forall 0 # X € X, and the implicit function theorem yields the conclusiohBposition4. 1. o

Proof of Proposition 4.2 Suppose thai () = 0. The weak« lower semicontinuity of relative entropy
yields
0=0(7) = lim S(wi o7k |px, (t) @ 1) > S(ur, |pr @ 1),

t—o0

which impliespx. = pr ® v; and henceux. o Th = WE, = [K., © T;(W forall ¢t € R. It follows that

1ry(0R(A)) = 0= px, (0r(A) +i[Ky, A])

forall A € Dom (dr ), from which we conclude thak’, belongs to the centralizer pfic_ . It follows from
the KMS property ofux thatrfg (K,) =K, forallt € R (see, e.g., Proposition 5.3.28 inff 7]).

For¢ € R, setS; = e¢%v /g (e%%+)1/2 and note that (A) = uk, (ScAS¢) defines a state IV, .
The mixing property and the fact tha}tfv (S¢) = S¢ yield

pxc, (A) = lim & o (A) = lim pre, (Scric, (A)S¢) = &c(A),

from which we conclude thaix (ScAS; — A) = Oforall A € O. SettingA = Sg — 1 further yields

px, ((SZ —1)%) = 0. Sinceu., is faithful we conclude thas? = 1 and hence thak’, is a multiple of
1. This implies thab . = dr and contradicts Assumptiok. O

Proof of Theorem 5.1  Denote byZ the standard Liouvillean of the groug ). Let ¥(0) be the standard
vector representative of the KMS statg . Fort € [0, 77, set

Lr(t) = L+ m(Kr(t)) — Jr(Kr(t)J,
with I?T(t) = Kr(t) — K7(0). The family {Wr(t) };c[0,r] Of unitary operators oy satisfying
10,Wr(t) = Le(O)Wr(t),  Wp(0) =1,
implements the dynamiesy,. and preserves the natural cone, i.e.,

m(al, (A) = Wi(t)m(A)Wr(t),  Wp(t)P C P, (7.40)
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forallt € [0, 7] and allA € O. With K (v) = K () — K(0), the standard Liouvillean of the instantaneous
dynamicsrg () is

L(v) = L+7(K(y)) = Jn(K (7)),
and the standard representative of the KMS state,) is

e BLFT(EM)/2(0)
|e IR /25 (0)||

U(y)

By construction, the orthogonal projection

is such thaRan (P(v)) C Ker (L(v)) for v € [0,1]. Moreover, Assumptio impliesRan (P(y)) =
Ker (L(v)) for v €]0,1[. Since the functiori0, 1[> v — K (v) is C2 in norm with uniformly bounded
first and second derivative, the expansidrsd), the estimateq.33, and an obvious telescoping argument
show that the map

10,13 v+ P(v) € B(H)

is alsoC? in norm with uniformly bounded first and second derivative.
One easily checks that the adiabatic evoluith (¢) defined by

10,Wr(t) = (Lr(t) + TH[P(t/T), P(t/T))Wr(t),  Wr(0) = 1.
intertwinesP(0) andP(t/T), i.e., that
Wr(t)P(0) = P(t/T)Wr(t), (7.41)

holds fort € [0,T].
With these preliminaries, the Avron-Elgart adiabatic tteso [AE, Teu, ASF]] gives:

Theorem 7.1 Suppose that Assumpti@holds. Then

lim sup ||[Wr(t) — Wr(t)|| = 0.
T— 00 tG[O,T]

Fory € [0, 1], it follows from Eq. (7.40 that
1K (0) © e (A) = (W (4 T)Q, 7(A)Wr (vT)Q),
while the intertwining relationq.41]) yields
i (1) (A) = Wr(YT)Q, 7(A)Wr (VT)€2).
Thus, we have the estimate

|1 (0) © ey (A) = prc() (A)] < 2| Al e W (t) = Wr(t)],
€10,

which, together with Theorem.1, yields Theorend. 1 O
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Proof of Proposition 5.2 We use the same notation as in the proof of Theokein Set®(y) =
e ALAT(K(M)/2§(0). Araki’s perturbation formula yields

S(wlwic(y) = S(wlwr) + Bw(K (7)) + log (7)),

for anyw € NV, . Settingw = w; s andy = 0/1 we derive||®(0)| = ||®(1)|| = 1. Next, we claim that

rco) (03K (7)) = —%aw log [B(7)]2, (7.42)

which clearly implies Propositios.2

The identity

8, log ”q)(,y)nz _ <a’yq)(7)v D(v)) + (P(y), 8.Y<I)(fy)>

[e()I? ’
implies that .42 follows from
B
(2(7),0,2(7)) = —5(2(7), T(Oy K (7))@ (7))-
The last identity is a direct consequence of E439 and the fact thaL(v)®(v) = 0. |
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