arXiv:2008.04514v1 [quant-ph] 11 Aug 2020

Anti-PT-symmetric Qubit:
Decoherence and Entanglement Entropy

Julia Cen and Avadh Saxena

Theoretical Division and Center for Nonlinear Studies, Los Alamos National Laboratory, Los
Alamos, New Mexico 87545, USA

Emails: julia.cen@outlook.com, avadh@lanl.gov

Abstract

We investigate a two-level spin system based anti-parity-time (anti-P7 )-symmetric qubit and study
its decoherence as well as entanglement entropy properties. We compare our findings with that of the
corresponding PT -symmetric and Hermitian qubits. First we consider the time-dependent Dyson map
to find the exact analytical dynamics for a general non-Hermitian qubit system coupled with a bath,
then we specialize it to the case of the anti-P7T -symmetric qubit. We find that the decoherence function
for the anti-P7T -symmetric qubit decays slower than the P7T-symmetric and Hermitian qubits. For the
entanglement entropy we find that for the anti-P7 -symmetric qubit it grows more slowly compared to
the PT-symmetric and Hermitian qubits. Similarly, we find that the corresponding variance and area
of Fisher information is much higher compared to the PT-symmetric and Hermitian qubits. These
results demonstrate that anti-P7T-symmetric qubits may be better suited for quantum computing
and quantum information processing applications than conventional Hermitian or even P7T-symmetric
qubits.

1 Introduction

One of the roadblocks for achieving viable quantum computing platforms is decoherence intrinsic to
quantum systems [I]. This is particularly important for quantum information processing and storage
[2]. Previously it was shown that parity-time or PT-symmetric qubits are better than Hermitian qubits
from this perspective when the P7 -symmetric quantum system is coupled to a Hermitian environment
very weakly [3]. Here we explore whether another non-Hermitian realization, i.e. an anti-P7T qubit,
can further improve decoherence properties. We find that the answer is in the affirmative. A very
weak coupling to the bath or environment ascertains that the system and the bath do not exchange
any heat [4], which leads to what is known as pure decoherence or dephasing [5]. The choice of a
Hermitian bath is only for the sake of simplicity.

Before exploring properties, we need to find the dynamics of our qubit systems. The computation
of the qubit’s reduced density matrix, through the expectation value of the time evolved operator,
usually is performed from a Hermitian diagonal qubit, which can be easily obtained for Hermitian and
PT-symmetric qubits [3, [6]. However, for the anti-P7 qubit, we need to first provide a method to
obtain the exact analytical expression for the evolved density matrix of a general non-Hermitian qubit
system. This is accomplished through utilizing the time-dependent Dyson map to find a corresponding



Hermitian system and as a result, obtain a reduced density matrix for a time-dependent Hermitian
system [7, [§]. The decoherence is naturally revealed in the dynamics and we can subsequently also
investigate further properties such as entanglement entropy (von Neumann as well as Rényi) and Fisher
information.

After the introduction of PT-symmetry [9] and subsequently two decades of intensive research [10], the
notion of anti-P7 symmetry was introduced by Ge and Tiireci [11] in optics by an appropriate spatial
arrangement of the effective optical potential. The PT operator commutes with the Hamiltonian
[H,PT] = 0 whereas the anti-P7T operator anticommutes with the Hamiltonian {H,P7T} = 0. The
anti-P7T symmetry has been realized in spatially coupled atom beams [12], electrical circuit resonators
[13], optical waveguides with imaginary couplings [14] and optical four-wave mixing in cold atoms
[15]. In addition, constant refraction optical systems [16] and several experiments in atomic [I7,
18] and optical [19 20, 21] systems have realized the anti-P7 symmetry. There are many other
applications involving waveguide arrays [21], diffusive systems [22], phase transitions [23], spin chains
[24], information flow [25] and non-Markovian aspects [26].

