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AN ERGODIC THEOREM FOR QUANTUM PROCESSES WITH
APPLICATIONS TO MATRIX PRODUCT STATES

RAMIS MOVASSAGH AND JEFFREY SCHENKER

ABSTRACT. Any discrete quantum process is represented by a sequence of quantum chan-
nels. We consider ergodic quantum processes obtained by a map that takes the points along
the trajectory of a discrete ergodic dynamical system to the space of quantum channels.
Under a natural irreducibility condition, we obtain a theorem showing that the state under
such a process converges exponentially fast to an ergodic sequence depending on the process,
but independent of the initial state. As an application, we describe the thermodynamic limit
of ergodic matrix product states and prove that the 2-point correlations of local observables
in such states decay exponentially with their distance in the bulk.

1. INTRODUCTION

The change of a physical system over a discrete unit of time, including the internal dynam-
ics and interaction with the environment, can be represented by a quantum channel. The
evolution of the system at discrete times is then obtained by the application of a sequence
of quantum channels, which may be termed a quantum process. Mathematically, a quantum
channel is a completely positive and trace preserving linear transformation of the system’s
density matrix, p — ¢(p). In a finite dimensional Hilbert space, any such map can be written
in the Kraus form [14]

(L) o) = > B p BT

where 1 denotes the adjoint (conjugate transpose) and the following holds

d
(1.2) Y BB =1
=1

The net change in the state resulting from the quantum process is obtained from composition
of the channels acting on the initial state

d
(1.3) pn = $no--0di(py) = Y Bir---Bilpy Byt B
i1yein=1

In the present work, we study general ergodic sequences of channels in the following sense.
Consider a map from the points of a discrete, ergodic dynamical system 2 to the space
quantum channels. Starting from any point on €2, we obtain an ergodic sequence of quantum
channels by evaluating the map at the points along the corresponding trajectory.

Here we answer the following questions: What is the action of an ergodic composition given
by equation (1.3)? Is there a convergence to a simple and general limit? We obtain a general
theorem (Theorem 1) for an ergodic sequence of quantum channels, with an underlying

assumption of non-negligible decoherence. This theorem states that the sequence of states
1
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pn converges to a fixed-point sequence that only depends on the sequence of channels and is
independent of the initial state. Theorem 2 then shows that the composition of such channels
converges exponentially fast to a stochastic sequence of replacement (rank-one) channels. A
corollary of this result is the well-known convergence in the translation invariant case to a
fixed replacement channel.

Theorems 1 and 2 also apply to sequences of completely positive maps, without imposing
the trace preserving condition equation (1.2). Such sequences are naturally related to the
expectation values of observables in a matrix product state (MPS). We apply our results to
an ergodic MPS, wherein the matrices in the MPS form an ergodic sequence. We derive a
formula for the expectation values of observables in an MPS. We then prove (Theorem 3)
that the correlation functions of local observables decay exponentially with their distance.

1.1. Background and relation to other works. The generic aspects of the behavior of
quantum systems have long been of interest. However, because of the theoretical challenge
of dealing with the general case, in the past ‘ergodic’ quantum channels were considered
in various works, each of which, to the best of our knowledge, is a very special subset of
possibilities in this work. For example, in [3], a channel was chosen at random from some
ensemble and then repeatedly applied, i.e., the sets {B} : i=1,...,d} were all equal.
In [2], time dynamics were analyzed for a quantum system with repeated independently
chosen random interactions with an environment. Other instances studied include certain
independent random channels and their compositions (e.g., from a finite set of random
isometries) [4, 5]. See [6] for a review. Our work considers a general ergodic sequence and
therefore serves as a vast generalization of the past work. In particular, this work allows for
long-range correlations among the channels, or even pseudo-randomness generated by quasi-
periodic dynamics. This includes the previously considered extreme cases of independently
and identically distributed (iid) and (time)-translation invariant channels.

The formalism of quantum channels naturally lends itself to the calculation of expec-
tation values of observables and correlation functions of local observables of physical low-
dimensional quantum systems, which are well described by density matrix renormalization
group [26] and its natural representation in terms of MPS [24]. Previous works on matrix
product states have focused on the translation invariant case [8, 21, 1]. Theorem 2 allows us
to move beyond the translation invariant case to analyze the thermodynamic limit of ergodic
(one-dimensional) MPS. The ergodic MPS that we consider may be translation invariant,
quasi-periodic, or formed from random matrices with arbitrary correlations.

In order to reify our theory, in a companion paper [18] we apply our main result (Theorem
2) to the translation invariant case as well as a natural example in which each channel is an
independent random Haar isometry:

¢i(p) = tr,[Up® QU]

where (), is a pure state on C™", U, is a sequence of independent Haar distributed Dr x Dr
unitaries, and tr, is the partial trace from CP™*P" to CP*P. We analyze the asymptotics
with respect to the dimension of the environment (r), or of the system (D), or both tending
to infinity, and prove that the limiting states p,, are given by

—1]I+ 1 W,
P = DT A2 "
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where W, are asymptotically Gaussian with distribution proportional to e~ = "5 (tr[IW]),
where ¢ is the Dirac delta measure. We also present consequences for ergodic MPSs in
[18], using Theorem 3 and the theory developed in §2.3 of the present paper to analytically
compute the entanglement spectrum of an ergodic MPS across any cut as well as the one-
and two-point correlation functions in an ergodic MPS.

1.2. Physical implications. In the companion paper [18], we discuss the physical conse-
quences of the theorems presented here. Theorems 1 and 2, to the best of our knowledge,
are the first general theorems proved that apply to correlated quantum processes. Similarly,
Theorem 3 for the first time demonstrates a general exponential decay of correlations for
ergodic MPS, and therefore, a vast class of ground states of interacting quantum matter.

Physically realistic quantum processes inevitably have temporal correlations, even if the
underlying process is Markovian. In the latter case, any two consecutive times are correlated.
Similarly, correlated quantum channels arise naturally in the context of MPS for the study
of non-trivial systems and states of interacting quantum many-body systems. For example,
in any finite system simulation of one-dimensional systems, the matrices that result in the
density matrix renormalization group procedure will inevitably be correlated. As such the
consideration of iid channels and the MPS formed from them is mostly of theoretical interest.

Three physical corollaries of our theorems are [18]:

(1) Engineered non-equilibrium phases of matter realized by time-periodic driven Hamil-
tonians (e.g., in Floquet systems) [16, 17, 23], are only meta-stable in presence of interactions
with an environment at positive temperature.

