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A diabatic approxim ation in open quantum system s
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W e generalize the standard quantum adiabatic approxim ation to the case ofopen quantum sys-

tem s.W ede� netheadiabaticlim itofan open quantum system astheregim ein which itsdynam ical

superoperator can be decom posed in term s ofindependently evolving Jordan blocks. W e then es-

tablish validity and invalidity conditions for this approxim ation and discuss their applicability to

superoperatorschanging slowly in tim e.Asan exam ple,theadiabatic evolution ofa two-levelopen

system isanalyzed.

PACS num bers:03.65.Y z,03.65.Ta,03.67.-a,03.65.V f

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Theadiabatictheorem [1,2,3]isoneoftheoldestand

m ost usefulgeneraltools in quantum m echanics. The

theorem posits,roughly,that ifa state is an instanta-

neous eigenstate ofa su�ciently slowly varying Ham il-

tonian H atone tim e,then itwillrem ain an eigenstate

atlatertim es,whileitseigenenergy evolvescontinuously.

Itsrolein thestudy ofslowly varying quantum m echani-

calsystem sspansa vastarray of�eldsand applications,

such as energy-levelcrossingsin m olecules [4,5],quan-

tum �eld theory[6],and geom etricphases[7,8].In recent

years,geom etric phases have been proposed to perform

quantum inform ation processing [9,10,11],with adia-

baticity assum ed in a num ber ofschem es for geom etric

quantum com putation (e.g.,[12,13,14,15]). M oreover,

additionalinterest in adiabatic processes has arisen in

connection with the conceptofadiabatic quantum com -

puting,in which slowly varying Ham iltoniansappearas

a prom ising m echanism for the design ofnew quantum

algorithm sand even asan alternativetotheconventional

quantum circuitm odelofquantum com putation [16,17].

Rem arkably,thenotion ofadiabaticitydoesnotappear

to have been extended in a system atic m anner to the

arena ofopen quantum system s,i.e.,quantum system s

coupled to an externalenvironm ent [18]. Such system s

areoffundam entalinterest,asthenotion ofa closed sys-

tem is always an idealization and approxim ation. This

issue is particularly im portant in the context ofquan-

tum inform ation processing,whereenvironm ent-induced

decoherence isviewed asa fundam entalobstacle on the

path to theconstruction ofquantum inform ation proces-

sors(e.g.,[19]).

The aim ofthis work is to system atically generalize

the conceptofadiabatic evolution to the realm ofopen

quantum system s. Form ally,an open quantum system

is described as follows. Consider a quantum system S

coupled to an environm ent,or bath B (with respective
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HilbertspacesH S;H B ),evolving unitarily undertheto-

talsystem -bath Ham iltonian H SB . The exact system

dynam ics is given by tracing over the bath degrees of

freedom [18]

�(t)= TrB [U (t)�SB (0)U
y(t)]; (1)

where �(t)isthe system state,�SB (0)= �(0)
 �B (0)is

the initially uncorrelated system -bath state,and U (t)=

T exp[� i
Rt

0
H SB (t

0)dt0](T denotestim e-ordering;weset

~ = 1). Such an evolution is com pletely positive and

trace preserving [18,20,21]. Undercertain approxim a-

tions,itis possible to convertEq.(1)into the convolu-

tionlessform

_�(t) = L(t)�(t): (2)

An im portantexam pleis

_�(t) = � i[H (t);�(t)]+
1

2

NX

i= 1

�

[�i(t);�(t)�
y

i
(t)]

+ [�i(t)�(t);�
y

i
(t)]

�

: (3)

HereH (t)isthetim e-dependente�ectiveHam iltonian of

theopen system and �i(t)aretim e-dependentoperators

describing thesystem -bath interaction.In theliterature,

Eq.(3) with tim e-independent operators �i is usually

referred to as the M arkovian dynam icalsem igroup,or

Lindblad equation [18,21,22,23][seealso Ref.[24]fora

sim ple derivation ofEq.(3)from Eq.(1)].However,the

case with tim e-dependentcoe�cientsisalso perm issible

undercertain restrictions[25].TheLindblad equation re-

quiresthe assum ption ofa M arkovian bath with vanish-

ing correlation tim e. Equation (2)can be m ore general;

forexam ple,itappliesto thecaseofnon-M arkovian con-

volutionlessm asterequationsstudied in Ref.[26].In this

work wewillconsidertheclassofconvolutionlessm aster

equations(2).In a slightabuseofnom enclature,wewill

henceforth referto thetim e-dependentgeneratorL(t)as

the Lindblad superoperator,and the �i(t) as Lindblad

operators.

Returning to the problem ofadiabatic evolution,con-

ceptually,the di�culty in the transition from closed to
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open system s is that the notion ofHam iltonian eigen-

states is lost, since the Lindblad superoperator { the

generalization oftheHam iltonian { cannotin generalbe

diagonalized. It is then not a priori clear what should

take the place ofthe adiabatic eigenstates. O urkey in-

sightin resolving thisdi�culty isthatthisroleisplayed

by adiabatic Jordan blocks of the Lindblad superopera-

tor. The Jordan canonicalform [27],with itsassociated

leftand righteigenvectors,isin thiscontextthe natural

generalization ofthediagonalization oftheHam iltonian.

Speci�cally,we show that,for slowly varying Lindblad

superoperators,thetim eevolution ofthedensity m atrix,

written in a suitable basis in the state space oflinear

operators,occursseparately in setsofJordan blocksre-

lated to each Lindblad eigenvalue. This treatm ent for

adiabaticprocessesin open system sispotentially rather

attractiveasitcan sim plifythedescription ofthedynam -

icalproblem by breaking down the Lindblad superoper-

ator into a set ofdecoupled blocks. In order to clearly

exem plify this behavior,we analyze a sim ple two-level

open system forwhich the exactsolution ofthe m aster

equation (2)can be analytically determ ined.

The paper is organized as follows. W e begin,in Sec.