Specifically, we investigate an anti-P7T-symmetric quantum system very weakly coupled to a bath
(or environment). This leads to a critical slowing down of decoherence that is better than its PT-
symmetric counterpart. Possibly, an anti-P7 qubit can be experimentally realized in recently demon-
strated optical and microcavity settings [27]. A quantum circuit [28] and information flow [29] using
a two-level system have also been recently discussed.

The outline of the paper is as follows. We first introduce the two-level Hermitian, P7 -symmetric
and anti-P7T -symmetric qubits. For the former two qubits, we explicitly write down their reduced
density matrices. In Section 2 we show a general formalism for treating non-Hermitian qubits by way
of the time-dependent Dyson map for the density matrix and apply it to the anti-P7T -symmetric qubit.
Section 3 is devoted to studying decoherence of the anti-PT qubit. In Section 4 we calculate the von
Neumann and Rényi entanglement entropy for the anti-P7T qubit. In Section 5 we invoke the use of
the Kullback-Leibler divergence in order to compute the quantum Fisher information [30, B1]. Section
6 deals with spin vector representation for the three types of qubits. Finally, Section 7 contains a
summary of our main conclusions.

1.1 The Model

In this paper, we will be considering the spin qubit system coupled to a bath of bosonic systems
described by the following Hamiltonian [32]

H=Hs®RIg+1Is® Hg + Hs ® V3, (1.1)
where Hg denotes the system, Hg the bath
Hp = Zwkazak, (1.2)
k

and Vp the interaction term between the system and bath

Vi = Z <gkaz + gZak) : (1.3)

k



Here aL and a; denote bosonic creation and annihilation operators, respectively, w;, are the eigenmodes
of the bath and g are the coupling constants. One of the main purposes of this paper is to compare
the various features and properties between a Hermitian, P7T-symmetric and non-Hermitian qubit
system, with particular focus on the anti-P7 -symmetric qubit.

1.2 Hermitian Qubit

To begin, let us review the dynamics for the Hermitian qubit as

_(a+0 {+6

with a,&,0,0 € R to satisfy the Hermiticity condition Hf = (H Q)T For convenience, we take a
similarity transformation [33]

T = <w0 o - Z(S) . where wy = /a2 + 02+ €2, (1.5)

wp + « £+Z(5

to obtain a diagonalized Hamiltonian HP"* = THAT~!. Subsequently, the evolved reduced density
matrix for the system can be expressed in terms of the reduced density matrix for the diagonalized
system with normalization as

TR () (1)

ps (t) = (1.6)
Trs 718" (0) (1)1
and the diagonalized reduced density matrix being
Dh Dh 2iwot ,—iwoQ(t)
phpn _ (P10 0O 0 pra €0 e 0 —w2~(t)
ps (t) = ( 0 p%h) + <p2Dlh€2iw0teinQ(t) 0 )6 o, (1.7)
where
o t — si t
Q@):4q/ de@QEL—3§iﬂl, (1.8)
0 w
o 1— t
7@24/ mumy—ﬂ§@lmm<%g, (1.9)
0 w

T (w) = "|gl?6 (w—wy) (1.10)

are respectively the function influencing phase evolution, decoherence function and spectral density of
the bath.

1.3 P7T-symmetric Qubit

For the PT-symmetric case, which has been studied in [3], let us take the Hamiltonian as

Hs _(5—15 a—if) (1.11)
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where «, £, 5,0 € R, 62 + £ > 62 and the parity and time operators to be

01 ) }
P=0g, = (1 0), T i — —i, (1.12)

which has the property [PT, HET} = (. Taking the same similarity transformation 1} as for the

Hermitian system, but where
wo = /2 + 62— 62 (1.13)

will lead to a diagonalized Hermitian Hamiltonian %7 = THE7 T~ and same evolved reduced density
matrix (1.7]), with the difference that Q (¢) is now — (¢).

