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We study measures of decoherence and thermalization ofrdawmasystens in the presence of a quantum
environment (bathE. The entiretyS+E is prepared in a canonical thermal state at a finite tempexatioat
is the entirety is in a steady state. Both our numerical tesuid theoretical predictions show that measures
of the decoherence and the thermalizationrSare generally finite, even in the thermodynamic limit, when
the entiretyS+FE is at finite temperature. Notably, applying perturbatioadty with respect to the system-
environment coupling strength, we find that under common iHanian symmetries, up to first order in the
coupling strength it is sufficient to considguncoupled fronE, but entangled witle, to predict decoherence
and thermalization measures$fThis decoupling allows closed form expressions for pégtive expansions
for the measures of decoherence and thermalization in tefriiee free energies o and of E. Large-scale
numerical results for both coupled and uncoupled entBetith up to 40 quantum spins support these findings.

PACS numbers: 03.65.Yz, 75.10.Jm, 75.10.Nr, 05.45.Pq

I. INTRODUCTION of quantum decoherence and thermalization is critical € th
design and to the functioning of a device. A few such tech-

Decoherence and thermalization are two basic concepts irﬁOIOQ'eS include gate-based quantum computels [23, 24], ad

quantum statistical physics [1]. Decoherence renders 51-quaabatlc quantum computefs[25+27], electron transportigito

tum system classical due to the loss of phase coherence of tﬁgnodewceéﬂ@% and quantum dots [30, 31]. The ability

. . - 7.~ 10 make finite temperature quantitative predictions based o
components of a system in a quantum superposition via inter-

action with an environment (or bath). Thermalization dsive quantum statistical mechanig%}is also critical 1o %(lspemilme
the system to a stationary state, the (micro) canonicalnense in fields Sf"Ch as cold atorrs | 34].’ guantum op [35.]’ and
atom/cavity systems [86]. Equally important technolotijca

ble via energy exchange with a thermal bath. As the evolu:
. : . IS to understand when the quantum world allows adequate ap-
tion of a quantum system is governed by the time-dependern

Schrodinger equation, it is natural to raise the question h proximation in terms of classical statistical mechanicghw

the canonical ensemble could emerge from a pure quanturarlppl'canons ranging from physu:_a%emls@[ﬁ] to edect
state. cal engineering and materials scie [38].

Various theoretical and numerical studies have been per- Both here and in our earlier work [39] we measure the de-
formed, trying to answer this fundamental questiap,, the ~ coherence of the system S in termsaf defined below in
microcanonical thermalization of an isolated quantum systerms of the off-diagonal components of the reduced density
tem [215], canonical thermalization of a system coupled tgnatrix which describes the state of the system S7 K 0,

a (much) larger environmerit [2, [6216], and of two identicalthen the system is in a state of full decoherence. The differ-
quantum systems at different temperatufes [17, 18]. Textence between the dl_agonal (_aleme_nts_of 'Fhe_reduced density
books on statistical mechanics, for example 5ekl[19—22], dénatrix and the canomcal or_Glbbs distribution is expressed
velop quantum statistical mechanics from various initia ~ OUr measure of thermalizatian Hence, for the system S be-
points and apply various assumptions and approximationdnd in its canonlcaldlstrlbuuo.n itis expected that its ree@s

The standard approach to quantum statistical mechanios is £f decoherence and thermalization are zero.

consider a quantum systeficoupled to a quantum environ- | our earlier work[[39] we analyzed the decoherence and
mentE, with the time evolution of the entirety4-E governed  thermalization for the guantum systesnbeing part of the

by the laws of quantum mechanics. quantum entiretys + E, of which the time evolution is gov-

There are many quantum technologies where a physical urerned by the time-dependent Schrodinger equation. We fo-
derstanding and the ability to make quantitative predngio cused on closed entireti€s+ E with a Hilbert space of size
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D = DsDg with Dg (Dg) being the size of the Hilbert space ferences drawn from our large-scale simulation data on spe-
of S (E). We found analytically that at infinite temperature cific HamiltoniangH for the entirety are applicable in general,
(T = +) the degree of decoherenceécales with 1./Dr  i.e. applicable for any entirety. Furthermore, our perturbatio
if Dg>1> Dgl and if the final (steady) state of the time theory provides quantitative predictions not inferredrirour
evolution of the entirety§ + E corresponds to a state that can simulation data. Therefore, we performed additional large
be picked uniformly at random from the unit sphere in thescale simulations of spin/2 Hamiltonians in order to both
Hilbert space ofS +E. We showed that in the thermody- testand illustrate these predictions (without any adplstpa-
namic limit Dy — 40 the systems decoheres thoroughly. rameters). We perform perturbation theory for snjaltsz),
We demonstrated by numerically solving the time-dependerand show that under symmetry transformations that leave the
Schrodinger equation (TDSE) for spiniring systems that Hamiltonians offls and Hg invariant but reverse the sign of
this scaling holds as long as the dynamics drives the initiathe interaction HamiltoniaH, conditions which are usually
state ofS + E to a state which has similar properties as suchsatisfied for example in quantum spin systems, the firstrorde
a random state. However, we have also shown thar few term of the perturbation expansion of in terms of the in-
there exist exceptions, namely entireties and initiakstéior ~ teraction betwees andE is exactly zero. Therefore, up to
which the dynamics cannot drive the system to decoherencefirst order in our perturbation theory, it is sufficient to dyu

In this paper, we study measures of decoherence and thdRe case when Hsz=0. Even if the first-order term in the
malization of a systeri which is part of an entiret§ + E that ~ €xpansion ofA Hs did not vanish, the leading contribution
is at a finite temperaturE. We mainly focus on the case that i$ Still the zero-th order term. Because the entity £ is
the entiretyS+E is in a canonical thermal state, a pure statein @ pure state from the ensemble of all canonical thermal
at finite temperatur@ [40-142]. This canonical thermal state States, the state for the casé/sz=0 is not a direct product
could be the resulting steady state of a thermalizationgsec Of states frony andE. Hence, even the zero-th order term for
of the entiretyS+E coupled to a large quantum bath, a baththe perturbation theory iA Hs is not simple to calculate. A
which we do not consider any further, as it has been decouc@nonical thermal state is given by an imaginary-time roje

pled from the entirety for a long time before we begin ourtion exp(—BH /2) applied to a state drawn uniformly from the
measurements of Hilbert space of the entirety (together with a normalizatid

The research is twofold. First, we perform simulations forthis pure state). The probability that a particular Sgat‘*m”
uniformly from the Hilbert space of the entiretylis -. These

the entiretiesS+E being spin-12 ring systems. In our simu- ; I ¢ Tavl ionin th .
lation work we first study the thermalization and decohegenc acts allow us to performa faylor expansmln In the expentatl
value as a difference from the averagdof, and we calcu-

process by solving the TDSE for an entirety at finite temper- e thi ion t dorder. B bining th ¢
ature starting in a canonical thermal state and in a produ gle this expansion o second order. By combining the pertur
state. For both cases, the final state after some time evnluti ation theory for small Hsg with the Taylor expansion about

- o1
is a steady state which is or is close to the canonical thel'® €xPectation values™* of a random state drawn from the

mal state of the entirety. From our infinite temperature sim-ilbert space of the_entlret%, we dgmonstrate that the fepdi
erm in the expressions far< and &< is a product of factors

ulations [39] we know that there may exist exceptions to thid

dynamical behavior. We do not consider these exceptions iff the free er}ergzy oEd%r;d ltlhe free energ)édthHQn;:le, thesef
this paper. Therefore for the remainder of our numericat sim EXPressions OUt anth g owhone to stu dytthe n ?ent(_:&o .
ulations we assume that the entirety simply is in a canonicati1e environment on the deconerence and thermalization o

thermal state for calculating the measures of decoherertte aSta”".‘g from a canonical thermal state. Ir! cher Wordsy onl
thermalization. The HamiltoniaA of the entirety includes, knowing the free energy &f and ofE is sufficient to predict

besides a HamiltoniaHs and HamiltoniarH;: describing the the degree _of decoherence and_ thermalization§heathibits
system and environment, respectively, a Hamiltomaikg qlue to th_e _mfluence of the environmelt These perturb_a-
describing the coupling df to E, with A the overall coupling tion predl_ctlon_s hold for angs qndHE, not just for the spin
strength. Our simulation results demonstrate that lso#ind Ham|lton|ans_ like we _have studied numerically. )
5 are generally finite whed Hg;. is not negligible. The finite | "€ Paperis organized as follows. In Sec. Il we describe the
value does not scale with; and therefore our simulations 2@Sic theory and provide definitions for 6, and the canoni-
suggest that this lack of complete decoherence remains ev&! thermal state ensemble. The model spi@-gystems and
if the environment size goes to infinity. The simulation fesu S|mulat|0n results are presented m_Sec. Ill. Section IV-con
suggest that if we want complete decoherence, either the efinS the results from our perturbation theory. The pegurb
tirety must be at infinite temperature or the entirety mushbe tOn derivations are very lengthy, and hence are relegated t
the weak interaction regime whehé{sz goes to zero in the Append_lx B. Further d_|scu55|on of our results and additiona
thermodynamic limit. Our numerical results are by necgssit conclusions are given in Sec. V.
for a particular system with less than forty spif2lparticles
(see Figll). Our results can nevertheless be viewed as the no
mal behavior for any quantum entirefy-£. This statement II. THEORY AND DEFINITIONS
is bolstered by the second part of our work.

Second, we present analytical work based on perturbation The time evolution of a closed quantum system is governed
theory for any entirety with a finite siz@ of its Hilbert space. by the TDSE[[48| 44]. If the initial density matrix of an iso-
Our perturbation theory shows that the conclusions and inkated quantum system is non-diagonal then, according to the
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time evolution dictated by the TDSE, it remains non-diadona not study a generad of Eq. {4) which could be in any basis
Therefore, in order to decohere the systent is necessary to  that spanss. Clearly, o(r) is a global measure for the size
have the systerSi interact with an environmertt, also called of the off-diagonal terms gp. If o(r) = 0 the system is in
a heat bath or quantum bath, or called a spin bath if the envia state of full decoherence (relative to the representatian
ronment is composed of spins. Thus, the Hamiltonian of thaeliagonalized{s). We define a quantity measuring the differ-

entiretyS + E can be expressed as ence between the diagonal elementpadnd the canonical
distribution as([10]
H=Hs+Hg+AHgg, Q)

2
whereHg and Hg are the system and environment Hamilto- 5(1) = < Bilt) — e,,,(t)E;S)/ > efb(t)Ei(,S) (6)
nian, respectively anflsz describes the interaction between I; ,.Zl ’

the systemS and the environmenkE. HereA denotes the
global system-environment coupling strength. We focug onl
on Hamiltoniang{s, Hg andHgg for the closed quantum sys-
tem that are time-independent.

Where{Ei(S>} denote the eigenvalues Bf andb(r) is a fitting
parameter which is given by

The state of the quantum systehis described by the re- ~ -
duced density matri?( ’ g 3 ic 50 p® NPi(t) =Inpj;(1)] /(EJ(S) —E®)
b(t) = ————- (7
A . 1
p(t)=Trep (1), ) i B 2ES)

wherep (1) = |W(1)) (W(¢)] is the density matrix of the en- For excellent fits to the classic canonical ensemble the fit-
tirety S+E at timer and Trr denotes the trace over the de- ting parameteb(r) should approach the inverse temperature
grees of freedom of the environment. The st&ité)) of the B = 1/T (in unitskp = 1) at large times. The quantitieg)
entiretyS—+E evolves in time according to (in units 6= 1) and d(r) are respectively general measures for the decoher-
ence and the thermalization 8f The values ot () andd(r)
— . ; are generally time dependent. If the pure state of the éwntire
W) =e " %(0)) = ; Zlc(l’p’t) ip)s Q) S+Ig is dravzn from thF()e ensemble of cl?anonical thermaﬁlsntates
e at a particular temperature then these quantities are aunst
where the set of statei, p)} denotes a complete set of or- in time, except small quantum or thermal fluctuations. More-
thonormal states in some chosen basis. We assuméthat over, as seen below (see Hi§. 2) for most, if not all, initialep
andDg are both finite. AlthoughW(¢)) can be decomposed states botto(r) and &(r) converge to a constant value after
in any basis, we find it often beneficial to use a basis that is aome time (neglecting small fluctuations). Therefore, imtvh
direct product of the statd$) of S and statesp) of E, even  follows we leave out the time index in the expressionsdor
though these states are not eigenstates of the entiretyltdami & andb. We here only study one measure of decoherence and
nianin Eq.[[) ifA # 0. In terms of the expansion coefficients one measure of thermalization, nameif) from Eq. [3) and
c(i, p,1), the matrix elementi, j) of the reduced density ma- 9(t) from Eq. [8). Any other measurement of the degree of de-

Ds Dg

trix reads coherence or the degree of thermalization would of negessit

D Dp be different functions of the reduced density mafixr).

A (1) — *( : : : In our previous work for infinite temperature [39], we
L t - Tr ) 1t ) 7t ) ) . .

Pij(t) Epzlqzlc (i:0,00e(,p1) 17 p) G demonstrated that andd in Egs. [B) and[{(6) scale with the
Dy dimension of the Hilbert space of the environment.e.,

=3 ¢ ip.t)eliop,n)] ) il - (4) L L
p=1 ol —— and O0U0-——— (8)

VDg’ DgDs’

if the state of the entiret§y+E is prepared in a random state.
In this paper, we investigate the propertiessoénd 4, mea-
sures respectively of the decoherence and the thermalizati
D finite temperatures. This allows us to compare and cdntras

A. Measures of decoherence and thermalization

We characterize the degree of decoherence of the syste

by [10,[39] with the infinite-temperature results 6f [39].
Ds—1 Dy 5
o) = Zl . Z L |pi.i (t )‘ ) (5) B. Random state for the entirety
=1 j=i1+
where;;(¢) is the matrix elementi, j) of the reduced den- A random (.e. infinite-temperature) state of the entirety

sity matrix in the basis that diagonalizés. It is important ~ STE reads,

to emphasize that in order to study the classic canonical en- Ds Dy

semble one has to stu@y wherein we have picked the basis Wo) = Z dipli,p) 9)
in Eq. (4) to be the eigenbasis Hf of the systens. We do ,;,,:1 '



where the coefficient$d; ,} are complex Gaussian random
numbers. Note that the wave functipfy) must be normal-
ized, so

Ds Dg

Zl Zl\d,,,,]z ~1. (10)
i=1p=

A pure statgWy) is a state drawn uniformly at random from
the unit hypersphere of all states of the Hilbert space of the
entiretyS+ E. Appendix B describes the algorithm used to
calculate|Wo) numerically. The pure stat&) corresponds FIG. 1. (Color online). Sketch of one of the largest enteetitud-
to an equilibrium state at infinite temperature for the etyir  ied numerically. The environment hag = 36 spins (red), and the
HamiltonianH. The time evolution of a state is given by System hasVs = 4 spins (light green). The dimension of a vector
Eq. [@). Hence both mathematically and physically (since af" the H|I2bert space of the entirety i€®= 1,099 511,627,776 ~
infinite temperature all states are equally probable) tme ti 11x102,
evolution of a particular statply) gives another pure state,

one which had the same probability of being drawn from the
ensemble. Therefore at infinite temperature as long as one

starts in any staté¥p) one gets the same values fwrand o ) ) ) )
whether or not the state is evolved in time, except for small e performed large-scale numerical simulations of a spin-
fluctuations([39]. 1/2 entirety divided into a systeiand an environmerf in

order to investigate the measures of decoherenaad ther-
malizationd of S. The geometry of one of the largest systems
we have studied is shown in F[g. 1.
C. Canonical thermal state Most of our calculations used imaginary time projections to
obtain a canonical thermal state (see Eq] (11)). Only for the
A canonical thermal state is a pure state at a finite infesults presented in Fids. 2 did 3 we solved the TDSE for the
verse temperaturf defined by (the imaginary-time projec- €ntirety starting from the initial states given by Hg.l(11)ao
tion) [40-142] product state defined later, which evolves in time accortiing

Eq. (3).

III. NUMERICAL SIMULATION

_ 1/2°
(Wole pH |Wo) / A. Model and method

Wp) =

where|Wp) is a random state defined in Ef] (9). The justifi-
cation of this definition can be seen from the fact that for an
quantum observables of the entirétyE [40,/42], one has

We consider a quantum spin-d model defined by the
YHamiltonian of Eq.[(L) where

Ng—1 Ng

(Wp|A|Wg) ~ Trae PH /Tre PH. (12) Hy = — Zl S Y JEsEsy, (13)
i=1 j=i+1a=x.yz
Ng—1 Ng

The error in the approximation is of the order of the inverse o aa
square root of the Hilbert space size of the entitE [40], H =— ; ‘;w;%giﬂi I, (14)
and therefore the approximation improves for increaging e ’)’

One may consider the st4w3> as a “typical” canonical ther- _ Ng N o o0 0
mal state([42], in the sense that if one measures observables Hsp = — 21 Z Z ALjSi 1 (15)
. . . . 1=1;=10=x,y,z
their expectation values agree with those obtained from the
canonical distribution at the inverse temperatBire Here,S9 andI” denote the spin/2 operators of the spins

The time evolution of a state, EQ.(3), is given by actingat sitei of the systent and the environmerit, respectively.
on the state with the operater”. The imaginary time pro- The number of spins i§ andE are denoted by and Ng,
jection for \LIJ5> in Eq. (1) uses the operater?”/2. The  respectively. The total number of spins in the entirety is:
HamiltonianH of the entirety commutes with itself. Conse- N5+ Ng. The parameterg?; and Qf; denote the spin-spin
quently, the time evolution of a pure st4w3> drawn from interactions of the systehiand environmenk, respectively,
the canonical thermal ensemble gives a state with the sanwehile A?. denotes the local coupling interactions between the
probability of being drawn from the canonical thermal ensem spins ofS and the spins of. The dimensions of the Hilbert
ble. Therefore just as at infinite temperature, at finite temp spaces of the system and environmentiage- 2Vs andDg =
ature as long as one starts in any sta!§> one gets the same 2V¢, respectively.
values foro andd whether or not the state is evolved in time,  In our simulations we use the spin-up — spin-down basis
except for small fluctuations (for an example, seeHig. 3).  and use units such that= 1 andkg = 1 (hence, all quantities
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FIG. 2. (Color online). Simulation results far(¢) for a coupled
ring entirety withNg = 4, Ngp = 22 andA = 1 for two different initial
statesX (flat curve, green) and/DUDY (decay curve, dark khaki)
with B]J] = 0.900. The dotted (green) horizontal line is a guide for
the eyes. The inset shows the time average for long timeshéor t
UDUDY initial state as a horizontal line. The bottom curve (green)
the middle curve (blue) and the top curve (red) are for aieirstate

X with B]J| = 0.900, 0930, Q945 respectively.

are dimensionless). Numerically, the imaginary- and ticag
propagations by exXp-BH) and exg—iHz), respectively are
carried out by means of exact diagonalization or by using th

sion). The simulations use out of necessity specific valoes f
J%, Qf, andAf;. However, as we show in Sec. IV the sim-
ulation results are representative for any quantum system
coupled by any HamiltoniaHgg to any quantum bath.

