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Abstract. In quantum systems theory one of the fundamental problems boils down to:
given an initial state, which final states can be reached by the dynamic system in ques-
tion. Here we consider infinite dimensional open quantum dynamical systems following a
unital Kossakowski-Lindblad master equation extended by controls. More precisely, their
time evolution shall be governed by an inevitable potentially unbounded Hamiltonian drift
term Hp, finitely many bounded control Hamiltonians H; allowing for (at least) piecewise
constant control amplitudes u;(t) € R plus a bang-bang (i.e. on-off) switchable noise term
I'v in Kossakowski-Lindblad form. Generalizing standard majorization results from finite
to infinite dimensions, we show that such bilinear quantum control systems allow to ap-
proximately reach any target state majorized by the initial one as up to now only has been
known in finite dimensional analogues.—The proof of the result is currently limited to the
control Hamiltonians H; being bounded and noise terms I'y with compact normal V.
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1. Introduction and Overview
1.1. MARKOVIAN BILINEAR QUANTUM CONTROL

The Kossakowski-Lindblad equation [25] 26l 30l 21] plays a central role in
quantum dynamics since it characterizes the infinitesimal generators of the
semigroup of all (invertibl) Markovian quantum maps.

As in [46] a quantum map (CPTP map@) is called (time-dependent) Marko-
vian, if it is the solution of a (time-dependent) Markovian master equation

F(t)=—(iH(t)+T(t)F(t), F0)=1, (1)

where Markovianity and CPTP property are guaranteed by the Kossakowski-
Lindblad form of I'(¢) in Eq. [B). Then for finite dimensional Hamiltonians
and noise terms one can show that those Markovian quantum maps (including
both, time-dependent and time-independent ones) are infinitesimal divisible
into products of exponentials of Kossakowski-Lindblad generators [46] hence
leading to Lie semigroup structure [14]. In contrast, non-Markovian quan-
tum maps (existing even arbitrarily close to the identity map) are Kraus
maps [27] that are not solutions of a Kossakowski-Lindblad master equation
and hence the set of all invertible quantum maps (including Markovian and
non-Markovian ones) has no Lie-semigroup structure (details in [46, [14] [39]).
For most of the work, we focus on the corresponding induced system X
acting on the state space D(H) of all density operators p and following the
time-dependent Kossakowski-Lindblad master equation of the form

p(t) = —(iH(t) + T(t)) (p(t)), (2)

where H(t) denotes the adjoint action of some time-dependent Hamiltonian
H(t) on D(H), i.e. H(t)(p) := adg(p) = [H(t), p] . For Markovianity take
the noise term I'(¢) in the usual Kossakowski-Lindblad form

L(t) ==Y w()y, with Ty (p) = 5(V[Vip+ oV Vi) — VipV) . (3)
k

The time dependence of H(t) is brought about by adding to the (usually
inevitable, possibly unbounded) system Hamiltonian Hy, bounded control
Hamiltonians of the type u;(t)H; to give H(t) := Ho+ > 7L u;(t)H;, where
the control amplitudes u;(t) € R are typically modulated in a manner at
least allowing for piecewise constant controls.

In the finite-dimensional case, an unambiguous separation of the dissipa-
tive part and the coherent part results by choosing the V), traceless—as de-
scribed by Kossakowski, Gorini and Sudarshan in the celebrated work of [21].

'aHere invertibility only means invertible as linear map, not necessarily as quantum map.
b opTP maps are linear completely positive and trace-preserving.
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In infinite dimensions, this separation is a bit delicate yet not crucial for the
sequel. More important is the restriction to compact noise terms Vj. In our
case of interest, the noise terms can be individually switched on and off (as
‘bang-bang controls’), so it suffices to study a single noise ter

L(t)(p) = v(t)Tv (4)

with v(t) € {0,74} and . > 0—w.l.o.g. we always assume v, = 1. With these
stipulations, we refer to the master equation (2)) as GKSL-equation henceforth.
In the limiting case of v(t) = 0 for all times, the control system of Eq. (2)
turns into a closed Hamiltonian system referred to as ¢, while for switchable
noise with a single V-term the system will be labelled Xy, .

Note that with the identifications A := ¢ Hy, B; := 1 H;, By := I'y and
X(t) = p(t) one formally gets a standard bilinear control system [41], 18]

X(t) = —(A+ Em: wi()B;)X(t) with X(0) = Xq,
§=0

also identifying ug(t) = ~(t). This covers a broad class of quantum control
problems including coherent and incoherent feedback [33] [17) [38], 22]. Acces-
sibility of such bilinear Markovian quantum systems (in finite dimensions)
was analysed i.a. in terms of symmetries in previous work [39].

In the following, we are interested in characterising the reachable sets of
Yy which take the form of a semigroup orbit

veachy, (po) == Ssy - po = {F(po) | F € Sx,, } (5)

where py € D(H) denotes an arbitrary initial density operator and Sy, is the
semigroup generated by the one-parameter semigroups

m
—t(s adHO+i > u]‘ade FupTly)
=1

— with uy,...,uy, € R, wugp € {0,1}.

e
If all involved operators are bounded, o Hiadm 9 350 uyadu; +uol'v) 4 given
by the exponential series and veachy;, (po) can alternatively be defined as the
collection of all endpoints p(7'), T' > 0 of trajectories of (2] for piecewise
constant controls and initial value p(0) = pg. For the general case (Hj
unbounded), defining teachy, , (po) via trajectories is problematic since Eq. (2
allows classical solutions only on a dense domain of initial states. Yet, Eq. (B
also works for unbounded Hy, as —(iadp, + ZZ;”ZI ujady, + uel'y) does
generate a unique strongly continuous semigroup (details in Appendix [D).

¢Clearly, collectively switched noise in the sense of v(t) = 74 (t) for all k is more subtle.
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We start the discussion by X, assuming for the moment that the noise is
switched off, i.e. y(t) = 0. In finite dimensions such a system is fully unitarily
controllable if it satisfies the Lie-algebra rank condition [42] 23] [6], [7} [13]

<iH07 ZH] |] = 17 27 s 7m>Lie = 511(7‘[) (OI' = U(H)) : (6)
Then reachable sets are unitary group orbits of the respective initial states
weachys, (p0) = {Upo U |U € UH)}.

If the Lie closure ¢ := (iHg,iH;|j =1,2,...,m)Lic in Eq. (@) is but a proper
compact subalgebra ¢ C su(?), one likewise gets a subgroup orbit now by
limiting U to elements of K :=expt C U(H), see, e.g., [13] 39].