(2) An ergodic sequence of quantum channels with non-negligible decoherence converges
to the same final sequence irrespective of the initial state. These channels are asymptotically
replacement channels, which implies that the process cannot even convey classical informa-
tion with respect to the initial state. This is intuitively seen from a unique fixed point that
is reached irrespective of the input quantum state. The channels may be very correlated or
even time-translation invariant however. For example, in the near-term quantum computing
era when the random quantum circuits have decoherence at each step of computation, the
initial memory of the state is exponentially lost with the number of applied gates.

(3) It was previously proved that a non-vanishing gap in the thermodynamic limit implies
an exponential decay of correlations [19, 11], and that in one-dimension an area law for
entanglement entropy holds [10]. Brandao and Horodecki [1] proved that in one-dimension
the exponential decay of correlations implies an area law. We prove somewhat of a par-
tial converse, that says finitely correlated states with an ergodic MPS representation have
correlation function that decay exponentially with distance.

1.3. IMlustration. One of the simplest examples of a channel is the amplitude damping
channel of a qubit. The state space of a single qubit can be identified with the closed unit
ball in R3, the so-called Bloch sphere. A point @ = (vy, v, v3) in the Bloch sphere corresponds
to the density matrix py = 3(I + ¥ &), where & = (01, 09, 03) are the Pauli matrices

0 1 0 —1 1 0
01:(1 0), 02:(2. O)’ and 03:(0 _1).

The amplitude damping channel with rate v € [0, 1] and axis @ = (sin § cos ¢, sin 8 sin ¢, cos )
is the completely positive trace preserving map

¢va(p) = EpE'+ FpF',
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FiGure 1. Evolution of the state of a qubit under four ergodic quantum processes.

where

_ o (1 0 t o [0 VY ot

with Sz defined by
o _ ( cosffa —e sin(’/z)

' sin ¢/2 cos b/2

This channel models relaxation, with the rate ~, of a qubit to the pure state 3(I +4- ), i.e.,
the ground state of the spin Hamiltonian H; = —u - . More generally, one may consider
relaxation coupled with the Schrodinger dynamics of Hz over an interval § to obtain the
generalized amplitude damping channel

Gris(p) = dra (e7MFpele)

One may obtain a large family of ergodic quantum processes, for instance, by allowing «
to evolve according to an ergodic process on the Bloch sphere S? (with v and § fixed). Such
processes would model the relaxation of a qubit toward an axis that fluctuates with time,
such as might be expected if the qubit Hamiltonian fluctuates while the interaction with
the environment remains fixed. The longtime behavior of such processes can depend quite
strongly on the nature of the ergodic process on S2. More generally one could allow for all
three parameters (7,4, d) to evolve according to an ergodic process on [0, 1] x 5% x [0, 00).

In Figure 1 we plot the first 2000 steps p; = ¢j 0 ---¢1(p), 7 = 1,...,2000 for four
distinct ergodic quantum processes of the form ¢; = ¢, g, 5, U; = (cos a;, sin a, 0). The four
processes considered are

(1) Random channels, with 6 = 7/12, v = 0.01 and «a; chosen independently and uni-
formly from [0, 27).
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(2) A Markov chain of channels with 6 = 7/12, v = 0.4, oy = 0 and o1 = o — z;j,
where z; are independent and x; = 1 or 0 each with probability one half.

(3) A quasi-periodic family of channels with 6 = 7/12, v = 0.01, &y = 0 and a;4; =
Oéj + ]_

(4) A periodic family of channels with § = 7/12, v = 0.1, oy =0 and a1 = a;; + 27/3.
By sampling the sequence p; only at j = 0 (mod3), we get a trajectory obtained by
repeating the single channel ¢3 o @5 0 ¢;.

2. ERGODIC THEORY OF QUANTUM PROCESSES AND MATRIX PRODUCT STATES

2.1. Notation. Let Mp = CP*P denote the space of D x D matrices. Recall the trace-
norm of M € Mp, ||M]|, = tr[|M]] as well as the Hilbert-Schmidt inner product and norm,
(M, M)y = tr[MtM] and || M]3 = tr[MTM]. Let £L(Mp) denote the set of linear maps from
Mp to itself. Given ¢ € L(Mp), we define the adjoint map ¢* via the Hilbert-Schmidt inner
product: tr[MTo(M)] = tr[[¢*(M)]TM].

Let Pp denote the closed cone of positive semi-definite matrices in Mp,

Pp={MeMp : 2'Mz>0 forall zeC"}
The interior of Pp is the open cone of positive definite matrices,
P ={MeMp : 2'Mz>0 forall zecC" with z # 0}

A map ¢ € L(Mp) is positive if ¢(Pp) C Pp, i.e., ¢ maps positive semi-definite matrices to
positive semi-definite matrices. The map is strictly positive if p(Pp\ {0}) C P}, i.e., ¢ maps
positive semi-definite matrices to positive definite matrices. A completely positive map is
one such that ¢ @ I, : L(Mp) ® L(M,) is positive for every r, where I, denotes the identity
map on M,; let CP(Mp) denote the set of completely positive maps over Mp,

CP(Mp) = {¢p € L(Mp) : ¢ is completely positive.}
By Kraus’s theorem [14, 25|, ¢ € CP(Mp) if and only if ¢ is of the form equation (1.1). A
map ¢ € L(Mp) is trace preserving if tr[¢p(M)] = tr[M] for all M; equivalently ¢*(Ip) = Ip.
A quantum channel is a completely positive trace preserving map.
Let (£2, F,Prob) be a probability space with
(1) T : Q — Q an invertible, ergodic, and measure preserving map, and

(2) ¢ : 2 — CP(Mp) a completely positive map valued random variable (taking the
Borel g-algebra on CP(Mp)).

Recall that T is ergodic provided Prob[A] = 0 or 1 for any measurable set A with T-1(A) = A.
We follow the convention in probability theory and suppress the independent variable w € (2
in most formulas; when it is needed we will use a subscript to denote the value of a random
variable at a particular w € 2, e.g., ¢o.. To specify ¢y we could introduce matrix-valued
random variables B : Q — Mp, for i = 1,...,d, and take

(2.1) ¢o(M) = Y Bj M By

i=1
If we further impose the condition

d
(2.2) ZBéTBé = Ip almost surely ,
i=1
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then ¢¢ is almost surely trace preserving, so ¢ is almost surely equal to a quantum channel
valued random variable. We note, however, that the matrices B, i = 1,...,d, are not
uniquely determined by the channel ¢y. For this reason, we formulate our results directly
in terms of the channel valued random variable ¢, without reference to a specific Kraus
representation.

2.2. Ergodic theorems for quantum processes. The main focus of this paper is to study
the composition of a sequence of maps obtained by evaluating ¢q along the trajectories of
the ergodic map T

(23) ¢n;w = ¢O;T”w )
with n € Z. For our general result, we do not require the maps to be quantum channels,
i.e., trace preserving. Nonetheless, we take inspiration from the quantum channel case and
consider the dynamics p, = ¢n(pn—1) induced by the sequence (¢,)32, on (non-normalized)
states of a D-dimensional quantum system with Hilbert space H = CP.