B. Simulation results

We performed numerical simulations of the spif2l
Hamiltonian for the entirety given by Ed.(1), with the Hamil
tonians written explicitly in Eqs[{18-15). All simulatisn
are carried out for a systeconsisting of a chain oy =
4,6,8,10 spins coupled to an environmdnbeing a chain of
spins with 14< Ng < 36. Two interaction bonds connect the

e
Chebyshev polynomial algorithm [45-49]. These algorithms;,
yield results that are very accurate (close to machine prec

ferent initial states:

1. “X”. The initial state of the entiret§y+E is in a canon-
ical thermal state defined by Eq._{11). The real-time
dynamics will not play a significant role in measure-
ments ofo(z) and d(r) for such an initial state, except
for some small fluctuations due to quantum and/or ther-
mal effects. However, for other quantities, for example
expectation values for time-displaced expectation val-
ues such ags5(0)S5(¢)), the time dependence can be
significant.

. “UDUDY”. For Ny = 4, the initial state of the entirety
is a product state of the system and environment. The
first four spins (those ir$) are in the up, down, up,
down state, and the remaining spins (thos&)nare
in a canonical thermal statér™.

The quantum dynamics may drive the entirety with arbitrary
initial state, including the UDUDY state, into a state which
is indistinguishable from a state drawn from the ensemble of
canonical thermal states of the entirety. The state obderve
after sufficiently long times may be expected to resemble a
canonical statX. For an initial statdJDUDY, the initial tem-
perature off used to calculate the canonical thermal stéte
will be different from the temperature of the corresponding
long-time value of the entirety canonical thermal stéte
Figure[2 presents the time evolution @fr) for a spin en-
ety with Ng=4 andNg=22 prepared in these two different
Initial states. For both initial states the inverse temparais
set tof3J|=0.900. From Fig[R, one sees that for the entirety
prepared in the product statDUDY o(r) evolves closely to
the value obtained for the entirety prepared in the canbnica
thermal stateX. Of course the fitting parametgifrom Eq. [7)
calculated for the initial state/ DUDY is larger than the ini-
tial B for the canonical stat¥ because the initial state of the
system is closer to the ground state energy.

The bottom (green) curve (in both the main figure and the
inset of Fig[2) depicter(¢) for an initial state drawn from
X at inverse temperatur@|/| = 0.900, and has an average
fitting parameteb|J| = 0.895. The inset shows the time aver-
age for long times foo (¢) for the UDUDY initial state with
B|J| = 0.900 (dark khaki curve). The standard deviation of the
time average for > 300/|J| of o(z) for the UDUDY initial

ends of the system and the environment, making the entirety;o:a is 6:10-5. while the fit to the parametérfrom Eq. [7)

a ring. The ring entireties are the same as some of the e
tireties studied at infinite temperatute[39]. The inteiarct
strengthg/, ; with 1 <i < Ng—1 are settd = —1, and all
non—zer(fz';fj andAﬁ’j are randomly generated from the range
[-4/3,4/3]. Here we present only simulation results for the
decoherence measuge as the thermalization measuyebe-
haves similarly. We have included the graphsd@ndb only

in Appendix A.

1.

Different initial states

"Yives the averagelJ| = 0.926. The green bottom curve in the

inset is the same curve as shown in the main figure, for the
initial state X with B|J| = 0.900. As seen from the inset the
initial statesX (green curve) antdDUDY (dark khaki curve)
lead to different average values faft). The final state ob-
tained for the simulation with the/DUDY initial state is ex-
pected to correspond closely to anstate at a different tem-
perature. Therefore, in the inset we show two other curves
for X states with different values ¢|J|. The middle curve
(blue) is for an initial stateX with 8]J| = 0.930 (giving an
average fitting parametéfJ| = 0.924). The top curve (red)

is for an initial stateX with 8|J| = 0.945 (yielding an aver-

We first study the decoherence process by solving thage fitting parametes|J| = 939). Thus for sufficiently long

TDSE for an entirety at finite temperature starting in twe dif

times, the value obr(r) obtained for the entirety being in the



initial UDUDY state at a given temperature is well approxi- 1l
mated by its value obtained for the entirety being in a s¥ate 00015 . >0 100 150 (200 250 300
at a different temperature. *

As seen from Fig 12 the time needed to reach a stationary 0.0014 | + i f o
value foro(r) (with small fluctuations) is quite long for the i £ % by
entirety starting in theUDUDY state. For the ring geome- 0.0013 £ + i . : % t < E
try of the entirety used in Figl] 2 there are only two terms in ~ ° % B k(N il f
the interaction Hamiltoniafls;.. If more terms were added in 00012 1 Ll it HI 1 i !|‘ W
Hgg the relaxation time could be reduced dramatically, as was o001z I 1 i [ i * ‘f
observed at infinite temperature [39]. There are also cases ' l +
in which the entirety cannot be driven into a state which is 0.001 R
close to the state obtained for the entirety being initiailya 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 1011
canonical thermal state. For example, at infinite tempegatu Hg number

this was observed when conserved quantities other than the
total energy or when particular geometric structures were i

volved @]' Such exceptional cases will not be considened i entirety withNg=4, Ng = 22 andA = 1 starting from different initial

the present paper. statesX with B]J| = 0.90. Results for eleven different realizations
In principle, high statistics for our measure of decoheeenc of the environment Hamiltoniaf/z are shown X-axis label at the
o for a particularHs could be obtained from performing four bottom), each with different initial states drawn from thesemble
different averages. As seen in Fig. 2, an average over timthat gives anX state (blue pluses). The time dependence dor
starting from a particular initiaK state could be performed. the first realization of/g and one of the initial state¥ is shown by
Another average would be an average over a large numbéhe solid (green) curver{axis label on top) which is the same curve
of different initial states, each drawn from the ensembi th (9reen) as depicted in Figl 2.
gives anX state. In addition to the time average and ensem-
ble average oveX states for a fixed environment Hamiltonian 102 ——
Hg, one could also average over differéht. For eactg the S
coupling coefficient$2/; are randomly generated. One could N

also average over different HamiltoniaHs: that couples to 10° ¢ i 1
E. There is only one realization fdiy used for the results i
shown in Fig[2. In order to demonstrate that different ezali 4| 102 — ‘ ]

FIG. 3. (Color online). Simulation results far for a coupled ring

. L o 10"

tions of Hg do not significantly affect the values of andd, 10 v
we present simulation results farwith differentHy in Fig.[3. 103 ¢ A
For each realization dfly, a number of different initial states 10° ¢ 104 | v 7

drawn from the ensemble that gives ¥rstate aj3|J| = 0.90

are shown. The average and standard deviatian obtained o ‘ 0.33 A 1.00 ‘ ‘ ‘
from all (blue pluses) data points in F(g. 3, ar@dx 103 10 16 20 24 o8 32 36
and 662 x 10-°, respectively. Figurel3 demonstrates that the Ng

value ofo does not differ significantly for differeriiy or for
different initial X states. For comparison, F[d. 3 also shows
the time dependence af for the first realization oy and ~ FIG. 4. (Color online). Simulation results far for a coupled
one of the initial statesX by the green curve which is the ring entirety withNg=4 andNg = 14,...,36 for different global in-
same as the one in Fig. 2. A high precision calculation for arieraction strengthd. The entirety is in a canonical thermal state
N ; S ; ith 3]J|=0.90. Curves from bottom to top correspondite= 0.00,
average value ofr would require taking into account a time V! - X
average, an ensemble average over initial stafemd an av- 0o 050, 067,075, 083, 100, 167. Inset:o as a function of
. : . e for Ng=36. The (light blue) solid line is a fitting curve for non-zero
erage over different Hamiltoniaré; and A Hge (with fixed . 2
; : - A, and giveso ~ 0.001A <.
Dg andDy). In this paper we are interested in ha@wand o
vary with different values oDg, Ds, 3, andA. The trends
we focus on do not require extremely high precision measure- . . : .
ments. Therefore, we conclude that for our investigation of 'ccessary to|||oedrform realr-]nme simulations as the fluatoat
o and? it is sufficient to consider only one realization Bf; are very small (data not shown).
andHgg, one realization of the initiaK state, and averaging
over time is not necessarily required.

In the remainder of the paper we focus only on the initial 2. Coupled spin entirety
state of the entiret§+FE being anX state. In addition, we will
omit the time index for the measures of decoherercand We consider the coupled ring entirety with # 0, and

thermalizatiord. For entireties of siz& = Ng+ Ng < 32the  investigate howo behaves with changing global interaction
values ofo () are taken either from the time averages or thestrengthA and inverse temperatuf@ In all cases we start
last time step 0b (7). For large system size®' (> 32),itisnot  with an entirety prepared in the canonical thermal skaend
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FIG. 5. (Color online). Simulation results far for a coupled

ring entirety withNg = 4, Ng = 14,...,36 andA = 1 for different
inverse temperature8. Curves from bottom to top correspond to
B|J] = 0.075, 015, 030, 045, 060, 075, 090, +. Inset: o as a
function of B|J| for Np = 36. The (light blue) solid line is a fitting
curve and givesr ~ 0.0014J| 83 for B|J] > 0.15.

measures. The strengths for the two interaction bonds in

the HamiltonianHgz are randomly generated, and are kept

the same for all considered entireties. Note ttiatis totally
different for each realization of the environment with she
Figure[4 presents simulation results frfor a fixed sys-
tem sizeNs = 4 and different environment sizég. The ini-
tial state is prepared at inverse temperafiiceé = 0.90. From
Fig.[4 two regimes with different behaviors afas a function
of Ng can be observed. The two regimes are separated by
given environment size that depends on the global intenacti
strengthA and is denoted by.(A). ForNg < L(A), o de-
creases approximately exponentially with increasiiag For
Ng > L(A), o converges to a finite value that also depends o
A. The smallen is, the largei.(A) and the smaller the value
to which g converges are. We infer from this thatmay not
go to zero onceéisg is present, that is once the system an
environment are coupled. This would imply thfatloes not

d

decohere thoroughly even when the size of the environmen

reaches the thermodynamic limiW{ = +). The inset in
Fig.[4 showso as a function ofA for N = 36. It is seen that
o ~ 0.001A2. This implies that complete decoherence Sor
requires bothVg — 4+ andA — 0. However, numerically
we cannot rule out a slow decreasemofvith N for finite A.
Figure[® presents simulation results frfor the coupled
ring entirety for different temperaturgs. In this cased =
1. We observe the same features as for the results shown
Fig.[4 for varyingA . In Fig.[8, o first decreases approximately
exponentially for smallVg, and then gradually converges to
a finite value for largéVe. The point of crossover shifts to
larger Ng for smaller values of3. Although Fig[® presents
only results for finite]J| < 1, we observe the same type of
curves for finiteB|J/| > 1 (not shown).

in the results foro at finite temperature. One cause of this is
the unavoidable error made in finding the exact ground state,
leading to a different effective inverse temperatGréor dif-
ferentNg. Another cause is that for every value Bf the
bath is completely different, and for each value\gfwe per-
formed the Lanczos calculations for only one particulahbat
described by the HamiltoniaHg. Different baths (different
values of theQﬁ’j in Eq. (I3)) for the same value &fz may

be expected to give very different values tmyrwhich should

be more pronounced for large valueNyf at low temperature.
Due to limited computer resources, it was not possible to run
the Lanczos for even larger systems. Within the calculation
accuracy and with these caveats, we speculateahatflat
and converges to a large value at the ground state.

The insets of Figd.]4 arld 5 present the resultsdfas a
function of A and 3, respectively foivy = 36. At relatively
large values ofA and 3, o already approaches its plateau
value forNg = 36. The only outlier point is fof3|/| = 0.075
in the inset of Figlb. We ignored this point in the fit because
from Fig.[3 the asymptotic value for large had not yet been
reached fov = 40 spins. From these insets we find that the
plateau values foo for large Ng can be fitted well by func-
tions of A2 andB3 for A < 1 andB|J| < 1.

We have previously shown that goes to zero in the ther-
modynamic limit if 8 = 0 [39] [see Eq.[{B)]. From Fig&l 4
and[3, it can be concluded that for large sizes of the envi-
ronment,o converges to a valugBA )?(cz + c3B) for 0.1 <
BlJ| < 1and 033< A < 1, where the coefficients, andcs
depend on the specific form of the interaction Hamiltonian
Hgg, even in the thermodynamic limit. The presence of fi-
rHte interactions between the system and the environment re
sults in the system not decohering thoroughdyrémains fi-
nite) even when the size of the environment goes to infinity
(Dg — +). In order to retrieves — 0 in the thermodynamic

Aimit (Dg — +0), one might have to go simultaneously to the

weak interaction region. Hence complete decoherence of the
system with fixedVy at finite temperature may require a lim-
iting procedure in whictiVg A is kept fixed agvVg — +o and

A —0.

¢ All the results shown in Fid.]14 arld 5 are for system size
Ng = 4. In Fig.[8, we present results for different system sizes
Ns = 4,6,8,10. It is seen that the values af converge to a
different finite value for differen¥/s, and this value decreases
asNgs increases. Therefore, might go to zero ifNg — +oo
andNg — +oo. Effectively in this limit one enters the weak in-
teraction regime for a ring geometry becadsis fixed while
both Ng andNg approach infinity.

in

3. Uncoupled spin entirety

As shown in the previous section, one may have: 0 in
the thermodynamic limit ifA goes to zero (see Figl 4). The
uncoupled caseA(= 0) is a special case which we explore

In Fig.[3 we also present results for the entirety being in thefurther in this section. Even thoughHgz = 0 the states of

ground state § = +). We used the Lanczos algorithm to
obtain the ground state of the entiréty-£E. The fluctuations
of o for different Nz are large compared to the fluctuations

the entirety which are drawn from the ensemble of canonical
thermal states (see E{. {11)) are not direct product stétes.
other words, the states SfandE are entangled even X = 0,



102 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ : : C. Summary of simulation results

Unlike what we found in our previous work f@ = 0 [39],
at finite 8 the behavior of our measu@ for the decoher-
ence ofS is quite different. For any finite values ¢f and
A, o decreases approximately exponentially with if Ng
ET L SN ] - is smaller than a certain threshold, and converges to a finite
107 ¢ T g i value for largeNg. This implies thatS will not totally de-
[T i —— cohere even iNy — +oo. The numerical results suggest that
456780910 0 =~ (BA)?(c2+c3B) for certain ranges of andg in the ther-
1078 ‘ LS ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ modynamic ¥V — +o0) limit. In order to haveo = 0 in the
14 16 18 20 22 24 26 28 30 thermodynamic limit, eithef8 goes to zero (our previous re-
Ne sults [39]), orA goes to zero, which is an uncoupled entirety.
We emphasize that the uncoupled entirety must be understood
EIG. 6. _(Color online). Simulation results forfor a coupled ring en- ?;n2|ller3|;[rl1ng g:ﬁ?)r%i;tg’efggle Sttg;eﬁtfa;iz ﬂi?edzijaclirier}eec?ly
tirety with Ng = 4,6,8,10 (symbols, top to bottomNg = 14,...,30

andA = 1 for B|J| = 0.90. The solid (dark khaki) line depicts the starts with the initial entirety state being an uncoupleédi

102

simulation results for the uncoupled entirety £ 0) with B|J| = product state, then the dynamics always will remain a direct
0.90. The dotted line depicts the analytical results for inéinem-  Product state.
perature[[39]. Inseto as a function oy for Nz = 30. We stress that the calculations presented in this section

were extremely expensive to perform in terms of computer re-

sources. Computer memory and CPU time put limitations on

the size of the quantum system that can be simulated. The re-
-2 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ quired CPU time is mainly determined by the number of oper-

10 ations to be performed and does not currently put a hard limit
on the simulation. However, the memaory of the computer does
103 ¢ put on a hard limitation. We have studied sizes of the en-
tirety S+E ranging fromN = 18 toN = 40. The largest and
o 104 | most costly simulations were the computations of the deco-
herence for & = 40 spin-1/2 system at various temperatures
B and global interaction strengtiAs It took about 16 mil-
10° | lion core hours to complete the eight data pointsNge=36
(N=40) in Fig.[2 on 131,072 processors of JUQUEEN, an
o ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ IBM Blue Gene/Q located at the Jilich Supercomputer Cen-
10 . 20 ” 28 2 36 tre in Jilich Germany [50]. Th& = 40 points require us-

Ng ing 64 TB (Tera bytes) of memory (SDRAM-DDR3) just to
store the four required wave vectors. However some addi-
tional memory is required to store other quantities, necess

FIG. 7. (Color online). Simulation results far for an uncoupled  tating to run with an allocation of 128 TB spread over the
entirety @ = 0) withNg =4 andNg = 14,..., 36 for differentinverse 131,072 processors.

temperatures. Curves from bottom to top correspor].fp= 0.075,

0.30, 060, 090.

IV. PERTURBATION THEORY

Most of the interesting numerical results in Sec. lll are
because the entirety is prepared in a canonical thermal. statbased on an initial state of the typX*®, which means that the
Figure[T shows the simulation results mffor an uncoupled entirety is in a canonical thermal state. As seen in figs.d2 an
entirety as a function of the size of the environmsptfora  [3, except for small fluctuations the quantum dynamics does
number of values for the inverse temperat@reThe value of ~ not play a significant role for our decoherence measu(rg
o decreases approximately exponentially with the size of thénor does it play a significant role fa¥(r)]. Therefore, we
environment. again leave the time indexXrom our expressions far andd.

This allows us to perform certain analytical calculatiorsld
In Fig.[4 the absolute value of the slope decreases slightling only with the imaginary-time propagation eéxp3H /2)
asB|J] increases. Whef3 — +o, the slope ofc becomes of Eq. (I1), which we do here. The derivations are long, and
zero and the curve is a horizontal line. The entirety stays ience only the sketch of the calculations and the final result
the ground state g8 — +oo. If the ground state af is non-  are presented in the main text. The long derivations are rel-
degenerate thea = 0, and if the ground state ¢fis degen- egated to Appendix B. Especially for the uncoupled entirety
erate theru is generally finite fol3 — +co. S+E (A =0), we are able to derive closed forms for the mea-
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sures of decoherence and thermalization, naraeindd. It (eigenstate$Ey)) of the entirety Hamiltoniarf in terms of
is important to remember that even whee- 0 the state of the e eigenvalueg® E;(7E> (eigenstatesz™)) |E1(7E>>) of the
i ! i !

entirety is not a direct product state of states ahdE. These  gystem HamiltoniadZs and environment HamiltoniaHy, re-

closed forms forg and & may be useful for understanding . . s E
and making predictions of physical systems in certain circu spectively,ie., Ey = E( ) +E " and |Ei) = E| )> ‘E( )
stances. For the coupled case, we derive the first-ordampert The canonical thermal state reads (from the Eﬂ (20) approxi
bation term in the global interaction strendthand show that ~mation)
the first order term is exactly zero if the system obeys a cer- Dg Dg
tain common symmetry introduced below. The vanishing of ‘LPB> — pl/2 z di ppl/Z gs>> ‘EI(’E)>. (21)
the first order term il means that the results of the closed ex- l;p: bp o
pressions for the uncoupled entirety fit extremely well hssu
for the coupled entirety at small values8. The matrix elementi(;) of the reduced density matrix ¢f
Hereafter, we investigate the properties of the decoherendn the basis that diagonalizés, is given by

measures of a quantum systefiwhen the entirety+E is in
the canonical thermal state [see 11)]. In essenceabur ¢ 12, 1/2
culations average over the gntireﬁgrl\ger%]ble of canonical the pij = Tr ‘LPB LPB‘ b Z d; ppzé Jij/p (22)
mal statesx for a fixed for any entirety Hamiltoniar.

