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Non-Markovianity and entanglement detection
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We have established a novel method to detect non-Markovian indivisible quantum channels using structural
physical approximation. We have shown that this method can be used to detect eternal non -Markovian opera-
tions. We have further established that harnessing eternal non-Markovianity, we can device a protocol to detect

quantum entanglement.

I. INTRODUCTION

The theory of open quantum systems provides a powerful
tool to study system-environment interactions, spawning
decoherence, dissipation and other irreversible phenomena
[1, 2]. Inter and Intra qubit properties like entanglement,
discord and coherence are also studied when one of the
qubit undergoes decoherence in a system- bath interaction
model [3-10]. Recently, much efforts have been devoted to
characterize quantum analogue of non-Markovian (NM) evo-
lutions [4-20]. It has been shown from various information
theoretic and thermodynamic aspects, that NM can act as
a powerful resource [6, 7, 16]. Therefore, identification of
non-Markovianity in a process is an extremely important area
to study. However, it still remains an onerous task to construct
a theory of distinguishing NM evolutions from its Markovian
counterparts along with proposals of experimentally feasible
detection procedures. In most of the previous literature,
non-Markovianity in terms of information backflow and
divisibility breaking of a dynamical map is addressed by
geometric or entropic distance based quantities [11-13].
These measures, though offers a proper quantification, are
not feasible measures in an experimental scenario. However,
from the theory of entanglement [21], we know that hermitian
operators are experimentally measurable and thus linear
witnesses possess a much higher status from this perspective.
Recently the present authors have constructed a convex
resource theory of NM [22], creating that very opportunity of
experimental verification, by exploring the geometry of NM
dynamics in a similar manner of entanglement detection.

Detection of quantum entanglement is one of the most
prevalent area of research in quantum information theory. It
was Peres who introduced the partial transpose criterion (PT)
for the detection of entanglement and later Horodecki et.al
proved that the criterion is necessary and sufficient for 2 ® 2
and 2®3 quantum system. However, the criterion is necessary
for dy ® d» (d1,d> > 3) dimensions [23, 24]. The phenomena
of witnessing entanglement [25-33] is a stepping stone in the
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study of quantum information, offering versatile tools for ex-
perimental detection of entangled quantum states. Witnesses
are hermitian operators and hence observables by construc-
tion, giving positive expectation value for all separable states;
whereas negativity of the same signifies the existence of en-
tanglement. Not only detection of entanglement, witness op-
erators were also used to detect various information process-
ing tasks like teleportation and super dense coding [34-36]

In this article, we apply this methodology in open system
dynamics, to construct NM witnesses from the similar foot-
ings of that of entanglement. Although, works have been done
with the motivation of developing NM witnesses [37-39], but
in order to construct a proper NM detection theory, we need to
have a convex and compact set of states beholding all Marko-
vian operations. Though channel state duality [40, 41] allows
us to construct the set of states, due to the non-convex nature
of divisible operations [17, 42], constructing a theory of linear
witnesses is not possible in general. We overcome this diffi-
culty by “small time interval” approximation, whence con-
structing the Choi states. This allows us to build a proper
framework of linear witnesses for NM detection.

There are arguments on whether or not the indivisible oper-
ations exhaust all the non- Markovian operations [43]. Itis es-
tablished that all Markovian operations are divisible, whereas
the converse is not proven to be true. However, even if there
exists NM operations which are CP-divisible, such operations
can not generate resource back flow, and hence are not con-
sidered as resource [44]. It is to mention that, in this paper,
we will develop the theory of witneesses for NM operations
which are indivisible. It is also very important here to mention
that we are restricted to the set of operations having Lind-
blad type generators [45, 46] of the form p(f) = L(p(t)) =

S Lo (0) (Lp(OL] = ALLLp(t) — Lp(OLIL, ), with T()s
as the Lindblad coefficients, A,s as the Lindblad operators for
a system with dimension d,. For divisible operations we have
Iy(®) = 0, Ya,t [15]. If the evolution is non-Markovian in
the sense that it is indivisible, the I',(f) < 0, for some « at
some instant of time 7. According to reference [15], to en-
sure complete positivity of the total dynamics, the condition

fOT I',(dt > 0 (Va,T) must always hold. However, it has
been shown later [47] that this condition of positivity of all of
the Lindblad coefficients over integration, can be relaxed for
certain non-Markovian completely positive operations. For
example, we can consider the following qubit depolarization


http://arxiv.org/abs/2109.02335v1
mailto:bihalan@gmail.com
mailto:samyadeb.b@iiit.ac.in
mailto:indranil.chakrabarty@iiit.ac.in