Consider the process

(2.4) Oy = ¢yo---0dy
for N > 0. The only assumption we need is that

Assumption 1. With probability one there exists an Ny > 0 such that ¢ is strictly positive
for all N > Nj.

Physically, this assumption states that no proper subspace of the system is invariant under
the dynamics. For more discussion of the physical motivation behind Assumption 1, see [18]

Although Assumption 1 is physically natural, it is not formulated in a way that is easily
verifiable. However, it is equivalent to two more easily verified assumptions:

Lemma 2.1. Assumption 1 is equivalent to the following two statements taken together:

(1) For some ng > 0, Prob [®,,, is strictly positive | > 0.
(2) With probability one, (ker ¢g) NPp = (ker ¢f) NPp = {0}.
That is, if po(M) =0 or ¢5(M) = 0 with M € Pp, then M = 0.

Remarks. 1) Conditions (1) and (2) are manifestly verifiable by a finite computation, while
Assumption 1, as stated, is not. The proof of Lemma 2.1 is given below in §3.3. 2) A map
¢ is strictly positive if and only if ¢* is strictly positive.! Thus condition (1) is equivalent to
Py o-- -0y, being strictly positive with positive probability. 3) If ¢ is trace preserving, i.e.,
a quantum channel, then tr[¢g(M)] = tr[M] for any M, so ker 9 N Pp = 0. However, the
other half of condition (2) (that ker ¢f NPp = {0}) does not necessarily hold. For example,
if D is even and ¢(M) = PMP + SM ST with P a projection onto a subspace of dimension
D/2 and S a partial isometry from Ip — P to P, then ¢ is a channel but ¢*(Ip — P) = 0.

The classical Perron-Frobenius theorem [22; 9] has been generalized to linear maps pre-
serving a convex cone, e.g., see [15]. Based on such a generalization, Evans and Hgegh-Krohn
[7] obtained results for positive maps on Mp. It follows from [7, Theorem 2.3] that, if Oy
is strictly positive, then there is a unique (up to scaling) strictly positive matrix Ry € Mp
such that

(2.5) dy(Ry) = ANRN

'Indeed, if ¢ is strictly positive and M € Pp is non-zero, then we have tr[¢p*(M)M'] = tr[Mp(M')] > 0
for any non-zero M’ € Pp, since ¢p(M’) > 0. Thus ¢*(M) is strictly positive.
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where Ay is the spectral radius of ®y. Similarly, there is a unique (up to scaling) strictly
positive matrix Ly such that

(2.6) 4 (Ly) = AwLy
We extend the process to —N < 0 by defining
(2.7) PN = Ppo--0p_n.

By Assumption 1, ® is strictly positive for all sufficiently large N > 0. In Lemma 3.13
below, we show below that, with probability one, we also have ®_ strictly positive for all
N sufficiently large. Thus the left and right eigen-matrices Ry and Ly are unique for large
|N|. We normalize Ry and Ly so that tr[Ry] = tr[Ly] = 1.

Our first result is that Ly converges as N — oo, while Ry converges as N — —oo.

Theorem 1. There are random matrices Zy, Zj, : 2 — Mp such that Zy, Z € P3,,
lim Ry =2, , and lim Ly = Z;

N——oc0 N—o0

almost surely. Furthermore, if we set Z, = Zony, and Zy, = Zypu,,, then
Zn - ¢n : Zn—l 5 and Z:z = ¢: : Zr/z—f—l )

where - denotes the projective action of a positive map on the strictly positive D x D matrices
of trace 1: .
G- M = tr[¢n(M)]¢n(M)

Remarks. 1) If the maps ¢, are quantum channels, then Ly = %]I, so Z! = %]I for all n.
2) This result is closely related in spirit to Oseledec’s Multiplicative Ergodic Theorem [20],
a general result on convergence of singular vectors for products of linear transformations.
3) Theorem 1 generalizes a theorem of Hennion on the Perron-Frobenius eigenvectors of
products of entry-wise positive matrices [12]. In fact, Hennion’s theorem can be seen as a
special case of our result applied to the following maps

(2.8) do(M) = ZAO;aﬁeaegMeﬁeZ :
a,B
with Ay a random matrix with non-negative entries, and e,, a = 1,..., D, the standard

basis vectors of CP. An equivalent, simpler, expression to equation (2.8) is given by ¢o(M) =
diag(Ag vec(M)), where vec M is the D-dimensional vector consisting of the diagonal entries
of M and diag(v) is a diagonal matrix with the entries of the vector v on the diagonal.

Given m < n in Z, let P, ,, denote the rank-one operator
(2.9) Pom(M) = tr[Z] M] Z,
Our second result states that, for n —m large, the operator ¢, 0- - -0 ¢, is well approximated

by P, . To formulate this result precisely, we use the operator norm for a map ® € £(Mp)
inherited from the trace norm on Mp, ||®||, = max {tr[ |®(M)|] : tr[|M]|]=1}.

Theorem 2. Given m <n inZ, let ¥, ,,, = ¢p 00 ¢p,. There is 0 < p < 1 so that for
each x € 7 the following bound holds:
1
wl v}, ()] 1

for allm <z and n > x, with C,,, finite almost surely.

(2.10) Vim = Pam|| < Cuap™™™
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2.3. Ergodic matrix product states. The Kraus matrices associated to a random com-
pletely positive map specified as in equation (1.1) can be used to define a family of random
matrix product states as follows. Let

AﬁL:Bé;TT"w , ne€Zandi=1,....d.

Given an interval [m,n] of Z, we define the matrix product state

1 d
(211) W)y = 5 S0 A AT fi i)

impeensin=1
where [im,...,i,) are the elements of the computational basis on ),_, C? where d = 2
corresponds to qubits, and the normalization constant is given by
d

N = ST Al A
b yeenyin=1
For simplicity, we restrict our attention here to the periodic boundary condition states, as
defined in equation (2.11).