1.4 Anti-P7-symmetric Qubit

We now introduce an anti-P7 -symmetric quantum system of the general form

(ot 410
s = <—€+i5 —a+759) ’ (1.14)

where a, €, 6,0 € R and can check that the anticommutation relation {P7T, Hs} = 0 is satisfied taking
the same parity and time operators ((1.12)). The total system H, is diagonalizable by again taking the

similarity transformation (1.5 with
wop = Va?—§ — 0% (1.15)
The resulting diagonalized Hamiltonian will be given by

HP =THT™", (1.16)
= (—wpo, + i0ls) @ I+ 15 ® Hp + (—woo, + i0ls) @ V3.

This is equivalent to the eigenbasis representation

THT™' =) Eyn)(n| (1.17)

with E,, € C, which can be rewritten in a complete biorthonormal basis for H [34], 35 [36, 37]

H=T"Y" Eyn)(n|T, (1.18)
= Exleiy(wh,

taking the set of eigenvectors |¢2) = T=ln) and (Y| = (n|T, satisfying the defining equations
(nlb) = Onm and 37, [50) (] = L.

The pair of eigenvalues of the anti-P7T-symmetric system is given by F. = i6 4+ wy with the
difference of the two eigenvalues being E= 2wq. This represents the energy gap of our two-level system
and its reality depends on the parameters «, 6 and £. When 62 + £2 = a2, the energy gap will be zero
to give degenerate eigenvalues, but for this paper, we will be interested in the case when the energy
gap is real, i.e. to study the parametric domain o? > §2 + £2.
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For a general non-Hermitian Hamiltonian, H, it has been suggested in [38, 39, 40] that the Hamiltonian
can also be viewed as a decomposition of real and imaginary parts H = Hg + t1H; to give a complex
extension of the Liouville-von Neumann equation

py = —i[Hg,p] + {Hy, p} — 20T (pHy), (1.19)

which can be solved by the form

U (1) p(0) U (1)
TrlU (1) (0) 0T (O] (1.20)

given the evolution operator U (t) = e~ then tracing out the bath degrees of freedom results in the
reduced density matrix for the system. However, for non-Hermitian spin-boson models, calculations
become quite involved. In what follows, we will present a scheme that makes computing the reduced
density matrix of these systems more feasible.

p(t) =

2 Time-dependent Dyson Map for Density Matrix of a Non-
Hermitian System

The key is to show that one can reformulate the non-Hermitian Hamiltonian problem in terms of a
Hermitian one utilizing a time-dependent Dyson map [41], 42], 43|, 44], 45], 46], 47, 48, 49]. Recently,
this has been investigated for a P7T-symmetric bosonic system coupled to a bath of N bosonic systems
[7] and PT-symmetric Jaynes-Cummings Hamiltonian [8]. Here, we shall present this method for a
general non-Hermitian qubit system and in particular we will focus on the anti-P7-symmetric case.

First, let us recall that for a Hermitian system with density matrix p””, the Liouville-von Neumann
equation is given by
ip" = [h?,p""]. (2.1)

In the non-Hermitian case, taking the diagonalized example H?, we can write the Schrodinger equation
and its conjugate transpose as

o >

Z%Wi) = H"|y), (2.2)
DT

—Zawﬂ = (i (H ) ) (2.3)

where, with p? = Y, Pi|1);) (1| being the density matrix, the corresponding non-Hermitian Liouville-
von Neumann equation can be derived as

ioP =i YR ()l + g ) 2.4)

= HPpP — pP (HD)T. (2.5)



Let HP and h” be related by the Dyson relation
HP =n='hPn —in~tn,, (2.6)

where 7 relates the states |¢;), |¢;) of the Hamiltonians h?, HP respectively as |¢;) = n]i;). Substi-
tuting the Dyson relation into ({2.5) and comparing with (2.1]) gives the relation of density matrices
between the Hermitian and non-Hermitian Hamiltonians as

pP" = npPn’. (2.7)

Supposing pP" = >~ Pi|¢:) (¢4], we can check using the relation above that p” = Y. Pi|1;) (1|, which
shows the mapping of density matrices is able to preserve the set of probabilities P;.