The expectation value of the off-diagonal matrix elemeins (

J) with respect to the probability distribution of the random

A. Canonical thermal state variablesd; , is given by Eb[z_b]
In the eigenenergy basf$x )} of the HamiltoniarH of the Ds| De 2, 12 2
entirety, the state of E_{IL1) is given by & (20%) = z’_ D z d; pplé i Pp]/p
£
dke*EEk/Z D Dg DE
|Ex) =) ax|Ex), (16) =D? &\d;ydjpdi pd; pl/zpl/zpl/zpl/2
50— |dy[2ePEe 2 ;lz 1 (i) V5
Dg
whereq, is given by = D2 z & (Idip?1d).p|?) Pippjp
Jp=1
1/2
d 2 2 Zs(2B) \ Ze(2B)
ap = L7 (17) = D“E (|d,~’p| Idj ) (1— 20) ) Z26) (23)
\/ Zkle |dk’|2Pk/ s E
e BE« whereZg(nB) = ;e "PE” andz (nB) = 5 ,e"PE denote
Pl = W' (18)  the partition functions of the systefand the environment
=1

E at inverse temperatungB, respectively. Here and in the
Note that, in general, the probability density of the coedfit ~ following &'(-) denotes the expectation value with respect to
a; is not Gaussian any more as it was at infinite temperathe probability distribution of the random numbgts ,}. We
ture. The{q,} satisfy the required normalization condition, change from the partition function to the free energy

5P, |ax)? = 1. For sufficiently largeD (the dimension of the

entirety), we have [41] Z(nB) =Y ¢ "PEk = g BF(nP) (24)
3
D
z |di|2pr ~ 1 . (19)  whereF (nf) = —(nB)~tInZ(nB), for either the entirety (no
=1 D subscript), the system with subscrifit or the environment

. o with subscriptE. We have
Eq. (I9) is a good approximation for all valuesofand 3

(see Fig[2l in Appendix B), in fact E4.(19) is exact both for & 2) B D_Zéa (Id, 24, |2)
B =0 andp = «. Therefore, the canonical thermal state can -2 LPL )P

be written to a good approximation as % (1_ efZB(Fs(ZB)st(B») o—2B(FE(2B)—F&(B))
D D ~2B(Fs(2B)~Fs(P))
_ 1— S s
Wp) = D2 dip?|Ex). (20) 20+ 1) (1 )
=1 x ¢~ 2B(FE(2B)—FE(B)) (25)

where& (|d; »|?|d; p?) = 1/D(D+1) [40]. From Eq. [Zb),
B.  Uncoupled entirety with Eq. 20) approximation we see that scales with the size of the environment for the
uncoupled entirety because the free endiggcales with the
First we consider an uncoupled entirety wilgz; = 0 or  size of the environment. Hencg,goes to zero in the thermo-
A = 0. There exist simple relations for the eigenvalligs dynamic limit (Vg — +o) for this uncoupled case.
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For &, we obtain the following expression
&(8%) =

D 2B(Fs(28)-F5(B) ( - 2B(Fe(28)-Fi(B)
D+1

1/D andp, respectively. The full derivation is in Appendix B.
The expectation value @ is given by

1 2 D op(rp(2B)- —2B(Fy(2B)—
)_B) (26) 5 (87) = e ) TLP) (20D FlP)
20~ -FSB) (485 (20) ()
e 2PUSCBIZESB) [(Cs(2B)/(4B2))

+(Us(2B) ~ Us(B))?)| (4b)?,

from a similar analysis.

(29)
C. Uncoupled entirety with full ’l-l-’ﬁ>
whereAb = b — 3, Cs(nf3) andUs(nf3) are, respectively, the

These expressions Edq.{25) andl(26) only work for veryspecific heat and average energy of the systeat inverse
high or very low temperatures where the approximation intemperature3. It is obvious that for the uncoupled entirety
Eq. (20) is valid. The reason is that the derivation of EgS) (2 » = B. For the coupled entirety, as we find beldwis not
and [26) is based on an approximate expression of the canoRecessarily equal {8, but should usually be close to the value
ical thermal state [see Eq._{21)] by using Hg.l(19). In orderof B.
to improve the above results, we have to perform calculation
which start from the canonical thermal state in Eqg] (11). We

perform a Taylor series expansion @f up to second order
in |d|?> about the value AD, and then calculate the expecta-
tion value ofa?. A very lengthy calculation, relegated to Ap-
pendix B, gives

& (0%) = %e—mwg(zm—&w»
_ 2D 3p(r(3p)-Fe(B))

D+1

« (efZB(Fs(ZB)st(B)) _ e73B(Fs(3B)st(B)))

L3
2(D+1)
% (1_6—2B<Fs<2ﬁ>—Fs<ﬁ>>) ,

(1_ e—zws(zrz)—w»)

o 4B (FE(28)~Fi(B)) ~2B (Fs(2B)~Fs(B))
(27)

Obviously, in most cases the first term will dominate, which
approaches EJ_(P5) fd» large.

Two special cases are of interest. Af= 0, we recover
the previous resulf (0?) = 2?5—1) [39]. In the vicinity of
B = 0, the first-order term of the Taylor expansion of Eq] (27)
vanishes. Hence in the high temperature lingit(o?)

Dy—1
s + O (B?)-
If the temperature approaches zero, [Eql (27) becomes

DsDg

) 85— 1 ( N
(DsDg +1) gsgr

lim E(0?) =
( 2858E

B—+oo

) @)

wheregg andgg refer to the degeneracy of the ground state of

the systen$ and environment, respectively. This expression
yields zero if the ground state of the system is non-degémera
For a system with a highly degenerate ground stagest 1)
the expression goes tg'2gx. For a system with knowgg >

1 and a large environmelz > 1, at smallA and at low
temperature, if one measurégc?), one can determine the
degeneracyy of the ground state of the environment. This is
a new, strong prediction. The ground state degenejaayf

D. Coupled entirety

For a generic entirety, a systeSris coupled to an environ-
mentE. To solve such a coupled entirety analytically, we have
to resort to a perturbation theory. Up to first order in thebglo
system-environment coupling strengthwe have([51]

-1
e PH ~ (1— { / dEe PEHop g oPEHo }m) e PHo  (30)
JO

whereHy = Hg + Hg denotes the Hamiltonian of the uncou-
pled system and environment.

The first-order perturbation comes from both the denomi-
nator and numerator of Eq._{[11). First let us deal with the
denominator. Up to the first order, we have

D(W(0)|e P |w(0))
1

~ Tre BHo _ g) / dETre PEHO e BA-EHo (31)
0

Hereafter, we introduce a kind of symmetry which makes
the first-order term in EqL(31) be zero, and restrict oueslv
to a system which obeys such a symmetry. The symmetry is a
kind of unitary transformation such that if we reverse theeo
ponents in the systeior in the environmenk, the sign of
the interaction Hamiltoi/s is reversed while the Hamiltoni-
ansHg andHg are unchanged. Ledy be the partition func-
tion of the unperturbed system (the uncoupled entirety eher
Hgg=0). The complete symmetry requirement can easily be
seen by performing the integration oMein Eq. (31) to give

D (W(0)|e P |W(0) ~ Zo— BATrg s (Hsze PrirePis)

(32)
and asking when the trace that multipligd vanishes. With
such a symmetry involved, it is clear that the first-ordemter
in Eq. (31) has to be zero. Then the first-order perturbation

the environment can be obtained by only measuring quastitieterm can only come from the numerator of Hg.l(11).

in the systens.
Similarly, we can make the Taylor expansion % up to
second order with respect to bdth? andb about the values

Consequently up to the first order, we have

(W(0)|e PH|W(0)) ~ Tre P /D= 7y/D.  (33)
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The wave function is thus given approximately by 0.22 : : —
T o 02 fa I e
‘L'JB> ~ Z_Oeiﬁ / 1¥(0)) 0.18 ¢~ 6-0 8 ~o--
D 1 0.16 |
~ Z (1— {/0 d& e BEHo/ 2y, oBEH0/2 }B/\/Z) %’“ 014 |
xe~PHo/2|w(0)) . (34) 2 o012}
Based on the expression in Ef.§34), we find that the first- 01
order term of the perturbation expansionirof the expecta- 0.08 |
tion value ofa? is given by 0.06 |
D\2 D Qo001 o001 oo1 o1 1
) . . . .
0((0%))y1=—BA (Z—O) D11l TER]

—BHs ,~2BHE _ Ty 2B(Hs+HE)
x {ZSTre ¢ Hsi —Tre Hsg | (35) FIG. 8. (Color online). Simulation results fqy & (g2) for fer-
Applying the same symmetry transformation as discussed bd@mMagnetic spin-A2 chains withNs = 4, Ny =8, /= Q = 1, and
fore results in@ (éa (202)) — 0. In other words. the same Various interaction strengthsA as a function of the temperature
trv that makes t Alt " Eq. 32 ’ il K T/J =1/(BJ). The solid line (red) is obtained from EG_{27) by us-
symmetlry that makes heA term in Eq. ) zero will make ing numerical values for the free energi8snB) andFg(nf3). The
both traces in Eq[{(35) zero. H_ence, to study t_he decohgren%tted lines are guides to the eye.
of a systen® coupled to an environme#tup to first order in
A it is sufficient to study the uncoupled entirety (A = 0) (see
the results_m Se€. IVIC). . . function andHgg an odd function under reversal of all spin
Calculating the second-order perturbation termadf is :
. . components of the system spins.
much more complicated as the perturbation term comes from . .
For a small size of the system suchMas. 12, we can diag-

both the denominator and numerator of EqJ (11). In terms of lize th . to find all the i I el
perturbation theory, the reduced density matrixSaan be onailize the system exactly, find all the eigeénvalues aneige
states of the Hamiltoniangs and Hg, and directly calculate

written by the values ofo andd according to the analytical expression
_ Trge PH/2|W(0)) (W(0)| e PH/2 of Egs. [2¥) and(29), respectively.
p= (W(0)| e PH |W(0)) Figure[8 shows the simulation results fgh’(0?) obtained
— Po+BADPL+ (ﬁ/\)252+"' 7 (36) by exact diagonalization for the entirefi#-E being a spin

chain withNg = 4 andNg = 8. The systen§ and environment
where pg is the zeroth-order term which represents the re£ consist of two ferromagnetic spin chains with isotropic
duced density matrix of the uncoupled entirely 0), and  spin-spin interaction strengtti§; =/ = Q7 = Q = 1. They
p1 andp, are matrices representing the first- and second-ordeare connected by one of their end-spins, with an interaction
perturbation terms. We have shown tpat= 0 if the Hamil-  strengthA}, ; = A. The global system-environment coupling
tonian of the entirety has the previously discussed symmetr strength isk = 1. The simulation results (symbols) are aver-
If po or higher-oder terms are non-zero, thewill be finite  ages over 1000 simulations with different initial randomtst
atfiniteA. If BA < 1, we can safely use the results obtainedvectors drawn from the ensemb¥e Substituting the numeri-
from the uncoupled entirety for the measures of decoherenagally obtained values for the free energy of the system and en
and thermalization. Itis important to remember that théghi  vironment forA A = 0 in the analytical expressions féi{ ?)
state of uncoupled entirety (= 0) is not a direct product state given by Eq.[(2F7) results in the solid lines depicted in Eig. 8
of states of§ andE. The simulation results for the uncoupled entiretyA(= 0) and
for the coupled cases whgin A < 1 agree with the analyti-
cal results for the whole range of temperatures. As the tem-
E. Verification by spin Hamiltonians perature decreases the state of the entifetyf approaches
the ground state, and (02) becomes constant with its nu-
From Eqs.[(Z18=15) it is seen that the Hamiltonian of the spirmerical value being given by Ed. (28). For the case at hand,
entirety obeys the symmetry property required to make thes =5, gz =9, Ds = 16 andDg = 256, hence EqL(28) yields
first-order term  of the perturbation expansion of the expec- /& (02) = 0.21, in excellent agreement with the numerical
tation value ofo? [see Eq.[(36)] exactly zero. Namely, revers- data. In the coupled case and for small temperaturgs,1
ing all spin components of the system or of the environment /& (62) develops a plateau different from that of the uncou-
spins does not chand#y or Hg, but the sign ofisz changes. pled case. The dependence of this platea @n A A is non-
Note that such a symmetry is also obeyed in the case that theffvial, requiring a detailed analysis of how the groundesta
is no interaction between the environment sping, for an  of S+E leads to the reduced density matrix$fin the basis
environment Hamiltonialy = — zf\flza:x,yﬁzh,"’lﬁ [52,/53].  thatdiagonalize&s). In this respect, thg or AA dependence
In this particular case, it is only required thdg is an even of the data shown in Fifl] 8 are somewhat special because the



12

101 ¢ 00000000

1074 B5E0Y o
©
10°
61 MNA=Q e
10 AA=-1075
7 MA=-1072 A
10 A=-1010 o -
108 ‘ . M= o ‘ ‘
0.01 0.1 1 10 0.01 0.1 1
1B A

FIG.9. (Color online). Simulation results f(,efg(o'z) forspin-2  FIG. 10.  (Color online). Simulation results far for rings with
chains withNg = 4, N = 8,/ = —1, Q = 1 and various interaction s =4 Ne = 26 (open circles) ands = 4, N = 36 (solid circles)
strengths\ A as a function of temperatu@/|J| = 1/B|J|. The solid ~ 2S @ function of the global interaction strengthfor BlJ| = Q.90.
line (red) is obtained from EJ{27) by using numerical valta the ~ FOr the values of the interaction parameters, see text. dliwelmes

free energies(nB) and Fx (nB). The dotted lines are guides to the are fits to the data as described in the text. The top (bottamn) h

eyes. Note that this figure is fa; — 1, which looks very different izontal dashed line represents the value obtained by siinglthe
compared to Fid.18 fogs > 1. non-interaction system, = 0, with 30 (40) spins.

ferromagnetic ground state of the system does not depend @&#vironment and system are connected by one of their end
AA. spins to form the entiret§ + E with a chain geometry. The
For the spin system under study witiA 0, the first-order coupling interactiond A take varipus isotropic values. Fig-
term of the perturbation expansion of the expectation vafue Ureld forgs = 1 looks completely different compared to Hig. 8
o2 in terms ofBAA is exactly zero. Hence, for a weakly cou- for g > 1. Nevertheless, as the system-environment _coupllng
pled entirety 4 A small) deviations from the analytical results StrengthA A becomes small, the data from the calculations fall
Eq. [27) obtained for the uncoupled entiredy\= 0), are, as nicely on the theoretical curve obtained from Hg.](27) (red
expected, seennly in the low temperature region. The nu- solid line). Note the extremely small values fQf& (02)
merical results (symbols) in Figl 8 are in excellent agresme for low temperatures. Calculating the theoretical curves (
with the predicted results (solid line, red) as longBasA is  solid lines) for these quantities at low temperatures neglii
small. For a finitgBA A, the plateaus at low temperature may quadruple precision in the floating point numbers.
or may not be reached, and therefore the perturbation sesult In order to study the behavior af as a function of the
may no longer be applicable. The results in Elg. 8 are in amazglobal coupling interaction strengéh, we performed further
ingly good agreement for all temperatures with the perturbasimulations for a spin entirety configured as a ring viNth= 4
tion theory predictions of EQL{27). The excellent agreetmenand N = 26,36 at the inverse temperatufd/| = 0.90. In
is also seen for low temperatures whene82n < 1, giving  Fig.[10 we present the simulation results tpras a function
agreement with the expression EG.](28) wherein the groundf A. The entirety is a ring, and the system Hamiltonién
state degeneracy of the environméhenters the measured is antiferromagnetic (the Hamiltonians and geometry hage t

value ofo in the systens. same structure as in Fid3. 2 throligh 7). Least squares fitting
In the low temperature limit for’(0?) from Eq. [28) or the data foio? to polynomials imk, we find that a polynomial
(B131) the perturbation expression gives of degree 7 yields the best fit, for both the 30- and 40-spin
entirety datal[54, 55]. The behavior &fis very similar to that
limg .o & (02) =~ (5’5—2);%;‘@ (37)  of o and is again only shown in Appendix A. From Fig] 10 it

is seen that foA = 1, o changes very little as the dimension

with the approximation valid for largd. In Fig.[8 results for ~ Of the Hilbert space of the environment increases. This is a
the approach to the low temperature limit for one case witPronounced finite temperature effect, asffor= 0 the scaling

Ns =4, Ny =8 andgs = 5, g = 9. Forgs > 1 the expression 0 ~ 1//Dx holds independent of the coupling[3d].

in Eq. (37) is finite a" = 0. However, whergs = 1 the ex-

pression in Eql(37) is zero @ = 0. Therefore the predicted

curve looks much different from the curve in Fig. 8. V.. CONCLUSIONS AND DISCUSSION
Therefore, we here present results for a case wgth 1.
The system is a spin chain wifti, = 4 and isotropic antifer- In this paper, we investigated measuedor the deco-

romagnetic spin-spin interactiod® = —1 witha = x,y,z, S0 herence and for the thermalization of a quantum system
gs = 1. The environment is a spin chain wiy; = 8 and S coupled to a quantum environmdhtat finite temperature.
isotropic ferromagnetic spin-spin interactioQ§ = 1. The The entiretyS+E is a closed quantum system of which the



13

time evolution is governed by the time-dependent Schigitin 10
equation (TDSE). 8 6 S5

Today many technologies are being driven by necessity to 4
the quantum regime, rather than operating in a classical or TW 2
semi-classical regime. In the quantum regime maintaining . ‘ % 0.6
the coherence of the state of the system under investigation 9,‘9;\.\.1 l 04
is paramount. Therefore an understanding and quantitative ..,.::::j ztaqz?o‘ro ° o
predictions of how difficult it is for a quantum systeso de- .::.'o:::o:::¢:,,9 ,’,k?: . T.ﬁ‘ s 02
cohere, and how effective a particular quantum environment 0:.’.:::.:::.::’,0‘:’,,99 o°? .00
E is at decohering any system is critical to quantum technolo- ®ce®®000%0 00 0 ”,...ﬁ‘

ies and experiments such as gate-based quantum computer. o° : o°® : 00’ oe** 5
ﬁﬁ,@], adiabatic quantum computers [25-27], quanturs dot ‘e Tess? * 10
[3d,[31], quantum optics [35], cold atonis [32-34], coherent oo 15  gp
electron transport [28, 29] (including nanoelectror@@] 20

and quantum dragon nanodevices [58, 59]), and atom/cavity

systems[[36]. We have found that at finite and snfll,  FiG, 11, (Color online). Predicted results fof at very low tem-
where B denotes the inverse temperature andhe global  peratures in terms of the degeneragyof the system angy of the
system-environment coupling strength (see Eh. (1)), the imenvironment. These are from Ef.128). Two values for the dime
portant quantities to answer these questions about decohesion D of the Hilbert space of the entirets+E are plotted,D=4
ence are the free energy of the systens and the free energy andD=2%C. The difference between these two valueddre only
Fg of the environmenE. Therefore, experimentally it is im-  discernible in the casg;=1.
portant to measure or to estimagandFg. The lowest order
result for o is given in Eq.[(2b), with the full result given in ) ] o ]
Eq. [27). Similar statements hold for the measure of thermalhether or not all the environmentfields pointin the same di-
izationd, with the lowest order result given in EG_{26) and the "éction or in random directions in terms of the efficiency of
full result given in Eq.[(29) both in terms of the free enesgie the environment to decohere and thermalize any system. Of
of S andE. course for the same systesrbut differents; for this type of

We have investigated andd at finite temperature both nu- €nvironment the ensemble of canonical thermal states will b
merically and analytically. Most of the numerical resulsmc different. _ o
be understood within the framework of our analytic resufts. e have obtained a very strong prediction at low tempera-
the entiretyS+E is prepared in a canonical thermal state, wetures for the decoherence, namely Eql (28). At very low tem-
showed by means of perturbation theory ttdt the degree  Peratures and for large dimension of the Hilbert space fer th
of the decoherence 6 is of the ordei32A2. Similar results ~ entiretyS+E this prediction is
were found for our measure of thermalizatidf Up to the 1 1
first order in the system-environment interaction we found & (0?) = (gs—1)(gsge — 1) (39)

2 2,2
02,62 0 exp{~2B [Fx(28) ~ Fe(B))} . (38) S

A related decoherence result, for a somewhat different conEq_ [39) shows that it is possible to perform measurements
text, was found in reference [42]. Note tHfatis the environ- only on the systens, but from that extract the ground state

ment free energy, and consequently is an extensive quantitfegeneracy of the environmet The results in Fig8 are for
This provides a measure for how well a weakly-coupled spe-

e i ) s > 1, and a corresponding graph is shown for a case with
cific finite environment can decohere and thermalize a_syste@s — 1in Fig.[@. As predicted by EqLTB9) these two cases
at an inverse temperatufie A measure for how difficult it is

oy ) look very different in the low-temperature limit. Furtheone,
to decohere a quantum system is given by ratios of free enefy oy temperatures in order for a system to not be able to
gies of the system, as in E@.{27).

decohereitis best to have the systeéhave a high degeneracy

To illustrate the power of our conclusions, one could askyjje the environmenk is non-degenerate. This is shown in
of any bath how effective it is to decohere any system. Thq:ig.III.

simplest bath, one often used in theoretical calculatioitis w
spin baths, is a collection of non-interacting environmen
spins g = 0). The partition function is the@y = 2VE
and the free energy i8g = —NgIn(2)/B8. From Eq. [(38)
this giveso , & 0 27Vt for any temperaturg8. Even if

with the ground state degeneracyH{E) given bygs (gk).

