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The divergent timescales of slow relaxation processes are obstacles to the study of stationary state
properties and the functionalization of some systems like steady state heat engines, both in classical
and quantum systems. Thus the shortening of the relaxation time scale would be desirable in many
cases. Here we claim that using quantum reset, a common and important operation in quantum
computation, the relaxation dynamics of general Markovian open quantum systems with arbitrary
initial states is able to be accelerated significantly through a simple protocol. This faster relaxation
induced by the reset protocol is reminiscent of the quantum Mpemba effect. The reset protocol we
proposed is applied to a two-state quantum systems to illustrate our theory, which may characterize
a single qubit or a spin. Furthermore, our new strategy to accelerate relaxations may also be applied
to closed quantum systems or even some non-Markovian open quantum systems.

PACS numbers:

Introduction.—Relaxation processes, typically conduc-
ing to stationary states, are ubiquitous in both quan-
tum and classical systems and are crucial research topics
in non-equilibrium statistical physics. Intriguingly, re-
laxation processes are varied and nontrivial even within
the framework of Markovian dynamics [1], such as non-
monotonic relaxations known as the Mpemba effect [2–7],
slow relaxations in glassy systems [8], and the anoma-
lously far from equilibrium relaxation in the Ising anti-
ferromagnetic chain system [9]. However, in many cases
faster paces to stationary states are preferred, when the
stationary states are desired for further study or use [10].
For instance, (periodic) steady states could serve as the
functional states of some classical or quantum heat en-
gines, in which they can output power [11–13]. In ad-
dition, fast relaxation is beneficial for control of quan-
tum systems, quantum computing and the preparations
of quantum states [14].

Stochastic reset, a dynamical protocol to stop a
stochastic process randomly and start it anew, is of wide
interest in the past decade [7, 15–27]. It was found that
reset can benefit dynamical processes in classical systems,
such as reducing the mean first passage time of diffusion
processes [15] and accelerating the relaxation processes
[7]. Recently, there are also a surge of works in quan-
tum reset processes, including studies of the reset’s effect
on closed qunatum dynamics [24, 27, 28] and studies on
the change of stationary state properties or thermody-
namics of open quantum systems due to reset [29, 30].
However, the effect of reset on the relaxation dynamics
of open quantum systems remains to be explored. Quan-
tum reset is an important and common operation for the
quantum state preparation, which is a key step in quan-
tum computation [31]. For instance, at the beginning of
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a quantum computation process, initialization of qubits
to the computational state |00...0〉 is realized by the re-
set operation. Therefore it’s natural to ask whether this
crucial operation in quantum system could serve as an
approach to benefit quantum dynamics as it does in clas-
sical systems.

Here in this letter, we connect the quantum reset pro-
tocol with the acceleration of relaxations to stationarity
in open quantum systems described by the Markovian
Lindblad master equations. We show that quantum re-
set is able to drive systems with arbitrary initial states to
accelerated approaches where they can reach stationary
states significantly faster. The acceleration is realized by
a simple reset protocol adding reset to the system for a
given time and closing the reset after that, which would
be further discussed later.
Spectral analysis of the Markovian open quantum dy-

namics.—We are considering open quantum systems in
a Hilbert space H of dimension d, whose dynamics in the
interaction picture are described by the Lindblad-Gorini-
Kossakowski-Sudarshan (LGKS) master equation

dρ

dt
= L(ρ), (1)

where

L(ρ) ≡ −i[H, ρ] +
∑
i

[
JiρJ

†
i −

1

2
{J†i Ji, ρ}

]
(2)

is the Lindbladian. It preserves the trace and Hermiticity
{Tr[L(X)] = 0, (L(X))† = L(X†), ∀X}, which assures
the completely positive dynamics of the density opera-
tor ρ. Here H is the Hamiltonian of the system and
the jump operators Ji describe the dissipation effect due
to environment, mediating the system-bath interaction.
For closed quantum systems, the jump operators turn to
be zero. The evolution of the system can also be de-
scribed in terms of the eigenvalues and eigenmatrices of
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L since it acts linearly on the density matrix. We denote
the eigenvalues of L by λk and order them such that
0≥Re(λk)≥ Re(λk+1). Assuming that the generator L is
able to be diagonalized, the right eigenmatrices Rk and
left eigenmatrices Lk can be found by