On the other hand, taking the Hermitian Liouville-von Neumann equation ([2.1f) and substituting again

the Dyson relation ({2.6)), it can be shown
i = [P, 7] 23)

under the relation p? = n~1pPhn = pP M, with M = n'n being the metric such that for the quasi-
Hermitian Hamiltonian
H® = HP +in~1n, (2.9)

it satisfies (HOy; M) = (0;|MH@Y;) = (¢;|hP ;) and (HQ)TM = MH“. Looking at the anti-
PT-symmetric qubit of which we now denote by HZ, we will see that the corresponding quasi-
Hermitian qubit HSQ, is a two-level system with energies Eg = +wy, with same energy gap as HE. It
follows that H;i2 is interpreted as the physical operator that plays the role of energy for HY [45, [46],
and pP is a Hermitian density matrix operator in the Hilbert space under the metric M (t). We now
find the corresponding Hermitian system from a time-dependent Dyson map.

Let us recall the diagonalized non-Hermitian Hamiltonian (1.16)), if we take the Ansatz n = e“®er(®Va
in the Dyson relation, h” becomes

hP = —wyo, +i0 + Hg — ¢ (t) Vs — ©* (t) U — woo, Vi +i0Vp + i€ (t) +ip (t) Vp, (2.10)

where Vg = >k W (gkaz — g,";ak> and Q = >, wi|gk|?. For h” to be Hermitian (hD)Jr = hP, the

constraining equations are ¢ (t) = —0 and ¢ (t) = —0, so we can take n = e %e %V then the
corresponding Hermitian Hamiltonian is

hD = —wyo, + HB - woanB + 9ﬂ73 - 02t29k. (211)

Note we can also represent A in terms of the quasi-Hermitian Hamiltonian H® [50, 511, 52], as

hP = i <—1>“cg> (H?), (2.12)

n!
n=0



with G = 6 (1 + Vpt) and denoting

(n) = PR
C1G (O) [G7 [G7 [Gv Om (2-13)

as the n-fold commutation for operators G and O, then in terms of the non-Hermitian Hamiltonian
HP, hP can be expressed as

hP = —if (1 + V) + Z Y (HP). (2.14)
n=0

n!

The remaining step now, is to find the density matrix of (2.11)), which we will look at in the next
section. Consequently, we also obtain the decoherence for our qubit system.

3 Decoherence of an Anti-P7-symmetric Qubit
We shall consider the dynamics where the qubit is initially uncorrelated with a bath in thermal

equilibrium i.e. the Gibbs state Qp = e P2 /7 where Z = Trge P15 is the partition function [53],
so the initial density matrix of the total system becomes

" (0) = pB2" (0) @ 0, (3.1)
taking a general form for the qubit
Dh  ,Dh
P?h (0) = (plDlh p1D2h) (3.2)
P21 P21

(YA (o)
( (01) §<1—<az>>>’ (3:3)

with o4 = 0, & i0,. The reduced system’s density matrix at time ¢ is given by

o (Y14 0) (o)
s (“—( (o (1) %(1—<az<t>>>) (34)

and the expectation value of a general time evolved operator O with Hermitian Hamiltonian A" can be
expressed as (O (t)) = Tr [0 (t) p(0)] where O (t) = ¢'/""%#O (0) e~*/ "7 hence the time-dependent
qubit operators are given by

. (t) _ eith(t)dtO‘ZG_ith(t)dt, (35)
oL (t) = eith(t)dtO_ie—ith(t)dt. (3.6)

To proceed with computing the decoherence function, we want to find the expressions for the time-
dependent qubit operators (3.513.6). To begin, consider the expression for time-dependent bath oper-
ator

ay, (t) = eith(t)dtakefith(t)dt ’ (3.7)



which can be found by first noting the commutation relations [Hg,ar] = —wia, [Ve,ax] = —g,

