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Sudden change of geometric quantum discord in finite temperature reservoirs

Ming-Liang Hll and Jian Sun
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We investigate sudden change (SC) behaviors of the distzemrd measures of geometric quantum discords
(GQDs) for two non-interacting qubits subject to the twdesl and the one-sided thermal reservoirs. We found
that the GQDs defined by different distances exhibit difie®Cs, and thus the SCs are the combined result of
the chosen discord measure and the property of a state. W/éoalsd that the thermal reservoir may generate
states having different orderings related to different GQThese inherent differences of the GQDs reveal that
they are incompatible in characterizing quantum correfegtiboth quantitatively and qualitatively.
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I. INTRODUCTION ment. Quantum discord exhibits sudden changes (SCs) due
to the optimization procedure involved in its definition {26
Due to the emergence of quantum information science th32]’ while entanglement undgrgoes suc_iden death [33] -WhiCh
characterization and quantification of quantum corretetio ' "oes not exist for quantum discord. It is alsp v_vorthwhlle to
note that the sudden death of entanglement is independent of

%izzter;spfé\\/; (s)eeé:aadmei olne Nor)vt\?a%:esopvl\?hserzev?/zar;cehn;% %ut @ chosen entanglement measures, as it occurs whenever the
P [1]. yS, Bvolved state becomes separable.

q?gg}éummrﬁg”?rlﬁ%oe%sié:go gron;::reigtcl)ﬁlre;i?:‘ drss.?ﬁgcgrgég We investigate in this work the singular behaviors of three
P Y Y app ' %inds of the geometric quantum discords (GQDs) for two non-

centers ar_ound the entanglement-separability paradigaeru interacting qubits subjecting to the independent theresgr-
which various forms of the entanglement measures have been

proposed and extensively studied [2]. The second one isibasélows' We will show that for both the two-sided and the one-

- . .~ Sided reservoirs, there are SCs being observed during the ev
on the noncommutativity of operators in quantum mechanic

o . ution of the GQDs, and the critical times for their occurcen
and along this line people also presented a plenty of discor . \
. : L are strongly dependent on the choice of the discord megsures
like quantum correlation measures [3].

which means that this phenomenon is the combined result of
It is well accepted that entanglement is responsible for thehe chosen discord measure and the quantum state other than a

advantage of many quantum communication and computatioproperty of the state itself. This statement is further comdid

tasks [4-6]. Itis also realized recently that quantum didco py the relativity of different GQDs, i.e., different GQDs yna

[@], which reveals quantum correlations from a different-pe impose different orderings of quantum states.

spective, plays a vital role in quantum protocols such as the e arrange this paper as follows. In Sectiohs Il &nd 111, we

deterministic quantum computation with one qukit [8], réeno recall the formula for the three GQDs, and present the analyt

state preparatior [9], quantum locking of classical carel jcal solution for the master equation describing the evotut

tions (10, 11], quantum state broadcasting [12], and quantu of the system. Then in SectibnllV, we give a discussion of the

state merging [13, 14]. Moreover, the discord consumptionsc phenomenon. Finally, Sectioh V is devoted to a summary.
has been linked to the quantum advantage for extracting in-

formation via coherent interactions [15], and meanwhile, i
can also be connected to entanglement via some measurementII

y DISTANCED-BASED MEASURES OF THE GQDS
processes [16].

Alt_hough bOth can serve as physmal_resources for quan- As we mentioned in Secti¢h I, the quantum discord in a sys-
tum information processing, quantum discord and entangle;

ment are in fact fundamentally different in many aspect® Th tem can be quantified from different perspectives. We adopt i

. . . : this work three forms of the distance-based measures of GQDs
most prominentone Is that quantum discord may be 'ncrease[§4~-42]. They are defined via the minimal distance froto
by local operations [17], while entanglement can only be N6 e
. . 0, I.€.,
creased by coherent operations. Moreover, when consider-
ing their evolution for open quantum system, quantum discor
and entanglement also exhibit distinct singular behavieos
instance, quantum discord is more robust against decoteren
than entanglement [18-20], it is immune to certain quantunwhered,, designates the different distance measures one used
noises during certain time intervals [211-25], and theretoe-  in defining the GQDs. They are all well defined and can avoid
hibits the frozen behavior which is impossible for entangle the problem for the GQD based on the Frobenius norm [43].
We concentrate in the following on a bipartite systdr® de-
scribed by the density operaterand the three GQDs are de-
fined respectively via the trace distance [34—37], the Heédr
*Electronic addres$: mingliang0301@163.¢om distancel[3€, 39], and the Bures distarice [40-42]. To fatdi