L(Rk) = λkRk,

and

L†(Lk) = λ?kLk, k = 1, .., d2

respectively. They are normalized as

Tr(L†kRh) = δkh. (3)

Note that the dual operator L† implementing the evolu-
tion of observables is defined as:

L†(O) = i[H,O] +
∑
i

[
JiOJ

†
i −

1

2
{J†i Ji, O}

]
. (4)

Then, given an initial state ρ0, the system state at time
t can be expressed as

ρ(t) = etL[ρ0] = ρss +

d2∑
k=2

eλktTr(L†kρ0)Rk, (5)

in which the unique stationary state of the open quantum
system ρss is given by

ρss = lim
t→∞

ρ(t) = R1, (6)

if assuming the first eigenvalue λ1 = 0 is non-degenerate.
We further assume that the second eigenvalue λ2 is real
and unique [10], so that there is a spectral gap, then for
long time one has

||ρ(t)− ρss|| ∼ exp (λ2t) .

In this case, for the system with a general initial state,
the timescale for relaxation is determined by

τ =
1

|λ2|
, (7)

when the slowest decaying mode etλ2R2 is excited.
Reset protocol to accelerate relaxation processes.—To

prevent the slowest decaying mode of the quantum sys-
tems with general initial states from being excited, we in-
troduce a quantum reset dynamics. We let initial states
evolve under this quantum reset dynamics for a given
time ts, during which reset of the system to a given reset
state |δ〉 occurs randomly at times distributed exponen-
tially with constant rate r. After ts, the reset is closed
and the system follows the reset-free dynamics according
to the original Lindbladian. Next, we would like to show
that this quantum reset process can eliminate the over-
laps of the initial state with the slowest dynamical mode
by appropriately setting the reset time ts, i.e.,

Tr[L†2ρ
r(ts)] = 0 (8)

is realized. Here

ρr(ts) = etsLrρ0

and Lr is the generalized Lindblad operator with reset,
as we will see below. The quantum reset dynamics can
be simply constructed by adding jump operators

Jri =
√
r|δ〉〈φi| (9)

to the Lindbladian (2). Here |φi〉 form an auxiliary com-
plete orthonormal basis. This modification gives rise to
the generalized Lindblad operator as

Lr(ρ) = L(ρ) + rTr(ρ)|δ〉〈δ| − rρ. (10)

The eigenvalue equations of this new operator are [29]

Lr(Ri) = (λi − r)Ri, i ∈ {2, ..., d2}, (11)

That is, the eigenmatrices are unchanged and the eigen-
values are all shifted down by a value r compared to the
original Lindbladian. Then, acting the time-evolution
operator generated by this generalized Lindblad opera-
tor on the eigenvalue-expanded form of the initial state

ρ0 = ρss +

d2∑
k=2

Tr(L†kρ0)Rk (12)

results in

ρr(t) =etLrρ0

=etLrρss +

d2∑
k=2

Tr(L†kρ0)e(λk−r)tRk. (13)

To get the detailed form of the first term, note that the
stationary state under reset dynamics has been deter-
mined by Garrahan as

ρrss = lim
t→∞

ρr(t) = ρss +

d2∑
k=2

r〈δ|L†k|δ〉
r − λk

Rk, (14)

and the stationary state has the property that

etLrρrss = ρrss. (15)

Thus, acting etLr on both sides of the Eq.(14) and com-
bining Eq.(15) bring about

etLrρss +

d2∑
k=2

r〈δ|L†k|δ〉
r − λk

e(λk−r)tRk

= ρss +

d2∑
k=2

r〈δ|L†k|δ〉
r − λk

Rk. (16)

Combining these equations one finds

ρr(t) =etLrρss +

d2∑
k=2

Tr(L†kρ0)e(λk−r)tRk

=ρss +
∑
k

ak(t)eλktRk, (17)



3

with the time-dependent expansion coefficients ak(t) be-
ing defined as

ak(t) ≡

[
Tr(L†kρ0)−

r〈δ|L†k|δ〉
r − λk

]
e−rt +

r〈δ|L†k|δ〉
r − λk

e−λkt.