[‘N/B, ak} = —wigk. Then the equation of motion becomes
iak (t) = —iwg |ag (t) — wog—kaz + Ogit| (3.8)
dt Wik

and the time-dependent bath operator expression is given by

ay (t) = —0Ogpt + e Kt [ak — A (t) o, + By (t)] , (39)
where ‘ .
A () = wodE (1= e™)  and By (t) = 022 (1 — ). (3.10)
Wi Wi

Utilizing this expression, we can find the expressions for the time-dependent qubit operators similarly,
by using their equations of motion respectively, which are solved by

o, (t) = o,, (3.11)

s, (3.12)

) ft F2iwo Y gka,Jr () +gtar(r)|dr
o4 (t) = Ty koo

; los,|*
. . 440 1- .t *
_ U:te:FQZwoteiwwo Ek(9i+|gk|2)t2€q: i0wo Dy, w? (1—cos(w ))ei >k [2Ak(t)az—2Ak(t)ak]’

where ei"] is the time-ordered exponent

eiiwo f§[1+2 G(7)]dr _ eino fot[l—&—z Gk(T)]dTe—wo fg dr fOTl dTQ[Gk(Tl),Gk(m)}’ (313)

with Gy, (1) a time-dependent operator and [[Gy (11), Gk (72)], Gk (13)] = 0. Now, we can express the
reduced system’s density matrix at time ¢ (3.4), by computing the expectation values of o4 (t) and

o, (t)

(02 (1)) = () eP2nteiont®a(0- 0] (2 2 (50 245000) (3.15)

e F2iwot o Fiwo [ (1) =1 (1)] , —wiy(t)

(0x)

Y

where

- 49/ ] (w) L= (wm, (3.16)

Oy (1) = 9752/ dw (J (w) + J(w)) , (3.17)
0
in the continuum limit of bath modes. Here

T (w) =" |gu|* [cos (20;) + i sin (20,)] 6 (w — wy,) , (3.18)

is the spectral density characterizing the environment with i in general, a complex coupling constant
— |ge|e®. Let us take as an example, J (w) = Jow' e v and J (w) = J (w) with g, € R. The
resulting density matrix of the reduced system at time ¢ is given by
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P21 € €

and the decoherence function reads

Dh Dh_2icot —iwo[Qa(£)—1 (£)]
p 0 0 Py €10t eTI0 2
pgh (t) = ( 61 Dh) + ( Dh ,—2iwgt iwo[Qz(t)fﬂl(t)] 12 O e OV(t) (319>

D(t) = e 7®), (3.20)

which quantifies the loss of quantum information to the environment. As this function evolves with
time, we are able to see that the anti-P7T-symmetric (|1.14) qubit decays more gradually compared to

a Hermitian (1.4) or PT-symmetric (1.11]) qubit, as shown in Figure [1]

D(t)

1.0
0.8

— APT
0.6

— PT
04/ H
02

05 1.0 15 2.0
Figure 1: Comparison of the evolution of decoherence function with anti-P7-symmetric (APT), PT-

symmetric (PT) and Hermitian (H) systems, with parameters Jo = w. = 1, § = 0.5, § = 0.56,
pw=—0.5&=0.81,0=0.86 and o = 1.

There are four real parameters in our qubits, «, 9, # and £. For the Hermitian case, «, 6 and £ will
contribute to increasing the decoherence. For a PT-symmetric qubit, the parameters d, £ bring an
increase and 6, a decrease of decoherence. But for our example of an anti-P7T-symmetric qubit, we only
have one parameter, a participating in increasing; the other two, § and &, help to reduce decoherence.