There is a close relation between matrix product states and completely positive maps,
via which Theorem 2 can be used to characterize the thermodynamic limit (m — —oo and
n — oo) of the states defined in equation (2.11). A preliminary observation is that the
normalization factor N can be expressed as

D
(2.12) N2= " tr[eseldno- 0o (eaeh)].
a,B=1
Since {eaeg oo, p=1,..., D} is an orthonormal basis for Mp, equation (2.12) can, in

turn, be written as
N2:Tr[¢no"'o¢m] )
where Tr[¢] denotes the trace of a linear map ¢ € L(Mp). Throughout this discussion, we
use tr to denote the trace on Mp and Tr to denote the trace on £(Mp).
Let us now consider the state [¢)(N)) = |¢([—N, N])) defined on [N, N] by equation
(2.11). Given —N <m < n < N and a local observable O on the spins in [m,n], let

(2.13) OM) =" iy yinlOljims - gy Al oo At M Al Al
bion

which is a linear operator on Mp. One may easily verify that the (quantum) expectation of

O in [(N)) is

Tr [¢NO"'O¢n+1060¢m_10'--0¢_N
(214)  (WNIOWN)) = e

We can express the thermodynamic limit of (¢(NN)|O](N)) in terms of the matrices
Zm and Z! from Theorem 1 by using equation (2.14) and Theorem 2. It is convenient

to use Dirac notation for the Hilbert-Schmidt inner product on Mp, with which we have
Pym = |Z,)(Z]| (with P, ,, as in Theorem 2). Let

(2.15) W(0) = Jim (u(N)|0[4(N)
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denote the thermodynamic limit of |¢)(/N)), where O is any local observable. Using equation
(2.14) and Theorem 2, we compute W (O) as follows:

W) = lm Tv|Zn) (21| O Zm) (20 ]
N—oo TI"ZN> <Z7/1+1|¢no"'o¢m‘sz1> <Z/,N’
<Z7/l+1} O |Zm—1>
<Z7/1+1‘ Pn o0y |Zm—1> ’

whenever O is a local observable on the spins in [m,n|. Since Z,, = ¢, - Zm—1, the normal-
ization in the denominator is given by

(2.16)

(7o 0 Zms) = [Htr[cbk(zk_l)] (2l )
k=m

As is well known, there is a “gauge-freedom” in the representation of a matrix product state
such as [¢9(N)): the state itself does not change under the replacement A% — V;_; ALV,
provided we have Viy = V_y. See [21] for more discussion on this symmetry. Choosing the
matrices Vj appropriately, one can impose a gauge fixing condition such as Ele Al-A,LT =1,
which would make the associated channel maps trace preserving. A priori, it appears that
the matrices required for gauge fixing may depend on N and it is not clear that they can
be chosen consistently with the ergodic structure. However, Theorem 1 allows us to do just
that, as we now explain. To begin, let

Em = tr[¢:n (Z7/n+1)]

By Theorem 1, (&,,)mez is a shift-covariant sequence (&, = Em—1.7w) of positive random
variables. Furthermore ¢},(Z,,.,) = &{mZ),. Now let

- 1
(2.17) On(M) = =2, Lo (2,12 M 20 2,15

this expression is well defined since the matrices Z/ are full rank almost surely by Theorem 1.

The maps ¢, are an ergodic sequence of completely positive maps, and a short computation
shows that they are trace preserving:

~ 1 _ _ 1 . _ _
trlgm(M)] = = tr (Z16m (23,712 M Z,712)] = e ([0 (Zi1) Zy 2 M 2,717
= tr[2, 2,7\ M Z,7? = tx[M]
Also,
~ d ~ ~
om(M) = D ATM A,
=1
where ﬁfﬂ = %Z,ﬁﬁ Al Zh 2

We could apply Theorem 1 directly to the sequence (Em, since it is straightforward to see
that these maps satisfy conditions (1) and (2) of Lemma 2.1. However, it is easier to simply

write down the left and right matrices Z’,, and Z,, directly using equation (2.17):

=, 1 > 1 11/2 11/2
2y = =1 d Z,=—-=7%2 L Ly,
D aln tr[Z;YL+1Zm] m—+1 m—1
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Since am is trace preserving we have &5m(2m_1) = qgm Ty = Zom for all m and &5;;(]1) =1L
We now return to the expression for the thermodynamic limit W(O). Given an interval
[m,n], one may easily check that

<Z7/1+1| ¢n ©---0 ¢m |Zm—1>
= (& &m) tr[Z:an—l] tr[;‘; ©---0 gm(gm—l)} = (& &m) tr[Zr/an—l]

For a local observable O on the spins in [m, n|, we define analogous to equation (2.13),

(2.18) OM) = > limy - in| O ljim, - ) Al T Al M Al Al
Fute

Inserting these definitions into equation (2.16), we find the following remarkably simple
formula for the thermodynamic limit W of the matrix product states:

(2.19) W(0) = tr [6(2%_1)}

Equation (2.19) can be used to obtain a bound on the two-point correlation of two observ-
ables O; and O, located in disjoint intervals I; = [mq,nq] and Iy = [mg, ny] with ny < ma.
For such observables

W(0:0,) = tr [52 © Pmy—1 0+ O Gpys1 O 51(2711—1)]

Applying Theorem 2 to gAb/m allows us to obtain the following

Theorem 3. There is 0 < p < 1 such that for each x € Z the following correlation inequality
holds with C), , < oo almost surely:

(2.20)  |[W(0204) = W(O)W(Oy)| < Coua |01 — W(O1) 4 e

H@ —W(0,) W,

whenever supp[O;] € [mj,n;] and ¥; = ggnj o0---0 (Emj for j =1,2 with ny < x < mo.

2.4. Overview of the proofs. Theorems 1, 2, and 3 are proved in §4 below, using several
technical lemmas presented and proved in §3. The central idea of the proofs is contraction
mapping argument for the maps ® on Pp. This is accomplished in Lemma 3.10, facilitated
by the introduction of a non-standard metric on the set of quantum states — see equation
(3.3) below. The metric and a number of the ideas developed in §3 are inspired by results
in section 10 of Hennion’s paper [12]. Although some of the statements are similar, the
proofs in [12] do not directly carry over to the present more general context. Nonetheless,
for readers interested in comparing the two papers, we note the following correspondence
between lemmas in the present paper and in [12]:

((3.3) (10.1)
3.5 10.2
3.6 . 10.3
Lemma 29 generalizes Lemma 10.4 of [12].
3.9 10.5
L 3.10 ) L 10.6 )

Although we have taken inspiration from [12], we do not use any of the results therein directly
and the present paper can be read on its own.
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3. TECHNICAL RESULTS

3.1. Notation. Let
Sp={M ePp : tr[M|=1}, S, ={MeP}, : tr[]M]=1},
and
Pp={¢p€ LIMp) : ¢ is a positive map, ker  NPp = {0}, and ker ¢p* NPp = {0}.}.
Note that Pp is a convex set. Let P}, denote its interior, Since any strictly positive map
satisfies the kernel condition in the definition of Pp, we have
PL={p € LIMp) : ¢ is strictly positive.}.