We performed large-scale real- and imaginary-time simu-
Yations forNg spins in the system andlz spins in the envi-
ronment. A canonical thermal state (see Eqgl (11)) can be pre-
pared by imaginary-time propagation based on the Chebyshev
N polynomial algorithm. Starting with such a canonical thafm
Hgp = 0 the decoherence goes as'2, but one needs 10 giate the simulation results for the uncoupled entireteeg

rememper that the thermal canonical state of the e_ntirety i§ery well with the analytical results (see in particular &8
not a direct product of states of the system and environmeng,

Other related questions can be raised. For example for the Oncé the interaction Hamiltoniat is turned on, we ob-

N, . .
case Wherdly = — 3,5 54—, h{'I]' the partition function  serve that the decoherence measmigenerally converges to
is Zp = 2Me ﬂf\flcosh(ﬁ |;]). Therefore it does not matter a finite value when the environment size is above a threshold
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number which depends on the inverse tempergiuaad the 10°
global interaction strength (see Figsd ¥4 and 5). The smaller
B and A are, the larger the threshold number is. When the
system size is smaller than the threshold numbefand d) 10°
behave as they do for an uncoupled entirety. By an uncoupled
entirety we mean thatHgz =0, but the initial state of the sys-
tem is a canonical thermal state of the entiteyFz and hence
is not a direct product state of statesSbandE. After the
system size reaches the threshold numbgandd) quickly 103 B Aot
converges to a finite value, due to the high-order contraimsti TR
from the interaction{sz. From the numerical simulations,
the stationary value off has the form(BA)?(c; + c3B) for 10 S S —
our range of simulation parameters. 0 100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800 900 1000

Strictly speaking, the systersi completely decoheres if 1l
there is no interaction betweehandE and if Np — . If
S is coupled toE, the Hgg interaction is important and both F_IG. 12_. (Co_lor online). Simulation results foi(z) for a co_upl_ed
o and$ are finite for a finite systersi even in the thermody- "9 entirety withNs =4, Ny = 22 and} =1 for two different initial
namic limit (Vg — +). However, if the canonical ensemble statesx (flat curve, green) an@/DUDY (decay curve, dark khaki)
. . 4 with B|/| = 0.90. The dotted (green) horizontal line is a guide for
IS a good approximation for the state of the sy§tem for SOMG,e eyes. This figure corresponds to Fig. 2 in the main text.
inverse temperaturg$ up to some chosen maximum energy
Enoia > 0 (measured from the ground state), then it is required
that exd—BE.4) > 0. By determining the crossover of the
left- and right-side functions, we find a threshold for thete
perature above which the state of the system is well appro
imated by a canonical ensemble, and below which quantu
coherence of the system is well preserved.

We emphasize that the entirely-E is initially prepared in
a pure state given by a particular choice of a canonical taerm
stateX in Eq. (11). With such a state as the initial state for the Appendix A: Numerical results for &
TDSE, the real-time dynamics does not have much effect on
our measures for decoherencg 6r thermalizationd). If we
start with a non-equilibrium state, such as a product stase o
andE, whereS is in the ground state anfd is in a canonical
thermal state, the real-time dynamics play an importaetirol g5 for5(;), a measure of the thermalizationSfgiven b
both the decoherence and the thermalizatiof {89, 41/ 60], Eq. (), ar(e)shown in this appendix. The Iargest%ntiretigs W

as seen in Fi.]2. Atinfinite temperature there may exist cefy ore ahle to study contained 40 spins, as it requires abdat 10
tain geometric structures or conserved quantities whieh pr

. floating-point numbers to represent a vector of the Hilbert
vent the system from having complete decoherende [39]. Ipace of an entirety with this size. A sketch of the ring ge-
contrast to the infinite temperature results, we have foend h

o ometry forN = 40 andNg = 4, is given in Fig[lL. We will
that at finite temperature the lack of complete decoherence kgg that hesides the size of the statistical fluctuatidfs,(or
the normal scenario for any coupled entirety (finitsz). the time-independent averagpbehaves very similar as(r)

In this paper we have answered important questions aboyi the time-independent averagd. For a single run with
how easily a given systefican decohere or thermalize, and e reglization ofiz and one representation of the canonical
how efficient a given bath is to decohere or t_hermahze aN¥hermal state (see EG_{11)), it is obvious that the data for
system. We have not addressed the equally important quegyay have stronger statistical fluctuations than thosesfoy
tion of how quicklyS thermalizes or decoheres. Neverthelessgnown in the main text, as the number of diagonal elements of

we believe that our methodology of simulations and perturbaghe reduced density matrix of the systémre much smaller
tion calculations with thermal canonical states can also®e 5 the number of the off-diagonal elements.

portant to address the time-dependent question. For ffod ti
dependence, the real-time version of EqJ (30) would need to,
be used, most likely leading to even more complicated pertu
bation theory calculations than are detailed in Appendix B.

102 +

3(t)

on the JARA-HPC Partition part of the supercomputer

X]UQUEEN [50] at Forschungszentrum Jiilich. MAN is sup-
orted in part by US National Science Foundation grant
MR-1206233.

In the main text, we only present the simulation results for
o(t), a measure of the decoherence of a quarfumder the
influence of a quantum environmeft The simulation re-

Figure[12 presents the time evolutiondif) for a spin sys-
m with Ny = 4 andNg = 22 prepared in two different ini-
'tial statesx andUDUDY. From Fig[I2, one sees tha&fr)
obtained fromDU DY evolves closely to the value obtained
from X, which is very similar to the behavior @f(z) shown
in Fig.[2. The difference of the values 6{7) between these
ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS two initial states at long times is about03. This difference
is larger than that foo () at long times. The reason is that the
The authors gratefully acknowledge the computing timediagonal elements of the reduced density mairrr S keeps
granted by the JARA-HPC Vergabegremium and provideda strong memory about its initial state. The memory effects
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FIG. 13. (Color online). Simulation results forfor a coupled ring
entirety withNg = 4, Ng = 22 andA = 1 starting from different initial
statesX with B|J| = 0.90. Results for eleven different realizations
of the environment Hamiltoniaflrz are shown £-axis label at the
bottom), each with different initial states drawn from thresemble
that gives arX state (blue pluses). The time dependencé fur the
first realization ofHig and one of the initial state’ is shown by the
solid (green) curvextaxis label on top) which is the same (green)
curve as depicted in Fif112. This figure corresponds tdFig.tBe
main text.

would be reduced for a larger systeéin

Figure[I3 presents the corresponding results&as in
Fig.[3 for 0. The average and the standard deviation of th
data points shown in Fif_13 are08< 10~% and 14 x 104,
respectively. As is the case forin the main text, the time-
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q:IG. 14. (Color online). Top: Simulation results féifor a coupled

ring entirety withNg = 4 andNg = 14, ..., 36 for different global
interaction strengthd. The entirety is in a thermal canonical state

average ford and the average over different environmentyyith g|/| = 0.90. Curves from bottom to top correspondte= 0.00,

HamiltoniansHg and different representations of the initial
stateX all behave similarly.

Figure[14 presents the simulation results dofor scaling
Hsi by the global interaction strength From Fig[T# (top),
it is obvious that we observe similar behavior tbas we did
for o shown in Fig[# in the main text. The difference is in
the stronger fluctuations for the data points dor There are
two regimes oB separated by some threshold numbeNpf
labeled ag.(A). If Ngp < L(A), & decreases approximately
exponentially asvVg increases. INg > L(A), o converges to
a finite value that depends @gn The constant values fa¥
for Ng > L(A) is well fitted toA? (see the inset of Fig.14).
Figure[14 (bottom) shows the simulation results for thenfitti

0.33, 050, 067, 075, 083, 100, 167. Inset:d as a function ofA

for Np = 36. The (light blue) solid line is a fitting curve for non-
zeroA, and givesd ~ 0.00074\2. This figure corresponds to Fig. 4
for 0. Bottom: Simulation results for the difference between the
fitting temperaturé and the inverse temperatyBeor entireties with

Ng = 26 (pluses) andr = 36 (crosses). Fok < 1, the data points
fit very well to the curveb|J| — B|J| =~ —0.00566)\ 2 (solid curve).

values ofd for N = 36 is better fit to(B|J])>18, which is
slightly different from the fitting index for the convergemt
However, a definitive analysis of how robust the differersce i
would require high statistics calculations with averagesro

temperatured, see Eq.[{7), which has the inverse temperaturdlifferent times, differentiz, and different samples of the

B subtracted, wherB is the inverse temperature used to pre-

state. Figur€ 15 (bottom) shows the simulation results ef th

pare the canonical thermal state of Eg.l(11) from the initiaffitting temperature> with B subtracted. The data points for

stateX. The data points are well fit to A2 for A < 1. This

BlJ| < 1 fit well to —(B|J|)3, just as did the the values in the

implies that only for — O (the uncoupled entirety), does one main text foro.

haveb = 3, which is consistent with the analysis farin the
main text.

Figure[I} presents the simulation results by varying
the inverse temperatui@ that is used in Eq[{11) to obtain
the canonical thermal state from the state Fig.[I5 (top)

Figure[16 presents the corresponding resultdfto com-
pare with results shown in Fif] 6 far. We see similar con-
vergent behavior for botlr andd when the environment size
Ng is larger than certain threshold value. Pégr is smaller
than the threshold valué,decreases approximately exponen-

corresponds to Fi@] 5 in the main text. We observe similar betially with increasingVg. Unlike the data points off which

havior ford as we did foro in the main text, except there are
larger fluctuations for the data points fér The convergent

overlapped for this regime, the data pointsdoflo not over-
lap. This is because is only related to the factor from the
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-0.004 1 ] ..., 30 andA = 1 for B|J| = 0.90. Inset:& as a function ofVg for
-0.006 ” 1 Ng = 30. This figure corresponds to Fig. 6.
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FIG. 15. (Color online). Top: Simulation results far for a 10
coupled ring entirety withVg = 4, Np = 14, ..., 36 andA =1

for different inverse temperaturgs The initial states are canoni- 107
cal thermal states at different value Bf corresponding to curves
from bottom to top with3|/| = 0.075, 015, 030, 045, 060, 075,
0.90. Inset:d as a function of3|/| for Np = 36. The (light blue)
solid line is a fitting curve and give§ ~ 0.001083|J|)%'8 for
B|J] > 0.15. This figure corresponds to Fig. 5 in the main text. Bot-
tom: Simulation results for the difference between thenfittiem-
peratureb and the inverse temperatyBefor entireties withVg = 26
(pluses) andvg = 36 (crosses). FoB|J| < 1, the data points fit to
b|J| - BJJ| = —0.007733|J)3 (solid curve).

16 20 24 28 32 36
NE

FIG. 17. (Color online). Simulation results fdrfor an uncoupled
entirety @ = 0) with Ng =4 andNg = 14,. . ., 36 for different inverse
temperatures. Curves from bottom to top corresporft].fp= 0.075,
0.30, 060, and 090. This figure corresponds to F[d. 7 in the main
text.

_ ) ) _with the ground state degeneracy of the system bging 5.
environment (see Eqs.1(8) arid27) in the main text), while \\e remind the reader that both Fig] 19 and Flg. 9 are for the
is also re!ated to th_e factor from the system itself (see @)s. case with the ground state degeneracy of the system being
and [29) in the main text). gs = 1. Fig.[1I9 forgs = 1 looks completely different from

Figure[ 1Y presents the corresponding resultfas shown  Fig.[I8 forgs > 1. Nevertheless, as the system-environment
in Fig.[4 foro. Itis clear that except for strong fluctuatiods  coupling strengtm A becomes small the data from the cal-
for the uncoupled entirety\(= 0) scales with the size &z.  culations fall nicely on the theoretical curve obtainedniro

Figures[IB and_19 present the simulation results folEQ. (29) in the main text (red solid line). The theoreticalveu
\/€(5?) obtained by exact diagonalization for the entirety for & in the limit 7 — 0, as seen in Eq[_(9), is equal to zero.
S+ E being a spin chain wittVs = 4 andN; = 8. These fig- Note the extremely small values fgf& (62) for low temper-
ures correspond to Figures 8 did 9 in the main text. The datures. Calculating the theoretical curves (red solids)rier
points are averaged over 1000 runs with different reprasent these quantities at low temperatures required quadrupta-pr
tions of the stat&X at specific temperaturg. Therefore the sion in the floating point numbers.
simulation results shown in Figs.]18 and 19 have very good Figure20 presents the corresponding simulation resuits fo
statistics. We refer to the detailed discussion about tfigse & as shown in Fid._10 foo. Note that there is no fitting pro-
ures in the main text, ag andd behave very similarly. We cedure for these data points. The dashed lines, as in the main
remind the reader that both Fig.]18 and FEig. 8 are for the casext, are for the uncoupled entirefy,= 0. The behavior fod
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FIG. 18. (Color online). Simulation results gf & (62) for fer-
romagnetic spin-A2 chains withNg =4 andNg =8,/ =Q =1,
and various interaction strength4 as a function of the temperature
T/J =1/(BJ). The solid line (red) is obtained from E._{29) by us-
ing numerical values for the free energiggn) andFg(nf3). The
dotted lines are guides to the eye. Note that the functicorah fof
theA = 0 curve, as well as how data for finilerelate to this curve,
are very similar to Fid.]8 foo.
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FIG. 19. (Color online). Simulation results fc{Véz’(éz) for spin-
1/2 chains withWg = 4, Np = 8,J = —1, Q = 1 and various interac-
tion strengthsA A as a function of temperatut®/|J| = 1/B|J|. The
solid line (red) is obtained from Ed.(R9) by using numericalies
for the free energieBs(nB) andFg(nf3). The dotted lines are guides
to the eyes. Note that this figure is fgg = 1, which looks very dif-
ferent compared to Fif_18 f@g > 1. This figure ford corresponds
to Fig.[9 foro.

here is quite similar to the behavior afin Fig.[1Q.

Appendix B: Perturbation theory

In this appendix the details of the perturbation theory cal-

culations are presented. Additional definitions and imgoatrt
considerations are first given.

17

10°
[}
-3 |
10 .
QQ
° °
-4
070 0.0 O
O
[ ]
0%F e *
. L
0.01 0.1 1
A
FIG. 20. (Color online). Simulation results f@r for rings with

Ng =4, Ng = 26 (open circles) ants = 4, Ng = 36 (solid circles)
as a function of the global interaction strengtfor 3|/| = 0.90. The
top (bottom) horizontal dashed line represents the valteimdd by
simulating the non-interaction systerth,= 0, with 30 (40) spins.
This figure corresponds to F[g.]10 in the main text.

1. Hamiltonian

The Hamiltonian has the form

H=Hs+ Hg +AHsz = Hy+ AHj, (B1)

whereA is explicitly written as the perturbation parameter and
the uncoupled Hamiltonian By = Hg + Hg. The dimension

of the Hilbert space of the environment, the system and the
entiretyS + E is Dg, Dg andD = DgDg.