operation

3
dp
- = ;yi (ipoi = p), (1)

where o; denotes the Pauli o matrices. If we now consider
v1(t) = v»(f) = 1 and y3 = —tanht, then despite the fact
that one of the Lindblad coefficient is negative throughout and
hence violating the positivity condition upon integration, the
concerning dephasing operation is still completely positive.
This kind of operations with negative coefficients are coined
as eternal non-Markovian operations. It has been shown that
these eternal non-Markovian operations cannot be detected
by either the divisibility based non-Markovianity measure or
the information backflow based measure [47]. In this article,
we show that our method of non-Markovianity witness can
successfully detect such eternal non-Markovian operations.
We also find that eternal non-Markovian operations can give
rise to positive but not completely positive maps and hence
presents us with an opportunity to detect entanglement via the
usage of non-Markovianity.

The paper is constructed in the following manner. In section
II, we discuss the non-Markovianity witnessing and the appli-
cation of structural physical approximation in that purpose.
Then we discuss the detection of eternal non-Markovianity by
our method. In section III, we then propose our method of
entanglement detection by non-Markovianity and then finally
we conclude in section IV with some possible implications.

II. WITNESSING NON-MARKOVIANITY AND
STRUCTURAL PHYSICAL APPROXIMATION

In this section, we construct the process of witnessing
non-Markovianity, based upon a previous formulation [48]
and further extending it. However, before going into the
main results of this work, we first elucidate the properties
of the set of Choi states for divisible operations. Then we
develop the theory of linear NM witnessing. We further
consider the geometry of the set of Choi states, to identify the
possibility of generalized non-linear witnesses for NM detec-
tion. Then we conclude with stating the possible implications.

Divisible operations and structure of Choi states:Let us
consider a quantum channel A(#,,#;) which takes quantum
state p(t1) at time #; to p(f;) at time #,. Moreover let us con-
sider that the channel has Lindblad type generator i.e. the
channel can be expressed as A(, 1) = exp ( fr ]'2 L,dt). Let D¢
represents the set of all such channels. It is well known that
the quantum channels are in one to one correspondence with
the corresponding Choi states. Exploiting this channel-state
duality, we have an isomorphism between D¢ and the set of
corresponding Choi states C#. Now, given a map A (3, 1), it
is called divisible if we can find another linear map A (23, )
on the state space such that

Am(tz, 1) = Am(13,12) o Ap(, 1)

with 13 > 1, > 1)Vt1, 1, 13. Sometimes the map Ap(#3, 1) is
called the propagator of the dynamics. A given map is called
complete positive divisible or CP-divisible if the propagator
map Ap(3, 1p) is also completely positive. In this case the
Choi state Cp(fa, 1) = 1 ® A(t2, 11)|¢){¢| is a valid density
matrix for every instant of time, with ||Cp(f2, 1)|l1 = 1,
Vti,t,. Here I stands for the identity map acting on one
subsystem and |¢) corresponds to a maximally entangled state
in df dimension and || - ||; = Tr[+/()T(-)] is the trace norm.
Breaking of CP-divisibility of a dynamics is a signature of
non-Markovian backflow of information [14, 15]. Hence
the CP divisible channels can be considered as memoryless
Markovian channels. Therefore the set Fpy € C# can be
defined as Fyq = {Cm(t2,11) | |ICm(ta, )1 = 1,1, t2}. This
includes the Choi states for all CP-divisible operations. We
recall the fact that F, is not convex in general. The convexity
can be induced by considering #, = f#; + € and imposing
the constraint of € — 0 [22]. The physical meaning of this
approximation lies in observing the state in snapshots. Note
that Fy, = {Cm(t1 + €,11) | ICm(t1 + €, 1)ll1 = 1, V11, €}

Non-Markovianity Witness: Let us consider the construc-
tion of NM witness using the techniques of entanglement
theory.

Definition: A hermitian operator W is said to be a NM witness
if it satisfies following criteria:

L. TH(WCp) > 0¥ Cp € FS,,.

2. There exists atleast one NM Choi state Cx such that
Tr(WCy) < 0.

It is clear from the definition, that a single witness can not
detect all NMCS. The witness will depend on the NMCS,
which one wishes to detect.