Assumption 1 ensures that &y = ¢y o --- 0 ¢y € P} for large N, with probability one.
Condition (2) of Lemma 2.1 states that ¢y € Pp almost surely, while condition (1) states
that ®,,, € P, with positive probability for some positive integer ng. Note that any ¢ € Pp
maps Pp into Pp, while ¢ € Pp maps Pp into PJ,.

Theorem 1 is formulated in terms of the projective action

$(M)
trl¢(M)]
of a positive map on Sp. Note that tr[p(M)] # 0 for ¢ € Pp and M € Sp, so this action is
well defined.

Lemma 3.1. Let ¢ € Pp then ¢ maps Py, into P},.

Proof. We first show that ¢(I) € P%,. Suppose on the contrary that ¢(I) € Pp \ PS,. Let P
denote the orthogonal projection onto the kernel of ¢(I). Then 0 = tr[Po(l)] = tr[p*(P)],
so ¢*(P) = 0, contradicting the definition of Pp. Thus ¢(I) € P%,. Now let M be any point
of P, and let § > 0 such that M > 6. Then ¢(M) > do(I), so ¢p(M) € P3,. O

o-M =

The sets Pp, P} are semi-groups under composition; it follows from Lemma 3.1 that Py,
is a two-sided ideal of Pp :

Corollary 3.2. Given ¢ € Pp and ¢’ € Py, we have ¢p o ¢’ € Py, and ¢' o ¢ € Py,.

Proof. We have ¢’ o ¢ in Py, since ¢’ o ¢(Pp) C ¢'(Pp) C PF. On the other hand, for any
M € Pp we have ¢/ (M) € P9, and thus ¢ o ¢/(M) € P, by Lemma 3.1. O

3.2. Geometry of Sp. The set Sp of density matrices is convex and compact. To implement
the contraction argument at the heart of the proof of Theorem 1, it is useful to introduce a
special metric on this space based on the following quantity:

(3.1) m(X,Y)=sup{\ : AY <X} |
for X,Y € Sp.
Lemma 3.3. Let X, Y € Sp. Then

m(X,Y) = mm{z[[ﬁ);]] . AeSp and tr[AY] # O}
_ inf{tr[AX]

(3.2)
tr[AY] : AESOD} :

Furthermore, if Z € Sp, Then
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(1) 0<m(X,Y) <1
(2) m(X, 2)m(2,Y) < m(X, Y)
(3) m(X,Y)m(Y,X)=1if and only if X =Y
(4) m(X,Y) =0 if and only if YU # 0 for some U € ker X. In particular, m(X,Y) >0
if X €S9
Proof. TE AY < X, then A tr[AY] < tr[AX] and A < {4 if A € Sp and tr[AY] # 0. Thus

tr[AX]
tr[AY]
To see that the infimum is attained and is equal to m(X,Y’), note that if A = m(X,Y)
then 0 must be an eigenvalue of X — \Y with an eigenvector « such that Yu # 0 (else we
could increase A by a small amount without violating A\Y < X). Let A = @ (d, -). Then
tr[AX] = m(X,Y) tr[AY] and tr[AY] # 0.

To see that we still obtain m(X,Y) if we restrict the infimum to range over A € S,
note that if \Y £ X then we must have (i, Xu) < MW, Yu) < 0 for some . Since X is
positive, it follows that (&, Vi) # 0 and X > & X“>. Taking M = @ (u, -) + 01 for small

m(X,Y) < inf{ A € Sp and tr[AY] # 0} :

@, Yii)
enough § we see that A > inf{ zr[ﬁif(] Ae Sy} Thus
, tr[AX]
X,Y) = inf . AeSy .
m( ) ) m {tr[AY] € D}
The lower bound in part 1 is clear. To see the upper bound note that tr[]f;]] 1. For

part 2, note that if AZ < X and pY < Z, then \uY < X. For part 3, note that if
m(X,Y)m(Y,X) = 1 then m(X,Y) = m(Y,X) =1s0 X <Y and Y < X. Finally, for
part 4, note that if Y # 0 and Xv = 0 then A (¥, Y?) > 0 = (¥, X0) for any A > 0.
Conversely, if Y© = 0 for any ¢ € ker X, then Y is reduced by the subspace decomposition
ker X @ ran X, and with respect to this decomposition

0 0 0 0
(00 e v (00)

where X', Y” are operators on ran X. Furthermore ker X’ = {0}, so X’ > ¢I for some § > 0.
It follows that Y’ < X’ for small A > 0. Then \Y < X, so m(X,Y") > 0. O

Corollary 3.4. dy(X,Y) := —logm(X,Y) — logm(Y, X) is a metric on Sp.
The metric do(X,Y) is slightly unpleasant; it is unbounded and takes the value co. A

much nicer metric is given by
1 —m(X,Y)m(Y, X)
1+ m(X,Y)m(Y, X)
Lemma 3.5. d is a metric on Sp such that

(1) sup{d(X,Y) : X, Y eSp}=1, and

(2) if X €S% and Y € Sp, then d(X,Y) =1 if and only if Y € Sp \ S.
Proof. Symmetry of d is clear. Furthermore, 0 < d(X,Y) <1 and d(X,Y) = 0 if and only

if m(X,Y)m(Y,X) = 1, which holds if and only if X = Y by Lemma 3.3. To prove the
triangle inequality, let

(3.3) d(X,Y) =

1—s 2

= :—1
f(s) 1+ s +1—|—s
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for 0 < s < 1. Then f is decreasing and

2 — 2st 1+ st 1— st 1 1— st
Fls) 4 £(t) = Tt = 2 -

1+s+t+ st I+s+t+stl+st 1+ 2145t

The maximum of 5% over s,t € [0,1] is 1, from which it follows that f(s) + f(t) > f(st).
The triangle inequality for d follows from this inequality and part 2 of Lemma 3.3.

To prove that the diameter of Sp is 1 as claimed, we simply need to find X,Y € Sp with
m(X,Y) = 0. This holds, for instance, if X € S}, and ker Y # {0}, which also leads to the

result noted in item 2. O

Lemma 3.6. Let X,Y € Sp with X #Y. Then

(3.4) d(x,y) = v

U1V9 + U201
where X = u1A_ +usAy and Y = viA_ + vo AL with AL the endpoints of the intersection
of Sp with the line through X andY .