(18)

To fulfill the condition Tr[L†2ρ
r(ts)] = 0, one let

a2(ts) = 0. (19)

Then one can obtain the resetting time ts through the
equation[

Tr(L†2ρ0)− r〈δ|L†2|δ〉
r − λ2

]
e−rts +

r〈δ|L†2|δ〉
r − λ2

e−λ2ts = 0,

(20)
whose solution is simply given by

ts(r) =
1

r − λ2
ln

[
1− Tr(L†2ρ0)(r − λ2)

r〈δ|L†2|δ〉

]
. (21)

For an arbitrary initial state ρ0 which may be a mixed
state, one can appropriately choose the reset state |δ〉 so
that ts(r) ≥ 0, leading to an exponentially fast pace to
stationarity. The whole dynamics of this open quantum
system is given by

ρr(t) =ρss +
∑
k

ak(t)eλktΘ(ts − t)Rk

+
∑
k

ak(ts)e
λktΘ(t− ts)Rk. (22)

Application to a two-level quantum system.—To illus-
trate our theory, we take a two-level quantum system as
an example, which may represent a single qubit or a spin.
For brevity, we set the ground state energy E0 = 0 and
the excited state energy E1 = E, then the total Hamil-
tonian may be

H = E|1〉〈1|+ Ω(|0〉〈1|+ |1〉〈0|), (23)

where Ω is the frequency of intrinsic transition between
state |1〉 and state |0〉. The Lindblad jump operators de-
scribing the dissipation effect due to coupling to the en-
vironment are given by

J0 = |1〉〈0| = σ+, (24)

J1 = |0〉〈1| = σ−, (25)

then the original Lindblad master equation governing the
dynamics of the reduced density matrix ρ(t) of the system
reads

dρ(t)

dt
=− i[H, ρ] + Γ0

(
J0ρJ1 −

1

2
{J0J1, ρ}

)
+ Γ1

(
J1ρJ0 −

1

2
{J1J0, ρ}

)
, (26)

where Γ0,1 are the transition rates from state |0〉 to state
|1〉 or converse. Assuming the transition rates obey the
detailed balance condition Γ0e

−βenvE0 = Γ1e
−βenvE1 , i.e.,

Γ0 = Γ1e
−βenvE ,

then this two-level system with any initial condition
ρ0 would evolve into a unique equilibrium stationary
state ρeq depending on the environment temperature
T = 1/βenv, given by

ρ̂eq =
e−βenvH

Tr(e−βenvH)
. (27)

To study the relaxation dynamics, we consider a general
initial state as

ρ̂0 =

(
1

1+e−β0E
keiφ

ke−iφ e−β0E

1+e−β0E

)
,

0 ≤ k ≤
√
eβ0E

eβ0E + 1
, 0 ≤ φ ≤ 2π, (28)

where the off-diagonal terms ke±iφ quantify the amount
of coherence in the initial state. Firstly, let’s consider the
simple case when there is no intrinsic transitions (Ω = 0).
In this case, the two-state system will finally converge to
a unique Gibbs state ρ̂eq whose off-diagonal terms van-
ish. Thus the corresponding relaxation process can be
regarded as a decoherence process. All the eigenmatri-
ces and eigenvalues of the Lindbladian can be computed
exactly, which we list in the Appendix B. We choose the
ground state |0〉〈0| as the reset state, which may be more
friendly for experimental realizations. Then using Eq.
(22), the whole dynamics of this simple system under our
reset protocol can be obtained. To quantify the distance
between the state ρ(t) and the final stationary state ρss,
we utilize a common choice of the distance measure in
quantum systems, the trace distance