4 Entanglement Entropy

Let us now study the entanglement entropy, which is a common measure of entanglement and quantum
information. In particular, for our system, this will be a measure of entanglement between our qubit
and environment. To do this, let us rewrite the standard representation of the reduced system’s density
matrix at time ¢ [54] [55]

P (1) = 5 [1+7(1) ] (4.1

following [56] in exponential form

1 Lo
PR (1) = S\ /1— v (107, (4.2)



where v (t) = |U(t)] and @ (t) = %ln [138] The (von Neumann) entropy can consequently be

calculated as
S(t)=—=Trs [pg" (t)Inpg" (t)] (4.3)

:1n2—%[1+v(t)]1n[1+v(t)]—%[1—v(t)]1n[1—v(t)].

Now taking the initial state of the reduced system |) as a pure state, we have T'r [(pgh)Q (0)} =1,

then if we choose equal populations of ground and excited state initially, i.e. pP"* = p2l,
v (t) = e 670, (4.4)
The corresponding entropy becomes
S(t)=In2- % [1 + e*wf%(t)} In [1 + e*wf%(t)] — % [1 - e*“’gV(t)] In [1 — e*w(%w(t)} : (4.5)

Att =0, S5(0) =0and as t — oo, S(00) = In2, as shown in Figure 2l What is also evident is
that the entropy with anti-P7-symmetric qubit increases more gradually compared with Hermitian or
PT-symmetric qubit. This result shows the anti-P7T-symmetric qubit entangles with the environment
at a slower rate compared to Hermitian or P7T-symmetric qubits, which is equivalent to the ability to
preserve quantum information for a longer time.

S(t)

0.7
0.6
05

— APT
0.4 — PT
03 H

0.2

0.1

L L L L L L L L L L L L L L L L L t
0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0

Figure 2: Comparison of the time evolution of von Neumann entropy with anti-P7 -symmetric (APT),
PT-symmetric (PT) and Hermitian (H) systems, with parameters J, = w. = 1, § = 0.5, § = 0.56,
pw=—0.5,&=0.81,0=0.86 and a = 1.

An extension of the von Neumann entropy is the quantum Rényi entanglement entropy [57, 58] through
an introduction of a parameter r. One interesting connection is the Rényi entanglement entropy’s close
relation with free energy [59]. In our case, the parameter r gives a nonlinear dependence of entropy
on the reduced density matrix and is given as

5. = 2T O1) (4.6

_rh2 1 tn{[1+ 0] 4 [1 - o]}
l—r 1-—7r
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Taking the ratio of Rényi entanglement entropy with von Neumann entropy at a fixed time for the
three types of qubits with respect to varying the parameter r on the left of Figure [3, we can clearly
see that in the limit of r — 1, this reduces back to the von Neumann entropy. On the right of Figure
BB, we depict the time evolution of Rényi entanglement entropy for the anti-P7 qubit under varying
parameter 7.

St
s

1.2
11 \
————— Sr=

10— N\————==mmmmmmo—ooooo oo

0.9

0.8 H

0.7

0.6

r
0 2 4 6 8 10

Figure 3: Ratio of Rényi entanglement entropy and von Neumann entropy at time 1.25 for anti-
PT-symmetric (APT), PT-symmetric (PT) and Hermitian (H) systems (left) and evolution of Rényi
entanglement entropy for the anti-P7T -symmetric case (right), under the parameter choices Jy = w, =
1,6=05,0=02 pu=-05£=0.12,0 = 0.05 and o = 0.3.

To summarize, through analysis of Rényi entanglement entropy and von Neumann entropy, results show
the anti-P7T -symmetric qubit is a better choice to use in quantum computing than the Hermitian or
PT-symmetric qubit. We note that this calculation complements the analysis of decoherence function.