2. Random state

Any state from the Hilbert space &f can be written as the
wave function

D
Wo) = > dilEk), (B2)
&

where{|E;)} form the energy basis di. Random states in
the Hilbert space of the entirety Hamiltoniaéhare obtained
from Eq. [B2) if {d,} are random Gaussian coefficients, nor-
malized to unity

D
S didi = 1.
k=1

(B3)

In practice, in our computer program we generate the Gaus-
sian random numbed, = ¢, + ib; by using the Box-Muller
method|[6/1] to generate two Gaussian random numiexsd
b/

k

¢, = \/—2In(rg) cos(2mry)
and (B4)
by, = \/—2In(ro)sin(2mry) ,
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whererg and r; are two independent random numbers dis- d1|Er) +2k Ldge™ ( |Ek>
tributed uniformly or0, 1), so that the Gaussian random num- = T, (B9)
berd, is given by simple normalization {did1 + Egzzd]’gdk,e*ﬁ(EkI*El) 3
¢+ ib), so that it becomes obvious that in the infinite temperature
k

dp = cx+iby = = /X%, (B5) (B —0) limit

\/Zk’ +(by) } ;laimo (W) = |Wo) . (B10)

The ensemble of random states has been previously analyzédcanonical thermal state is drawn from the distributioregiv
[40] and has given predictions for measures of quantum dedy the canonical thermal state ensemble of Eq] (B6).

coherence and thermalization at infinite-temperatyre Q) The canonical thermal state can also be written as
[39]. he P 5, N
|Wp) = —— = 3 wlE) (B11)
S ldi| e PEY
. with
3. Canonical thermal state
—BE/2
g = e (B12)
_Onebforms a wave function at finite inverse temperafire Ny |dy |2 e PEC
given by 1 /2
d
7 |Wo) \ So-1ldv|“pu
|Wg) = 73 (B6)  with the Boltzmann probability of being in stakegiven by
(Wole PH|Wo)
—BEx —BEj
o | P= g = (B14)
which defines the ensemble of canonical thermal states of Sp_q€ K Z

Eqg. (11). Here the inverse temperatur@is- 1/kgT for tem- N ) ) o
peratureT’, and we set Boltzmann’s constatg=1. Equa- The partition function of the entirety+ E is given by
tion (BB) can be rewritten as

D
7= Trep (e*BH) X (B15)
b g by ) =1
—qdge k
W) = 2= : (87)
[zﬁ: 1d Z,dk/e 7BE"'] 2 4. Canonical thermal state for uncoupled entirety
dre "3 |E1) + 5P die 7 |EY)
_— DRSS L kl (B8) For the uncoupled casg,= 0, one has
[didie P+ 5D pdpdpe PH]?
8) g9 (E) ,(E)
B(E™ —Ef B(Ep '—E{
da|EQD) | )+ 520 508 dip (1 828,0) e ( 2 )e* ( 2 ) £ ES)
Vo) = ©)_ 4l (B)_p(E)\] % (B16)
[dildl,l—i- PSS oEdy dy gy (1 818y1) o B EY) B (- )}
Where{ l.(S>>} and{‘E,(,E)>} form the energy basis @iy andHg, respectively.
The canonical thermal state for the uncoupled entirety tsmtee written as
|Wp) = Y EE (B17)

P -3 5
=1p= 1\/z pD/Ezl‘d/ ‘2 7BE ,pE](ﬁ

i /[ (S) | (E
o - ( = hy o o (B19)

(s) E) —

d; ye PE"/2oBEy"/2 Ds <D 2 (5 (E
di,p = = ) (B18) \/zi zp/E:l|di/al"| plg >P§,/>
,BE
\/Z,/ 12 |dl/ P |
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where the Boltzmann probability of being in stdtef Hg is  Important to note is that even though for the uncoupled case
given by (A = 0) the Hamiltoniang$ly andHg are uncoupled, the state
of the entiretyS+ E in Eq. (BI7) is entangled sinek , # did,
) _ o BEY o BEY for the random Gaussian variables. As described in the main
Pi 5 - 7 (B20)  text, there are ways to achieve this condition physicadly, f
Z, 1€ PE § example by using a much larger quantum bath that couples
" . ) simultaneously t& andE, and then slowly remove this large
and the Boltzmann probability of being in stateof Hr is  quantum bath.
given by

o_ et _emd
pp - DE 7BE<IIE) - ZE .

2p-1¢ 7

The partition function of the system is given by

5. Reduced density matrix

Ds )
Z5(B) = Trg (e A1) = Ze*BEf (B22)
N _ f: o The density matrix for the entirety+ E is p The reduced
and the partition function of the environment s given by density matrixp for S, written in the basu{‘ >} that diag-
onalizesHy, is defined by a partial trace over the environment,

D
Zp(B) = Trg (efﬁHE) = ZEefﬁEﬁ’E). (B23) and has matrix elements (for aAysg) given by
- |
Dg
ESBIESY = 5 = (E®| Tz (0) [ED) = 5 (E®| (Wl plp) |EY (B24)
(&7[ple”) = b = (&7 [T @) 7) = 5 (7| (olelod |E7)

for any complete orthonormal badig) } that spans the Hilbert space of the environment. The reddeesity matrix elements
p:» in the energy basis that diagonalizésare thus

5.’., —
i i B(ESSLE:(LS)) B(E](,E)—Ef)) B(ESSLE&S)) B(E§E)*E;<LE))

[}

dI,léi,]-éPJ + d;ip (1 — 5,"151,,1) e 2 e 2 d1’1@/115P’1 + d[/’P (1 — 5[/’151,’1) e 2 e 2

Dg
Z (8)_ (8 (E) (E)
p=1 dlldll+z” 12 i 1 , d// P (1—61‘//’1617//’1) B( i’ E )eiB< El )

(B25)

Equation[[B2b) can be rewritten as ables distributed uniformly if0, 277). Furthermore, the prob-
ability density function (pdf) is given by
~ Dp d* d e BE /2 *3E< /2 7BE<E
Piir = z
r=1 Z// lz _ ld//’p//di”,p"e

P (B26)

Care must be taken that faf ,, dv , andd; ,» the value
of the random variable is the same wherever the indices are
the same. For example the random numbag should be the pdf(¢) = — (B27)
same in both the numerator and denominator. n

6. Expressions for the Random Gaussian Variables

For the random Gaussian variabldg, as defined in
Eq. (BB), theg, for differentk are independent random vari- so that the expectation values for tieread



20

& (%) = [§TeOpdi@)dp = 2 [7"[codg)+isin(g)dp = O

& (e™9) = & pdi(@)de = A [T [cogme) +isin(m@)| dp = 0O

& (ePeti®) = & éemg & ée*i%/) = 0 fork#K (B28)
& (ePei®) = & ()& (e ') = 0 fork#K

& (e ) = £ (1) = 1 fork=¥k

which greatly simplifies the perturbation calculations-per |d|2 is given by a complete error function, defined by
formed in this section. Note that all expectation valuesZor

are zero unless they are expectation values only for the-abso erfo(z) = 1—erf(z) = 2 /'°° s (B29)
lute valueld,|® = dj di = x;. of the Gaussian random variables. V;

One can show this by using inverse transform sampling. In
particular, the distribution for anyl;|? is assumed to be, with
the definitionx; = |d4|?,

pdf(x;) = %erfo(Dfxl) . (B30)
For independent Gaussian random numbers (not our case,

as we discuss below in this subsection), the distributichef For independenfx; } the expectation values are
|

£ = Jgxpdidx = 2 [Frerfe(2dx)dx = 3

£() = [Ppdindx = 2 [ Perfo(2fax)dr = 2%

& (xixj) = & (xi) & (x)) — # (B31)
¢ (%) C3pdfidy = 2 [@Perfe( 2 %0x)dx = 12

(M) = JExpdi)dx = %;xzterch%fdx;dx - 2,

The expressions in Eq._(BB1) are only approximately cor-or by changing indices for the uncoupled case
rect for our case. The reason is that the pdfffasomponents
of the random variables is given by

1

mrPdf(x:L)pdf(Xz) cee pdf(.XD)5 (.x1 —|—x2 + e +.XD — 1) Dg Dp Dg

Dg
2 2 5) ) _ 1
(B32) 2 \dip|“pip = >3 [dip PPy ~ = (B35)
where the normalization is complicated. However, Hams anchot: p=1 i=lp=1

De Raedt[[40] have calculated the correct expectation szalue“mite (tga—iEOc)meh ergpbe:(:iTgsfoerx;\ltlzygghe infinite temperature
for the pdf in Eq.[(B3R), namely k

& (x) = %
2 _ 2o
E(x%) = m (B33) b LD L
¢(xixj) = prpr - im S |dl?p= =S |d> = = B36
(D+D) ﬁﬂOkZJ k|” px Dk;' =5 (B36)

Therefore, we do not have to calculate these expectation val
ues, but rather just use these results from [40].
For sufficiently largeD we can use the approximation (see

Fig.[21) In the zero temperature limi(— +) Eq. (B34) also be-

comes exact. Let; be the ground state degeneracy of the

D
1 : L : .
z |dk|2pk ~ D (B34) entirety Hamiltoniar? associated with enerdy;. Then
k=1
|
—BE —BEj 1 _

. e . e == k=1,2,---,81
lim py = lim = lim =4 4 B B37
Bﬁmpk B—eo Ei}mgleiﬁEl_Fzg:lﬁ*gleiBEk, { 0 k:g1+1agl+21"'7D' ( )
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FIG. 21. Examples illustrating the approximation in Eg. 433
The system is taken to have a Hilbert space of dimengign=

2*. The environment is taken to have a Hilbert space of dimen-
sion Dg = 2Ve, for Np = 2,4,6,8,10,12,14,16. The values of

B shown are fromB = 0.25 to 8 = 10 in steps of ®5. Here
diff = ‘( ) el ’d,'7p’2pl(-s)p1(,E)> - %‘ The eigenvalues for both

E andS were taken to be random numbers uniformly distributed in
[-2,1]. There are 10 points at each valueNyf and 3, each with
different random eigenvalues for bosthand E as well as different
Gaussian random numbers,.

Hence the expectation value is

D D 1 81 1 1 1
lim & d,|? =lim S|P pp= =S &)= —g= = =. B38
im (;ZJ A pk> im 5 & () p= o3 & (1) = o = 5 (B38)

The approximation given by Ed.(BB4) is an uncontrolled 7. General procedure for Taylor expansion: General function
approximation, and therefore we do not use it in our detdvati

of the perturbation theory for eitheror 5. We have included  \we need to calculate expectation values forttfer a gen-
the results here because the approximation was discusseddgy) function. We can do a Taylor expansion abgut 1/D
the main paper as a way to motivate our perturbation resultgng take the expectation value with respect to the probili
obtained without using the approximation. distribution of thex; or 4; denoted by?(-)

EfUD) = f(E. 5. 3)

+3hy gzl 8 ()

e (e-3?)

1D  0%f(x1xp,xp)
ta i Ty

oxf =3
+a 3T h (1- 5&@/; }’92?(01/75,”) ez ((e=5) (e = 5))
+5 30 ’M%js”) o & ((xe - %)3) (B39)
4'3,%!7 32}%11)‘22?11))22/:1 (5&;' +05£,é” + Oy ) (L= 8,18y g Opr ) X
esEset| 6 (o= B) (- 5) (- 3))
+3%!9 32’%1){22??11))25:1 (1-on0) (11 = Opm) (1= 8y r) x
s L6 (o= B) (- 5) (- 3))

-+higherorderterms

Note that since the expectation values for quantities ssch aorder term as two terms: one for the saffeeterms and one
& (x2) and& (x,x,) are different, we had to write the second-
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for the differenté, ¢ terms. For the same reason, the third-same/’s, one with all different’s, and one with two and only
order term is written as three different terms, one with all-two sameé’s. Then use the fact that the expectation values are
known [40] using Eq[{B33), for example, up to second order,

(5= 3)) = 0
£((e-3)) = EWD -+ - oy (540
Ee=) (e=3)) = lwx)=pE (D =pE ()2 = ~prg AL

and the derivatives of can be calculated, at least via Mathe- elements of the reduced density matrix given by

matica.
Dg

~ Xi.pDi,
Pii(B:{xip}) = i (B43)
=] Zl” 1 z //:1xi”,p”pi”,p”

enter expressions fa¥ (while expressions foo involve the
off-diagonal elements gd; ;). Remember, care must be taken
that both forx; , andx; ,» wherever the indices are the same
the value of the variable is the same. For example the random
numberxy 1 is the same in both the numerator and denomina-
tor.

IntroduceAb = b — 3 with b the fitting parameter, sb =

8. Derivation of &(52) for the uncoupled entirety

We first derive the expectation value fér(52) since this
is easier than the corresponding expectation valuerforhe
ease is because only diagonal elemen{s efiter into the ex-

pression foid, since we have the definition B+ AOb. _ .
The function we need to analyze is

Dy

. 2 ~ 2
Ds e bE” fe2(B.8b, {xip}) = [Pii(B. {xip}) — PP (B, Ab)]" (BA4)
5% = Zl Pii— ) e (B41) ’;
i= Sioqe . _—_
with the definition
)
with the fitting parametel given by pS (B.K) = ﬂ . (B45)
o Ds (B+E,
—1¢
in(31:)-In(5) For the non-interacting cask 0, we need to analyze the
n(pii)—In(p;,;
S £ 49 TE@“ function Eq. [B4#%) with
s et B ¢ url8.0576)
<i\E)2E Pii(Bs{xip}) = '

SO ST (B,0>p§,’i><ﬁ>

(B46)
Therefore ford? there are nap, terms in the Gaussian ran-  For the lowest-order (zeroth-order) term in the Taylor ex-
dom numbers in Eq[{B5). This is because only the diagongbansion we replace ail , by 1/D. This gives that

~ 0)p 0
pi,i ([37{)(1_’])}: %) _ DEl e DI’, (f ()S (B) — DEl s (B ) (B)

Z// 1217// 1017// (BﬁO)P N (E) Zl// 1217// 117// (E O)p i (B) (B47)
= 2 (B.0)5 10y (B) = b (B,O)

since Ei Slpfs) (B,O) =1and > pElpg’ >(B) = 1. Thus one has
B Ab, {x =— | = ES B 0 S> B Ab ? B48
f52< 5 7{ i-,IJ} D) pA |: ( ) i ( P ) ( )

which obviously has its minimum ab = 0. Therefore, we perform a Taylor expansion also alfgut= 0, as well as an
expansion in thex; , } abouts.



For the first-order terms we make use of the chain rule. Thissgi
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Ofe 2. ) ap” (B,0b)
= =25 (PulB.{xi,}) — p¥ (B.00) ) o= B49
oy — 23 (PulB.Luigh) — Y (B.00) T (B49)
and
Dg 00 .
U _ 23 (BB faip)) — ' (B.0)) 2Pl B in) (850)
0xj4 = ' ' l 0xj4
Note that
0f52 ~0 (B51)
oAb Ab=0, {x; ,}=%
and
Ofg2 _0. (B52)
0xj4 Ab=0,{x; ,)}=%
Hence we need to go to the second order terms.
ForAb, this is
2
Pl 2 (ap B0k ¥ 0 2p” (B, 0b)
7:2 = B —2 (ii ,xi —P; ,Ab)% 853
o = 22| " om > (Putb- (i) =% (B.80)) =7 (B53)
Evaluating atA\b = 0 gives
2
02f52 s apl(S) (B?Ab)
— =2y | o (B54)
0 (Ab) Mb=0, {x; ,}=2 1= onb 1
= !{xl,p}*ﬁ Ab=0, {xi,p}:B
One has
D5 ar) (B.00) R AP
=1~ 8 = w2 T S
Ab=0 zi’:le " e 2 Ab=0 (855)
_ 9
B_N’(l)’Ab:O
However, the term one needs to sum for the second order tekn.dB53) is
_ 2
D (8) 2 D “BE® _nbE®
) s ‘?I’i (BaAb) ., S i o BE o~ DbE;
£ oAb & | 00b ps  —BEY —mwE®
- 8b=0 Il A YA Ab—0
_ 2
) ) e _ppp®
Dy eiBEi e*AbEi (2?5— E(,}g)e EEi” e AbE[-//) E'(S)e*BEi(S)e*AbE,'(S)
i L
= 5 —
s () ) _gE® _ppp®
i= ( ?ilefﬁEi, efAbEi, ) (21951 e BE; e ADE; )
- Ab=0
_gES _ppp® ) _ge®S _ppe®
Dy e BE,' e AbEi (Eﬁs_lE,'(")e ﬁEi// e A17El-// )
=2 ©) 1 2
£ S (s
= (zfl)gleBEi, o DVE; >
L Ab=0
—BE® _nvE® (<D, s) —BEY _npe'S
pg | e PE e BE (Zi//s_lEi(//>€ PEwr ¢~ O0F, ) £ ,BEY ,~tvE®
—4 L
= (2[D/ileBE,-</S)eAbE,’(/S)) ’ <Zz?sl EBEi('S)eAbEi(’S))
Ab=0
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2
Ds | g ,~BE® ,~nbE
+2 : 5] )
Ds —BE;’ —NbE,
7=1¢ "€

Ab=0

“BE® (<D EY
ps | € BE, <z//S 1E,// e -B i

2
£ ©)

= D —BE.

| (zi/sle .- )

g E,, 2
b |e BE <2” ”)e B > Egs)e*BEtKS) Ds [E(S)EBEIfS) ]

! +2 E
2
. r () g
l <zi/sle P ) (z' 1¢ " )

1 X 2\
i ot (§ s

D
Zsl [eBE < (" )e BE 1 ) Ei(s)eBESS)‘|

‘% 5(B)
1 _pE®
gty 3] |
(E (B)) Zs(2B) ,(E(B))s (E(2B))s Zs(2B)  ,(E*(2B))s Zs(2B)
“zm Y zZe R T (550)
Therefore, the result for the first non-zero termAdris
1 %5 Zs(2 :
2 3 Afz)z o (Ab)? = ZSE(( 5)) [(<E(ﬁ)>s)2 —2(E(B))s (E(ZB))S+<E2(2B)>S] (Ab)? + higherorder terms
ST (B57)
Initially one would anticipate that one needs to calculatens such as
02f52
(? (Ab) (?xm (858)

and evaluate them &b =0, {x; ,} = %. However, all such terms will be multiplied biy; , — %) which has an expectation

value which vanishes. Therefore one has
5(8%) = B8 [(£(8)) 2 ~2(E(B))s (E2B)s + (E%(2B)] (00
+0((86)%) + 0 (80) {x30}7) + 0 ({10} {170} (1= 8;18,9)) + 6 ({114 }7) (B59)
One can also use that the specific heat (at constant volurag)B$ = kg 82 <(AE(B))2>, so

(E2(28)) = Gy + (E@B)*. (B60)

The final result is consequently

£(8%) = S | ol 20+ (E(@B)s — (E(B)5?) @

+0 ((8b)°) + ﬁ( Ab) {xj,q}z) +0 ({xja} {xpq} (1= 0;8,4)) + 0 ({XM}Z) : (B61)

Thus equilibrating the system, in particular fitting fw, is difficult to do near a phase transition whékediverges.
For the second order terms for tfie ,} one has

02f52

0xj~,qz9xj/)q/

0xj~,qz9xj/)q/

Dg
= 23 (Pui(BAxin}) — P (B.00))

i=
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< 961i(B. {xip}) 9Pii(B. {xip}) (B62)

2
+ dqu OX/

1=

The derivative of;; with respect to{x; ,} is given by

op; 0 Dg szp, (B O)pp)(ﬁ)
pr= 12” 12 //:1xi”,p”pi// (B,O) (E)(B)

0x.,-,q N 0x.,-’q
PRI (R Yl 25, n”(B,0) p (B) )" (B,0) pi” (B) (563)

(8) (E) 2
T30S 3w P (B.0)p) (B) P (508 S0y bl (B.O)D)) (B))

Evaluating ax; ,} = & gives
¥ (B 0>pf B) e £ p%(B8,0) i (B) p1 (B,0) i (B)

weh 1z~ 1500 B0 (B) S (5B 5P 5ol (0.0 5p))’
=03,p{” (8,0 pi” (B) — Dp!” (B.0) ' (8,0) i (B)pr (B)
p=1

=D3,7,"(8.0) 5 (8)~Dp}" (807" (8.0 (B
= 0p!(B,0)pi”(B) (8 - #(B.0)) o

SII’ICGZ S 1 // =1 pll (B 0) (B) 1 andzp 1pIJ )(B) = 1
The second order term for the samjg is

py (r8.0) (' B)" . (n08.0) (4PB)°
of, (508328 y 0 p€§>(;3,0)p§5>(3))2 (55,57 o (B0 )
oe 51,0 (8.0) ' (B) ((8.0))” (WF(B))”
2 (s) ®5))°
p=1 (2,, 1Y, D X Dy (B,0)p, (B))

However, one does not need to calculate this term, sincéyitroultiplies a terms which is zero wheb = 0 and{x; ,} = %
For the second order term twice for tie ,} one has

9P
0xm

2

(B65)

2 Dy X, X,
S %y =23 (A8 L) - 17 (8.00) Tl o)) o {)”’})+2 (7@”@{/”})) . (B66)
Xig £ Xjgq < J.

Hence

02f52
J (ijq)z

Dy

020;i(B{xip})
J (xj,q)z

(Pl )~ 7 (B.00))