D[ρ(t)|ρss] :=
1

2
Tr|ρ(t)− ρss|, (29)

where |A| :=
√
A†A. Equipped with this distance mea-

sure, we fix all dynamical parameters and plot the trace
distances between ρ(t) and ρeq of this two-state system
as the function of time t with different resetting rate r,
as shown in Figure 1 (a). In the presence of reset proto-
col, the system is initialized at β0 = 2.0, k = 0.32 and
φ = 1. The system without reset is initially at β0 = 3.0,
k = 0.21 and φ = 1. The environment is set to be at
a lower temperature βenv = 4.0, thus the system with-
out reset is initially closer to the target stationary state,
compared to the system imposed on the reset protocol.
Remarkably, relaxation processes with reset protocol are
significantly faster than the free relaxation process with-
out reset, even resulting in the emergence of a anoma-
lous relaxation phenomenon which is similar to Mpemba
effect. That is, the systems which are initially farther
from the stationary state reach the stationarity sooner.
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(b)(a)

(c) (d)

FIG. 1: Relaxation dynamics of the two-state system.
(a)Distances between ρ(t) and ρeq as the function of time
t with different resetting rate r. (b)The critical time ts as a
function of the resetting rate r. The parameters are chosen
as β0 = 2.0, k = 0.32 and φ = 1 with reset protocol and
β0 = 3.0, k = 0.21 and φ = 1 without reset.

We also plot the critical time ts to close the reset as a
function of the resetting r in Figure 1 (b), where ts is
shown to be a decreasing function of r with other pa-
rameter fixed. This implies that the reset protocol with
larger resetting rate r leads to faster relaxation of open
quantum systems.

Note that when there are intrinsic transitions (Ω 6= 0),
our reset protocol can still take effects. In Figure 1 (c)
we show the effect of our reset protocol on relaxation
dynamics when Ω = 2, where the relaxation processes of
open quantum systems are still accelerated.

The choice of reset state in our protocol is also of inter-
est. To accelerate quantum relaxation through our pro-
tocol, the reset state should be chosen to guarantee that
the relation ts(r) ≥ 0 holds. For this two-state system,

the expression of ts is given by

ts =
ln
[
1 + Γ1ktot

r

(
1

Γ0+Γ1e(β0−βenv)E − 1
Γ0+Γ1

)]
ktot

, (30)

where the total transition rate ktot = r+Γ0+Γ1. One can
readily find that when the initial temperature β0 < βenv,
i.e., the relaxation process corresponds to “cooling the
system”, the ground state |0〉〈0| can always act as an
efficacious reset state whatever the resetting rate r is.
In contrast, when β0 > βenv, reset of the system to the
ground state wouldn’t accelerate its relaxation, and one
should have to choose the excited state |1〉〈1| as the reset
state.

Concluding remarks.—In conclusion, we propose a new
paradigm to accelerate relaxations in open quantum sys-
tems through quantum reset processes for general initial
states. The reset protocol claimed here is quite conve-
nient to implement, one should just close the reset after
a given time ts, which can be tuned by the resetting rate
r. Note that our reset protocol could also be applied to
closed quantum system (see Appendix B for details), or
even be applicable to some non-Markovian open quan-
tum systems and non-Hermitian open quantum systems,
once their dynamics can be described by some linear dy-
namical equations. There are still some limitations of
our reset protocol, for example, when the spectral gap of
the dynamical generator is small, this protocol may not
accelerate the relaxation process significantly.

An interesting but challenging open problem is to gen-
eralize of our work to the case where the slowest decaying
modes of the dynamical generator form a complex con-
jugate pair [32]

ρ(t) = ρss+eλ2tTr(L†2ρ0)R2 +eλ
†
2tTr(L2ρ0)R†2 +..., (31)

where our reset protocol cannot eliminate two slowest
modes simultaneously to realize acceleration.

This work is supported by MOST(2018YFA0208702).