II,with a review ofthe standard adiabatic approxim a-

tion forclosed quantum system s.In Sec.IIIwedescribe

the generaldynam ics ofopen quantum system s,review

thesuperoperatorform alism ,and introduceastrategy to

�nd suitablebasesin the statespaceoflinearoperators.

Section IV isdevoted to deriving ouradiabatic approxi-

m ation,including the conditionsforitsvalidity. In Sec.

V,we provide a concrete exam ple which illustrates the

consequencesoftheadiabaticbehaviorforsystem sin the

presenceofdecoherence.Finally,we presentourconclu-

sionsin Sec.VI.

II. T H E A D IA B A T IC A P P R O X IM A T IO N IN

C LO SED Q U A N T U M SY ST EM S

A . C ondition on the H am iltonian

To facilitate com parison with our later derivation of

theadiabaticapproxim ation foropen system s,letusbe-

gin by reviewing the adiabatic approxim ation in closed

quantum system s,subject to unitary evolution. In this

case, the evolution is governed by the tim e-dependent

Schr�odingerequation

H (t)j (t)i= ij_ (t)i; (4)

whereH (t)denotestheHam iltonian and j (t)iisaquan-

tum state in a D -dim ensionalHilbert space. For sim -

plicity,we assum e thatthe spectrum ofH (t)isentirely

discrete and nondegenerate. Thus we can de�ne an in-

stantaneousbasisofeigenenergiesby

H (t)jn(t)i= E n(t)jn(t)i; (5)

with thesetofeigenvectorsjn(t)ichosen to beorthonor-

m al. In this sim plest case,where to each energy level

there corresponds a unique eigenstate, adiabaticity is

then de�ned as the regim e associated to an independent

evolution oftheinstantaneouseigenvectorsofH (t).This

m eansthatinstantaneouseigenstatesatonetim e evolve

continuously to the corresponding eigenstates at later

tim es,and thattheircorresponding eigenenergiesdo not

cross.In particular,ifthe system beginsitsevolution in

a particulareigenstate jn(0)i,then it willevolve to the

instantaneouseigenstatejn(t)iata latertim et,without

any transition to otherenergy levels.In orderto obtain

a generalvalidity condition for adiabatic behavior,let

us expand j (t)i in term s ofthe basis ofinstantaneous

eigenvectorsofH (t),

j (t)i=

DX

n= 1

an(t)e
� i

R
t

0
dt

0
E n (t

0
)jn(t)i; (6)

with an(t)being com plex functionsoftim e.Substitution

ofEq.(6)into Eq.(4)yields

X

n

(_anjni+ anj_ni)e
� i

R
t

0
dt

0
E n (t

0
) = 0; (7)

whereusehasbeen m adeofEq.(5).M ultiplying Eq.(7)

by hk(t)j,wehave

_ak = �
X

n

anhkj_nie
� i

R
t

0
dt

0
gn k (t

0
)
; (8)

where

gnk(t)� En(t)� Ek(t): (9)

A usefulexpression forhkj_ni,fork 6= n,can befound by

taking thetim ederivativeofEq.(5)and m ultiplying the

resulting expression by hkj,which reads

hkj_ni=
hkj_H jni

gnk
(n 6= k): (10)

Therefore,Eq.(8)can be written as

_ak = � akhkj_ki�
X

n6= k

an
hkj_H jni

gnk
e
� i

R
t

0
dt

0
gn k (t

0
)
: (11)

Adiabatic evolution is ensured if the coe�cients a k(t)

evolve independently from each other,i.e.,iftheir dy-

nam icalequations do not couple. As is apparent from

Eq.(11), this requirem ent is ful�lled by im posing the

conditions

m ax
0� t� T

�
�
�
�
�

hkj_H jni

gnk

�
�
�
�
�
� m in

0� t� T
jgnkj; (12)

which serves as an estim ate ofthe validity ofthe adia-

baticapproxim ation,whereT isthetotalevolution tim e.

Note thatthe left-hand side ofEq.(12)hasdim ensions

offrequency and hencem ustbecom pared totherelevant

physicalfrequency scale,given bythegap gnk [3,28].For
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a discussion oftheadiabaticregim ewhen thereisno gap

in the energy spectrum see Refs.[29,30].In the caseof

a degenerate spectrum ofH (t),Eq.(10) holds only for

eigenstatesjkiand jniforwhich E n 6= E k. Taking into

account this m odi�cation in Eq.(11),it is not di�cult

to see that the adiabatic approxim ation generalizes to

the statem ent that each degenerate eigenspace ofH (t),

instead ofindividualeigenvectors,hasindependentevo-

lution,whose validity conditions given by Eq.(12) are

to beconsidered overeigenvectorswith distinctenergies.

Thus,in generalone can de�ne adiabatic dynam ics of

closed quantum system sasfollows:

D e�nition II.1 A closed quantum system issaid to un-

dergo adiabatic dynam ics ifits Hilbertspace can be de-

com posed into decoupled Schr�odinger eigenspaces with

distinct,tim e-continuous,and noncrossinginstantaneous

eigenvalues ofH (t).

Itisconceptually usefulto pointoutthattherelation-

ship between slowly varying Ham iltoniansand adiabatic

behavior,which explicitlyappearsfrom Eq.(12),can also

be dem onstrated directly from a sim ple m anipulation of

theSchr�odingerequation:recallthatH (t)can bediago-

nalized by a unitary sim ilarity tranform ation

H d(t)= U
� 1(t)H (t)U (t); (13)

where H d(t) denotes the diagonalized Ham iltonian and

U (t)isa unitary transform ation.M ultiplying Eq.(4)by

U � 1(t)and using Eq.(13),weobtain

H d j id = ij_ id � i_U � 1j i; (14)

wherej id � U� 1j iisthestateofthesystem in theba-

sisofeigenvectorsofH (t). Upon considering thatH (t)

changesslowly in tim e,i.e.,dH (t)=dt� 0,we m ay also

assum e thatthe unitary transform ation U (t)and itsin-

verseU � 1(t)areslowly varying operators,yielding

H d(t)j (t)id = ij_ (t)id: (15)

Thus,since H d(t) is diagonal,the system evolves sepa-

rately in each energy sector,ensuring the validity ofthe

adiabaticapproxim ation.In ourderivation ofthecondi-

tion ofadiabaticbehaviorforopen system sbelow,wewill

m ake use ofthissem i-intuitive picture in orderto m oti-

vate the decom position ofthe dynam ics into Lindblad-

Jordan blocks.