Db=0, {x}=% =

N 217 (2Bull {sz}))

Oxjq

Db=0, {x}=%

Db=0, {x}=%

21_ (2Bl {xlm)

Oxjq

Ab=0, {x}=1

8.0 o (B) (5, - #0(8.0))°

3 (0 (B,0>)2 (&) - p§~”<ﬁ,0>)2



26

=2 (p(B))° (215”(”’ 8.0)° —2216,,(17, (8.0))" ¥(8.0)
2 Dg
+ ((p, (6.0)° > (n"(p.0) ))
=207 (')’ l(p,i-”(ﬁ,o))z —2(98.9) "+ (n(8.0)° (Zl( 0)) )](867)
We have to sum over all the same-second-partial terms tdvgeetm that multiplies
2 2
(o)) i

since these expectation values are the same fay allOne has

= 20° % l% (PEJE)(B))Z {(PE-S)(B,O))Z -2 (PES)(B,O))S

Ab=0, {x}=3 J=1¢=1

Ds Dg 52f62

J=1¢=1 0 (xj,q)z

-2° (%) S [P E0) -2 @0)

/A
+ (pﬁs)(ﬁao))z (ZI
-2 (%)) l%x (PPe0) -25 (h.0)
Dy D,
T (Z(p§~5>(ﬁ,0))2> <Zl(p~s>(ﬁ,o))2>]

(
o2 (Ze(@B)\ [Zs(2B)  ,Zs(3B)
- (ZE(B)HZE(B) *Z6)

)

. (D (pi”(fs,o))z) (ZZ?(ZB) ]

1
o2 (Ze(B)N [Z5(2B) L Zs(3B) | Z§(2B)
-2 (zmz)) {zgus) ‘%) " zg‘(ﬁ)] (869
Therefore, for these second-order terms the final resuisis t
1\?\ 2 2 9215 D—1 (Ze(2B)\ [Zs(2B) ,Zs(3B) , Z5(2B)
E | xip—— =2 -2 . B70
<< v 5) ),Zlqzla<xj,q>2 b0t D+1<Z§(B)> [z§<ﬁ> Z6) 70 (870)

For the second order terms with two differgnt , } one has
9°pii(B, {xip})
0)(:] qﬁxj/!q/

Ds 0p,,(B {xtp}) aptt(ﬁ {xlp}) (B71)

0xjq Oxj g

F*fs = 22(51'1' B.{xip}) — (S)(B Ab))

0Xj)qaxj'/’q/

+2

=
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Evaluating at\b = 0 and{x} = £ gives

02 fsr Ds 020i.i(B, {xi
Oxy0x7 qgi/q w003 2 (pi,i(Ba{xi,p})_pES)(B,Ab)) —g);jfdi]_,;}) N
n ZDS 0p, ,(B {x, p}) 0p, t(B {x, P})
o Oxjq oxjr g Ab=0, {x}=3
_ 2D apll(B {xlp}) apll(B {xlli})
e Oxjq Oxjr ¢ Ab=0, {x}=}

— 2': (Dp, (8,0 p”(B) (5:‘,,' - p&S)(B,o))) (Dpl (B, 0) E)(B) (51.71,, _ P.E-/S)(B,O)))
=2D0° %l( .0 pP B B) (8, - 178.0) (5, - (B.0) (B872)

i=

We have to sum over all the different;-second-partial terms to get the term that multiplies

(o)D) o) 2) - mdes o

since these expectation values are the same for all pgi@ndx; ,,. One has

Dg Dg 02f52
1-9; 9, —
<Z,1MZ,1( 1. %) 0xjq0%j o | ) 0 {x}=3
2
= 2p% 3" flzqq L (1-858,0) 52| (n7(8,0) "l (B)PY (B)
( -0 (B, 0))( i Pﬁf)(ﬁvo) }
(

= 20?305 13, /12?81[(p55><ﬁ,0> B e) (5, (8.0) (csl-,.,-f—p?)(ﬁ,m)}
~20 550 30 | (760) (7)) (8- 7 6.0))
(s
, {

2
= 207500 50 (p (8.0) P (B)PY (B) 80,5
2
—2p250 st 157 (#17(8.0) pé”(ﬁ)pfﬁ(ﬁ) iy (B.0)
2
—2D? 505, 30k 12 L (r78.0) P B (B) & ,,fp, (B,0)
2 (s) 2 (E) gy, E)
+20% 5% 5 s (n0(8.0) PP B)R (B) 1 (B.0) 4 (B.0)
—2p?5t : &30 (»E8)) 5 .
z,zlzq:lz,zl( 8,09) (r78)) &
2 2
+4p2y s, 50E 58 (p,(s)(B,O)) (péE)(B)) 8.0 (B.0)
2 2 2
—202505, 50052 (n78,9) (7 ®) (#78.0)
2
= 2025 5P ( (8.,0)) 8,8
2 (s) z
—202505_ 152 (7 (B.0)) " 8,0 (B,0)
2
-20257%,, 57 (¢17(8.0)) l-,/p, '(B.0)
2
+202 50325 (n7(8.0)) p(8.0)(8,0)
2
—2p? z?slzz%%‘? 2 (n7B.0) 8,
2
+ap? 3 B s 1(1755)(5,0)) 5.0 (B.0)
202 5P 28 s (,09(8.0)) (n(8.0))°
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= 20?5 (p?s)(B,O))Z—ZDZ s (5. 0>)2—202 >, (59(8.0))°
+202 5% (78, 0)) ZDZZZE;(Zg s (7, 0)) +4p? 225D (578, 0))
~2p? 5P 28 b (,09(8.0)) (57(8.0))

_op2Z(2) [25(2[3)_ 25(3p) +Zs(2ﬁ)}

ZZ(B) | Z5(B) ZB) T Z5(B) (B74)

smcez L1Pq E) =1 andz =1
Therefore for these second order terms the final resuttais t

1 1 Ds  Dg azf ,
((+-3)(*-3)) 1-6,58,0) —2E
D D jJZ:lq Zzl( /) 040X

i Ab= O{x}——
(1 N[ L 2Ze(2B) (75(28) . 7s(3B) | 72(2B)
‘< DZ<D+1>>[ 11 <z§<ﬁ> “Zzpe) " Z?(B))]
2 7(2p) (Zs(ZB)_ZZs(3B)+Z§(ZB))
D+1Z2(p) \Z2B) “ZB)  Zp)

Thus the complete answer féit(52), to second order iAb and all the{x}, is

o L1 [.D-1(zg(2B)\ (Zs(2B) Zs(3B) , Z%(2P)

£@) =7 {2D+1<Z§(B)><Z§(B) ZZ§(B)+Z§‘(B))]
1{ 2 7:(28) (Zs(ZB)_ZZs(3B)+Z§(ZB))]
2 b1 28) \Z2B) Z(Z::’()m Z4(p)
Z:(2B)\ (Zs(28) 75(3B)  Z2(2B)\ [D-1 1

- < Z(B) > <z§<ﬁ> “ZB) T Zp) ) {D+1+D+1]

b <ZE(25)><ZS(ZB)_ZZS(3B) z§<23>>

D+1\ ZZ(B) '

(B75)

B76
Zp) 2B Z4B) (B76)

In the infinite temperature limit§=0), one has thalg (8 — 0) = Dr andZs(3 — 0) = Ds. Our expression then gives that
i 2y _ D Dp (1 _ 2,1
img 08 (89) = B1% (&-%+%)

D1 (Ds—l)
DL De \ D (B77)
D1

which is the same expression as we published in our 2013 [@&§eEq. (C3).

One can also calculate how the low temperature (fytimit of &(5?) is approached. However, one has to be cautious

about the low-temperatur@ (— o) limit, since the analysis requires tha{Hsg) be small. Letgg andgg be the ground state
degeneracies of the HamiltoniaHs andH associated with ground state energﬁé’iJ andEéE) , respectively. Use that

(E) (E)

—2BE o 2BEp
Ze(2 . ge P45 !
liMg_eo E((Lf)) = liMp_e p=1+g ©

NG

(E)
B!
gee +Zb/ tgp

(E) _p(E)
Dp 28 EP 1
— limg 8ETY pm14gp @ ( ) (B78)

& _(E)) 2
-B(EY,-E
(gE+z§’El+gE e ( p ))

b
= E .
|
Similarly one has the limits Hence one has the low-temperature limit
Zs(2B) 1 ; 2 1D 12,1
||mB*>oo z ((3%)) g5 I|m[§*>oog (5 ) g_E D_+1 (g g + g)
S 1 _ 1 D 1
im. 28 _ 1 e (B80)
Imﬁ—)oo Z4(B) g . g%gb« D+1
gé.,]_ 1
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In the limit of largeD this becomes generate ground statgs(> 1). In principle, one could use
any system witlys > 1 and for a large bathh — + at very
lim & (52) ~ s - 1 (B81) low temperature measurg(5?) in the system and from that
B—sco gs gE deduce the degeneragy of the ground state of the bath.

We also haver ((Ab)?{x;,}) = 0. Putting everything to-
Therefore in the low temperature limit the expectation galu gether with theAb)? term gives our final perturbation expres-
goes to zero fogg = 1 and goes to a finite value for a de- sion,

2) — D (Z2B)) (Zs(2B) _ pZs(3B) | Z5(26)
5(%) = o (%) <22(B) ~2%® +Z§‘(B))

2 B82
+ B2 (1500 (2B) + (E@B))s — (E(B))5)?] (Bb)? (582)
+0 ((86)°) + 6 ((86) {xja} {xpg 1) + 0 ({0} {x g H g }) -
[
Equation [B8P) is written as Eq._(29) in the main text, butwhich can be rewritten as
is written in terms of free energies rather than partitiomcfu
tions.
9. Derivation of &(202) for the uncoupled entirety 125 Ds ~ 2
(20%) 0? =33 3 (1=, [p (B84)
In this subsection we derive the result %(202), starting
from the general expression of EQ. (B39) and the definition
Ds—1 Dg
o= Z > I3 ,| (B83)  To second order one has the expression tof, 2
i=1 j=i+1 |
& (f202) =& (f202|{x}: 1 )
l 1 Dg 5 f202
+36((=3)°) s2as5in Z IR (B85)
D 0%f,5,
+76((=5) (¥ =5)) Z Z 12 12451 (1= 0 0q) axk,quck,iﬂ (=1
X=b
so there are three terms to calculate. The expectation iralalves a sum over alp; , and hence ample use will be made of the

properties of Eq[(B28).
We want to calculate without any approximations

Dg Dg
Jj=1j=1
Let
djp=> /X, e%r and di , =>\/Xjp e ®ip (B87)

For the case witlh = 0, one has the reduced density matrix is
i (B.x)A0h) = 52 (5] (£ [Wp) (W E(E)> EY)

Dg /Xj.p /x]/ pe (P/ Pe / Py /pj p f)pg,E) (888)
> .

p=1 (S) (E)
zj”Zl zp//:].xj”y”l’j" pp//

The complex conjugate (not the adjoint) is

9 SO S
5 (B} (g)) = 30, VIV FVT (B89)

/=1
P z i _ 12 11_q Xl ///P<//)/p ol
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Extreme care must be taken that both:fgg, x; , andx;» ,» as well as forp; , and@y , wherever the indices are the same the
value of the variable is the same. For example the valug gfis the same in both the numerator and denominator.

a. Zero-th order term of &(207?)

We expand about all; , = %. but will perform the exact average over @l ,.
The reduced density matrix evaluated at the expansion pojnt % S

Biy BAx AN gz = /PP P SEre®re O i) (890)
Similarly, the zero-th order term also uses the complexumgatie, which is
Piy BA =N ges = /PP SpEr e e i (891)

The zero-th order equation is given by

fag2 ({x}, {(P})|{x}:%
- (5753000 (1-8,5) B (B ) 0By (B, () (]|

T)
Ds <Ds (ng e I%Pe J p\/T\/PI Pp )(zy/ 1De 14’“,/ e ,\/7\/ )
= Ejzlzj’:l (1_6.f;j/) (5) (E)
(Z// 12 "_ 1DIJ,,IJ //)
ShE SR z 32 (1= 80) P P ol p ) e O T 1 (892)
S
Z Z Z Zj/:l( )1’5 )1’( >p§, )l’( )51717 Op.pf
_ © O (<00 ( (B2
= (2,‘:12;/:1(1_5./',1‘/)1’,7 pj’) ( - (Pp ) )
_ _ Zs(2B)\ ( Ze(2B)
- (1 zz(m) (z,%w))
smcezp 1Pp () _ 1 and;l 1p] = 1. Use has been made of Hg. (B27) with
LT @) g0
= /7 e dp =5, (B93)
since
1 /m . 1 1 . .
- p — 1<p - I __ =Ty 0. B94
2n/7ne 49 = 55 lo-n = 5 ("= (894)
In the limits one has
Fooz () Al py_s = 22 B -0
D e (B95)
Foor (1} (0D oy — & B — +oo
wheregg andgg are degeneracy of the ground statéfgfandHg, respectively.
b.  First order term of £(20°)
The first partial derivative ob with respect toy , is
(1-5,,) 2P,y (BAxkieh) (1-5,,) § A e o [l ¥
JsJ dxk,q JsJ z o 1217” 1xJ" p”P<~II)p(II) 5J
1oL g, g o <§> (E)
LR T A s (896)

D Dp
z lf 12 7" 1xj" p"pi//)l’ Vi
S) (E (P
I’j(( ]JS; ) (ZP 1VEirA/Xilp el(pjp /.p \/ \/l’/ I’p )

(z g 1217// 1 J" ”P<//)P<//)>
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and evaluating about the expansion pdint = % gives

0p; #(BAx}.{0})
(1-0;) g —— -

_ [ (S) [ (S) (E) Qg 0
Oxq (=% (1_5j,./'/) |:% Pj Py Pq 6k;je(pj’qe ¥

+% /p55> /(s>p<E> e
Dl’k \/P/ VP Pq ( i i(pj’pei(pj,’pl’;ﬂ)]

= () [Q \/;\/;p e (8 + )
Dpk \/; (S PqE ( DE i@}l,ei%,'png))].

(B97)

c. Second order (same) term of &(207?)

The second partial derivative with respect to the sameevaluated aboytr} = 4 i

D IS
dzﬁ" il (E,{x},{(p})
(1-0y) —57——

g =gy R eme T T
q =3
. ) 3 2
_ %2 l‘ijeil(pﬂ-q ( (S)) 2 p(S) (p((IE)) 5kj

l(que l(quvp/ \/ pt] 6/(]

(B98)
1)22 P§S) (p( )) : (PEIE)) ePiae 1 q O
e \/;\/7( ) ¢Pae P (8 + & )
s Y ) (straemee )]

One needs to sum over all possible derivatives. Puttinghegehis for the samey , second derivatives gives

1 D5f2
Tz zE 20

3 T T Y (1= 8 ) x
{x}*p

=

{x} (Pl @,

l—|

p({x}, =@, — @, — @)

=5 (B99)
42 ﬁp({x} P02 ) IP({x}, —Pr.— P2 —¢p)
dxk dxkq {x}:%
+5({x}7(2|.7¢27"'%)ap({X} ;pl — 2= p)
a =3
The first term to calculate for the samg; is
Lo 0% (), o) |
21 z z Z(l_élle) [9)62 p({x}v_qolv_(pZa"'_%”{x}:%
T k=1q=1jj k.q {x}=3%

3 S 12 2 [\/p] \/p z i%peﬂpj/,ppg’E)} »
J/p 3 2
2 o —iQ. S S E . i, s 3 5 E
[_%el%e Wy \/ Pj’ 'pl 5k7j_ %e’%e 4 (plg-)) pﬁ,)( ( )) &

Pq

, ; s S 3 2 ,

— D_2 el(pf»‘ieil(pf/»q pﬁs) pis)pSIE) %, i — D_2 p(S) (p(;g)) 2 (pSIE)) "ijeil(pj/ q 6k g
D2

T2

J J

VTV (A7) om0 80 202 () TV () (52

e Pre P pE,E)):|
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2 2 2 2 3
= =y v (1-8;) P (P(qE) &= o v Y (18, 5) Pﬁs)) Yy (Pq ) ) &,
5 2 5 2 3
-5 Zij.J, 2551(1—5, ,/)pﬁ-s)pf) (pf;E)) &y — oy N J,z 1(1-9; ,‘/)ps-s> (pg‘f)) (PqE)) O
— O S s (18 ) pi”pﬁf) (ng> (8 + e 1)

D2 Zp(2B) ( Zs(ZB D2 Zp(3B) ZS ZB Zs 38 _ D2 Zp(2B) (1_ zs<2m)
8 ZZ(B) 22(B 4 P 8 ZZ(B) Z5(B)
2 Zp (36

2
_p225(30) ((2528) _ Z(3B) | _ 02 Z Zs(ZB) zS<3m + D22 (22 _Zab))
T A 0 2w ) B \ e e Z®) \ZB) ~ Z®)

_ D2 Z(2p) (1 ZS(ZB D2 Z£(3B) Zs(ZB _ZsB3B) ), p2ZE2B) (Zs(zﬁ) Z§(2B))
LA ZZ(B) Z(p) Z(B) Zi(B)

ZB)  Z5(B) (B100)

and the middle term to calculate is

|

1q 1jj axkv‘l

=5 Zqzl Y (1= 5;‘-,./") X
%W@ Py e e ¥ (8 ;+ 8 y) - DPIQS)\/W \/I’T'S)p(f) (Zfil etr s p E’E))} 8
2P e e (8 + &) — Do PP o (S e i o pf?)}
= Gy, (- ) soep ) (b ))2 (3 + %)
— D? Zk,, (1-9;7) Zq 1Pk I’gs)l’.( ) (PE, ))3 (O +Ojr)
1 p? Zk,, (1-6;) 52 ( pt ) p§_ >p.5_§) (ng))z (ZDEl (p;E))Z)

D% Z5(2B) (1 _Zs(2B)\ _ o2 2e(3B) [ Zs(2B) _ Zs(3p) 2 Z£(2) §(28)  Z3(2B)
2% (%5 P <Z§<ﬂ> Z?(B))“LD o (5% 5% (B101)

aﬁ({x}v —Q,—@, - — (h))
{x}:% 0xk’q

=3

Putting this all together for the samg; gives

1 ey 02f202
2!