Yet already in open finite dimensional quantum systems Xy, it is more
intricate to characterise reachable sets: In the unital case, i.e. for T'(¢)(1) = 0,
one finds by the seminal work of [43] [I] and [2] on majorization the inclusion

teachy(po) € {p € D(H)|p=<po}

as used in [47]. Henceforth, reachy(pp) denotes the closurd! of teachy (po).
In the special case I'(t) = v(¢)T'yv # 0 (where unitality of I'(¢) boils down to
normality of V') one can obtain equality even for unswitchable noise if there
are no bounds on the coherent controls ug(t) and already the control Hamil-
tonians (without the drift ¢Hy) satisfy (iH;|j = 1,2,...,m)Lic = su(H), a
scenario we called Hamiltonian controllable (fully H-controllable) [14] [35].
For many experiments this is hopelessly idealising unless one can switch
off the noise—a scenario studied below—because then one is allowed to “use”
also the drift Hamiltonian Hg for controlling the system in the course of
noise-free evolution. However, for all physical scenarios (requiring the drift
Hamiltonian H for full controllability of its Hamiltonian part) with sizeable
constant noise, the above inclusion is far from being tight and—even worse—
the overestimation of the reachable set increases with system size. In these
cases, Lie-semigroup techniques help to estimate the reachable set [14], [35].
Yet there are indeed instances of unitarily controllable systems of the
type Xy in which the noise can be switched as bang-bang control. An im-
portant experimental incarnation are superconducting qubits coupled to an
open transmission line [I0]. Then, for normal V', one can saturate the above
inclusion to get veach(py) = {p € D(H)|p=<po} as shown in [, B9]. In an-
other extreme, I'yy models coupling the system to a bath of temperature zero
(entailing V' is the nilpotent matrix o_). In this case reach(pg) = D(C™) [16].

Here the goal is to transfer the former result (with normal V') from finite
to infinite-dimensional systems on separable complex Hilbert spaces H.

141n both, finite and infinite dimensions, there is a canonical choice for the topology on
D(H)—we will come back to this point later.



1.2. MAIN RESULT

In infinite dimensions, establishing unitary controllability for ¥y is more in-
tricate. One of the most general results currently known is the following [24]:

Let Hy, ..., H,, be selfadjoint operators on a separable Hilbert space H. Fur-
ther assume that

(1) Hp is bounded or unbounded, but has only pure point spectrum. The
eigenvalues zj, k € N are non-degenerate and rationally independent.

(2) The operators Hy, ..., H,, are bounded and the set { Hy, ..., H,, } is con-
nected!q with respect to the complete set of eigenvectors ¢, € H, k € N
of H().

Then the unitary system
U(t)= —iHt)U(t) with U(0)=1, (7)
is strongly approximately operator controllable in the following sense:

Definition 1. The unitary control system () is called strongly approximately
operator controllable, if the strong closure (in U(H)) of the reachable set
veach(1) coincides with U(H).

The result can be generalized to eigenvalues x, k € N with finite mul-
tiplicities, but this requires more technical conditions on the control Hamil-
tonians: We have to ensure that trace-free finite rank operators commuting
with all eigenprojections of Hy are contained in the strong closure of the Lie
algebra generated by the H;, j = 1,...,m. More challenging are drift Hamil-
tonians with rationally dependent eigenvalues. However, they can be studied
in terms of certain non-Abelian von Neumann algebras; cf. [24] for details.
Similar results were derived earlier in terms of Galerkin approximations in
[5] and were refined more recently in [g].

If all Hamiltonians (including Hy) are bounded, we use approximate ver-
sions of the Lie algebra rank condition, the most straightforward one being

S

(iHo,iH;,il]j = 1,2,...,miLie = u(H). (8)
Using the continuity of the exponential map in the strong topology [24] it is
easy to see that this condition is sufficient for strong operator controllability
of (). Our conjecture is that it is not necessary, but counter examples are
not known (their construction is subject of current research). Stronger types

'*This means that the associated graph (which roughly speaking indicates where a tran-
sition from energy level k to [ is possible) has to be connected, cf. [24].
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of convergence can be achieved if all the Hamiltonians Hj;, j = 0,...,m
are even compact. Since the strong closure of the algebra K(H) of compact
operators is B(H), it is clear that Eq. () is implied by

(iHoyiH;|j = 1,2,...,m)nie = u(K(H)),

where the closure is taken in the uniform (operator norm) topology. If the
other implication also holds is still unclear, but unlikely. Note that a compact
operator can be the strong limit of a sequence in K(H) without being the
uniform limit.

Let us fix some final notations with regard to the GKSL-equation: B(H)
and B'(H) denote the spaces of all bounded and trace-class operators on
H, respectively. Thus D(H) C BY(H) is precisely the set of all positive semi-
definite (selfadjoint) trace-class operators with trace 1. Moreover, ||-||; stands
for the trace norm on B'(H) (see Appendix [A] for more detail on the trace
class). To begin with, all Hamiltonians Hy, H; are assumed to be taken from
B(H), while later Hy may be any unbounded selfadjoint operator.

In this setting, the operator solutions of (Il) are globally well-defined
(with respect to t € R) for arbitrary piecewise continuous controls (even more
irregular controls are admissible) and for each fixed ¢t € RT the corresponding
map is ultraweakly continuous (cf. footnote Fal) and cpTp. In particular for
constant controls they form uniformly continuous semigroups of ultraweakly
continuous CPTP-maps, [30, Thm. 1 & 2.

With these notions and notations and taking majorization from finite to
infinite dimensions by way of sequence spaces as introduced by Gohberg and
Markus [20] (see Sec. [ZT]), our main result for I'(¢) = v(¢)T'y(t) reads:

Theorem 1. Given the Markovian control system Xy
p(t) = —i [Ho + Z uj(t)Hj, p] - y(t)(%(VTVp + pV1V) — VpVT) , where
j=1

(1) the drift Hy is selfadjoint and the controls Hy,...,Hy, are selfadjoint
and bounded,

(2) the Hamiltonian part ¥g is strongly (approximately) operator control-
lable in the sense of Def. [,

(3) the noise term V € KC(H) \ {0} is compact, normal and switchable by
V(t) € {0,1}.

Then the ||-||1-closure of the reachable set of any initial state p(0) = po € D(H)
under the system Yy exhausts all states majorized by the initial state pg

veachs, (o) = {p € D(H)|p < po}-
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In order to arrive at this result, the paper is organised as follows: Section [21]
first takes majorization from finite to infinite dimensions in 2.T1] before com-
bining ideas of von Neumann with C-numerical ranges for majorization in
infinite dimensions 2.2] Section B then presents the idea of the main theo-
rem, the proof details themselves being relegated to the Appendix. Appendix
[Al contains technical basics, while Appendix[Bl gives the proofs to Section 2.2]
Finally Appendix[Clprovides the proof of the main theorem for bounded Hy,
while Appendix [Dl relaxes it to unbounded Hy.

2. From Majorization via C-Numerical Range to Reachability

2.1. MAJORIZATION IN FINITE AND INFINITE DIMENSIONS

Generalizing majorization to infinite dimensions is somewhat delicate.
Following [20], one may define majorization first on the space of all real
null sequences ¢y(N) and then on the space of all absolutely summable se-
quences /! (N). As we need a concept of majorization on density operators,
for our purposes it suffices to introduce majorization solely on the summable
sequences of non-negative numbers ¢! (N), which is rather intuitive.

In the notation of [2 [31], take a real vector = (z1,...,7,)’ € R and let
b= (mf, .. ,xi)T denote its decreasing re-arrangement mf > azé > ... 2 a:i .
For two vectors x,y € R™, we say x is majorized by y (written z < y) if
Z?Zl mj < Z?Zl yj forall k = 1,....,n —1and 377  z; = >°% ,y;. By
definition x < y depends only on the entries of x and y but not on their
initial arrangement, so < is permutation invariant.

Now for sequences = € Ei (N), this re-arrangement procedure works just
the same way, and all the non-zero entries of x are again contained within
the rearranged sequence z+. However, be aware that « and z+ may differ in
the number of their zero entries.

Definition 2. Consider z,y € ¢} (N) and p,w € D(H).