B . C ondition on the totalevolution tim e

The adiabaticity condition can also be given in term s

ofthe totalevolution tim e T.W e shallconsiderforsim -

plicity a nondegenerate H (t);the generalization to the

degeneratecaseispossible.Letusthen rewriteEq.(11)

asfollows[31]:

e
ik (t)

@

@t
[ak(t)e

� ik (t)]= �
X

n6= k

an
hkj_H jni

gnk
e
� i

R
t

0
dt

0
gn k (t

0
)
;

(16)

where k(t) denotes the Berry’s phase [7]associated to

the statejki,

k(t)= i

Z t

0

dt
0hk(t0)j_k(t0)i: (17)

Now letusde�ne a norm alized tim e s through the vari-

abletransform ation

t= sT; 0 � s� 1: (18)

Then,by perform ing the change t! s in Eq.(16)and

integrating,weobtain

ak(s)e
� ik (s) =

ak(0)�
X

n6= k

Z s

0

ds
0Fnk(s

0)

gnk(s
0)
e
� iT

R
s
0

0
ds

00
gn k (s

00
)
;(19)

where

Fnk(s)= an(s)hk(s)j
dH (s)

ds
jn(s)ie� ik (s): (20)

However, for an adiabatic evolution as de�ned above,

the coe�cients a n(s) evolve without any m ixing,which

m eansthatan(s)� an(0)e
in (s).Therefore,

Fnk(s)= an(0)hk(s)j
dH (s)

ds
jn(s)ie� i[k (s)� n (s)]:(21)

In order to arrive at a condition on T,it is usefulto

separateoutthefastoscillatorypartfrom Eq.(19).Thus,

the integrand in Eq.(19)can be rewritten as

Fnk(s
0)

gnk(s
0)
e
� iT

R
s
0

0
ds

00
gn k (s

00
) =

i

T

�
d

ds0

�
Fnk(s

0)

g2
nk
(s0)

e
� iT

R
s
0

0
ds

00
gn k (s

00
)

�

� e
� iT

R
s0

0
ds

00
gn k (s

00
)
d

ds0

�
Fnk(s

0)

g2
nk
(s0)

��

: (22)

Substitution ofEq.(22)into Eq.(19)resultsin

ak(s)e
� ik (s) =

ak(0)+
i

T

X

n6= k

�
Fnk(0)

g2
nk
(0)

�
Fnk(s)

g2
nk
(s)

e
� iT

R
s

0
ds

0
gn k (s

0
)

+

Z s

0

ds
0
e
� iT

R
s
0

0
ds

00
gn k (s

00
)
d

ds0

Fnk(s
0)

g2
nk
(s0)

�

: (23)

A condition for the adiabatic regim e can be obtained

from Eq.(23)ifthe integralin the lastline vanishesfor

largeT.Letusassum e that,asT ! 1 ,the energy dif-

ference rem ains nonvanishing. W e further assum e that

dfFnk(s
0)=g2

nk
(s0)g=ds0isintegrableon theinterval[0;s].

Then itfollowsfrom the Riem ann-Lebesgue lem m a [32]

thatthe integralin the lastline ofEq.(23)vanishesin

the lim itT ! 1 (due to the fastoscillation ofthe inte-

grand)[33].W hatisleftaretherefore only the �rsttwo
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term sin thesum overn 6= k ofEq.(23).Thus,a general

estim ate ofthe tim e rate atwhich the adiabatic regim e

isapproached can be expressed by

T �
F

g2
; (24)

where

F = m ax
0� s� 1

jan(0)hk(s)j
dH (s)

ds
jn(s)ij;

g = m in
0� s� 1

jgnk(s)j; (25)

with m ax and m in taken over allk and n. A sim pli�-

cation isobtained ifthe system startsitsevolution in a

particulareigenstate ofH (t).Taking the initialstate as

the eigenvectorjm (0)i,with am (0)= 1,adiabaticevolu-

tion occursif

T �
F

G2
; (26)

where

F = m ax
0� s� 1

jhk(s)j
dH (s)

ds
jm (s)ij;

G = m in
0� s� 1

jgm k(s)j: (27)

Equation (26)gives an im portant validity condition for

the adiabatic approxim ation,which hasbeen used,e.g.,

to determ ine the running tim e required by adiabatic

quantum algorithm s[16,17].

III. T H E D Y N A M IC S O F O P EN Q U A N T U M

SY ST EM S

In this section,we prepare the m athem aticalfram e-

work required to derive an adiabatic approxim ation for

open quantum system s.O urstarting pointistheconvo-

lutionless m aster equation (2). It proves convenient to

transform to the superoperator form alism ,wherein the

density m atrix is represented by a D 2-dim ensional\co-

herencevector"

j�ii=
�
�1 �2 � � � �D 2

�t
; (28)

and theLindblad superoperatorL becom esa (D 2� D2)-

dim ensionalsuperm atrix [21].W eusethedoublebracket

notation to indicatethatwearenotworking in thestan-

dard Hilbertspaceofstatevectors.Such arepresentation

can be generated, e.g., by introducing a basis of Her-

m itian, trace-orthogonal,and traceless operators [e.g.,

su(D )],whencethe �i arethe expansion coe�cientsof�

in thisbasis[21],with �1 thecoe�cientofI (theidentity

m atrix).In thiscase,thecondition Tr�2 � 1corresponds

to kj�iik � 1,� = �y to �i = ��i,and positive sem ide�-

nitenessof� isexpressed in term sofinequalitiessatis�ed

by certain Casim irinvariants[e.g.,ofsu(D )][34,35,36].