Da(p) = min da(p; X) 1)
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later description, we call them the TDD, HDD, and BDD for where||r||3 = > ¢pj» andzmax represents the largest eigen-
brevity. value of the matrixZ Zt, with Z = (ci;)i=1 2.3.j=0.1,... m2—1-

We first recall the corresponding measures for the trace dis- Finally, although there is no analytic solution, the cageul
tance, the Hellinger distance, and the Bures distance BetWe ;o for the maximum of(p, ) can be simplified a$ [42]

p andy, which are given respectively by

= p— 1 -
dT(p7X) H pP—X H17 Fmax(p7X) = 5 max 1—tI'A—|—2Z/\k(A) , (6)
du(p, X) =l VP = VX ll2; ) eren(4) d ”“h:”‘_ wesar™! @ Fals)
_ _ 1/2 where\, enote the eigenvalues&f=  /p(u-0®1p)\/p
di(p,x) = [2(1 Eo ), in non-increasing order, witfi being a unit vector ifR?, and
where| - ||; and| - |» denote respectively the trace norm ¢ = (¢*; 0¥, %) is the vector of the Pauli operators.
and the Frobenius norm, whil(p, x) = [tr(\/px+/p)"/?]? From the above equations, one can note that even for the
represents the Uhimann fidelity. simpleX state, there are optimization procedures involved for
Then, the TDD, HDD, and BDD can be defined respectivelyobtaining the GQDs, and this may induce SC behaviors of
via the minimald-r (p, x), di(p, X), anddg (p, x) as D, (p). We will discuss them explicitly in the following text.
Dr(p) = min || p—x |1,
X€Q0
D —9 min _ 2 III. SOLUTIONS OF THE MODEL
_ e The central system we considered consists of two qubits
Dg(p) = \/(2 + \/5) ;21(1%(1 Flp.0), (labeled asS = A, B) with large enough spatial distance,

and the direct interaction between them can be ignored. We
where the sef), is usually taken to be the classical-quantumwill discuss two different cases: (i) both qubitsand B are
stateQdg = Y, (I ® I5)p(Ilf ® Ip), and) = >, (I ®  embedded in their own independent thermal reservoirs, and
Ig)y/p(; ® Ip), with {II;}} being the projection-valued (ii) only qubit A (or B) is embedded in the thermal reservoir,
measurements. Moreover, the constahand2 + /2 be-  while the other one is free of noise.
fore min are introduced for the normalization Biy(p) and For the qubitS subject to the thermal reservoir, the evolu-
Dg(p) for the two-qubit maximally discordant states. tion of p°(t) is governed by the master equation [44]
The calculation of the TDD, HDD, and BDD is a hard task
for generalp, and analytical results exist only for certain spe- doS 2
cial classes of states. First, for the two-qubitatepX which A > (2£fp5£fT — Lty po ) , (M
only contains nonzero elements along the main diagonal and dt 2 k=1
anti-diagonal, the TDD is given by [B7]
under the Markovian approximation. Herg; is the strength
X 3 €max — E3&min of the damping ratef-, -} denotes the.antiiomr_nutator, while
Dr(p™) = T gyt 4 £§ = Va+Tog andL5 = Vao! (with o5 being the rais-
ing and the lowering operators) describe, respectivedydta
cay and excitation processes of the quhitvith rates depend-
ing on the temperature which is proportional to the average
thermal photons in the reservoir.

whereés 2 = 2(|pa3| £ [p14]), &3 = 1 —2(p22 + p33), Emax =
max{¢3, & + 2%;}, andémin = min{¢f, £3}, with 243 =
2(p11 + p22) — 1.

Second, for th@ x n dimensional statg, and the decom- The master equatiohl(7) can be solved analytically. For con-
posed,/p = 3, ¢;;X; ® Yj, with {X, : i = 0,1,2,3} and venience of later presentation, we define
ij “t. [ ’ [ y Ly 4y
{Y; :j =0,1,...,n% — 1} constituting the orthonormal op- o ) - )
erator bases for the Hilbert spacks and# 5, the HDD can @ = n+(n+ 1)1’5’ S = n(l— ps)’ 8)
be calculated as [38] 2n+1 2n+1
Du(p) = 2(1 — ||r]|2 — zmax), (5)  then one can obtain that'(¢) takes the following form
|
pS (t) = ( qigpfl (0) "g qugo(o) s gSpigO (O)S s ) 9)
pspe(0) 1—q7p71(0) — g5 p50(0) )

wherep?; = (i|p®|j) inthe standard basfg1), |0)} expanded by the eigenvectors of the Pauli operatgrand the time-



dependent factgsg = e~ (27+1)7st/2, Moreover, whern, = 1F
0, the reservoir is at zero temperature, and the solution of Eq 08l (@) |
(9) reduces to that given in Ref, [45]. a