=14=1 axl%,q (=3

A A g (%5 -4%)
w20t (55 - 58) + £ 8 (%)
-0 (555 48 (58 -5

— _Ap2ZCB) ( Zs(2B) _ Zs(3B) 222(25> 75(2B) _ Z2(2B)
= % <Z§(ﬁ) z§(ﬁ)>+3D (0] (zﬁ(m Zm)- (B102)

d. Second order (different) term of & (207)

The differentx; , second partial derivatives, evaluated abpijt= |s

02,3”., (B, {x},{o})
(1_ 5}.’],) (1— O k’5q,q’) Oxpq Oxpr o {x}=3
=5
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= (1-9;7) (1-8udyy) x
DTZ WWPEP e & 8y 18,y
~E ) e e
42 \/7\/7,7 AOae "V & 8 18,
- \/;\/>Pq p Vei®ae 9§,

—717“ R P§E>p(/) ¢ha eV &

® p§s> p<s> ng>p<,> 90 5,

+2D2 p pk’ /pj /p pq p ; ( e el(pj,pefi(pj/,p P;,E)):|

= (1 5 1 6kk'6 )

\/p, WP P etae % (8 By + 8 B ) 8y
2o /Y \/ s p )¢9 (8 + &) (B103)

—717(5) Pﬁs) P(S)P§E>p(/) ae W (8 j+ 8 )

L20? ) /p§S B pif)pl® (Z E B0 ng>)}

where the terms have been combined.
One needs to sum over all possible derivatives. Puttingtegehis for the differeniy , second derivatives gives

Dy Ds Dg D, 2
1 S S E E 1 5 6 0 f20_2
21 Z ( = Gk CI-,CI/) 0 0

o = = 1q 1 Xk,qg OXK

=3

D D 21B({x}, 0.0, B}, — O — . —
= B ISR (1 8ty 51 (1-8)) TR eecpil acecal|
49, =i
= B T St Sy (L= wdyy) 305 (1= 85) x
%ﬁﬁ({x},—%—@,---—%)\

=3
4 9P(x} 9.0 @p) IP({x}. — 01— =) b (B104)
Oxpq oxy g (=2
+ 0p({x}, @1, @, @) 0P({x}, —@1,—@,—@D)
oxyr 1 Oxp g 1
4 (=4

. 25015} — 01— e
+ P ({x}, 01 .- gp) RSB e )

dxk,q dxk/,q/

{x}—%} '

We need to sum over all possible derivatives. The first teremtlyze for differenty, , is

1 DS Ds Dg Dg

(925({)6}, 4017(027%)
(11— x0, 1-0; «
2! k 1k/ 1(] 142 ok Z( j’]) 0quaxk/’q/

= 53 z 12 130 (1- 5kk, &) 355 (L=8; ) x
\/pj \/Pj/ ( 55 0 1P p ( ))]
D PP P ePiae W (8 80y + BB j) By
- P/(C/S) \/Pﬁs) \V P v P(E)P(E) e ¥ (8 j+ 8 p)
1/1755 (S "pJLIe l(pj q (5k’ —|—5k/ /)
+ 2D2 pk pk’ /pj /pj' pq pq, (Zpil el(pj»Pe*l‘pj/,p péE))]

5({)&'}, O, =@, — %)l{x}:%
=5
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D, s
B % z z 12 ZD’E 1 (1 0w0,q) Zj,,si’ (1-9;7) P5 >P(/)
z][—?/E L t(pj s elfpjl 1,/p§JE):| %
2 o _iny
DT p( ) ePiae "9 (51(’]6/(/’]-/ + 6k,j’6k’,j) 5(]’(]/
2 o i
_ D7 p]({/) pt(] )p(/E) e"”l»qe (P] g (6k7j + 6/(’]‘/)
i ><§>£1 zI;fZ >i%<qE?ﬂ(pj,Z (0 +.r) &)
+2D2 Py Py Pq P / (zpil e'Pire *l(pj/,pp
S
= 33O 12 L (1= 8p8,) 32 (1= 8,) P x

[DZ (pé N (88 +8s80) By
" (ph ) ) (80+ 8. j)
( ) 5k/ +6k’ -/)
+2D2 ) piE >p(/E>( 2, (piF) )]
= 3 S k/:lij:lzj/:l (1-8,,) ()pES)X
B (8000 j+ 80 ;) (1—8ix) 2 Qé’f
P/((/> (O + O ) (ZZ((ﬁ)) Ok i ZE%Z))) (B105)

2 9 & 2:28) Ze(2p)
+2D% e 72 (1- 5 (B))]

__pk’

which multiplying out gives

1 Ds Ds Dg Dg
2! kzl kzl qzl qzl
= zl!zDS Py P
(6kj5kf 7+ OO0 ;=08 OO0 jy — & Oy O j
—5kk’5k/5k/ 7 — OO jr O+ Ok w ;& j Ot + Ok O 1 Ok O ) 7%((275))
_D_2p (6ijE(ZB — &% k/ZE(3ﬁ 5 | ZE(2B) 571,5“/ £(3B)

025({)(}5 q’hq’Zv(PD) =
) 0%y O o I p ({x},

(1-8ud,y) S (10
)JJ

@7"'—%)|{x}:%
/ =5
(_S)><

2 223 Z3(B) *J'Z2(B) Z3(B)
5,5 6ijE(2 +8, 10 ;O 23(([3)> 5 6kj ZE(Z + &; O j O % ([3)))
2
e (5k JZZEZQB — &G 23(([3 + &y ZZEz(ZB 5k B ZES(( g)
5,j,5k,,zzgzﬁ +8, 180 O (B)) 88,1 B2 + 8 8, O ZS(B)))
2 9,08 } 2:(28) 2:(28) (25
+2D% p P 2 g, (1=~ au 725 %% E(B))}

_ [ (1+1 Zs(2B)  Zs(2B)
20) ~ Z®)
_Zs(2B) zs<2ﬁ)+zs(2!3>+zs<26>) Zp(2B)
26~ 2p T Z2e T Z2e ) 26
_D? (ZE(Zﬁ) _ Zs(2B) Ze(3B) + Zp(2B)  Zs(2B) Ze(3B)
7 \Z2() ~ 2 2B T 2B ~ 2B 26
| 25(28) 2428) , Z5(3B) Z,(3B) _ Z5(2B) Zp(2B) _ Z5(3B) Ze(3D)
Z20) 2B T 208 20 2B ZB) 2B 2P
_D? (ZE(Zﬁ) _ Zs(2B) Ze(3B) + Zp(2B)  Zs(2B) Ze(3B)
7 \Z2() ~ 2 2B T 2B ~ 2B 26
| Z(20) 26(2B) | Z5(3B) Ze(3B) _ 25(26) Z6(26) . Z5(36) Z6(3P)
Z20) 2B T 2B 2B 2B ZB) T 2B 2P
2 7:2B) (1 Zs(2B) _ Zs(2B) Zp(2B) | Z2(2B) 7:(2B)
+D° 25 (1 Z2) ~ 2B ZB) T 7B Z226) )}




35

() 4

Zg(2B) _ Zs(2B) Ze(3B) _ Zs(2B) Zg(2B) + Zs5(3B) ZE(3B)
ZZ(B)  Z5B) 73(B)  ZEB) Zz(B) ' Z3B) Z(B)
4 ZE(2B) (1_ZS<2B> Zs(2B) 2¢(2B) +Z§<26>ZE<2B>)}

225) 728 2P 2B T 2B 2P
_ ) (1500 | 2 ) (528 40| 5220 5@ (1 2
= TP (1 zE(B)) 0% 2 2 ) P e 26 (1 ZE(B)) (B106)

which is not too pretty of an expression.
The second term (first middle term) to calculate is

05({X}, O, =@, — %)
=3 g t=3

1 DS DS DE DE 0~ , , oot
k 1k’ 1 —1q k.q

= 4 Z Z 12 quzl Zj,j/ (1— Ok Oy q) (1= 85 ) %
2 \/;\/ITP(E) e (8+ )
[Q \/IT \/17 Py e Pl U (84 B )
W @) p(E ( DE o9 (9 Pf?”

Zk:l k’:l 24:1 Zq/:1 21:1 2]":1 (1_ SwOyq) (105 ) %
[%2 P P p) 8 (8 + 0 ) (B j+ B )
e (ng>) ¢ (3 +07)
22 0 P (pu;)) (80480 7)
+ 020700y v py (Zfﬂ (p” )2)]
I S S T (1-8) p R
[%2 Z—ZE% (8 + ) (e + 0 y) (1— )
D22 p(S) (ZE(ZB — & ZE(3B ) (5]{7]_‘_51”)

|
ST

!
ST

kK 72 (
2
By (ZZE;Zﬁ ST & j+ )

) (
o e i) ()
= s sy pf ey X
[}122'5223 (5](7]51{/ +6kj’6k’ +6k16k’ ’+6kj’6k’ /) (1_5k7k’_5j7j’+6k,k’6j,j’)

2171(5) (5k]ZE((2[3)) 5k15kk’ ((3[3)) + 3 ZE((ZLE)) &1 Gkt ZE((3§))

5 /5k /—2% —+ 5] /5k /5kk’ ((B)) 5 ’5k/ (( )) —+ 5] /5k /’5kk’ ((B))) (B]_O?)
(s) Zp(2B Zp(2B £(3B
—1pt (5k , E<( LY <( )>+5k, P2 — & 60 AL
—5; 18 2 22( )18, 8 10 2R B) ~&; 100 Z;( +8;. 180 1O <(ﬁ)>)
() (5 Z2B) 5 5 s Ze(2B)Y (Ze(2B)
TP P \1 0w g 51»/ 0510k 72 5] ) (z,%(m )]
which is simplified to
1 Ds Ds De Dg s 05({x}7¢17¢27%) 05({x}7_(2|.7_¢27”'_%)
5 Z Z (1— 5/(,/(/5(1,(]/) Z (1— 511/) ax . ax .
FE=14=14=1 i ka (=3 Ka =5
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_ D? [; Zg(2P) (1— ZS(ZB))
2t |2 z2(p) 73(B)
1 (ZE( _ Zs(2B) Z(3P) + Zg(2B) _ Zs(2B) Ze(3P)
2\ z Z5B) Z3(B) ' Z2(B)  ZZ(B) ZZ(B)
Zs(2B) Z,

( B) ZS(3[3) Ze(3B) _ Zs(2B) Ze(2B) | Zs(3P) ZE 3[3
T ZB) 2 ( ) T 76 AB)  AB) ZE) BB
_1 ( _ Zs(B) Zg(3) | Zp(2B) _ Zs(2B) Zp(3P)
2 (%~ %0 26 T AB 2B AB
2420 2,2 +Zs(3B)ZE(3B) 2D 00) | 2 2D )

1

Z(B) Z5(B)  Z(B) ZE(B)  Z5(B) ZE(B) ZS(B

(1_23(213) Z(2B) _ 75(2B) | Z( ZB Z( zrs ) (ZE (28) )}
Z5) 2B 26 T 20

_ D? [1 Zp(2P) (1_25(2[3)) Zg(2P) +ZZS(2[3)ZE( 3B) ZS(Zﬁ) Zp(2P)
21 |2 72(B) 75(B) ZZ(B) 75(B) Z3(B) 22 (B) 7z (B)
1+ 2430 2(30) _ Zo(28) 7(28) n zz(m) z,%(zm }
Z3(B) Z3(B) Z5(B) Z;(B) z(B) Z3(B)
D2 Z(2B) 25(2B) 225(38) (Zs(2B) | Z5(38) \ _ D2 Z3(2B) Zs(2B) (1 _ Zs(2B)
4 ZZ(p) (1 ZZ(B)) +D Z3(B) <z§(ﬁ) + z§(5>> 2 7;(B) Z5(B) (1 ZE(B)) (B108)

which is also not a pretty expression.

The last two terms give the same results as the first two, #irayeare complex conjugates of the first two terms. For exampl
the fourth term is the complex conjugate of the first term, taedesult after the averaging over thg} is real, so the final result
for the fourth term equals the final result for the first term.

Collecting the four terms gives the final result for the difiet-; , second derivatives to be

1 Ds Ds Dp Dg 92 o2
1 1 O, 10, ¢
2! kzlkzlq 14 z H 0xch9xk/ =1

_ D2 Z(2B) (1_ZS<ZB>) + 202 %) (Zs 20 _ 258) )
E

2 7B Z(B)
B (-52)-E 42 (- 49)
0 (-9 -0 55 4 (- 5)
wp (-58) IR ) e109)

which is the same as the samg; term except for a negative sign.

e. 0", I and 2" terms of £(20?)

To second order one has the final expression &, ow that allg, , have correctly been taken into account,

1 1\2\ Ds De 0%f,52
G@(fzo-Z) = éa(f202|{x}irl)) + EG@ ((X_B) ) kz Zlax—gq

=1q

=3

1 1 1\ & & 2l 02 frg2
(D) 3) BEE S
2! D = lkzq 12 hk 0xkqu/ !

q

-

)
22:3) ( Zs(2B) _ Zs(3p) 2 2¢(2B) (Z5(2B) _ ZE(2B)
( { Rl <z§<m z§<ﬁ>>+3D A (5 Z“(B))]
. 22:038) (25(28) _ 238)\ _ 52 Z2B) 25(28) (1 _ Zs(2B)
+ (- pebr) {4’) Z ) <Z§(B) ) - a1 z%mﬂ
_ 228) (1 %5(2B)
= 25 (%7

D1\ | _42GB) [ 2s(2B)  Zs(3p) Z2(2B) (zs(2B) _ Z5(2B)
+(<D+1>) 4z§<ﬁ> <z§<m z§<m>+3 Z4(B) (z§<m z;‘(m)}
(_ 1 ) 42e@B) (Zs(2B) _ Zs(3B) \ _ gZE(2B) Zs(2p) (1_zs(2/3>)

) Z2B) \ Z2(B)  Z(B) z(B) ZZ(B) Z2(B)
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_ Zp(2B) (1 _zs2B)\ 4 D Ze(3B) [ Zs(2B) _ Zs(3B) D Z2(2B) (Zs(2B)  ZE(2B)
%R (1 z§<ﬁ>) Ao ) (ZE(B) zg(p>)+3<p+1> Z5(B) (z§<ﬁ> Zé(ﬁ))- (B110)

Equation[[BIID) is written as Eq.{27) in the main text, bwvigten in terms of free energies rather than partition fiors.
In the limit of high temperaturgd — 0), one has thalz (0) = Dg andZs(0) = Dy to give

2
i _ Dg (1_Ds\ _4.D Dg(Ds_Ds D%(D__&
ims o6 (o) = B (1-B5) ~aal (B -B1) +3s2atk (3
— 1 (q_ 1)\ _4bebs 1 (1 1 _|_3DED51 11
— Dg Ds D+1 pZ \ Dy — p? D+1 p2 \Dy ~ D2
E S E N Blll
— 1) 11 (1 (B111)
~ Dg Dg D+1 Dg Dg
_ D 1 (Ds—Y)
= D¥iDg D
1 De-1

One can perform an expansion ab@ut 0 (temperaturd =c). In particular, use that the average internal energy fer th
environmentis given by

(E ), = — TPl 2 (8112)
s
0237;;1[5) = —n(EnB))g Ze(nB). (B113)
Similarly for the derivatives ofs(n) for the system,
L) — (B B 25(0B). (B114)

Taking the limit3 = O gives the average internal energy at infinite temperatu@,andUo@, for the environment and system,
respectively. Thus

dzz(gﬁ )‘ =-nU0®¥Dy  and ‘92373;3) = —nU¥ Dg. (B115)
B=0 B=0
Note that
7] Zg‘(nﬁ) anrEnilDE (E) anrEnDE (E)
- = ____"E 7= - = =0 B116
0B (ng(ﬁ) B0 DrEnn U°° DrEnn+l U°° ( )

and similarly for the syster#ig. Thus, the first order term in the expansion alfut 0 vanishes. This gives that for smglithe
Taylor expansion is

Ds—1
& (fog2) =~ DeDs+ 1

The second order terms should be in terms of the heat cagmattconstant volumég , andCs,,, since

+0(B?) . (B117)

— kgB? |2 9%, B)_( 1 azs(g))z (B118)
= "BE\Z(B) " ap2 Zs(B) 0B :
In order to calculate more easily the second-order termnelefi
Ze(neP) Zs(nsp)
¥ - d Rs(nsP) = Zmsiay B119
eneP) = Ze(gy  and R(nsB) = s (B119)

and evaluated g8=0 gives

Re(neB)lg—o = Zejpel) 5o (B120)




The first derivative is

ORg(meB) _ 9 [ Ze(neB)
7 w\ 75
_ 1 0Zp(ngB)  npZp(npB) 0Zp(B)
zF(B) OB ZE By 9B
_  _neZg(neB) + M£ZE (1)
2208) (5 (1)) -+ 2E00) (£ ()
and evaluated g¢ = 0 gives
IRE (ngB)

‘ _ 9 [ Zg(ngB)
oo = B\ )|,

_neZp (neB)

20 (B 0sf))s |+ D (B

(E) e p=0
_ _ngDp ngDg
= 0.
The second order derivative is
PRp(ngB) 92 Zg (ngB)
ap? - op? ZF (B)
_ 1 0°Zg(ngP) n 1 90Zp(npB) 9Zp(B)
ZEE(B) 0p2 EZ"EH(B) B B
_ ngZg(ngB) 0°Zg(B)  np  9Zp(B) 0Zg(ngB) | ng(ng+1)Zg(ngB) (
ZE By 9B zETp) 9B OB ZE ()

or using the definition of the specific heat as

0%Zg(neB) _

a2
with the limiting result

9225 (ngB)
B?  |g—

gives

02Rg (nepB) ‘
B |p_g

Note that both

ORE(nePB)

o Lo_o

% Bz Zg(neB) Ce v(neB)

_ _k”% Zr(nePB) C, V(nEB)‘B:O

= kBBZDECEV( )

0

_ 9% ( ze(ngB)
- 552 Z:’SE(B
_ E 1

DE \ ksB?

) |50
) DeCea
_ (nggfl> (~252) DeCra(e2)
1

DgCg ()

=

DE
__ ng CEV(‘”) ng _

- kg BZ DnEfl D2E71
nE(ngfl) CE,V(W)

= — _oqyr 1 -
kg B2DGF

ORE(ngPB)

=0.
B ‘BO,nEl

and ifng =1

These greatly cut down on the number of non-zero terms fronflEGL0). One has that

9p% | ZZ(B) Z5(B)

(O+1) Z3(B) \ Z(B)  Z3(B)

ﬂ[&@)@_ﬁ%» 4D am>6ﬁm_am0

D ZZ(2B) (Zs

+3wm 71

(2B) ZZ(ZB))] ‘
B=0

ZB)  Zg(B)
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(B121)

(B122)

(B123)

(B124)

(B125)

(B126)

(B127)
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_4D |:6CEt(°°>(i_i)+lCSt()(L_i)jl
D+1 | kgB2D% \Ds D3 Dz keB? \Ds D?
ACpy(©) (1 1 1 Cop(®@) [ 2 8
+3D+1 [k B2D3 (DS_D_§)+D2 ks B2 D—S—D—g)]
_ ZCE,V( )(DSfl) 12C51( )
o ksB2D D kgP?

-4 (D1+1)k B2 [3CEV( )(DS_1)+CSV( )(DS—3)]
2Cg, Csyv
+3 0k [ £ (s — 1)+ S5 (D2~ 4)}

kB2

_ Cey() D Cs.v(0) (Ds—1)
= Gl [21)5—1 24051 L 10 (DH)FDS,(BBZ[ 2 gl ]

b } . (B128)

Therefore the final result to second order agut 0 is

Ds—1 1 Cr., -1 Ds—1 2Cs., 3D2—4Dg—8
& (fa02) = DS+1+EBZ{ £ (%) [21)5 1240571 45 Ds ]+ s () [—1+2M

Dkg[32 D+1 De(D+1) D kg 32 D+1

(B129)
One has to be cautious about the low-tempera{Bire-(4+) limit, since the analysis requires thatHsg) be small. Then the
partition function can be written as

. Ds—gs ®_g©® S
(s) - ( (s)
Z5(n) = P50 <gs+ 5 el >> s 850 PE (B130)
=1
Similarly for the partition functiorZg (n3). Thus one has

_ B D 1 (1 1
Mg 10 & (f2g2) = & (1_5) TDHLZ (5_552) (B131)

This expression goes to zero if the system ground state is _ H()\)/l —en)9H(A)
. =e dée
non-degenerate. For a highly degenerate system groumd stat oA
(gs > 1) the expression goes tgde. Thus, in principle, one

could use any system wigy > 1 and for alarge bath — +  Then one has

at very low temperature measufd f,,2) in the system and

from that deduce the degeneracy of the ground state of the . -
bath. o P~ e PHoy

1) (B133)

aeiﬁHoiﬁéH[

_ o BHo /’1dgefﬁsH (“BH) pen eBH}’ 3
0 oA A—0

1
(1— { / & e PEHop oPEHo }m) e P (B134)
Our goal is to calculate in perturbation theory the expec- 0

tation for o2, up to first order in the interaction Hamiltonian _ _BHp L BEHep —BEH,
AH; in Eq. (B1). We then will show that for particular com- ¢ 1- /0 dée He BA | . (B135)

mon symmetries this first order term is zero.