A sim pleand well-known exam pleofthisprocedureisthe

representation ofthedensity operatorofa two-levelsys-

tem (qubit)on theBloch sphere,via � = (I2 +
�!v ��!� )=2,

where �!� = (�x;�y;�z) is the vector ofPaulim atrices,

I2 is the 2� 2 identity m atrix,and�!v 2 R
3 is a three-

dim ensionalcoherence vector ofnorm � 1. M ore gener-

ally,coherence vectors live in Hilbert-Schm idt space:a

state space oflinear operators endowed with an inner

productthatcan bede�ned,forgeneralvectorsu and v,

as

(u;v)� hhujvii�
1

N
Tr
�
u
y
v
�
; (29)

whereN isa norm alization factor.Adjointelem entshhvj

in thedualstatespacearegiven byrow vectorsde�ned as

the transpose conjugate ofjvii: hhvj= (v�1;v
�
2;:::;v

�
D 2).

A density m atrix can then beexpressed asa discretesu-

perposition ofstatesovera com pletebasisin thisvector

space,with appropriateconstraintson thecoe�cientsso

that the requirem ents ofHerm iticity,positive sem ide�-

niteness,and unit trace of� are observed. Thus,rep-

resenting the density operatorin generalasa coherence

vector,we can rewrite Eq.(2) in a superoperator lan-

guageas

L(t)j�(t)ii= j_�(t)ii; (30)

whereL isnow asuperm atrix.Thism asterequation gen-

eratesnonunitary evolution,sinceL(t)isnon-Herm itian

and hence generally nondiagonalizable. However,it is

always possible to obtain an elegant decom position in

term s ofa block structure, the Jordan canonicalform

[27].Thiscan be achieved by the sim ilarity transform a-

tion

LJ(t)= S
� 1(t)L(t)S(t); (31)

where LJ(t)= diag(J1;:::;Jm )denotesthe Jordan form

ofL(t),with J� representing a Jordan block related to

an eigenvectorwhosecorresponding eigenvalueis��,

J� =

0

B
B
B
B
@

�� 1 0 � � � 0

0 �� 1 � � � 0
...

...
...

...
...

0 � � � 0 �� 1

0 � � � � � � 0 ��

1

C
C
C
C
A

: (32)

The num ber m ofJordan blocks is given by the num -

beroflinearly independenteigenstatesofL(t),with each

eigenstate associated to a di�erentblock J�. Since L(t)

isin generalnon-Herm itian,we generally do nothave a

basisofeigenstates,whence som e care isrequired in or-

der to �nd a basis for describing the density operator.

A system aticprocedurefor�nding a convenientdiscrete

vectorbasisisto startfrom the instantaneousrightand

lefteigenstatesofL(t),which arede�ned by

L(t)jP�(t)ii = ��(t)jP�(t)ii; (33)

hhQ �(t)jL(t) = hhQ �(t)j��(t); (34)
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where,in ournotation,possibledegeneraciescorrespond

to �� = ��,with � 6= �. In other words,we reserve a

di�erentindex � foreach independenteigenvectorsince

each eigenvector is in a distinct Jordan block. It can

im m ediately be shown from Eqs.(33)and (34)that,for

�� 6= ��,we have hhQ �(t)jP�(t)ii = 0. The left and

righteigenstatescan be easily identi�ed when the Lind-

blad superoperatorisin the Jordan form LJ(t). Denot-

ing jP�(t)iiJ = S� 1(t)jP�(t)ii,i.e.,the righteigenstate

ofLJ(t)associated to a Jordan block J�,then Eq.(33)

im pliesthatjP�(t)iiJ istim e-independentand,afternor-

m alization,isgiven by

jP�iiJ

�
�
�
J�

=

0

B
B
B
@

1

0
...

0

1

C
C
C
A
; (35)

whereonly thevectorcom ponentsassociated to theJor-

dan block J� are shown,with allthe others vanishing.

In order to have a com plete basis we shallde�ne new

states,which willbe chosen so that they preserve the

block structure of LJ(t). A suitable set of additional

vectorsis

jD (1)

� iiJ

�
�
�
J�

=

0

B
B
B
B
@

0

1

0
...

0

1

C
C
C
C
A

;:::;jD (n� � 1)
� iiJ

�
�
�
J�

=

0

B
B
B
B
@

0

0

0
...

1

1

C
C
C
C
A

;

(36)

where n� is the dim ension ofthe Jordan block J� and

againallthecom ponentsoutsideJ� arezero.Thissim ple

vectorstructure allowsforthe derivation ofthe expres-

sion

LJ(t)jD
(j)
� iiJ = jD (j� 1)

� iiJ + ��(t)jD
(j)
� iiJ; (37)

with jD
(0)
� iiJ � jP�iiJ and jD

(� 1)
� iiJ � 0. The set

n

jD
(j)
� iiJ;withj= 0;:::;(n� � 1)

o

can im m ediately be

related to a right vector basis for the originalL(t) by

m eans of the transform ation jD
(j)
� (t)ii = S(t)jD

(j)
� iiJ

which,applied to Eq.(37),yields

L(t)jD (j)
� (t)ii= jD (j� 1)

� (t)ii+ ��(t)jD
(j)
� (t)ii: (38)

Equation (38) exhibits an im portant feature ofthe set
n

jD
(j)

�
(t)ii

o

,nam ely,it im plies that Jordan blocks are

invariantundertheaction oftheLindblad superoperator.