Remark 3.7. Since X and Y lie on the segment connecting Ay we have u; + us = 1 and
v1 + v9 = 1. Thus we have
|ur — vy |uz — vy

d(X,Y) = -

Uy + v — 2U11)1 Ug + Vo — 2U21)2

Proof. Let ty and t_ be the largest and smallest real numbers such that tX + (1 —1%)Y € Sp.
Note that t- <0<1<t¢; and Ay =t4X 4 (1 — t4)Y. Furthermore
ty —1 1t ty —t_

= , Uy = , U= , and vy = ,
ty —t_ te —t_ te —t_ te —t_

Uy

so equation (3.4) is equivalent to

ty —t_

35 d(X,Y) =
(8:5) (X.Y) b+t — 26t

Note that each AL must have a non-trivial kernel. For example, if A_ were positive-
definite, then A_—9§(X —Y") would be positive definite for small §, contradicting the minimal-
ity of t_. A similar argument applies to A,. Furthermore we must have ker A_ ¢ ker A, and
ker A, ¢ ker A_. Indeed, suppose that ker A, C ker A_. Then we would have A, —6A_ >0
for small §, contradicting the maximality of ¢,. The proof that ker A_ ¢ ker A, is similar.

Suppose that t; = 1. Then X = A, and tX + (1 — ¢)Y is not positive definite whenever
t > 1, ie., X — AY is not positive definite for any A > 0. It follows that m(X,Y) = 0 and
thus d(X,Y) = 1, so equation (3.5) holds. Similarly, if £- =0 then Y = A_, d(X,Y) =1,
and equation (3.5) holds.

Now suppose that ¢, > 1 and = < 0. Then X and Y are in the interior of the interval
connecting A_ and Ay. Let » = min {u;/v; : i=1,2}. Then

rYy = 7’('1]114, + U2A+) < U,lA, + 'LL2A+ =X
Thus 7 < m(X,Y’). On the other hand
m(X,Y)(v1A- +v2A4) =m(X, Y)Y < X =wuA_ +usAy
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Let Wy € ker Ay \ker A_. Then m(X,Y)vy (Wi, A_w;) < uy (Wi, A_w;). Thusm(X,Y) <
uy/vy. Similarly, working with w_ € ker A_ \ A, we find that m(X,Y) < uy/vs so that
m(X,Y) <r. Thus m(X,Y) = r. Similarly, m(Y, X) = min {v;/u; : i=1,2}. Thus,

m(X,Y)m(Y,X) = min {ﬂﬂ 722}
V1 U2 Vg Uy
from which equation (3.4) follows. O
Lemma 3.8. Let X,Y € Sp, then d(X,Y) > s tr|X — Y.

Proof. Based on the remark following Lemma 3.6, we have

[uy — vy

d(X,Y) =

> —

Uy + vy — 211,1211 o |UI U1| ’
where X = uyA_+us Ay and Y = vA_ 4+ vy A, with AL as in Lemma 3.6. Since us = 1 —uy
and v = 1 — vy, we have X — Y = (u; —vy)(A_- — A;). Thus

—lu | (Ao + Ap) S X =Y < fuy —wf (Ao + Ay)
sotr|X — Y| <2u; — vy O

Lemma 3.9. Let d1(X,Y) = tr|X — Y| denote the trace norm metric on Sp. Let Y € S%,,
X € Sp and let X,, be a sequence in Sp such that lim,, dy (X, X) = 0. Then lim, d(X,,Y) =
d(X,Y). In particular, the spaces (S%,d) and (S$,dy) are homeomorphic.

Remark. The spaces (Sp,d) and (Sp, d;) are not homeomorphic, and look very different on
the boundary Sp \ S,. For instance, if P € Sp is an orthogonal projection onto a proper
subspace, then Y; = (1 —t)P +t converges to P in d; ast — 0, but d(P,Y;) =1 for allt > 0
(since m(P,Y;) = 0). The space (Sp,d;) is compact, but (Sp, d) has an uncountable number
of components.

Proof. We will show that m(Y, X) = lim, m(Y, X,,) and m(X,Y) = lim, m(X,,Y). Since
Y €S9, we have Y > 01 for some § > 0. Given € > 0 we have tr|X,, — X| < € and thus
X, < X+eland X < X, + €l for large enough n.

We first show that m(X,Y) = lim, m(X,,,Y). Let € > 0. Given A < m(X,Y),s0 \X <Y,
we have \Y < X < X, +€l. Thus (A — 5)Y < X, for large enough n. It follows that
liminf, m(X,,Y) > m(X,Y) — 5. On the other hand if A < limsup, m(X,,Y’), then we
have \Y < X, < X + € along a subsequence n; — oco. Thus (A — £)Y < X, and so

limsup,, m(X,,Y) <m(X,Y) + §. We have shown

m(X,Y)—< < limninfm(Xn,Y) < limsupm(X,,Y) <m(X,Y) + 5.

(S2)

Taking € — 0, we see that lim, m(X,,Y) =m(X,Y) as claimed.
Now we show that m(Y, X) = lim, m(Y, X,,). Let 0 <t < 1 and choose € small enough
that te < (1 —1t)d. Given A < m(Y, X), we have
IAX, < tAX +el) < tY +(1—t)01 < Y

for large n. Thus liminf, m(Y, X,,) > tm(X,Y). Similarly, given A < limsup, m(Y, X,,), we
have tAX < tA(X,,; +€l) <Y along a sub-sequence n; — oco. Thus

1
tm(Y, X) < liminf m(Y, X,,) < limsupm(Y, X,,) < Zm(Y, X).

n—00 n—o00
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Taking t — 1, we find that m(Y, X) = lim,, m(Y, X,,), completing the proof of (1).

To prove that (S$,d;) and (S$,d) are homeomorphic, note that d; < 2d by Lemma
3.8. Thus convergence in d implies convergence in d; on all of Sp. On the other hand, if
X, = X € S, with respect to d; then lim, d(X,,, X) = d(X, X) = 0, by the first part of the
lemma, so X, converge to X with respect to d. U

For any map ¢ € Pp we define the contraction coefficient
(3.6) c(p) = sup{d(¢p-X,0-Y) : XY €Sp}.
The following Lemma lists various properties of ¢(¢).

Lemma 3.10. Let ¢ € Pp, then
(1) For X, Y € Sp, d(¢-X,¢-Y) < c(p)d(X,Y).
(2) We have c(¢) <1 and c¢(¢) < 1 if and only if ¢ € Py,.
(3) If ¢" € Pp, then c(¢' 0 ¢) < c(¢)c(9).
(4) c(¢) = c(¢").

Remark. Thus, if ¢ € P}, then the projective action of ¢ on Sp is strictly contractive with
respect to the metric d.

Proof. To prove (1), suppose that ¢ € Pp. Ilf ¢- X = ¢ Y, then 0 = d(¢p- X,¢0-Y) <
c(9)d(X,Y). Now suppose that ¢- X # ¢-Y and let {1 and AL be as in the proof of Lemma
3.8. Similarly, let A, = s3¢- X +(1—s4)¢-Y with s; the largest and smallest real numbers
such that s¢- X + (1 —s)¢-Y € Sp.