(a) We say that x is majorized by y, denoted by x < y, if the sum inequal-
ities Z?Zl xj < E?:l yji hold for all £ € N, and Y772 x5 = 3772 y;.
(b) w majorizes p, denoted by p < w, if A*(p) < M (w) where M (-) €

% (N) denotes the (non-modified) eigenvalue sequencd® of the respec-

tive state.

2aUsually, the eigenvalue sequence A% (T') of a compact operator T' on H is obtained by
arranging its non-zero eigenvalues in the decreasing order of their magnitudes and each
eigenvalue is repeated as many times as its (necessarily finite) algebraic multiplicity. If
the spectrum of T is finite itself, then the sequence is filled with zeros, cf. [32] Ch. 15].
However, in order to get the result of Lemma [§ with respect to an orthonormal basis (and
not just an orthonormal system), and also to properly define the C-spectrum of T later on,
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Remark 1. In Definition 2] (b) it does not matter whether one considers the
usual (non-modified) or the modified eigenvalue sequence (for the purpose
of this remark denoted by A* and \,,, respectively). More precisely, these
sequences by construction share the same non-zero entries so A\¥ = )\in,.

As in finite dimensions, majorization in infinite dimensions has a number
of different characterizations, the following two being particularly advanta-
geous for our purposes.

Lemma 1 ([29], Thm. 3.3). For p,w € D(H) the following are equivalent:

(a) p<w.
(b) There exists a bi-stochastic quantum map T € S(H) (cf. Def. [J] in
Appendiz[4l) such that T(w) = p.

Proposition 1. Let z,y € ¢} (N) be non-increasing and let (e,)nen be some
orthonormal basis of H. Then the following statements are equivalent:

(a) v <y
(b) There exists a selfadjoint A € B (H) with diagonal entries (x,)nen and
eigenvalues (Yn)nen-

(c) There exists a unitary U € B(H) such that U diag(y)UT has diagonal
entries (Tn)neN-

Here, “diagonal” always refers to the orthonormal basis (e )nen, i.e. the map
diag : (1 (N) — BY(H) is given by x+— > o0 | @p{en, -)en.

Proof. “(a) = (b)”: Assume = < y. By [20, Prop. IV] there exist orthonormal
bases (¢n)nen and (¢ )nen of H such that H = > 07| yn(¢n, )1y satisfies
(¢n, Hpp) = xy, for all n € N. Consider the unitary operator U € B(H) which
transforms (¢, )nen into (e,)nen, then A := UHUT € BY(H) does the job.
“(b) = (a)”: follows from [19]. “(b) < (c)”: The statement is obvious. [

We conclude with a classical result on sub-majorization (without proof)
which will be needed in the following subsection.

Lemma 2 ([31], 3.H.3.b). Let z,y € R™ such that Z§=1 mj < Zle yj- for

all k = 1,...,n. Then for arbitrary ¢y > co > ... > ¢, > 0 one has
n \ n \

Dj=1 G S D5 GY -

a modified eigenvalue sequence has to be introduced, as in [I5, Ch. 3.2].

If the range of T is infinite-dimensional and the kernel of 1" finite-dimensional then put
dim(ker T') zeros at the beginning of the eigenvalue sequence of T'. If the range and the
kernel of T" are infinite-dimensional, mix infinitely many zeros into the eigenvalue sequence
of T (since for the C-spectrum arbitrary permutations will be applied to the modified

eigenvalue sequence, we need not specify this mixing procedure further). If the range of T
is finite-dimensional, leave the eigenvalue sequence of 7" unchanged.




2.2. COMBINING A VON NEUMANN IDEA WITH C-NUMERICAL RANGES

In finite dimensions, Ando [2, Thm. 7.4] has shown that majorization can
be characterized in an elegant way via the C-numerical range [28] [I1]

We(T) = {tr(CUTTU) |U € U(H)}

with C € BY(H), T € B(H) and U(H) C B(H) being the unitary group on H.
Here, we generalize his approach to infinite dimensions (Prop. 2 below) using
a recent result in [I5]. Later on, this characterization will greatly simplify
handling continuity properties of majorization (cf. Lemma [0]).

For our purpose, we need a relation connecting the C-numerical range
and C-spectrum of a compact operator 1" given by

Po(T) = { Z:il A(C)o(y(T) |0 : N = Nis a permutation}
on one hand-side with (X\;(C));en and (A\;(T));en being the modified eigen-
value sequences (cf. footnote 2al) of C' and T on the other. Note that each
element in W¢(T') and Po(T) is bounded by ||C||1||T||op—thus the closures
of We(T') and Po(T') constitute compact subsets of C.

If C,T are normal, one has the inclusion We(T) C conv(Po(T)). Yet
under further assumptions on the operators one can even achieve equality.

Lemma 3 ([15], Coro. 3.1). Let C € BY(H) and T € K(H) both be normal,
such that the eigenvalues of C are collinear, i.e. the eigenvalues all lie on a
common line. Then W¢(T) = conv(Pe(T)) .

In fact, Lemma [l induces a von Neumann-type of trace (in-)equality [45] for
compact, selfadjoint operators. Its proof is in Appendix [Bl

Corollary 1. Let C € BY(H) and T € K(H) both be selfadjoint. Then

t _ N\ oyt I N T o
U:EFH)tr(CU TU)_ijl XH(CT)XH(T )+Zj:1 XH(CTXH(TT),
Leo+y e+ Leo=y - ; :
where A (CT), Xx(T) and A;(C™), A;(T™) denote the decreasing eigenvalue

sequences of the positive semi-definite operators C*, T and C~, T, re-
spectively, where C = CT —C~ and T =T+ — T~ as usual.

To simplify notation, we use the following abbreviation.

Definition 3. Let C € BY(H), T € B(H) both be selfadjoint. We define
Kc(T) = supy ey tr(CUTTU) € R or, equivalently, Ko(T) := sup We(T) =
max We (T).
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Note that if C' and T" are positive semi-definite, then K¢ (7") turns into the
C-numerical radius r¢(7") of T. Now this definition gives rise to the following
result, whose finite-dimensional analogue can be found, e.g., in [2) Thm. 7.4].

Proposition 2. For p,w € D(H) the following statements are equivalent.

(a) p<w
(b) Ky(T) < Ky (T) for all selfadjoint T € K(H).

Proof. “(a) = (b)”: Keeping in mind that p,w > 0, Coro. [l yields
Kp(T) = max W, (T) =3 X (0)X;(T)

and similarly for K, (7"). Moreover, Lemma [2] implies

" i i ) i +
Zjl)\j)\T <Z]1JAT)
for all n € N and thus it follows K,(T") < K, (T) for all selfadjoint 7" € K(H).

“(b) = (a)’: Let k € N and let (e,)nen be any orthonormal basis of H.
Consider the (finite-rank) projection I = Z?zl(ej, ej. As IIj is compact
and selfadjoint with eigenvalues 1 (of multiplicity k) and 0 (of infinite mul-
tiplicity), Coro. M yields K,(Ilx) = 3_7_ 1)\j( ) and K, (ITg) = >0 1)\j( ).
Now by assumption, one has

S A) = Ky() < Kol = 3 M)

for all k € N which shows p < w and thus concludes this proof. O

3. Idea behind the Main Result

Below we sketch the proof of our main result Thm. [ A full proof will
be given in Appendix Here, we sketch central ideas and key lemmas, the
proofs of which are either straightforward or postponed to Appendices[Cland
For convenience, let us first recall the precise statement of Thm. [II

Theorem [Il Given the Markovian control system Xy
p(t) = —i [Ho + Zuj(t)Hj,p] —(t )(%(VTV,O +pV1V) — VpVT) , where

(1) the drift Hy is selfadjoint and the controls Hy,...,Hy, are selfadjoint
and bounded,
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(2) the Hamiltonian part X is strongly (approximately) operator control-
lable in the sense of Def. [,

(3) the noise term V € KC(H) \ {0} is compact, normal and switchable by
7(t) € {0,1}.