An analogous procedure can be em ployed to de�ne the

left eigenbasis. Denoting by JhhQ �(t)j = hhQ �(t)jS(t)

the lefteigenstate ofLJ(t)associated to a Jordan block

J�,Eq.(34)leadsto the norm alized leftvector

JhhQ �j

�
�
�
J�

=

�

0;:::;0;1

�

: (39)

Theadditionalleftvectorsarede�ned as

JhhE
(0)

� j

�
�
�
J�

=

�

1;0;0;:::;0

�

;

:::

JhhE
(n� � 2)
� j

�
�
�
J�

=

�

0;:::;0;1;0

�

; (40)

which im ply the following expression for the left basis

vectorhhE
(i)
� (t)j= JhhE

(i)
� jS� 1(t)forL(t):

hhE(i)� (t)jL(t)= hhE(i+ 1)� (t)j+ hhE(i)� (t)j��(t): (41)

Here we have used the notation JhhE
(n� � 1)
� j� JhhQ �j

and JhhE
(n� )
� j� 0.A furtherproperty following from the

de�nition ofthe right and left vector bases introduced

hereis

hhE(i)� (t)jD
(j)

�
(t)ii= JhhE

(i)
� jD

(j)

�
iiJ = ����

ij
: (42)

Thisorthonorm ality relationship between corresponding

leftand rightstateswillbe very usefulin ourderivation

below ofthe conditionsforthe validity ofthe adiabatic

approxim ation.

IV . T H E A D IA B A T IC A P P R O X IM A T IO N IN

O P EN Q U A N T U M SY ST EM S

W e are now ready to derive ourm ain result:an adia-

batic approxim ation foropen quantum system s. W e do

thisby observing thatthe Jordan decom position ofL(t)

[Eq.(31)]allowsfora nicegeneralization ofthestandard

quantum adiabaticapproxim ation.W ebegin by de�ning

the adiabatic dynam icsofan open system asa general-

ization ofthe de�nition given above forclosed quantum

system s:

D e�nition IV .1 An open quantum system is said

to undergo adiabatic dynam ics if its Hilbert-Schm idt

space can be decom posed into decoupled Lindblad{Jordan

eigenspaceswith distinct,tim e-continuous,andnoncross-

ing instantaneouseigenvalues ofL(t).

Thisde�nition isa naturalextension foropen system s

oftheidea ofadiabaticbehavior.Indeed,in thiscasethe

m asterequation (2)can bedecom posed into sectorswith

di�erentand separately evolving Lindblad-Jordan eigen-

values,and weshow below thatthe condition forthisto

occurisappropriate\slowness"oftheLindblad superop-

erator.The splitting into Jordan blocksofthe Lindblad

superoperator is achieved through the choice ofa basis

which preservestheJordan block structureas,forexam -

ple,the sets ofright

n

jD
(j)

�
(t)ii

o

and left

n

hhE
(i)
� (t)j

o

vectorsintroduced in Sec. III. Such a basisgeneralizes

the notion ofSchr�odingereigenvectors.
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A . Intuitive derivation

Let us �rst show how the adiabatic Lindblad-Jordan

blocksarisefrom asim pleargum ent,analogoustotheone

presentedfortheclosedcase[Eqs.(13)-(15)].M ultiplying

Eq.(30)by thesim ilarity transform ation m atrix S� 1(t),

weobtain

LJ j�iiJ = j_�iiJ � _S� 1 j�ii; (43)

wherewehaveused Eq.(31)and de�ned j�iiJ � S� 1j�ii.

Now suppose that L(t),and consequently S(t) and its

inverse S� 1(t),changesslowly in tim e so that _S� 1(t)�

0. Then,from Eq.(43),the adiabatic dynam ics ofthe

system reads

LJ(t)j�(t)iiJ = j_�(t)iiJ: (44)

Equation (44) ensures that,choosing an instantaneous

basis for the density operator �(t) which preserves the

Jordan block structure,the evolution of�(t)occurssep-

aratelyin adiabaticblocksassociated with distincteigen-

valuesofL(t).O fcourse,theconditionsunderwhich the

approxim ation _S� 1(t)� 0 holdsm ustbe carefully clari-

�ed.Thisisthe subjectofthe nexttwo subsections.

B . C ondition on the Lindblad superoperator

Let us now derive the validity conditions for open-

system adiabaticdynam icsby analyzingthegeneraltim e

evolution ofa density operator under the m aster equa-

tion (30).To thisend,weexpand thedensity m atrix for

an arbitrary tim e tin the instantaneousrighteigenbasisn

jD
(j)

�
(t)ii

o

as

j�(t)ii=
1

2

mX

�= 1

n� � 1X

j= 0

r
(j)

�
(t)jD

(j)

�
(t)ii; (45)

where m is the num ber ofJordan blocks and n� is the

dim ension ofthe block J�. W e em phasize that we are

assum ing that there are no eigenvalue crossings in the

spectrum ofthe Lindblad superoperatorduring the evo-

lution.Requiringthen thatthedensity operatorEq.(45)

evolvesunderthe m asterequation (30)and m aking use

ofEq.(38),weobtain

mX

�= 1

n� � 1X

j= 1

r
(j)

�

�

jD
(j� 1)

�
ii+ �� jD

(j)

�
ii

�

=

mX

�= 1

n� � 1X

j= 0

�

_r
(j)

�
jD

(j)

�
ii+ r

(j)

�
j_D

(j)

�
ii

�

: (46)

Equation (46)m ultiplied by thelefteigenstatehhE
(i)
� jre-

sultsin

_r(i)� = �� r
(i)
� + r

(i+ 1)
� �

mX

�= 1

n� � 1X

j= 0

r
(j)

�
hhE(i)� j_D

(j)

�
ii; (47)

with r
(n� )
� (t)� 0. Note thatthe sum over� m ixesdif-

ferent Jordan blocks. An analogous situation occurred

in theclosed system case,in Eq.(11).Sim ilarly to what

wasdonethere,in orderto derivean adiabaticity condi-

tion wem ustseparatethissum into term srelated to the

eigenvalue �� ofL(t) and term s involving m ixing with

eigenvalues �� 6= ��. In this latter case,an expression

can befound forhhE
(i)
� j_D

(j)