5 Fisher Information

Quantum Fisher information is an important quantity in quantum metrology [60]. It quantifies the
precision that can be achieved in estimating a parameter for a given quantum state. Thus, it can be
regarded as a measure of reliability of a quantum system. A higher value of Fisher information equates
to higher precision of estimating a parameter. One can compute from the relative entropy (i.e. the
Kullback-Leibler divergence [30, [31])

Dk (K, t) =Tr [pgh <R’,t> In p5* (I?,t)} —Tr [p§" (K, t)Inpg" (K, 1)] (5.1)

1 1—v2<IN(,t> [1—1—1}(?(,75)} [1—v (K, t)]
— -1 _
[1 v (K,t)] 1+ v (K, )]

)

S WA f{t)l
2 n1—v2(K,t)+”<’ i

the Fisher entropy with respect to (the inverse) temperature parameter, K = 3 as
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Sp(B,t) = aa_;DKL (g, 75) - (5.2)
= %2 {coth [ (5] = 1} | 0 510

From the left of Figure ] we see that although the maximum Fisher information for the three types
of qubit are roughly equal, the anti-P7T-symmetric case is still slightly higher, as shown in Table
[ However, the variance and area of Fisher information are visibly much larger for the anti-P7T-
symmetric qubit. This may be interpreted that we need a larger interval of time in estimating (8
accurately.

Si(B.t) Se(wo,t)
0.6 6
05 5
0.4 — APT 4 — APT
03 o :T 3 — :T
0.2 2}
0.1 1
0.5 1.0 15 20" 05 10 15 20"

Figure 4: Comparison of the Fisher entropy with respect to inverse temperature [ (left) and with
respect to the combined qubit parameter wy (right) for anti-P7T-symmetric (APT), PT-symmetric
(PT) and Hermitian (H) Hamiltonians, with parameters Jo = w. =1, u = —0.5, 5 = = 0.5, £ = 0.8,
f=0.6and = 1.

Similarly, the Fisher entropy depending on what we shall call the ‘combined qubit parameter’ wy can
be computed to be
0? N
Sy (wo,t) = —5 Dk (wo,1) (5.3)
aCL)O Go=wo

= 2w {coth [wiy (wo,t)] — 1} 7* (wo, ).

The right of Figure {4] clearly shows that both the maximum and area of Fisher information with
respect to wy for the anti-P7T-symmetric qubit are much greater compared with the Hermitian and
PT-symmetric cases. In particular, this represents that a higher accuracy can be obtained in measur-
ing the parameter wy.

In Table[T}, we compute numerically the maxima, when they occur and total areas of Fisher information.
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. . . with parameter [ with parameter w,
Fisher information data gmaz Jmaz Garea | gmaz Jmaz Garea
Hermitian qubit 0.6113 | 0.1714 || 0.1146 | 0.3426 | 0.1713 || 0.0642
PT-qubit 0.6128 | 0.3248 || 0.2192 | 1.2219 | 0.3244 || 0.4366
Anti-PT-qubit 0.6189 | 0.7242 || 0.5058 | 5.8874 | 0.7210 || 4.8039

Table 1: Comparison of the Fisher information data with respect to inverse temperature  and the
combined qubit parameter wy for anti-P7T-symmetric, PT-symmetric and Hermitian Hamiltonians,
with parameters Jy =w. =1, u=—-05,=0=0.5,6=0.8,0=0.6 and o = 1.

From the Table, we can clearly see that the Fisher information maximum and total area for the anti-
PT-symmetric qubit are much larger compared with the other two qubits. In addition, the maxima
times do not seem to be much affected by the choice of parameters.

6 Spin Vector Representation

Considering that our investigation is of a two-level system, the dynamics is naturally best revealed
with the spin vector representation. Let us start by taking the reduced density matrices of our systems
with gk € R,