Structural Physical Approximation: In this part, we for-
mulate the protocol for experimental detection of information
back flow. The structural physical approximation (SPA)[49,
50] of a positive map is a convex mixture of a depolarizing
map with the given map, so that the resulting map is complete
positive. Consider a NCP map M acting on the Hilbert space
H, of dimension d. the following approximate map

S¢) = [p®+ (1= pM] (),

with depolarizing map O(p) = % in Hy, can always be

completely positive and hence experimentally implementable,
over certain threshold value of p. Here I; stands for identity
operator on dimension d. An algorithm to find the optimal
SPA map for a given positive map has been prescribed in [49].
Following the prescription , the optimal SPA map correspond-
ing to the map M is given by

8P =pO+(1-pHM 2
Add B!
2dd B +1°
x = [I® Ml(|¢pa){¢pal) , and M" = BX}(M is the re-scaling

where p* = A is the minimum eigenvalue of



of the original map. Here d and d’ are the input and output
dimension of the map M, |¢,) denotes the maximally entan-
gled state in dimension d and By, is a rescaling parameter.
Assuming the trace preservation property of the map, the
value of By = 1.

Information backflow witness for qubit systems:- In the
following, we construct information backflow witnesses for
two dimensional systems. We also give some particular
examples for specific qubit dynamical maps. But before
going into further study, we prove the following proposition,
which will be utilized frequently, in the later study.

Proposition 1: For any arbitrary dimensional system, the fol-
lowing identity is always true when G is Harmitian.

Tr[laxell® N(p)] = Tr[1& N(l)alp].
where |@) is any arbitrary pure state in d dimension and

Np) = p+
(1) |(GpG' - 1(G'Gp + pG'G))].

Proof. Consider the operation

1
R(p) = p + |T(1) (ﬂpyﬂ - 5(54T Ap + pﬂ*ﬂ)] ,
with A being any Hermitian operator on the Hilbert space
H; ® H,;. Now using the property Tr[AB] = Tr[BA] for any
two matrices A and B and Tr[p] = Tr[la){a|] = 1, we show
that

Trlla)XalR(p)] = TripR(a)aD].

Since I® N(p) falls into the category of R(p) with A =1, ®G,
this proves the proposition. O
Therefore for the case of unital operations with Harmitian
Lindblad operators, we can device our method to detect
information backflow witness.

Construction of witness:- We now move on to construct the
witness operator for detecting non-Makovianity, on the back-
drop of SPA protocol. Let us consider the maximally entan-
gled state 0. Therefore the operator & = SV (o) is always a
positive semi definite matrix, possessing all the properties of
a quantum state. The minimum eigenvalue A,,;, determines,
whether the original map is indivisible or not. If the minimum
eigenvalue A,,;, < w, the operation is indivisible. The thresh-
old value w for a given dimensional system is to be determined
by the protocol presented in Ref. [49]. We now define an op-
erator O = & — vI ® N(0), where v is a suitable chosen real
number. Let us now consider |7), to be the eigenvector corre-
sponding to the minimum eigenvalue of 6. We choose v such
that

(Tl0It)y = Tr[(6 —vI® N(o)|t){1]] = w.

Note that a hermitian operator ‘W is a NM witness if it pro-
duces non negative expectation on all Markovian Choi states

and there exists atleast one NM Choi matrix on which ‘W
gives negative expectation. Considering the hermitian oper-
ator W = vI® N(|t)(7]) and

Using Proposition 1, we get

Tr(Wo] =TrvI® N(tX{t|)o] = Tr[F|t){T]] — w.

If we consider p,;, to be the minimum eigenvalue of &, the
we have Tr[Wo] = ppin — w. It is then straight forward to
check that Tr["Wao] > 0, for all divisible operations W
and Tr[Wyo] < 0 forindivisible operations ‘W . Therefore,

W =vI® N(|t)(7]), (3)

acts as a witness operator, detecting whether the operation un-
der consideration is NM or not. Since w is the threshold value
for positivity, the witness ‘W is optimal. Following Ref.[49],
we now describe the protocol to find the threshold value w.
Consider the SPA map SN(c) of the entangled state o.The
error term can be written as

Ao) = SN (o) = y,18 N(0),

where the error term satisfies the invariance condition A(o) =
o-1. Here y, and ¢, are in general state dependent quantity,
whose optimal value gives us v and w respectively. Therefore
the SPA map can be be written as

SN(o) = 6,1 + y,1® N(0),

with the functions y,, d,- > 0. Now following the protocol
described in Ref. [49], we find that the optimal decomposition
can be written as

SN (o) = wl +vVI® N(0), 4)
with
B 1 o ae?
YT s YT e

Let us now illustrate the above mentioned procedure with
the example of qubit dephasing dynamics.