�
iiasfollows:taking thetim e

derivative ofEq.(38)and m ultiplying by hhE
(i)
� jwe ob-

tain,afterusing Eqs.(41)and (42),

hhE(i)� j_D
(j)

�
ii=

1

!��

�

hhE(i)� j _L jD
(j)

�
ii

+ hhE(i+ 1)� j_D
(j)

�
ii� hhE(i)� j_D

(j� 1)

�
ii

�

; (48)

wherewehavede�ned

!��(t)� ��(t)� ��(t) (49)

and assum ed �� 6= ��. Note that, while !�� plays a

role analogous to that of the energy di�erence gnk in

the closed case [Eq.(9)],!�� m ay be com plex. A sim i-

larprocedure can generate expressionsforallthe term s

hhE
(i)
� j_D

(j� k)

�
ii,with k = 0;:::;j. Thus,an iteration of

Eq.(48)yields

hhE(i)� j_D
(j)

�
ii =

jX

k= 0

(� 1)k

!
k+ 1

��

�

hhE(i)� j _L jD
(j� k)

�
ii

+ hhE(i+ 1)� j_D
(j� k)

�
ii

�

: (50)

From a second recursive iteration, now for the term

hhE
(i+ 1)
� j_D

(j� k)

�
iiin Eq.(50),weobtain

hhE(i)� j_D
(j)

�
ii=

(n� � i)X

p= 1

0

@

pY

q= 1

(j� Sq� 1)X

kq= 0

1

A
hhE

(i+ p� 1)
� j_LjD

(j� Sp)

�
ii

(� 1)Sp !
p+ Sp

��

;(51)

where

Sq =

qX

s= 1

ks ;

0

@

pY

q= 1

(j� Sq� 1)X

kq= 0

1

A =

j� S0X

k1= 0

� � �

j� Sp� 1X

kp= 0

; (52)

with S0 = 0. W e can now split Eq.(47) into diagonal

and o�-diagonalterm s

_r(i)� = ��r
(i)
� + r

(i+ 1)
� �

X

� j�� = ��

n� � 1X

j= 0

r
(j)

�
hhE(i)� j_D

(j)

�
ii

�
X

� j�� 6= ��

n� � 1X

j= 0

r
(j)

�
hhE(i)� j_D

(j)

�
ii; (53)

where the term shhE
(i)
� j_D

(j)

�
ii,for�� 6= ��,are given by

Eq.(51).In accordancewith ourde�nition ofadiabatic-

ity above,theadiabaticregim eisobtained when thesum
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in the second line is negligible. Sum m arizing,by intro-

ducing the norm alized tim e s de�ned by Eq.(18), we

thus�nd the following from Eqs.(51)and (53).

T heorem IV .2 A su�cientcondition foropen quantum

system adiabatic dynam icsasgiven in De�nition IV.1 is:

m ax
0� s� 1

�
�
�
�
�
�

(n� � i)X

p= 1

0

@

pY

q= 1

(j� Sq� 1)X

kq= 0

1

A
hhE

(i+ p� 1)
� jdL

ds
jD

(j� Sp)

�
ii

(� 1)Sp !
p+ Sp

��

�
�
�
�
�
�

� 1; (54)

with �� 6= �� and forarbitrary indicesiand j associated

to the Jordan blocks� and �,respectively.

The condition (54) ensures the absence of m ixing

ofcoe�cients r
(i)
� related to distinct eigenvalues �� in

Eq.(53),which in turn guarantees that sets ofJordan

blocksbelonging to di�erenteigenvaluesofL(t)havein-

dependentevolution.Thustheaccuracy oftheadiabatic

approxim ation can be estim ated by the com putation of

thetim ederivativeoftheLindblad superoperatoracting

on rightand leftvectors.Equation (54)can besim pli�ed

by considering the term with m axim um absolute value,

which resultsin:

C orollary IV .3 A su�cient condition for open quan-

tum system adiabatic dynam ics is

N
n� n�

ij m ax
0� s� 1

�
�
�
�
�

hhE
(i+ p� 1)
� jdL

ds
jD

(j� Sp)

�
ii

!
p+ Sp

��

�
�
�
�
�
� 1;(55)

where the m ax is taken for any � 6= �,and over allpos-

sible valuesofi2 f0;:::;n� � 1g,j2 f0;:::;n� � 1g,and

p,with

N
n� n�

ij =

(n� � i)X

p= 1

0

@

pY

q= 1

(j� Sq� 1)X

kq= 0

1

A 1 (56)

=

�
n� � i+ 1+ j

1+ j

�

� 1=
(n� � i+ 1+ j)!

(1+ j)!(n� � i)!
� 1:

O bservethatthefactorN
n� n�

ij de�ned in Eq.(56)isjust

the num ber ofterm s ofthe sum s in Eq.(54). W e have

included asuperscriptn�,even thoughthereisnoexplicit

dependence on n�,sincej2 f0;:::;n� � 1g.

Furtherm ore,an adiabaticcondition fora slowly vary-

ing Lindblad super-operator can directly be obtained

from Eq.(54),yielding the following.

C orollary IV .4 A sim ple su�cientcondition for open

quantum system adiabatic dynam ics is _L � 0.

Notethatthiscondition isin a sensetoo strong,since

itneed notbethecasethat _L issm allin general(i.e.,for

allits m atrix elem ents). Indeed,in Sec.V we show via

an exam plethatadiabaticity m ay occurdueto theexact

vanishing ofrelevantm atrix elem entsof _L. The general

condition forthisto occuristhepresenceofa dynam ical

sym m etry [37].