Then the ||-||1-closure of the reachable set of any initial state p(0) = po € D(H)
under the system Xy exhausts all states majorized by the initial state pg

veachs, (o) = {p € D(H)|p < po}-

The following lemmas play a crucial role in the proof of Theorem Il The
first one reveals a beautiful eigenspace structure of the noise generators I'y
whenever V is normal and compact, and it follows by direct computation.

Lemma 4. Let V € K(H) be normal, (f;)jen its orthonormal eigenbasis
and (vj)jen its modified eigenvalue sequence, hence V = Z;’il vi(fi, ) f;
(cf. Appendiz[4]). Then for all X € B(H), the noise operator Ty given by
Eq. @) acts like

(£i Tv(X) fi) = (3vj — v* — i Im(v;7%)) (£, X fr) 9)

for all j,k € N. In particular, each rank-1 operator of the form (fy,-)f; is an
eigenvector of T'y to the eigenvalue §|v; — vi.|* —iIm(v;vg) and the kernel of
I'v contains span{(f;,-)fj|j € N}. Moreover, it follows

exp(—tLv)({fr, ) f;) = exp (= §lvj — vi|?) exp(it Im(v;5)) (fi. ) f;
for allt € R and j, k € N.

The following lemmas provide two crucial approximation results.

Lemma 5. For all po € D(H) the set {p € D(H) | p < po} is closed w.r.t. the
trace norm || - ||1.

Lemma 6 (Unitary channel approximation). Consider a subset R C U(H)
of the unitary group of H such that R® = U(H), i.e. its strong closure relative
to U(H) yields the full group. Furthermore, let p € D(H) and U € U(H).
Then for all € > 0 one can find U € R such that |[UpUt — UpUt||; < €.

Now in our control setting we do not have direct access to the “pure”
noise generator —I'yy. However, we may use the Lie-Trotter product formula
(cf. [36L Thm. VIII.29]) to approximate the noise dynamics (exp(—tI'v))cr, :
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Lemma 7 (Trotter trick). For ui(t) = ... = un(t) = 0 and v(t) = 1
(i.e. noise only) the operator solution of (2) reads (exp(—itHy — tl"v))teRg.
Then for t > 0 (uniformly on bounded intervals) one has

lim H (exp <itH0> exp (M)>n —exp(—tTy)

n—o00 n n

=0.

op

Thus given a time ¢ > 0 and precision € > 0, to “simulate” exp(—tI'y) within
this precision it suffices to apply the noisy evolution as well as the unitary
channel exp(itHy/N) to the system—in an alternating manner, N times (for
sufficiently large N € N). — Now we are ready to outline the proof of Thm. Il

Sketch of the proof of Theorem [ “C”: As V is assumed to be normal one
has (iH(t) +~(¢)T'v)(1) = 0 at all times so the operator solution of Eq. () is
in S(H), i.e. a bi-stochastic quantum map and one can never leave the set of
states majorized by pg (cf. Lemmalll). By Lemma[d] the || - |[;-closure yields

veachy,, (po) C {p € D(H) [p < po} = {p € D(H)|p < po} .

“27: As V € K(H) is normal we can diagonalize it (see Appendix [A]) with
orthonormal eigenbasis (e;)jen. Now, let € > 0 and p € D(H) with p < pg
be given. We have to find pr € veachy,, (po) such that ||p — prll1 < e. By
assumption there exist z,y € (2 (N), z,y # 0 as well as Wi, Wo € U(H)
such that p = Wy diag(m)Wf, po = Wo diag(y)VVQJr with © < y. Here, diag
refers to the above eigenbasis of V. Applying Prop.[dlto x,y gives us unitary
U € B(H) such that U diag(y)UT has diagonal entries (z,,)nen. The proof
roughly consists of three steps shown here:

po = Wo diag(y)VVzT Step,! U diag(y)UT Step,? diag(x) (10)
Step,3 %% diag(:z:)WlT =p.

Step 1 and 3 merely apply a unitary channel; assuming strong operator con-
trollability, we may use unitary channels giving the target state with arbitrary
precision (cf. Lemma [Al). Step 2 is about getting rid of all off-diagonal ele-
ments of U diag(y)UT to reach diag(z) by applying pure noise exp(—tI'y) in
the limit t — oo (cf. Lemmal]). As expected there are a few delicate issues:

e We have no access to pure noise, as in our setting we cannot switch off
Hy. Yet by a Trotter-type argument we can approximate the desired
noise with arbitrary precision, cf. Lemma [7 and Lemma [I4

e If the eigenvalues of V' are not pairwise different, there are some “ma-
trix” elements left untouched by the noise as a consequence of [@)). So
one may need permutation channels (which in particular are unitary)
to rearrange those elements into “spots” where the noise affects them.
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e Asin Step 1 and 3 we have to approximate these permutation channels.
Here we use the approximation property of the trace class (cf. Lemmal[d),
i.e. we invoke decoherence on a sufficiently large but finite “block” of
the density operator so we only need finitely many permutations.

e Applying Prop. 1 requires that py, p are unitarily diagonalized so
that the original and the modified eigenvalue sequences of these states
coincide (which either means the states are finite-rank or have trivial
kernel)—else the zeros that have to be added for the modified eigen-
value sequence prevent this. In the latter case we can proceed to states
o', ply which satisfy the assumptions of Prop. 1 and which are close (in
trace norm) to the original states, and execute the scheme of Eq. (I0).

Altogether this is enough to perform the scheme suggested in Eq. ([I0) with
arbitrary precision. So p < pp is in the || - |[1-closure of the reachable set. The
full proof with all detail is in Appendices [C] and O

4. Conclusions and Outlook

For the first time, here we have derived sufficient conditions under which
a quantum dynamical system can actually reach (in the closure) all quan-
tum states majorized by the respective initial state in an infinite dimensional
quantum system following a controlled Markovian master equation. To this
end, we have extended the standard unital GKSL master equation to an in-
finite dimensional bilinear control system Xy the unitary part of which has
to be operator controllable and the dissipative part (generated by a single
normal compact noise term V') has to be bang-bang switchable. This takes
recent results on finite dimensional systems [4], 39] to infinite dimensions. —
While the generalization from a single such V to several commuting com-
pact noise terms V) is obvious, a generalization beyond compact V' seems
challenging. One may also relax considerations to weak-* continuity of the
semigroup, which goes beyond the standard GKsSL-equation, as pursued by
Carbone, Fagnola [9] and more recently by Siemon, Holevo and Werner [40)].

For applying the results to broader classes of physical systems, one may
think of further generalizations. The current setup restricts us to (possibly
unbounded) system Hamiltonians Hj with discrete spectrum such as bound
systems where particles are trapped within an unbounded potential (e.g.,
harmonic oscillators). To look at more interesting setups where processes like
ionization, tunneling and evaporation play a role, we have to use operators
with continuous spectrum. However, in this area even coherent control is not
understood well enough (if at all). Closing this gap is therefore an obvious
(yet non-trivial!) next step.