The linear map ¢ maps the two dimensional space spanned by A_, A, into the two di-
mensional space spanned by A’ , A’ . Let the matrix of this map (with respect to the bases
A_, A, for the domain and A’ , A’ for the range) be

a B
v )
We claim that «, 3,7,0 > 0. To see that a, v > 0, note that

GAL) = L¢(X)+ (1~ t)9(Y) = [I-tré(X)g- X + (1 —1_) tr¢(Y)-Y].

Thus
£ tefp(X) E t[®(X)
———=¢ - X+ |l - ———| ¢ Y
to(A )] to(A)
Since ¢ - A- € Sp we must have s_tr[p(A_)] < t_tr[p(X)] < sy tr[p(A-)]. Thus ¢(A_) =
aA” 4+ ~A" with

W OO — s ul(A)] s g — i)

Sy — S— Sy — S—

The verification that > 0 and § > 0 is similar.

We also have ad + 8y > 0. Indeed if ad + S were zero, then the matrix would have a
zero row or a zero column. A zero column would imply that one of ¢(A_) or ¢(A,) is zero, a
contradiction. A zero row would imply that ¢(A, ) and ¢(A_) were both proportional either
to A’ or A”. Suppose both were proportional to A’ . Then both points would lie on the line
between 0 and A’ and also on the line between A” and A’ . Since these lines intersect only
in A” we would have ¢(A,) = ¢(A_) = A’ , contradicting the assumption that ¢- X # ¢-Y.

A =
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With these preliminaries, we can now prove (1) by computing d(¢ - X, ¢ -Y). Let X =
uA_ +usAy Y = v A 4+ vAy. Then,
|(quy + Pug)(yvr + dva) — (yuy + dug) (avy + Sosg)
(aur + Bug)(yor + dv2) + (yur + dug)(awr + Bus)

lad — By| Jurve — ugvy |

ay2uivy + (ad + By)(ugve + ugvy) + B62uqvy
lad — By| |urvy — ugvy]
ad + By uvg + ugvy
= d(¢-A_,¢- A)d(X,Y) < c(d)d(X,Y)

Turning now to (2), if ¢ € Pp\ Py, then ¢- X € Sp\ S, for some X € Sp\ S}, (otherwise
¢ would be strictly positive). Thus, ¢(¢) = 1, since by Lemma 3.5, d(¢- X, ¢ -Y) =1 for
Y € S%,. To see that ¢(¢) < 1 for ¢ € Py, note that ¢- is a continuous map from (Sp, d;)
into (S%,d;). By Lemma 3.9, F(X,Y) = d(¢- X,¢-Y) is a continuous map of Sp x Sp
into R, where we take the d;-product topology on Sp x Sp. Since Sp x Sp is compact we
conclude that there are X,Y € Sp such that ¢(¢) =d(¢- X,¢-Y). Since ¢ - X, ¢-Y € S,
we have 0 <m(¢- X, 0 -Y) <land 0 <m(¢-Y,¢- X), so that c(¢p) =d(¢- X,¢-Y) < 1.

To prove (3), note that ¢’ o ¢p- X = ¢' - (¢ - X), so that

d((b/ © (b ’ X7 ¢/ © (b ' Y) < C(¢I>d(¢ ' X7 (b ’ Y) < C(¢)C<¢/)d(X7 Y) )
by part (1).
Finally, to prove that c¢(¢) = ¢(¢*), we use the variational formula (3.2) which implies
tr[AX] tr[A’Y]
tr[A’X] tr[AY]

d(¢-X,0-Y) =

m(X,Y)m(Y, X) = inf{ A A € S}’j}

It follows that
[ e (A)X] g (A)Y]
m(¢- X ¢-Y)m(¢-Y,¢-X) = inf {tr[¢*<A'>X] trlg*(4)Y]

> inf {m(¢*- A, 6" Am(¢* - A, ¢* - A) © AA €SI

A A GS})}

and thus that
inf {m(¢*- X, 0" - Y)m(¢*-Y, 0" - X) : XY €S}}
:lnf{m(¢X7¢Y)m(¢Ya¢X) : X,YES;)} 5
from which it follows that ¢(¢) = c(¢*). O

3.3. Existence of Z; and Z;. We start by proving Lemma 2.1, which states the equivalence
of Assumption 1 to two conditions, which we reformulate here in the notation of the §3.1:

(1) For some ng > 0, Prob [®,, € Py] > 0.
(2) With probability one, ¢g € Pp.

Recall that &y = ¢y o -+ - 0 ¢y, where ¢, = ppn,,. Let
T = inf{Ny >0 : &y € P}, for N > Ny} .

Note that Assumption 1 is equivalent to the statement that 7 < co with probability one.
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Proof of Lemma 2.1. We first show that Conditions (1) and (2) imply 7 < oo with proba-
bility one. By ergodicity and condition (1),

U {(I)no;Tkw S 'PB}] =1

k>0

Prob

Thus with probability 1 there is ¢ < oo such that @, .70, = Poyn, 0 -0 ¢, € Pp. By
Condition (2) and the shift invariance of probabilities, we have ¢, € Pp for all n, with
probability one. By Corollary 3.2, it follows that

(bN == ¢NO".¢7L0+0'+1O¢nO;Tng¢U—1o"'o¢0

is strictly positive for N > ng+o0,s07 >ng+o

Conversely, note that Assumption 1 implies Condition (1) directly. To prove Condition
(2), note that for N > 0, we have ker &y D ker¢y. It follows that ker gy N Pp = {0} if
®y € Py, for some N. Thus Assumption 1 implies that ker ¢g N Pp = {0} with probability
one. To prove the corresponding statement for ¢f, first note that if &y = ¢pnyoPx_; is strictly
positive, then we have tr ¢} (A)Py_1(B) > 0 for every A, B € Pp \ {0}. Thus Assumption
1 implies that, with probability one, ker ¢35 NPp = {0} for all sufficiently large N. Let Ay,
denotes the event

Ay = m {w : keroy, NPp={0}} .

N>M

Then (A)$j—, is an increasing sequence and Prob[J,, Ay = 1. Thus limy, Prob[A,] = 1.