Let us start with a formula from Wilcox, J. Math. Phys. The wave function we start our dynamics with is given by

1967 (Eq. 4.1 of that papef) [51] of Eq. (B8). The first order perturbation comes from both the

ae aH( ) denominator and numerator of EQ. {B6). First let us deal with
/ dEeFHA T ¢ ¢ M) (B132)  the denominator. Up to the first order, we have

10. Coupled entirety

1
(Wole PH W) = (Y| e BHo _ { /O d& e PéHopy, [BEHo } BAe PHo L 0(A?) | W)

1
= (Wole P |Wg) — BA (W /0 d&e PeHop e~ PL=OHo 1wy 4 7(22)
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1
— (Wo| e BHo |Wg) — BA /O dE (Wo| e BEHo e BI-EHo |Wo) 1 9(A2), (B136)
|
According to the results in Re 0], for largewe have Ns Ne
g LHo] g= Hye==3 5 3 M. (B141)
=1 /=1a=xyz
TrA ~ D (Wo| A|Wo) (B137) R

whereS and! are referring to the spin/2 operator of the sys-
whereA is an operator which is acting on-dimensional €M and environment respectively, then the first order térm o
Hilbert space. Then the denominator of Hg.l(B6) reads the denominator of Ec[.(B6) is zero. To see this, we apply an
unitary transformatio® which transforms§ — —Sandl — 1
1 or S — S andl — —I to the first order term. The transfor-
D (Wo|e P |Wo) ~ Tre PHo— p) / d&Tre PéHopy,e~B(1-%)Ho mation does not change the Hamiltonidlp = H + Hg, but
0 change the HamiltoniaH; into —H;. One has

= Tre PHo — BATre PHoH, . (B138)
Tre PHoH; = TrvU e PPoU U Hy = —Tre PHoH;,
If we restrict the Hamiltonian into the Heisenberg type vihic (B142)
is given by Therefore, the first order term has to be zero.
Now up to the first order, we have
s—1 Ns
Hs==2% 2.2 JSis]  (B139) (Wole P! |Wo) ~ Tre PHo/D = 7o/D (B143)
(=1 j=i1+10=Xy2
Ng—1 Ng whereZy is the partition function of the unperturbed system.

Hp = — Z z z QY17 (B140)  Then the wave function is thus given approximately by
=1 j=rtla=xyz

!
D

Wo) ~ [ = e PH/Z|p

W) VZs ¢ |Wo)

1
_ /2 (1— { / d& e PeHol2p PEHo/2 }B/\ /2+ ﬁ()\z)) ¢ PHo/2 gy (B144)
JO

Zo
The corresponding bra is

D _
(Wg| ~ Z_0<Lu(0)|e pr/2

_ Z20<q_,(o)|675H0/2 <1_ {/OldEerHo/ZHleﬁfHo/Z }B/\ /2+ ﬁ()\z)> . (B145)

The density matrix of the entirety+ E is given by

p=|Wg) (Wl

= 2 e PHI W) (ol PHI2
Zy
D

. {e*BHo/Z |Wo) (W ¢ BHo/2
Zp

1
_%,\efBHo/Z |Wo) (Wl e*BHO/Z/ A& ePEHO/2 o~ BEHO/2
0

1
—g/\ /O d& e PEHo/2 Ry PEH0/2 o=BHO/2 |y (Yo | ¢ ~BHO/2 4. ﬁ(/\z)}. (B146)
In the energy basiig]Ei,,> = |E;) \EI,)} of the unperturbed system, the random wave function is diyen
Ds Dg
|Wo) = Zl z dip|Eip) (B147)

whered;, is a Gaussian random number afid |d;,|> = 1. Hence, the density matrix of the random state is given by

Ds Ds Dg Dg

W) (Wol| = ;Z Z Z dipd;, |Eip) (Ejq| - (B148)

J=1p=1g¢=1
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Tracing out the degrees of freedom of the environment, ose ha

Ds Ds Dg

Trg [Wo) (Wo| = ZI Z z dipd;, |Ei) (Ej] . (B149)

Substituting Eq.[(B1I48) into Ed._(BIK6), the density matfithe entiretys + E reads

D Ps Ds De De

PR — Zo ; z z dipd; { ~BE;p/2 |Eyp) (Ej| o BEja/2

J=1p=1
1
_g)\efﬁEip/Z‘Eiﬁ <qu‘e*I3qu/2/ dseﬁijq/zHle,,;gHo/z
JO

1
- g)\ / d& e PEHo/ 2y BEEp/2,~BEip/2 |Eip) (Ejq e PEIa/2 ... } . (B150)
0

Tracing out the degrees of freedom of the environment, wainliie reduced density matrix of the syst&m

p=Trgp
D Ds Ds Dp Dp Dg

dipd’, { e PER/2(E; |E)) (Ej,| Er) e PFial?

~ o 22 2, 2, ot e PO B |E) (B E
1

_g Ne BER2(E, |E,y) (E | e PEinl? / dE PEE /2 o~ BEHO/2 | )
0

1
_E (E|A / & e BEHOI2y BEE 26-BE 2|5, ) (E,| E,>eBE,-q/2+...}

DS Ds Dp Dp Dg

Zo ,;Z Z Zdlp { *BEi,z/25]p|Ei) <Ej\5lqe*BEfq/2

p=1lqg=1I=
1
_gf\ e PERI2), |E) (Ejq| e PEial? /0 & PEEi/ 2 o BEHo/2| )

1
_g (Ej| A / dée*BfHo/ZHIerEip/Ze*BEip/Z ’Eip> <Ej’ 5lqefﬁEjz1/2+ .. } ) (B151)
JO

Then the elements of the reduced density matrix of the syStémthe basis that diagonalizék, reads

Bry = (/| B|Ey)
p Ds Ds DE DE Dg

PP DD PX AL RCATI AL T
0 3 =1 p=14=1/
1
—g)\ eiBE"l’/z(S[p <E,’/ |E,> <qu| eiBqu/z/ dfeBEqu/2H1€735H0/2 |E[> ‘E]-/>
o ;

1
—g)\ (Ey| (E| / dE e PEHo 2y oPEE/20~BEn/2 |, S (| Ej,>5,qeﬁ’5m/2+---}
p Ds Ds Dg D Dg

T Z ;Z > 2 Zd,,, e PE0/28, 8,8, 8,0 PEnl?

J=1p=1q=1I=
1
_g NePERI25, 50~ BEi/2 /O 48 PEENI2 (| Hy |y e PEEN2
1
_g)\ / d&e BEEn/2 (Ey| Hy ‘Eip> eBEEip/ZefBEip/chj/j@qefBqu/Z +-. } ) (B152)
0

Let us look at the different orders of termisof the reduced density matrix. The zero oder is
_ D 2 £, /2
OBryhro = 7, 3 dudpe Pl bl (B153)
0 /=

which is the term we have analyzed for the uncoupled entifiétg first order is

_ B Ds Ds Dg Dg Dg 1 E./2
OB =507 5 3 5 3 5 dy e P2, b BN [ AE NI iy 1y ) P
' 0 J=1p=1¢=1I=1 0
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1
+ / d&e PEENI2 (B | H, |Eip) erE"P/ZeBE"P/Zéj/j&qeﬁEfq/z}

p Ds De Dg
Z 3 Zd"d ¢ BEN/2, BEq/Z/ dEPEENI2 (E; | Hy |E)y e PEENI?
J=1q=1I=

DSDEDE ' Ey /2 Eiy)2 —BEi,/2 —BE /2
2 Z Z Zid"pd}?z,/o dge PEENI2 (B | Hy |E;p) P4 Fir/2ePEin 2Pl

ZZO

DEEE op Ens2 [t Eip/2 _BEE,,)2
(j—iq—p) :_E A Z Zi ~BEw/ {di’/d?pep n/ / d&ePEn/2 (Ey| Hy [Epy)e P01
0 ]J 1/= 0
+dipdy, / dEe PEENI2 By | Hy | ;) PSFi/2ePEN 2} : (B154)
0

We also need the complex conjugate of the reduced densityxmahe zero order is

- Dk -
G(B; ) x0 - % Z dd e PEn 126~ PE1/2, (B155)
The first order is (Ei, |H/|E ) is real for the Hamiltonian we are interested in.)

~ B,D s Pe D E 2 ! Em /2 EE . m/2
ﬁ(pi ")A 1= ——F7=N= Z Z eiB i///],//// d;l/udi///p///eiﬁEillm/2/ drfeﬁ'f i///l’//// <Ei”’p”/ ’ H[ ’Ei’l’”> eiB j/l”//
j 2 ZO I 1 17— 1]/// 1 ’

+ d/// ///d i / dfe BEEm /2 <E /]///|H[ ’E/// /// BSE/// ////2 EE /l////Z} (8156)

The expectation value far? that we want to calculate is

2 ~ 2 2 ~ 2 2 e~
i'#j i"#j i'#j
The orden © term foro? is
2 x
06 @)0=3 5 (0 (Ps8ir) 0
i#)
D 2 Ds Dg Dg
(=2 & (doyd® dnd ) e PEN/2BEj1/24=BEyy |2 ,~BEjin/2 B158

which is the term being analyzed for the uncoupled entiratl the approximation in the main text.
The order\ ! term forg? is (in the following,a andb are symbols for the calculation terms)

Dg

06 @)= 3 ¢ (0 (puiy),,)
iI'#]
=3 (0@ (5),, 0G0 (53) )
']
- B, 2
=ab"+a b-—(%) E/\ﬂiﬂﬁ(

Dg
Put a Z di/ld;f,]efBE,.,l/2[[35/1/2X
=

ui u BS DE DE 1
= Z /Z eBEip/z{ ;7[//dipeipEi,l///2/ dE@BEEiP/Z <Eip|HI |Ejll//> eiBEEj""/Z
1=1p=1]

+d d/[/// df@ EgE/l”/2<E/l//|H1‘E > BEE’p/Z BE/IN/Z}
_l’_

Putb* " i |

/”*)P
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Dg
Put a* /Z d,[”d e BE/,///Z —BE /1///2

Ds Dg Dg

1
Put b Z z Zle*BE"P/Z {di/zdi*;;eBEi/l/Z/ dEPEE/2 (Eip| Hy ‘Ej/z>e”3'5Ej'1/2
=1p=1i= 0
1
+ dipdy / dEe PEENI2 (Ey | Hy | ;) ePEFir/2ePEN/ 2}) : (B159)
7 Jo

The summation indices are all the same, so we pull them otietérom of the sum

( ( 2)) D ZB Ds Ds Dg Dg Dg
0 (& (20 Z—(—) =A & 21
Al
ZO 2 i’;j’ i= ij_l'Zl[Zl
Put a di,ld;f,[e*BE,-/z/ZefBEj/z/ZX
’ 1
Putb* epEi,,/z{d;;[NdipeBEi,,///Z/() dEPEED/2 (E, | Hy |E ) e PEETII2
1
iy [ age B2 By |y ) B 2 RE 2

+
Put a* d;]”dj/l//e*ﬁEi/,///Ze*BEj/l///ZX

1
Putb ¢ PEr/2 {d,»/;d;‘peﬁEi’l/z/O dEePEE/2 <E,>,, | H; ‘Ej/,> e PEEI2
1
+ dipd, /O dEe PEEN/2 (B | Hy |E;y) erEfp/ZeBEw/ZH ) . (B160)

Rearranging the terms, one has

D)ZB Ds Ds Dg Dg DE[

0 (&(20%)),, = — (— ) Zl
(5 ))Al Z) 2 i’;j’ i= pzll’zllzl
o PEn/2,~BEj/2
1
Put ab* eiﬁEip/z {g (d'/[df//djl//dil’) eipEﬂ///z/ dEEBEE"I’/Z <Ei[7‘HI |E‘ll//> eiBEEj’l”/2

+g(d11d /[d d’[” / dE@ BEE,IN/2<EI]//|H]}E > BEE,I,/Z BE/,///Z}

e*BEi/l///Ze*BEﬂ///ZX
1
Put a*b e*BE,'p/Z {G@ (dztl”d]"[”di’ld?p) eiﬁEi,l/z/ dfeﬁgEip/z <E[p|HI ‘E]/[> eiBEEJI/l/Z
. 0 .

1
+ g(d;?,,,dj/,//d,',,d},) /O dEe PEn/2 <Ei,,|H,|Ei,,>eB<fEfzr/2eBEﬂ/ZH : (B161)
We want to use the expectation value identities
& (dadpdidy) = é"(|d|2|d|2) (Bayps + Oasdpy) + é"(|d| ) o3 Bary B (B162)

Notice that we do not have the teift{|d|*) as the indice# # j’. We check the term& (|d|?|d|?),

)

( ndd l//dip) & (|dP|d|?) 8117 Op1,ip (B163)

& (dudydiydyn ) = & (1d2Id[) 8111 0 (B164)

& (d;d, /lud/,d ) =& (1d12(d)?) & 118510 4 (B165)
o@(d,,,,d andipd ):£(|d|2|d|2) 8o i Oy 1. (B166)

Then we have
Ds Ds Dg DE DE

2 D\*B 2142)
P (g) BB 333 35
/Jl_P //



Putab*

Put a*b

Put ab*

Put a*b

Putab*

Put a’b

—(2) Brs(apary 5 [

o BEN/2,~BEs/2,

1
EiBEip/z {5[/[}[/1// 5j![’ipeiﬁE"/l”/2/0 dE@BEEip/Z <Eip | H[ |Ej/l”> 6‘7B6Ej,],l/2
1
+ 5i’l,ip5j'l7j’l” A dEeiBéEi/l///z <El~ll//|H[ |Eip> @BEE[I’/ZEBE//I///Z}

e*ﬁEi/,u/Ze*BEj/l///Z %

1
eiﬁEil’/Z {5’/1// »/154/1// ipeiﬁEi'l/z/ dfeﬁgEil’/z <E |H1 |E"l> eiBgEﬂ/z

+ 51"[” Jip /l” /1/ dfe EE’l/z /[|H1|E > Bszp/z ﬁE /1/2}]
ﬂ#j/
Dg 1
> efﬁE"’l/ZefﬁEf’l/Ze’ﬁEj’l/zefﬂE"”/z/ dEPEN2(E | Hy |Eyy)e PEENI?
=1 0

Dg 1
+ ZlfﬁE’”/ZefﬁEj’l/zefﬁE’”/Z / d&e PEENI2 (B | Hy |Ey) eBEEi/l/ZEﬁEj,]/Z}
JO
+
Dg 1
Z e*ﬁEi/l/Ze*ﬁEj/l/ze*ﬁEj/l/Ze*ﬁEi/,/Z/ dEeBEEj/l/z <Ej/l ‘ H; ’Ej/l> e*ﬁgEj/l/z
= 0

Dg 1
" Zle/35,./,/26/35!.,,/263@.,1/2/ dE o BEEN/2 <Ei,]|HI|Ei,]>eﬁ§Ei/,/zeBEJ.,,/2H
= 0

__ (%)Zgwﬂdlzldlz) % % l

ey =
{eiﬁEi/leiﬁE"/’ (Eju|Hi |Eju)+ e PEne PEN (B | Hy |Em>}
+
{erprne By

Hy|Ej) + e PEue PEI By | Hy |Ei’l>H :

The final results for the first order term of is

0 (¢(20%),

D\? 20 12 Ds Dg _BE, —BE,
1= = (Z_(J) B6£(|d| |d| ) Z Ze i'le jl(<Ej/l|HI|Ej/l>+<Ei//|HI|Ei/[>)-

iZj =1

Changing the indice$ — i, j/ — j andl — p, we have

0 (£ (20%),

E
- ( )355 d2ldP2) ze*ﬁEfﬂe*ﬁEw<<Efp\H1\Efp>+<E,~p!H1\E,~p>>-

i#jp=1

Note that if one seB = 0, the first order is zero and the results for the State from [39] are retrieved.
Changing the sum

gives

0 (& (20

- (z) e
—-(2 2 £ ((dPidP)
2.

Dg Dg Dg
> =503
i#] [

Ds Ds Dg

zz z e BEtp BEJI’ < lp‘H1|Elp>+<E/P‘HI‘EH’>)

o p=1

w33

2P (Eip| Hy \E,',,J

Ds Ds
& (dPaP?) Yy (1-8y) Ze Pine™PEir ((Eip| Hy |Eip) + (Ejp| Hr |Ejp))
toJ P=

44

(B167)

(B168)

(B169)

(B170)

(B171)
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_DS DS DE
Z Z e BEil’eiﬁEjp <Eip’H1 ’Eip>

D
=—z( )Wucu af) |3
Ds Dg
$5- o)
1 p=1
Ds Ds Dk

(9) Ba (|ddP) Z; e
Z

Plic=PLie=2PEy <Eip, H; ‘Eip>

p=1
e ?PFr (Eip| Hy|Eip)

z(l; Bs (i) [DS 5SS o BB (1 )
=—2| = e ™ e "Te P (L i
7 g szl p| 2 | Eip
Ds Dg
22

=2 (2) Bo& (|d|?|d|?) {ZSTre*B”Se*ZﬁHEH,—ﬁe*zﬁ(HﬁHE)H,}.

ZBE'” ip‘ H; ‘Eip>

(B172)
By applying the same symmetry argument as above, transform-S and/ — I or alternatively transforr§ — S and/ — —1I,
one has

TrefBHSefzﬁHEHI
_Tre 28 (HSJFHE)HI.

Tre PHse2PHey+ iU =
Tre— ZB(H3+HE)U+H U=

Tre Plse~ ZBHEHI
Tre2B(Hs+HE) Hy =

(B173)
(B174)

The terms of traces have to be zero. Therefore, if theresexistate the second order term of. We may conjecture that the
such symmetry in the entirety+ E, such as the system with second order term is zero from the simulation results, aed th
the Hamiltonian described in Eqs._{B1B9-Bl141), the firseord o of the uncoupled entirety is a lower bond for tbeof the
of g?is coupled entirety.

0(6(20%)),,=0. (B175) We have not calculated the first-order term i(52).
However, the numerical results from Appendix A can be used
Calculating the second order termat is much more com-  to form an ansatz that the first order term either vanishes or

plicated as the perturbation term comes from both the denonis small for Hamiltonians with the symmetry that makes the

inator and numerator of Ed.(B6). We are not going to calcufirst-order term ofs (02) be zero.
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