From the analytical expression for the single-qubit reduce -8 0.6
density matrixp® (), one can obtain the two-qubit density ma- % 04
trix p(t) for arbitrary initial statepo(0) by using the procedure ‘g '
presented in Ref| [45]. The diagonal elements are givenby O 0.2

oL

p11(t) = ai'ar’ pr11(0) + a1 a5’ p22(0) + 45'qf p3a (0) = —
+ 4303 paa 0), ()

poa(t) = i [(1 = P)p11(0) + (1 = ¢F)paa(0)] £
10— o) + (1 - )pua(0)), a0)  F OO
pas(t) = (1 — qi)[ar’ p11(0) + g5’ p22(0)] 5 041
+ (1 — ¢3)[aP p33(0) + ¢F pas(0)], ~
paa(t) = 1 — p11(t) — p2a(t) — p3s(?), ;
while the nondiagonal elements are given by . (©)
p12(t) = qi'pp12(0) + 43'PB P34 (0), é
p13(t) = ¢’ pap13(0) + q3'pap24(0), g
p14(t) = papBP14(0), p23(t) = pappp23(0), (11) S
p24(t) = pa(l — g7 )p13(0) + pa(l — 5’ )p24(0),
p3a(t) = (1 — q{pBp12(0) + (1 — ¢ )pBpsa(0), 2

and the other nondiagonal elements can be written diregtly b 7t
using the Hermitian conditiop; (t) = pj;(t).

For the special case ofy = pp = p, we obtain the two- FIG. 1: (Color online)yt dependence oD (p) (black), Ds(p)
sided identical reservof s = £4 ® Eg, while forpy = p (red), andDx (p) (blue) for the initial statéW) subject to the two-

andpp = 1 (pa = 1 andpp = p), it reduces to the one-sided sided reservoi€a s with 7 = 0.6. The other parameters are given
reservoirs 4 (£g). by o® = 0.3 (a),0.5 (b), and0.7 (c). The hollow circles denote the

SC points.

IV. SC OF THE GQDS
therefore it is symmetric with respectad = 0.5, and decays

Based on the solutions in EqE.110) and (11) for the Systemsmoothly and monotonously with increasingfor any o.
reservoir coupling mode presented in Secfioh Ill, we begin The BDD and the HDD are no longer the symmetric func-
to discuss decay dynamics of the three GQDs. We will showions of a* = 0.5. As displayed in Fig. [J1, while both
that they exhibit distinct singular behaviors, which irtitthe ~ Ds(p) and Du(p) still decay monotonously with increasing
completely different SCs and their relativity on charaiziag ~ 7t there are also SCs being observed, i.e., they are nons-

guantum correlations. To be explicit, we consider init@t ~ Mooth functions ofyz. In particular, the critical timeyt.
qubit state of the following form for the SCs and the times of SCs are determined strongly

by the chosen discord measure and the form of the initial
|V) = a|11) + 3]00), (12) state. For the chosen parameters in Hi§). Dk (p) decays
smoothly fora? = 0.3, while Dy (p) experiences double SCs
wherea € [0,1], and3 = v/1 — o2. The analytical expres- at~t. ~ 0.0115 and0.287, respectively. Forn? = 0.5, the
sions ofp(t) for both the two-sided identical reservofs 5 single SC ofDg(p) (yt. ~ 0.478) occurs earlier than that
and the one-sided reservéis (or £g) can be written directly  of Dy (p) (vt. ~ 0.5115), while for o> = 0.7, both Dg(p)
from Egs. [I0) and(11), which are of tieform. and Dy (p) exhibit double SCs, where the first onef; (p)

We first consider the two-sided identical reservBitg.  (vt. ~ 0.0404) occurs shortly afteDy(p) (vt. ~ 0.0066),
Fig.[ is an exemplified plot of thet dependence abr(p),  and the second one dig(p) (vt. ~ 0.5985) turns out to be a
Dg(p), andDy(p) for the initial statg¥) with » = 0.6 and little bit earlier than that oDy (p) (vt ~ 0.6113).
different values ofv®. For this case, ags(t) = 0, the TDD Next we turn to discuss the cases of the one-sided reservoirs
can be obtained analytically as &4 and&p. We displayed in Figl]2 thet dependence of the