However, Ay = TM(Ay) so Prob[Aj;] = Prob[Ay] for all M. We conclude that Prob[Ag] = 1
and thus that ker ¢ N Pp = {0} with probability one. O
Lemma 3.11. Let cy = ¢(Py), with c(-) the contraction coefficient in (3.6). Then
. YN . YN
A}l_r}I(l)OCN —1r]\1[ch =K

exists almost surely, where k € [0,1) is non-random and

(3.7) Ink = A}l_l)l;o %E {lnen} = i%f %E {lncy}

Proof. Note that Incyyy = Ine(®Pnyar) = Ine(Pyparir, 0 @), <Ine(Py.parrry,) +1ne(Pay)
and Inc(®y) < 0 it follows from the subadditive ergodic theorem [13] that the limit and
infimum exist, and that equation (3.7) holds. Since 0 < ¢(®y) < 1, we have 0 < k < 1. By
Condition (1) of Lemma 2.1 and Lemma 3.10, we see that ¢,, < 1 with positive probability.
Thus ny 'E{Inc,,} <0 and so Inx < 0. O

We can now prove the existence of the limiting processes:

Lemma 3.12. Let ®}, and Ly be as in equation (2.6). As N — 0o, Lx converges almost
surely to a limit Z| such that:

(1) Z € S%, almost surely;

(2) ¢8 ) Z[/);Tw = Z(l);w; and

(3) forY € Sp and N > 0, we have d(®y - Y, Z)) < c¢(Py).

Proof. Let By = @3 - Sp, so By C By_1. It follows from Assumption 1 that By C S, for
large enough N. Thus, by Lemma 3.9, By is compact in the d-topology for large N (since
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By is compact in the d;-topology for every N). Thus Ny By is non-empty. On the other
hand,

diam By = sup{d(®y - X,®y-Y) : X, Y €Sp} < ¢(Py) — 0

by Lemmas 3.10 and 3.11. Thus Ny By = {Z]} for a single point Z{. It is clear that Z|, € S,
almost surely.

We claim that Ly € By. Indeed, since @4 (Ly) = AnvLx and tr[Ly| = 1, it follows that
®y - Ly = Ly. Thus, d(Ly, Zy) < diam By — 0 almost surely. It follows that Z;p, =
limy_yo0 Ly, However Ly.p, is a normalized eigenmatrix for Q)’I‘V;Tw = ¢jo---0¢y,,- Thus
&y - Lvirw = P41 - Lnyrw € By, from which it follows that ¢f - Ly,p, — Z;. Finally, let
Y € Sp. Then @} - Y € By, so d(®y - Y. Z;) < diam By < ¢(®y) as claimed. O

A similar argument can be applied to ®* ,; to conclude the existence and properties of Zj.
To this end, let ¢, = ¢*,, and

\IJN = wNo"'oq/}O = ¢*_No...o¢(’§ = (I)*_N

First we note that the process ¥y satisfies Assumption 1:
Lemma 3.13. With probability one, there is N < oo such that ¥y € Py, for all N > Nj.

Proof. We will show that Conditions (1) and (2) of Lemma 2.1 hold. Condition (2) for 1
follows from the corresponding statement for ¢y, since ¥y = ¢ and 9§ = ¢o. To see that
Condition (1) holds, note that ¥y = ®_,,., = @, .7-no,,- Thus by the shift invariance of
probabilities, Prob[¥; € Pp| = Prob[V¥,,, € Pp] > 0. O

The existence of Z; follows directly from Lemma 3.12 applied to U = &* y:

Lemma 3.14. Let &y and Ry be as in equation (2.5). As N — —oo, Ry converges almost
surely to a limit Zy such that:

(1) Zy € S3, almost surely;
(2) o Zor-10 = Zp; and
(3) for Y € Sp and N >0, we have d(d_y - Y, Zy) < c(P_y).

4. PROOFS OF THE THEOREMS
4.1. Proof of Theorem 1. We have already shown the existence of the limits limy_.o, Ly =
Zy and limy, o Ry = Zo. Let Z, = Zogn, and Z;, = Zjpu,. Then Zy = ¢ - Z_; and
Zy = ¢y - Zy by Lemmas 3.12 and 3.14. Thus Z, = ¢, - Z,—1 and Z], = ¢}, - Z),,, as
claimed. ]

4.2. Proof of Theorem 2. Let it € (k,1) be as in Lemma 3.11. Given m < n, let ¥,, ,,, =
Gn 00 ¢y and P, (M) = tr[Z], M] Z,. To prove equation (2.10), we must show that

1
e[, ()]

whenever m < x < n. In fact, it suffices to prove equation (4.1) for M € Sp. Indeed, any
matrix M can be written as a linear combination

(4.1) tr Uym(M) — Py (M) < Cppp” ™ tr | M]

4 4
(4.2) M=> a;M;  with M; €Spand Y _|a;| < 2tx[|M]]
j=1

j=1



AN ERGODIC THEOREM FOR QUANTUM PROCESSES 19

Thus equation (4.1) for M € Sp implies the same bound for general M, with the constant
C,,» increased by a factor of 2. (To see that equation (4.2) holds, note that for self-adjoint A/
we have M = tr[M]py —tr[M_]p_, where py = MMi with M, the positive and negative
parts of M. For a general matrix M, we proceed by applying this decomposition to the real
and imaginary parts M = M, + iM;, where M, = (M + M) and M; = -(M — M").)
Now let M € Sp be fixed. Note that V,, ,,, = ®,,,_p,.7n,, and U =@, _.rm, By Lemma
3.8 and Lemma 3.14 we have

/|

By Lemma 3.8 and Lemma 3.12, we have

1

— U, . (M) - Z,
tr W, (M) m(M)

} < 2(T,,.)

tr[qjmm(M)]
tr[wr (D]

—tr[anM]‘ < 2e(Upm)

where we have noted that tr[¥}, (I)M] = tr[¥,,,,(M)]. Thus

1

tr[ W, m (M)
b5, (D]

(4.3) tr [ [0y (D]

U, m (M) — an(M)H < 2¢(Vym) (1 + ) <Ade(Vym),

since tr[V,, ,,(M)] = tr[¥; (DM] < tr[Ur  (T)] for M € S5,

To prove equation (4.1), first suppose that m < z < n. Then ¢(¥,, ) < (W z41)c(Vaim)-
By Lemma 3.11 we have ¢(¥,, y1+1) < D, ,p1" " and ¢(¥,.,) < D, ,u"™ for suitable D, , <
co. Thus ¢(W,, ) < D7 ,u"~"™, s0 equation (4.1) follows from equation (4.3). Form <z = n,
we have ¢(V,, ) = (V) < D, p" ™, so equation (4.1) holds in this case as well. O

4.3. Proof of Theorem 3. We have
W(0201) = W(O9)W (Or)
— tr [(52 . W(oz)@) © Byt 0+ 0 a1 O (51<2’m1,l) - W(Ol)\ffl(Zml,l)ﬂ .

By Theorem 2, there is 0 < g < 1 such that

ol

for any D x D matrix M, where we have used the fact that gg;';lﬂ o--- ;5;;1271(]1) = 1. Equation
(2.20) then follows. O

(Emz—l ©--+0 gm-l-l(M) - an tI"MH < Cu’xlqu*m tl“HM” )
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