Qubit dephasing channels :- Let us first consider qubit de-
phasing channels having Lindblad type generators of the form

Lp() =I'p@®) (oo = (),

with o; (i = 1,2, 3) being the Pauli matrices and I'p(#) is Lind-
blad coeflicient. This generator will correspond to an indivis-
ible dephasing operation, if the dephasing parameter has got
some negative regions. Therefore under the small time inter-
val approximation, the map corresponding to this dephasing
operation will be Np(-) = (I + €£Lp)(-). The negative eigen-
value will be equal to A = —¢|I'p(?)|, corresponding to the
eigenvector |4;)) = (—1,0,0, 1)T.

For this map, if we apply the SPA map as given in (2), we
find that the optimal value of mixing parameter is

p _  A4dlp@)]

min " 4 4€llp(0)| 5)



Let us now construct the witness operator corresponding
to this evolution. We consider the SPA map S g/ (p) with
p > pﬁm. In accordance with the theory of entanglement,
we consider

o= 4€ellp(1)] . 1
T 1+ 4€|Tp(0)] T 1+ 4€|Tp(0)]

Since the protocol we have described is valid for any state,
we consider o = |4, )}{(4;,].

III. ETERNAL NON-MARKOVIANITY AND
ENTANGLEMENT DETECTION

In this section we shall discuss an important class of
non-Markovian operations and its connection with entan-
glement detection. Markovianity is closely connected with
complete positive divisibility. ~CP indivisibility implies
non-Markovianity in general. But as mentioned in the
introduction section, there are examples of dynamics which
is completely positive through out the whole time interval
but nature of which is non-markovian. Such non-Markovian
operations are known as eternal non-Markovian operations.
Such non-Markovianity can not be detected by trace distance
measure or Bures distance based measure or entanglement
measure of non-Markovianity. in this section we shall
illustrate eternal non-Markovianity and its connection with
entanglement detection using example.

Let us consider the operation with the Lindblad equation:

Adep(p) = Yx(Txp0x — p) + yy(Oyp0y — p) + v (000 — p)

This is actually a qubit depolarising operation. Now con-
sider y, =y, = 1 and y, = —tanhz.
To witness this non-Markovianity, we use a witness operator,
W, = |x)x| where y = (=1,0,0,1)". This type of non-
Markovianity can not be detected by Rivas-Huelga-Plenio
(RHP) measure [15]. We would like to construct the SPA of
the corresponding map. Following the prescription of [49] we
calculate the value of w and v and we find that

B 4etanht : 1
“ = I+ 4etanh; Y = 1+ 4etanhs

Entanglement Detection: It is well known that a positive but
not completely positive maps play an important role in detect-
ing entanglement. A quantum state o is said to be separable
if and only if for every positive map A, the operator I ® A(o)
is a positive semidefinite. Certainly this criterion for detect-
ing entanglement is extremely hard in practice. As mentioned

in the introduction for two qubit states and qubit qutrit states
transposition map plays an universal role to detect entangle-
ment. But from two qutrit system onward existence of PPT
entanglement which is considered to be an weak form of en-
tanglement is very hard to detect. Transposition map can not
detect such entanglement. Efforts from both mathematics and
physics community [33, 51-61] have been able to shade light
on the theory of positive maps and high dimensional entan-
glement. Still the the study of positive maps and entangle-
ment detection is an active area of research as the structure of
positive maps is not all clear even in low dimensions. Here
we detect entanglement in a two qubit state using a family of
positive maps. It is true that the same could have been done
using transposition map but the main reason to present the
example of the map is to show the connection between non-
Markovianity and entanglement detection. It is well known
that the Lindblad form of a map plays an important role in
non-Markovianity. Let us consider a general two parameter
family of maps motivated from the Lindblad structure,

Ap) = 1+ L)(p)

where

L(p) = yi(owpoy = p) + yi(oypoy, = p) + ya(opo; = p)

It can be shown that the above map is positive for 0 < y; <
% and 0 < y, < | and not completely positive whenever y, >
0. Hence it can be used to detect entanglement. It is well
known that the Werner class of states given by

LR
4

Wy = ply™ Xy |+ = p)

is entangled for p > % We have found that for the special case
of the above mentioned positive map if y; = % and y, = %, it
can detect the full range of entangled state in the Werner class.
Moreover it is interesting to note that even if we consider gen-
eral y; and 7y, in the range where the above map is positive but
not completely positive; it can detect the entanglement for the
full range of the entangled Werner class.

IV. CONCLUSION

In this work, we have first constructed a novel method to
witness non-Markovian quantum channels which are indivisi-
ble, by using a the SPA protocol. We have further observed
that a special type of non-Markovian channels namely the
eternal non-Markovian channels generate non complete pos-
itive maps within its dynamical evolution and hence can be
utilized to detect entangled states. This gives us a unique av-
enue of research which may lead us to dynamical detection of
entanglement in much more complex quantum systems.
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