Thus the spirit of Sudarshan still promises insightful results to come.
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Appendix A: Notation and Basics

For a comprehensive introduction to infinite-dimensional separable Hilbert
spaces and Schatten-class operators we refer to, e.g., [3, B2, B6]. As we will
encounter compact normal operators repeatedly, let us first recap the well-
known diagonalization result.

Lemma 8 ([3], Thm. VII1.4.6). Let T € K(H) be normal, i.e. T'T = TTH.
Then there exists an orthonormal basis (en)nen of H such that

[ee]
T = ijl 7i{ej, )¢

where (7;)jen is the modified eigenvalue sequence (cf. footnote [2d) of T.

Moreover, recall that the set of trace-class operators is given by
B'(H) :={C € B(H) |||C]| = tr (VCTC) < 00} € K(H),

which forms a Banach space under the trace norm || - ||; and constitutes a
two-sided ideal in the C*-algebra of all bounded operators B(H). Important
properties of the trace are

tr (((z,)y)T) = (@, Ty) and |x(CT)| < [|ClL[IT]lop (11)

for all z,y € H, C € BY(H) and T € B(H). Furthermore, the trace class has
the approximation property:

Lemma 9 ([I5], Lemma 3.2). Let C € BY(H) and let (ey)nen be any or-
thonormal basis of H. For arbitrary k € N, let II;, := E?:l@jv -ye; denote
the orthogonal projection onto span{ey,...,ex}. Then the sequence of “block
approximations” (I1,,CTl,),en converges (in trace norm) to C, i.e.

lim ||C — IL,CL,||; = 0.
n— oo

Definition 4. (a) A linear map 7' : B(H) — B(G) is trace-preserving if
T(BY(H)) C BYG) with tr(T(A)) = tr(A) for all A € BY(H).
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(b) A bi-stochastic quantum map is a linear, ultraweakly continuou,
completely positive, unital (identity-preserving) and trace-preserving
map 1" : B(H) — B(G). We define

S(H,G) :={T : B(H) — B(G) | T is a bi-stochastic quantum map}
and S(H) := S(H, H).

Thus using the terminology of [44], Def. 2], a bi-stochastic quantum map
is a Heisenberg quantum channel which also is trace-preserving and its re-
striction to the trace class is a Schrodinger quantum channel. Using [44]
Prop. 2] this directly implies the following.

Lemma 10. Let T' € S(H,G) and consider the restricted (well-defined) map
T : BY(H) — BYG). Then ||T|lop = [|Tg1]|lop = 1 so

[T(B)llop < [IBllop and | T(A)[[1 < [|A]

for all B € B(H), A€ BY(H).

Appendix B: Proof of von Neumann Type of Trace Inequality
The following von Neumann type of trace (in-)equality was used in Sec.[2.2]

Corollary . Let C € BY(H) and T € K(H) both be selfadjoint. Then

tr(CUTTUY =50 AHCeH)NH(TT AN e (T,
s (CUITU) = 37 MCON) + 3 M)
where )\j(CJF), )\j(TJF) and )\j(C_), )\j(T_) denote the decreasing eigenvalue
sequences of the positive semi-definite operators C, T and C~, T, re-
spectively, where C = CT —C~ and T =T% — T~ as usual.

Below, we provide a proof of the above statement, which to the best of
our knowledge is new. To this end, we need the notion of set convergence
using the Hausdorff metric on compact subsets (of C) and the associated
notion of convergence, see, e.g., [34]. The distance between z € C and any
non-empty compact subset A C C is defined by

d(z,A) = min d(z,w) = miy |z — w]. (12)

12The ultraweak topology is the weak-* topology on B(H) inherited by the isometrically
isomorphic map v : B(H) — (B (H)), B + tr(B(-)).
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Based on (I2)) the Hausdorff metric A on the set of all non-empty compact
subsets of C is given by

A(A, B) :== max { maxd(z,B),magg{ d(z, A)} .

z€A z€

The following characterization of the Hausdorff metric is readily verified.

Lemma 11. Let A, B C C be two non-empty compact sets and let € > 0.
Then A(A,B) < e if and only if for all z € A, there exists w € B with
d(z,w) < e and vice versa.

With this metric one can introduce the notion of convergence for se-
quences (A, )nen of non-empty compact subsets of C such that the maximum-
operator is continuous in the following sense.

Lemma 12. Let (A, )nen be a bounded sequence of non-empty, compact sub-
sets of R which converges to A C R. Then the sequence of real numbers
(max Ay, )nen is convergent with

lim (max A,) = max ( lim A,) = maxA.
n—oo n—o0

Proof. Let e > 0. By assumption, there exists N € N such that A(A4,, A) <
e for all n > N. Hence, by Lemma [II] there exists a, € A, such that
| max A — ap| < € and thus

max A < a, +e€ <maxA, +c¢c.
Similarly, there exists a € A such that |max A4,, — a| < ¢ and thus
max A, <a+e<maxA-+e.
Combining both estimates, we get |max A — max A,| < e. O

Just like [I5] Thm. 3.1] one can show the following:

Lemma 13. Let C € BY(H),T € B(H) and (Cy)nen be a sequence in B (H)
which converges to C' w.r.t. || - |1. Then

lim We, (1) = Wol D).

n—o0

Moreover, if T' is compact as well, then

khm Wc(HkTHk) = Wc(T) s
—00

where 11, is the orthogonal projection onto the span of the first k elements of
an arbitrary orthonormal basis (en)nen of H.
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Proof of Corollary[d. Let C € BY(H) and T' € K(H) both be selfadjoint and
let us first assume that 7" has at most k € N non-zero eigenvalues. Then

max conv(Pg(T)) = ijl )\j(0+))\j(T+) + ijl )\j(C_))\j(T_) . (13)

with Po(T') the C-spectrum of T' (cf. Lemma [3)), is straightforward to show.

Now let us address the general case. Choose any orthonormal eigenbasis
(en)nen of T with icorresponding modified eigenvalue sequence (Lemma []).
Moreover, let II;, = Z?zl(ej, -)e; the projection onto the span of the first k
eigenvectors of 1. Then II;T1I; has at most k non-zero eigenvalues and our
preliminary considerations combined with Lemma [3], T2 and [[3] readily imply

sup tr(CUTTU) = max W,(T) = max lim W¢ (I, TTI;)
UeU(H) k—o0

= lim max We (I, TTI) = klim max conv (Po (I TTI;))
—00

k—o0

_ k k _ _
= lim (ijl /\j-(OJF))\j(HkT*Hk)Jij:l MN(CTIN LT Hk)>

_ Z‘; NH(CTINHT) + Z‘; MH(CTINHT),

where we used the identity (H/LCTHIC)jE = I, T*11;. This yields the result. [

Appendix C: Proof of the Main Theorem for Bounded H

Lemma Bl Let pg € D(H). Then the set {p € D(H)|p < po} is closed
w.r.t. the trace norm || - ||1.