Letusend thissubsection by m entioning thatwe can

also write Eq.(54) in term s ofthe tim e variable t in-

stead ofthe norm alized tim e s.In thiscase,the natural

generalization ofEq.(54)is

m ax
0� t� T

�
�
�
�
�
�

(n� � i)X

p= 1

0

@

pY

q= 1

(j� Sq� 1)X

kq= 0

1

A
hhE

(i+ p� 1)
� j_LjD

(j� Sp )

�
ii

(� 1)Sp !
p+ Sp

��

�
�
�
�
�
�

� m in
0� t� T

j!��j: (57)

Notethat,asin theanalogouscondition (12)in theclosed

case,theleft-hand sidehasdim ensionsoffrequency,and

hence m ustbe com pared to the naturalfrequency scale

!��. However, unlike the closed system s case, where

Eq.(12)can im m ediately be derived from the tim e con-

dition (24),wecannotproveherethat!�� isindeed the

relevant physicalscale. Therefore,Eq.(57) should be

regarded asa heuristiccriterion.

C . C ondition on the totalevolution tim e

As m entioned in Sec.II,for closed system s the rate

atwhich theadiabaticregim eisapproached can beesti-

m ated in term softhe totaltim e ofevolution,asshown

by Eqs.(24)and (26).W e now provide a generalization

ofthisestim ate foradiabaticity in open system s.

1. O ne-dim ensionalJordan blocks

Letusbegin by considering the particularcase where

L(t) has only one-dim ensionalJordan blocks and each

eigenvaluecorrespondsto a singleindependenteigenvec-

tor,i.e.,�� = �� ) � = �. Bearing these assum ptions

in m ind,Eq.(53)can be rewritten as

_r� = ��r� � r�hhE�j_D �ii�
X

�6= �

r�hhE�j_D �ii; (58)

wherethe upperindicesi;j havebeen rem oved since we

are considering only one-dim ensionalblocks. M oreover,

forthisspecialcase,wehavefrom Eq.(51)

hhE�j_D �ii=
hhE�j _L jD �ii

!��
: (59)

In order to elim inate the term ��r� from Eq.(58),we

rede�nethe variabler�(t)as

r�(t)= p�(t)e
R
t

0
�� (t

0
)dt

0

; (60)

which,applied to Eq.(58),yields

_p� = � p� hhE�j_D �ii�
X

�6= �

p� hhE�j_D �iie

 � � ; (61)
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with


��(t)=

Z t

0

dt
0
!��(t

0): (62)

Equation (61)isvery sim ilarto Eq.(11)forclosed sys-

tem s,butthefactthat
�� isin generalcom plex-valued

leadstosom eim portantdi�erences,discussed below.W e

nextintroducethescaled tim es= t=T and integratethe

resulting expression.Using Eq.(59),wethen obtain

p�(s) = p�(0)�

Z s

0

ds
0
p�(s

0)��(s
0)

�
X

�6= �

Z s

0

ds
0V��(s

0)

!��(s
0)
e
T 
 � � (s

0
)
; (63)

where��(s)isde�ned by

��(s)= hhE�(s)j
d

ds
jD �(s)ii (64)

and V��(s)by

V��(s)= p�(s)hhE�(s)j
dL(s)

ds
jD �(s)ii: (65)

The integrand in the last line ofEq.(63) can be rear-

ranged in a sim ilarway to Eq.(22)forthe closed case,

yielding

V��(s)

!��(s)
e
T 
 � � (s)

=
1

T

"

d

ds

 

V��

!2
��

e
T 
 � � (s)

!

� e
T 
 � � (s)

d

ds

V��

!2
��

#

:(66)

Therefore,from Eq.(63)wehave

p�(s) = p�(0)�

Z s

0

ds
0
p�(s

0)��(s
0)

+
1

T

X

�6= �

 

V��(0)

!2
��
(0)

�
V��(s)

!2
��
(s)

e
T 
 � � (s)

+

Z s

0

ds
0
e
T 
 � � (s

0
)
d

ds0

V��(s
0)

!2
��
(s0)

!

: (67)

Thus a condition for adiabaticity in term s ofthe total

tim e ofevolution can be given by com paring T to the

term sinvolving indices� 6= �.Thiscan beform alized as

follows.

P roposition IV .5 Consider an open quantum system

whose Lindblad superoperator L(s) has the following

properties:(a)TheJordan decom position ofL(s)isgiven

byone-dim ensionalblocks.(b)Each eigenvalueofL(s)is

associated to a unique Jordan block. Then the adiabatic

dynam ics in the interval0 � s � 1 occurs ifand only if

the following tim e conditions,obtained for each Jordan

block � ofL(s),are satis�ed:

T � m ax
0� s� 1

�
�
�
�
�
�

X

�6= �

 

V��(0)

!2
��
(0)

�
V��(s)

!2
��
(s)

e
T 
 � � (s)

+

Z s

0

ds
0
e
T 
 � � (s

0
)
d

ds0

V��(s
0)

!2
��
(s0)

! �
�
�
�
�
; (68)

Equation (68)sim pli�esin a num berofsituations.

� Adiabaticity isguaranteed wheneverV�� vanishes

for all� 6= �. An exam ple of this case willbe

provided in Sec.V.

� Adiabaticity is sim ilarly guaranteed whenever

V��(s),which can depend on T through p�,van-

ishes for all �;� such that Re(
 ��) > 0 and

does not grow faster, as a function of T, than

exp(TjRe
��j)forall�;� such thatRe(
 ��)< 0.

� W hen Re(
��) = 0 and Im (
��) 6= 0 the inte-

gralin inequality (68)vanishesin the in�nite tim e

lim itdue to the Riem ann-Lebesgue lem m a [32],as

in the closed case discussed before. In this case,

again, adiabaticity is guaranteed provided p�(s)

[and hence V��(s)]does not diverge as a function

ofT in the lim itT ! 1 .

� W hen Re(
��)> 0,the adiabatic regim e can still

bereached forlargeT provided thatp�(s)contains

a decaying exponentialwhich com pensatesforthe

growing exponentialdue to Re(
��).

� Even ifthere is an overallgrowing exponentialin

inequality (68),adiabaticity could take place over

a �nite tim e interval[0;T�]and,afterwards,dis-

appear. In this case, which would be an exclu-

sivefeatureofopen system s,the crossovertim eT�
would be determ ined by an inequality ofthe type

T � a+ bexp(cT),with c> 0.Thecoe�cientsa;b

and carefunctionsofthesystem -bath interaction.