1 1+ S Sy (t) — iS5y (¢)
Dh _ = z
ps (1) =3 (Sx (t) +1iS, () 18, (6.1)
1 1 + cos By sin 906_1¢(t)67w87(t)
2 \ sin gyeioe 07" 1 — cos b, 7

we can obtain the spin vector representation with decoherence as

S(t) = (S (1), Sy (1), 5. (¢)) (6.2)
= (sinfy cos [¢ (t)] D (t) ,sinbysin [¢ ()] D (t) ,cosby) ,

where the phase is given by B
¢ (t) = ¢o — 2wot + wo 2 (t), (6.3)
wy is the combined qubit parameter
Va4 62+ ¢2 (Hermitian)
wy = VY2402 — 62 (PT-symmetric) ) (6.4)
Va2 —62—¢&2 (anti-PT-symmetric)

and Q (t) is a time-dependent function in the phase

N Q(t) (Hermitian)
Q@) = —Q (1) (PT-symmetric) : (6.5)
Qo (t) — Q1 (t)  (anti-PT-symmetric)

The dynamics can now be graphically presented against the unit sphere in Figure |5, so that we can
compare the evolutions of the respective spin vector representation of reduced density matrices for
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the Hermitian, PT-symmetric and anti-P7T-symmetric qubit systems. We take ¢y = 0 without losing
generality and draw the dynamics at different initial angles 6, with respect to the S, axis.
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Figure 5: Spin vector representation for the evolution of the Hermitian (top left), P7T-symmetric (top
right) and anti-P7T-symmetric (bottom) qubits at different initial 6y, with parameters Jy = w, = 1,
pw=—0.5, =05 0=0217, & =0.45, § = 0.488 and o = 0.5.

The evolution starts furthest away from the center of the Bloch sphere, then spirals inwards. Initially,
all three cases start evolving clockwise, but the Hermitian and anti-P7-symmetric cases change to
anticlockwise evolution after a short time. This is visibly noticeable for the anti-P7T-symmetric case,
but not so easy to see for the Hermitian case, because the speed at which the trajectory reaches the
center is much greater than the time it takes to change direction. However, we can take the derivative
of phase (6.3) with respect to time and obtain the spin angular velocity, which we plot for the three
types of qubits after normalization, on the left of Figure [6] From the figure, we can see that taking
the change of evolution direction clockwise as positive, so when the lines go into the negative region,
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the trajectories are evolving anticlockwise. What is also noticeable is that the angular speed for the
anti-P7T -symmetric case seems to increase at a faster rate compared with the other two qubit cases.

Another feature to note from the spin representation is the distance of evolution trajectory from the
z-axis

d(t) =/S2(t) + S2(t) (6.6)
—= Sln eoe_w(%’y(t)’

depicted by the center plot of Figure [6f The anti-PT-symmetric distance decreases at a substantially
slower rate compared to the other two qubit systems. This plays a large role in the spin linear velocity,
which is given by

Vi) = d(t) o (0). (6.7

Drawn against time for the three qubits in the right panel of Figure [6] we notice a similar property of
a more gradual decay, but for the linear velocity in the anti-P7-symmetric case.

Vi
1.0

0.8

0.6 — APT

0.4
0.2

: t
1 N2 3 —7% s
t

-4+ N 1 2 3 4 5 -0.2

Figure 6: Spin angular velocity (left), distance from the z-axis (center) and spin linear velocity (right)
for the Hermitian (H), PT-symmetric (PT) and anti-P7T-symmetric (APT) qubits with parameters
Jo=we=1,p=—=05 8=0508=038&=08,0=06and a = 0.9 and f — 3.

7 Conclusions

We have studied the decoherence and entanglement (via von Neumann, Rényi and Fisher entropy)
properties of an anti-P7T qubit comprising a two-level spin system. To this end, we utilized the time-
dependent Dyson map to transform our problem of computing the reduced density matrix from a non-
Hermitian to a more feasible Hermitian one. We found superior decoherence properties as compared
to the PT-symmetric and Hermitian qubits. We also found a slower growth for the entanglement
entropy and much higher Fisher information for the anti-P7T qubit. These findings suggest the utility
of anti-P7T qubits for quantum information processing and storage. It would be desirable to have a
possible experimental realization (e.g. in optical waveguides [14] and microcavity systems [27]) of the
anti-PT-symmetric qubit to observe the predicted superior properties.
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