GQDs by the solid and the dash-dotted lines, respectivedy. A
Dr(p) = 2p*av/1 — a2, (13) for these two cases, only one of the two qubits is exposed to
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FIG. 2: (Color online)yt dependence oDr(p) (black), Dg(p)
(red), andDw (p) (blue) for the initial statd¥) subject to the one-
sided reservoi€ 4 (solid) or £ (dash-dotted) witlh = 0.6. The
other parameters ake® = 0.3 (a), 0.5 (b), and0.7 (c). The hol-
low circles and squares denote the SC points. Moreoverijrtas bf
Dr(p), as well as the lines abs (p) with o* = 0.3, are overlapped
for the€4 and&p cases.

the reservoir, the decay of the GQDs is slower than that for th

two-sided reservoir case. First, for bdth and&g, the TDD
is always given by

DT(p) = 2p0[\/ 1—0&2,

which is still a symmetric function about? = 0.5, and de-
cays smoothly and monotonously with the increasjng

(14)
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FIG. 3: (Color online)yt dependence oDr(p) (black), Dg(p)
(red), andDx (p) (blue) for the initial statéW) subject to the two-
sided reservoir§ 45 (a), one-sided reservafts (b), andEs (c), all
with the parameters = 0 anda? = 0.5. The hollow circles denote
the SC points.

the dash-dotted lines in Fidl 2). Fof = 0.3, Dp(p) ex-
hibits completely the sam@ dependence compared with that
of the&,4 case, while the double SCs Bfy(p) (vt. ~ 0.022
and0.652) are slightly different. Moreover, the single SC for
both Dg(p) and Dy (p) disappears fon?> = 0.5. Finally, for
a? = 0.7, the first SC ofDg(p) (vt. ~ 0.1305) and Dy(p)
(vt. ~ 0.027) occurs later than that of th&, case, while
their second SCy¢t. ~ 0.822 and0.724, respectively) occurs
earlier than that of thé 4 case.

The BDD and the HDD may do not behave as smooth func- The decay rates of the GQDs f6n andEp may also be

tions of~t. For the one-sided reservdiy, they exhibit qual-
itatively the same behaviors as those for fhg; case, and
the only difference is that the critical times for the SCsalte
obviously delayed. For? = 0.3, the double SCs foby (p)
occur atyt, ~ 0.024 and0.536, respectively. Fon? = 0.5,
the single SC forDg(p) and Dy (p) occurs respectively at
yt. ~ 0.802 and0.816. Finally, fora? = 0.7, the double SCs
for Dg(p) occur atyt. ~ 0.0611 and0.966, while for Dy (p)
they occur atyt. ~ 0.01045 and0.914.

For the one-sided reservdiiz, although the evolved den-
sity matrix differs only inp22(t) andpss(t) from the€4 case,

different. As showed in Fig[]2, fon? = 0.5, Dg(p) and
Dy(p) forthe&p case decay faster than those for ¢hecase
in the whole~vt region. Fora? = 0.3 and0.7, however,&,
and&p give different decay rates dPg(p) and Dy (p) only
during limited~t regions. For? = 0.3, Dy(p) for theEp
case decays slightly faster than that for éhecase whent €
[0.022,0.652], while for a®> = 0.7, Dg(p) and Dy (p) for
the £g case decay slower than those for #ig¢ case when
~t € [0.0611,0.966] and~t € [0.01045,0.914], respectively.

We discussed in the above evolution of the three GQDs, and

observed distinct singular behaviors such as the singl¢tend

the BDD and HDD are not exactly the same (cf. the solid anddouble SCs caused exclusively by the reservoir. We discuss
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in the following two limiting cases, i.e., the zero temperat  erators{II{'}. In fact, by writingTl;', = (14 + @ - &)/2, and
(n = 0) and the infinite temperature (— oo) cases. the unit vectorii = (sin # cos ¢, sin @ sin ¢, cos §), we found