Proof. For given w € {p € D(H) | p < po}l there exists a sequence (pp, )nen in
{peD(H)|p < po} CD(H) such that ||w — pp|l1 — 0 as n — oco. Obviously,

1= li_)rn tr(py) =tr(w) and 0< li_)rn (x, pnz) = (x,wx) by Eq. ()

for all z € H so w € D(H). Now let T' € IC(H) be arbitrary but selfadjoint.
Then Lemma [I2] and [[3] implies

K, (T) = max W, (T) = max lim W, (T)

n—oo
= nh_}ngo max W, (T) = nh_}ngo K, (T).
On the other hand, due to Prop. 2l and p, < w for all n € N, one has
K (T) = nh_)ngo K, (T) < Ky (T)

which again by Prop. 2l (as T" was chosen arbitrarily) implies w < po. O
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Lemma [6] (Unitary channel approximation). Consider a subset R C U(H)
of the unitary group on H such that R® = U(H), i.e. its strong closure relative
to U(H) yields the full group. Furthermore let p € D(H) and U € U(H).
Then for all € > 0 one can find U € R such that |UpUt — UpUT||; < e.

Proof. Due to Lemmal8 there exists a modified eigenvalue sequence (7, )pen €
¢% (N) and an orthonormal basis (ey,)nen of H such that p = doieiriles, e
Then one also finds N € N such that the “tail” of p is sufficiently small, i.e.

00 £ N
Zj:NH rj < 6 and ijl ri >0. (14)
By assumption there is U € R C U(H) such that
- N .
|Ue; — Uejlly < /(6 ijl rj) forallj=1,...,N. (15)

Moreover, the triangle inequality, non-negativity of r, and the trace norm
identity |[(z,-)yll1 = [lzllllyl| for all z,y € H imply

|UpUT — UpUT||y < ||UpUT — UpUT ||y + |UpUT — UpUT||x
= H ZMUGJ' - U€j='>U€jH1 + H er<ﬁej7’>(Uej - Uej)Hl
7=1 7=1
SijlerUej—ﬁej\\(\\Uejll +[1Tell)-
Splitting the sum at N and using Eq. ([4)) and (I3]) finally yields the estimate
[UpUt = TpUt [ <230, rj|lUe; = Ueyl| #4352 yyry < 5+ F =e. O
Next, let us refine Lemma [1 in terms of precision as follows:

Lemma 14. Let V € K(H) \ {0} be normal, Hy € B(H) be selfadjoint,
p € D(H) be arbitrary and [0,T) C Ry be given. Furthermore let R C U(H)
with B° = U(H), where the closure is taken in U(H). Then for all e > 0
there exists m € N and Uy, ..., Uy, € R such that for all s € [0,T]

(Ade oexp (M)) (/))H1 <e

H exp(—sT'v)(p) — -

—

1

J

Proof. By Lemma [ there exists m € N with

Jespisty) = (o (22) o (0 0) )

g
<=, (16
o <3 (16)

=F =G
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for all s € [0,7T], where F' is a unitary channel and G is unital (because V is
normal) and reflects the operator solution of ([2) with u;(s) =+ = up(s) =0
and y(s) = 1, i.e. the noisy but uncontrolled evolution of the system.

For convenience define p; := (G o (FoG)™7)(p) for j = 1,...,m. Then,

Lemma [0l yields U; € R C U(H) with ||F(pj) jijTHl < 5 for alfiH
s € [0,T]. Finally, Lemma ] and Lemma [I5] (below) 1mply

H exp(—sI'y)( f[ Ady;, og)( H1

IA

| exp(=sv) = (Fo @)™ | folly +||(F 0 G)™ (o) - [T(ads, 06100
j=1

<g+§:HH (Ady, © G) o (F = Ady,) 0 G o (F o G)"/(p) |

1

=Pj
<<+ 2 (TT1Adu, llop IGlop ) [[F (o) = UspsUll, < 5 +5 ==
j=1 k=1
=1
for all s € [0,T]. O

A simple and readily verified induction argument shows:

Lemma 15. Let m € N and A1,..., A, B1,...,B,, : D — D be arbitrary
maps acting on some common domain D be given. Then

[T4-TI8=> (T4 -8)e ] B).
j=1 j=1 Jj=1

k=1 k=j+1

Here and henceforth, the order of the “product” H;nzl Aj shall be fized by
Ajo---0A,,

Proof of Theorem [l

“C”: Obviously, pg € {p €D(H)|p < po} and by assumption of V' being
normal, (1) = —VVT + L(VIV + VTV) = 0. Thus the operator solution of
(@) remains in S(H) for ¢ 2 0, and by Lemma[lthe set {p € D(H) |p < po} is

*Note that p; = p;(s) depends on s € [0,T] as F and G do so. Moreover, the set
{pj(s)|s € [0,T]} is compact as F and G are continuous in s and hence the proof of
Lemma [6] can be easily modified to obtain the desired result.
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forward invariant, i.e. solutions of the given control problem can never leave
the set of states majorized by pg. Taking the || ||;-closure by Lemma [ yields

veachy, (o) C {p €D(H)[p =< po} = {p € DH)|p < po} -

“D”: As V € K(H) is normal, by Lemma [§ there exists an orthonormal
basis (fj)jen of H such that V = 3772, v;(f;,-) f; with modified eigenvalue
sequence (vj)jen. Whenever we use the term “diagonal” or “diag” in the
following, it always refers to (f;);en.

Let € > 0 and p € D(H) with p < po be given. We now have to find
pr € veachy,, (po) such that [[p — pr|l1 < . As seen before there exist
z,y € 2 (N), 7,y # 0 as well as unitary Wy, Wy € B(H) such that

p=W diaug(a:)VVlJr and po = Wa diag(y)VVQJr (17)

with z < y (so x and y denote the modified eigenvalue sequence of p and py,
respectively, see also Remark [I]).

First assume that the original and the modified eigenvalue sequence of
p as well as po coincide, i.e. * = xt, y = y+ from the start (necessary to
apply Prop.[). The subsequent steps of the proof were sketched in the main
text on page [[2] where Step 1 & 3 are the mere application of a suitable
unitary channel whereas Step 2 is about (approximately) getting rid of all

“off-diagonal” elements (f;, UWQTPOW2 Ut fi) of UWQTpoWg Ut = U diag(y)UT.

Step 1: By assumption ¥y is strongly operator controllable so we have
the unitary orbit of pg in the closure of teachy, . (po). Although we may

not have access to Ad i = U VVQJr (-\WoUT directly, by Lemma B we find
~ 2 ~ ~
U € B(H) unitary such that UpyUT € teachy,, (po) with

| diag(y)Ut — Upolt s = [UWS po WUt — Upolt s < /3.
Step 2: By Lemma [ the pure noise generator I'y acts like

vy —wf?
2

Vi X Fi)l < 14F5 X i) (18)

(- exp(—Tv) (X) i) = | exp (

tlv; — vg|?
2

) exp(it Tm(o;70)) (£, X )
= exp ( —

on arbitrary X € B(H) for all j,k € N and t € Rj. Evidently,

lim (f;, exp(—tTy )(X) fx) =

t—00

0 if v; # v,
(fj, X fr) else.
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If we assume v; # vy, for all j # k, all the off-diagonal terms of X vanish in
the limit ¢ — oo and one is left with > 22, (f;, X f;)(fj, ) f; = P(X). Note
that this projection map has Kraus operators (<fj,->fj);?‘;1 so P € S(H).
Since we want to approximate a density operator in the trace norm, we
only have to care about a sufficiently large upper left block of the matrix
representation ((f;j, X f));ken as the rest is “already small” in the trace
norm. More formally, by Lemma [0 there exists N7 € N such that

HﬁpoﬁT — HnﬁpoﬁTHnHl < 6/24 (19)

for all n > Ny, where I, := > 7", (fj,-) f; for all n € N.