Appendix

Appendix A: Spectral analysis of the two-state model

The Eq. (26) can be rewritten as a matrix equation for the vector ~ρ(t) = [ρ00(t), ρ01(t), ρ10(t), ρ11(t)]T :

d~ρ(t)

dt
= L~ρ(t), (A1)

where L is a 4× 4 Liouvillian matrix in the Fock-Liouvillian space, taking the form as

L =


−Γ0 −iΩ iΩ Γ1

−iΩ −iE − Γ0+Γ1

2 0 iΩ
iΩ 0 iE − Γ0+Γ1

2 −iΩ
Γ0 iΩ −iΩ −Γ1

 . (A2)
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In the simple case Ω = 0, the right eigenvalues and eigenvectors ot the matrix L are given by

λ1 = 0, ~R1 = (Γ1, 0, 0,Γ0)T

λ2 = −Γ0 − Γ1, ~R2 = (−1, 0, 0, 1)T

λ3 =
1

2
(−2i− Γ0 − Γ1), ~R3 = (0, 1, 0, 0)T

λ4 =
1

2
(2i− Γ0 − Γ1), ~R4 = (0, 0, 1, 0)T (A3)

Likewise, the left eigenvalues and eigenvectors are given by

λ?1 = 0, ~R1 = (1, 0, 0, 1)T

λ?2 = −Γ0 − Γ1, ~R2 = (−Γ0, 0, 0,Γ1)T

λ?3 =
1

2
(2i− Γ0 − Γ1), ~R3 = (0, 1, 0, 0)T

λ?4 =
1

2
(−2i− Γ0 − Γ1), ~R4 = (0, 0, 1, 0)T. (A4)

Then, by Eq.(21) in the main text, the expression for the critical time ts is given by

ts =

ln

1 +
Γ1(r+Γ0+Γ1)

(
1

Γ0+Γ0e
β0E
− 1

Γ0+Γ1

)
r


r + Γ0 + Γ1

, (A5)

from which one can see that the critical time wouldn’t be affected by the coherence terms of the initial state.

Appendix B: Application of the reset protocol to closed quantum systems

For a closed quantum system whose dynamics is described by the von-Neumann equation ρ̇(t) = −i[H, ρ(t)] ≡ Lρ(t),
it’s also convenient to reconsider the time evolution of the density matrix in the Fock-Liouville space [33] as

d~ρ(t)

dt
= L̂~ρ(t), (B1)

with L̂ being the Liouville superoperator. The system is in a d dimensional Hilbert space, so that L̂ is a d× d matrix.
After incorporating the effect of quantum reset, the modified dynamics of the density matrix ~ρr(t) with quantum
reset is simply given by

d~ρr(t)

dt
=
(
L̂− rÎ

)
~ρr(t) + r~∆, (B2)

where Î is the identity matrix and ~∆ is a column vector with all but one of its entries being zeros. The only one
elements being 1 corresponds to the pure resetting state |δ〉〈δ|. The solution to Eq.(B2) is formally given by

~ρr(t) = e−rteL̂t~ρr(0) +

ˆ t

0

re−rτeL̂τ ~∆dτ, (B3)

or in the original Hilbert space as [28]

ρr(t) = e−rteiHtρr(t)e
−iHt +

ˆ t

0

re−rτeiHτ∆e−iHτdτ. (B4)

Assuming that there is a unique stationary state ~ρst, then the eigenvalues of L̂ satisfy 0 = µ1 > Re(µ2) ≥ Re(µ3) ≥
... ≥ Re(µd2), and the corresponding right eigenvectors are r1 = ~ρst, r2, ..., rd2 . From completeness relation, the
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initial state ~ρr(0) and the reset state ~∆ can be expressed as

~ρr(0) = ~ρst +

d2∑
k=2

akrk

~∆ = ~ρst +

d2∑
k=2

dkrk. (B5)

Plugging the above formula into Eq.(B3) and using the relation eL̂trk = eµktrk lead to

~ρr(t) =~ρst +

d2∑
k=2

[
rdk

r − µk
e−µkt +

(
ak −

rdk
r − µk

e−rt
)]

rke
µkt

≡~ρst +

d2∑
k=2

ak(t)eµktrk, (B6)

Setting the second modified coefficient a2(tc) = 0 gives rise to the expression of critical time

tc =
1

r − µ2
ln

[
1− a2(r − µ2)

rd2

]
, (B7)

at which the reset is closed (we have assumed that µ2 is real). Therefore, it has been demonstrated that our reset
protocol can be imposed on closed quantum systems as well.

Furthermore, our reset protocol may even be applied to some non-Markovian or non-Hermitian open quantum
systems, since the reduced dynamics of these systems could also be described by a linear differential equation [10, 34].
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