For the zero temperature cagg, = 0, and the only sponta- that for the considered state in this paper, both(p) and
neous decay term leads to a purely dissipative processeln thDg(p) are independent of the angle but for the case of the
long-time limit, this process drives the correspondingijub single SC, the optima for both Dy (p) and Dg(p) is given
to its ground statél), thus the GQDs disappear for arbitrary by =/4 before the SC point, and it changes abruptlyri®
initial state. In Fig.[B, we showed thg dependence of the after the SC point. Moreover, for the case of double SCs, the
three GQDs fotW) with o? = 0.5 andn = 0. For€ap, by  optimal # changes abruptly from /2 to 7/4 and then back
comparing with Fig[1L(b), one can see that they exhibit veryto 7/2 at the SC points. All these correspond to SCs of the
similar behaviors, except that the decay rates are obwiousloptimal {11!}, and therefore the changes observed for both
decreased, and the critical times for the S&s (= 0.485and  Dy(p) andDg(p) are actually sudden.
0.609, respectively) are also slightly delayed. Ry, there
is also single SC for bottg(p) (vt. ~ 0.693) and Dy (p)
(vt. ~ 0.609), which occurs earlier than those for the finite V. SUMMARY
temperature reservoir (cf. Figl 3(b) and Hi@. 2(b)). MoV
as showed by the blue line in Figl. 3(b), the HDD is increased
with ¢ during the regionyt € [0.482,0.609] (which is a re-
flection of the fact that the quantum discord can increase u
der the local operation on one party of the system [46]), avhil
the TDD and the BDD are always decreased. This means th
different discord measures may lead to different orderafgs

In summary, we have investigated time evolution and the
accompanying singular behaviors of the TDD, BDD, and
"HDD. To focus exclusively on the singular behaviors of them
caused solely by the thermal reservoir, the two qubits of
e central system are assumed to be spatially separated far

uantum states, and it confirmed again that what the discorgh o> from each other, and thus there are no direct interac-
9 Y ' . 9 : ons between them, that is, every qubit interacts withs o
reveals is in fact the combined result of the chosen disaodd a

the quantum state other than a property of the state itsélf. dndBe p:g;\j/ ?r?t ;e:aelr\{%;” the master equation describing the
course, the increase for HDD is slight and transient, aret aft Y 9 y Y q 9

. . evolution of the two qubits, we analyzed dynamics of thedghre
~t > 0.609, it decays to zero gradually. Finally, féiz, the ) A -
three GQDs still show qualitatively the same dependence GQDs, and found that they are incompatible in charactegizin

with those for the finite temperature reservoirs, with hogrev quantum clorrelations{ although. th?y are aII.weII definedhfro
the decay rates are evidently decreased ' a geometric perspective. Our findings are illustrated thhou

e two distinct behaviors of the three GQDs. First, we found tha
For the infinite temperature case, we haig = L5, the . . :
. ’ ’ he three GQDs may exhibit completely different SCs for both
dega?/] and .exc.|t%t|on grt()) Ceﬁ ses oceur at gxactly thi samelrajhe two-sidgd and tge one-sidedlareserilloirs The critina i
and the noise induced by the transitions between the two lev: . )

- : " : ; . forthe SCs and the times of SCs are strongly dependent on the
els brings an arbltrafryh|n|t|al state mtg the mammally:mix | choice of the GQD measure and the forrr?())/f thg initial state
one. For concise of the paper, we do not present the plotg. X :
here. But the numerical results showed that for the initetes E'g?;egc?ﬁz ?:rizlijrzgz Tg\slﬁlfgetrﬁgt;g:éﬁng (ghlgjsnizz;?es

H 2 __

L:IJ 3nvgltt(?ngu sl_ \(/)w?h ?:: ;Tr? Ctrr;rae; G?I(DS dicgy)srgggtm)e/rznd and the quantum state, but not the intrinsic property of & sta
are no SCs b)e/in observed for tr:]gém Yo =1 itself. This is fundamentally different from the sudden tthea
9 ' of entanglement, which is independent of the entanglement

Finally, as the SCs displayed in Figsl [1, 2, &hd 3 are ObFneasure. Moreover, we also revealed the relativity of diffe

tained via numerical methods, one may wonder whether the L .
are the real SCs or not, this is because sometimesitis me)ssibgnt GQDs. To be explicit, we found that the thermal reservoir

that what one observes as a SC might be the result of a quicrfgay lead to a generation of quantum states manifesting diffe

change that is actually not sudden when analyzed for smalleernt orderings, and this implies that difierent GQDs aremeco

time intervals|[30]. For the TDD, as its analytical expressi parable as theif behayiors may not only be quantitativety bu
are given in Eqs[{13) and (114), it is evident that it does met e also be qualitatively different.

perience SC for the model considered here. For the HDD and

BDD, as the square root of the density operataannot be

derived analytically, analytical solutions Bk (p) and Dy (p) ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

cannot be obtained. But the changes observed in the three fig-
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