Of course, there is no reason for the eigenvalues of V' to be pairwise differ-
ent. Therefore we have to make sure that the upper left block is large enough
such that it corresponds to at least two different eigenvalues of V—thus we
have access to partial decoherence, which we then may spread anywhere
needed via permutation channels.

Due to V # 0 and v; — 0 as j — oo (compactness of V'), there exists
M € N such that v; # vps. On the other hand ([I9) still holds so we define
N := max{Ny, M}. Then, by construction and (8], we know that (f1, X far)
(and (fpr, X f1)) tend to zero when pure noise is applied.

Thus we find @ € Ny, a < N(N — 1)/2 (number of matrix elements
above the diagonal), permutation operators o1,...,0, € U(H) (in abuse of
notation we write f; — o1f; = f o () yet the explicit form of o; is not that

important) and relaxation times s1,...,84 € Rar such that

e the permutations only operate non-trivially on the NV x N-block, i.e. for
alll=1,...,a and k > N one has o, fr = fi.

e for every matrix element (fy,-)f; with j,k = 1,...,N, j # k there
exists a permutation o; with 1 < [ < « such that (fg,-)f; sits in the
“relaxation” spot (i.e. (f1,-)far or (far,-)f1). More precisely,

€

I Ado_; oexp(—sI'v) o Adg, ({fx,")f) Hl < 19N2 (20)

e after having successively applied all operations from (20)), every matrix
element (f,-)f; is in its original spot because all (f, -) f; are eigenvec-
tors of exp(—s; Ty ).
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Now, using linearity of the involved maps, the estimate in question reads
~ ~ a ~ ~
IP@poU") = [] (Ad,; o exp(—smTv) 0 Ady,, ) (UpoU")|1 <

77L
m=1

(1Pllop + TT 1 Ada,, 12, exB(=5mT)llop 10 00" — T T o0 T
m=1
N «
| D2 5 T000 ) (P = TT Ad,g, 0 exp(=snTv) o Ado,, ) (ks 5,
J,k=1 m=1

The first summand is smaller than 2 - 57 = 5 by Lemma [0l and (I9). For
the second one notice that

<P — H Adoin oexp(—s,,I'y) o Ad,,, >(<va 2fi) =0

m=1

for all j € N. Now, P({fx,-)f;j) = 0 whenever j # k. Moreover,

€

| TI (Ad,, oexpl=suTv) o Adv, ) (U5, < o5z
m=1

by ([I8) and ([20). Putting together gives the estimate

HP(ﬁpOUT ﬁ Ad ;o exp( smrv)volam)(I]'pOﬁT)H1
m=1

=y Z (5 Ol 5} | H (Ad,j, oexp(=smT'v) o Ady,, ) ({fi ) 15)]|

This leaves us with two problems:

1. We have to approximate all permutation channels.
2. We do not have access to pure noise (exp(—tI'y)) teR} within the given

control problem.

For solving the first problem we exploit that we can strongly approximate
every unitary channel. First, to simplify the upcoming computations, let
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us assume w.l.o.g. that o, is the identity and let us introduce the notation
M = 070 alT_l for 1 € {2,...,a} and 7 := 01. Moreover, define

(87

wy = (exp(—sLy)o H (Adnfn oexp(—sml"v))(ﬁpoUT) e D(H)
m=Il+1

for every I € {1,...,a} as then by Lemma [6l we find 7; € U(H) which we
have access to Withm teachy,, (and thus veachy, ) such that

”7le17'('1—7le17'('1“1 < — (21)

€
12a°
Then a telescope argument (cf. Lemma [T5]) yields the estimate

H( ﬁ (Adﬁjnoexp —smTv)) ﬁ Adwjnoexp(—smrv))>(ﬁpoﬁT)Hl
m=1 m=1

ANE

H (hl Adﬁj oexp(—sI'y)) o (Adﬂn - Adn,ﬁ)) (wm)Hl

m—1
9
Z(H I Adgy ol exP(=5tlop) [ Fmn = Thismmll < o5

m=1

—_

ST

where in the last step we once again used Lemma
For the second problem we luckily may approximate the pure noise as
precisely as needed using Lemma [I4l For every [ = 1,...,« define

«

plL = H (Ad.+ o exp(—s,T'v))(UpoUT) € D(H).
m=Il+1

Then by Lemma [I4] there exists a CPTP map F; which we have access to such
that || exp(—s:I'v)(p1) — Fi(p1)|l1 < 155- Just as before

«

e
~ €
|(IT (Adyy, oexp(=snlv)) = T] (Adyy o Fu)) Oplh)| < 35
m=1 m=1
Step 3: The current state p :=[]_; (Adﬁj o Fp) (UpoUT) of the system
s “close to diag(z)” in the trace distance as we saw before. Now we want

to apply the unitary channel generated by W so again by Lemma [l one
finds unitary W € B(#) such that HVV1,5VV1Jr — WpWT|y < §. Then one has

pr = Ady oIT5_y (Ad; o Fy)(UpoUT) € veachy, (po) and by (I7)
lp = prll < WL P(UWS poWaU YW — Wi P(T poUHYWH |11
+ Wi P(U poU YW — Wi Wi |11 + Wi W] — ppllr -
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As all channels involved are in S(#), by Lemma [0l we ultimately obtain
lo=prll < | Adw, ol Pllop IUWS poWaU't — Tpo01

1) Adw, lop | P@p00) = TT (Ady, o exp(—suTv)) @ pol") |
m=1
+ || Adw, [lop ‘( H (Adﬁn oeXp(—SmI‘V))_

m=1

_ H (Ad.y OeXp(_SmFV)))(ﬁpoﬁT)Hl

m=1

+ 1 Adw llop|| TT (Adyy, 0 exp(=snulv)) Tpol") =5
m=1

E € € e €
Wi W, — S —— o=t
B e R R TR T Sl
Now what happens if we cannot apply Prop. 1 directly, i.e. if the original and
the modified eigenvalue sequence of p = Wj diag(:v)VVlJr or pg = Wa diaug(y)WQJr
do not coincide? Given € > 0, we first of all find N € N such that

2o <1 2ynn¥ <13 (22)

Take unitaries X, Y € B(#H) so that XpXT = diag(x%, . ,$%V, *, %, ...) and
YpoYT = diag(y%, . ,y]iv, *,%,...) where the diagonal entries differ from the
original only by a permutation on a finite block. As the tail of these new
diagonals is “already small” we may change these elements within the realm
of approximation. Given Zjvzl :Ej < Z;V:1 yj (because p < po) where this
inequality may or may not be strict, we want to fill up XpXT with small
entries such that the traces match. Define ¢ := Zjvzl(y]i—xj) where 0 < p <
13 due to 22) and p > 0, as well as m := [gp/xﬂ €N. Herek e {1,...,N}is

chosen such that a;t is the smallest non-zero entry of (w%, o ,x}v) The new

(eigenvalue) sequences then are & := (w%, e ,xt, £ ...,£,0,0,...) (where
©/m occurs m times) and ¢ := (y%, e ,y]i\,, 0,0,...). These sequences satisfy
#t =2, g = g and & < ¢ (for this note that if & < N then majorization
forces Zle a:j = Zle yj- = 1 and thus ¢ = 0) so we could apply Prop. 1 to
them. Now to

diao(i diae (i
w:= 71?\7’?;(3:1 and wp = 71?\;?;@1 ,
Zj:l Yj Zj:l Y;

which are both in D(#), we can apply the original scheme which yields a
cPTP map f on H such that f(wo) = wr € veachy,, (wo) and [jw —wr|1 < §.



25

Of course linearity implies || diag(#) — f(diag(y))|[1 < §. The final scheme
goes as follows:

00 x, YpoYT ~ diag() N diag(#) ~ XpXT BN p
More precisely, by Lemma [ we find unitaries X,Y € B(H) such that
YooYt =YpoYT| < §,  IXT(f o Ady)(p0)X — XT(f o Ady)(po) Xl < §
and pr := (Ad g+ of o Ady)(po) € veachy,, (po). Putting things together,

o —prli < |lp— XT diag(2) X1 + | XT diag(#)X — X f(diag(9)) X |l
+[|1X T f(diag(9)) X — prlh

& g . ~

<G T | Adx+ Hopg + [[(Adx+ of)(diag(9)) — prl1
£ o

<3zt | Adxt |lop|.fllop | diag(g) — Y poY ||y

+ | Adxt [lop | lopllY poY T = Y oY T2
+ I(Adxt of o Ady)(po) — prlh <e

so p € teachy,, (,00)1, which concludes the proof. O

Appendix D: Theorem 1 for Unbounded Drift H

The physically relevant case of an unbounded system Hamiltonian Hy is
a bit more intricate. To show that Eq. (2) is well-defined in this general
setting, we have to resort to some basic results from the theory of strongly
continuous one-parameter semigroups as presented in [12, Ch. 1.9 & Ch. 5.5].

To begin with, for selfadjoint Hy,...,H,, € B(H) and uq,...,u, € R
and setting H := Hy + Z;—n:o ujH; and H := ady, the solution of

p(t) = —iH(p(t))  p(0) = po € D(H), (23)
is obviously given by applying the corresponding unitary channel
p(t) — e—itho eitH

for all t € Ry (even for all ¢ € R). The control case H(t) with piecewise
constant control amplitudes u;(¢) is solved by compositions of such solutions.

Now let us assume that H( is unbounded and defined on some dense do-
main D(Ho) C H. Then H := Ho + > ' u;H; is selfadjoint with dense
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domain D(H) = D(Hy) and Stone’s Theorem implies that —iH is the in-
finitesimal generator of a strongly continuous group U(t) = e " of uni-
tary operators. The corresponding one-parameter group U(t) := AdU(t) =
e~ UH () eiH of unitary channels (isometries!) is strongly continuous on the
trace class B!(H) and hence it is generated via the densely defined, closed
operator —iH. More precisely, one has the following result®q which allows us

to identify —iH with = —iady.

Lemma 16 ([12], Ch. 5, Lemma 5.1). The domain D(H) of H is the set of all
p € BYH) such that p(D(H)) C D(H) and such that the operator Hp — pH
on D(H) is norm bounded with an extension to a trace class operator on H.
Moreover, one has the identity H(p) = Hp — pH =: adg(p).

In the sequel, the explicit form of D(H) is irrelevant as is the explicit
construction of Uy, e.g., via the Post-Widder inversion formula

. —itH\ —n
Ut)(p) = lim (1=—=) ()
for all ¢ > 0 (even for all t € R) and p € B'(H). Recall that the ODE
([23) has a classical solution only for a dense set of initial values, namely for
po € D(H) C BY(H). Nevertheless, we will write U(t) = e~*H although this
only holds formally.

Lemma 17. Let any V € B(H). The operator (—iH—T'y) on BY(H) with do-
main equal to that of D(H) is the generator of a strongly continuous, positive,

trace-preserving semigroup on BY(H), formally denoted by (e‘“H_trV)teR+.

Proof. Apply [12, Thm. 5.2] with ¢ = V(- )VTso #*(1)=VIV. O

The corresponding semigroup is completely positive by its GKSL form, yet
positivity and trace-preservation would suffice for what follows.

Thus even if Hy is unbounded, for every choice of constant controls Eq. (2))
gives rise to a strongly continuous one-parameter semigroup (e‘“H_trV )ter N
and therefore we obtain a well-defined reachable sets veachy; . (po) in the sense
of Eq. (@) for all initial values pg € ID(#H). The fact, that the ODE ([2) allows
classical solutions only on a dense domain of initial values, may be neglect
when specifying teachy,, (o).

With the stage being set, we only need the Trotter product formula for
contraction semigroups on Banach spaces before we can highlight how the
proof of Theorem [ changes to the new frame.

1°NB: Davies [I2] proved the sequel on the Banach space of all selfadjoint trace-class
operators. As selfadjointness is neither used nor necessary, we extend the results to B* ().
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Lemma 18 ([37], Thm. X.51). Let A; and Ay be generators of contraction
semigroups on BI(H), i.e. strongly continuous semigroups of operator morm
less or equal one for all t € Ry. Suppose that the closure of (A1 + Ag)
generates a contraction semigroup on BY(H) and denote by (Ay + Asg) its
closure. Then for all p € BY(H) and all (fized) t > 0

lim [|(e"A1/mem A2/ (p) — e HATFAL) ()]} = 0.

n—oo

With all these ingredients we are prepared to

Generalizing the proof of Thm. [ to unbounded Hy. “C”: As V is assumed
to be normal, one has T'y(1) = 0 and so the corresponding one-parameter
semigroup is in S(H), i.e. it consists of bi-stochastic quantum maps. To see
that e 7#H=tIv (p) < p for all p € D(H) and t € R, we note

e ¢ (p) < p as unitary channels do not change the eigenvalues. Thus,

majorization cannot increase if the noise I'y, is switched off.
e ¢ 'Tv(p) < p by Lemmalll

Therefore and since < is a preorder (so in particular transitive), one has
(e "H/me=Mv/my™(p) € {w € D(H) |w < p} (24)

for all n € Ny. Now apply Lemma [I8 to conclude that (e~ "H/me=tTv/m)n(p)
converges to e M=V () in trace norm for all ¢ € R, and n — oo, Then,
by Eq. (24]) in combination with Lemma [l (the set of majorized states is
trace-norm closed), we conclude e~V () < p.

We saw earlier that (e™"H),cp . is a contractive semigroup. The same
holds for (e=T'V),cg. by Lemma [0 as well as (e"#H=Tv), . by Lemma
7 & [44, Prop. 2] 9. The respective generators are all densely defined (on
at least D(H)) and closed, so Lemma [I§ yields

lim_ (¢~ F/me =Y/ () — =TTV ()] =

for all p € BY(H), which shows the inclusion in question.

“2”: Generalizing this inclusion to unbounded Hj is easier as we only
have to modify Lemma [7l By the same line of reasoning, Lemma [I8 gives

h_)m ”(eitH/ne—(itH-I—tI‘V)/n)n(p) _ e—tI‘V (p)Hl -0

for all p € D(H) and ¢t > 0. With this, the original proof of “2” holds with-
out further changes—since we have never used the Trotter product formula
explicitly in the uniform or norm topology, but only in the strong topology,
i.e. when applied to some density or trace-class operator, see also Lemma [T4l

Thereby all instances of Theorem [ are finally proven. O

4dThe proof only uses positivity and trace-preservation, so we apply the respective result.
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