W hetherthelatterinequality can besolved clearly

dependson thevaluesofa;b;c,sothataconclusion

aboutadiabaticity in thiscaseism odeldependent.

2. G eneralJordan blocks

W e show now thatthe hypotheses(a)and (b)can be

relaxed,providing a generalization ofProposition IV.5

forthecaseofm ultidim ensionalJordan blocksand Lind-

blad eigenvalues associated to m ore than one indepen-

denteigenvector. Letusrede�ne ourgeneralcoe�cient

r
(i)
� (t)as

r
(i)
� (t)= p

(i)
� (t)e

R
t

0
�� (t

0
)dt

0

; (69)



9

which,applied to Eq.(53),yields

_p(i)� = p
(i+ 1)
�

�
X

� j�� = ��

n� � 1X

j= 0

p
(j)

�
hhE(i)� j_D

(j)

�
iie
 � �

�
X

� j�� 6= ��

n� � 1X

j= 0

p
(j)

�
hhE(i)� j_D

(j)

�
iie
 � � : (70)

The above equation can be rewritten in term s of the

scaled tim e s = t=T. The integration ofthe resulting

expression then reads

p
(i)
� (s) = p

(i)
� (0)+ T

Z s

0

ds
0
p
(i+ 1)
� (s0)

�
X

� j�� = ��

X

j

Z s

0

ds
0
p
(j)

�
(s0)�

(ij)

��
(s0)eT 
 � � (s

0
)

�
X

� j�� 6= ��

X

j;p

Z s

0

ds
0
(� 1)Sp V

(ijp)

��
(s0)

!
p+ Sp

��
(s0)

e
T 
 � � (s

0
)
; (71)

whereusehasbeen m adeofEq.(51),with thesum over

j and p in the lastlinedenoting

X

j;p

�

n� � 1X

j= 0

(n� � i)X

p= 1

0

@

pY

q= 1

(j� Sq� 1)X

kq= 0

1

A : (72)

The function �
(ij)

��
(s)isde�ned by

�
(ij)

��
(s)= hhE(i)� (s)j

d

ds
jD

(j)

�
(s)ii; (73)

and V
(ijp)

��
(s)by

V
(ijp)

��
(s)= p

(j)

�
(s)hhE(i+ p� 1)� (s)j

dL(s)

ds
jD

(j� Sp)

�
(s)ii:

(74)

The term T
Rs

0
ds0p

(i+ 1)
� (s0) in the �rstline ofEq.(71),

which wasabsentin the case ofone-dim ensionalJordan

blocksanalyzed above,hasnoe�ecton adiabaticity,since

itdoesnotcauseanym ixingofJordan blocks.Therefore,

theanalysiscan proceed verysim ilarly tothecaseofone-

dim ensionalblocks.Rewritingtheintegralin thelastline

ofEq.(71),aswe have done in Eqs.(23)and (67),and

im posing the absence ofm ixing ofthe eigenvalues�� 6=

��,i.e.,the negligibility ofthe lastline ofEq.(71),we

�nd thefollowinggeneraltheorem ensuringtheadiabatic

behaviorofan open system .

T heorem IV .6 Consider an open quantum system gov-

erned by a Lindblad superoperator L(s). Then the adia-

batic dynam ics in the interval0 � s � 1 occurs ifand

only ifthe following tim e conditions, obtained for each

coe�cientp
(i)
� (s),are satis�ed:

T � m ax
0� s� 1

�
�
�
�
�
�

X

� j�� 6= ��

X

j;p

(� 1)Sp

�

"

V
(ijp)

��
(0)

!
p+ Sp+ 1

��
(0)

�
V
(ijp)

��
(s)eT 
 � � (s)

!
p+ Sp+ 1

��
(s)

+

Z s

0

ds
0
e
T 
 � � (s

0
)
d

ds0

V
(ijp)

��
(s0)

!
p+ Sp+ 1

��
(s0)

#�
�
�
�
�
: (75)

Theorem IV.6 provides a very generalcondition for

adiabaticity in open quantum system s. The com m ents

m adeaboutsim plifyingcircum stances,in thecaseofone-

dim ensionalblocksabove,hold hereaswell.M oreover,a

sim plersu�cientcondition can bederived from Eq.(75)

by consideringtheterm with m axim um absolutevaluein

thesum .Thisprocedureleadsto thefollowing corollary:

C orollary IV .7 A su�cienttim e condition forthe adi-

abatic regim e ofan open quantum system governed by a

Lindblad superoperator L(t)is

T � M
n� n�

ij m ax
0� s� 1

�
�
�
�
�

V
(ijp)

��
(0)

!
p+ Sp+ 1

��
(0)

�
V
(ijp)

��
(s)eT 
 � � (s)

!
p+ Sp+ 1

��
(s)

+

Z s

0

ds
0
e
T 
 � � (s

0
) d

ds0

V
(ijp)

��
(s0)

!
p+ Sp+ 1

��
(s0)

�
�
�
�
�
; (76)

where m ax istaken overallpossible valuesofthe indices

�� 6= ��,i,j,and p,with

M
n� n�

ij
=

X

� j�� 6= ��

(n� � 1)X

j= 0

(n� � i)X

p= 1

0

@

pY

q= 1

(j� Sq� 1)X

kq= 0

1

A 1

= ���

�
(n� + n� � i+ 1)!

(n� � i+ 1)!n�!
� n� � 1

�

; (77)

where��� denotesthenum berofJordan blockssuch that

�� 6= ��.

D . P hysicalinterpretation ofthe adiabaticity

condition

Therearevariousequivalentwaysin which tointerpret

theadiabatictheorem forclosed quantum system s[3].A

particularly usefulinterpretation follows from Eq.(26):

the evolution tim e m ust be m uch longer than the ratio

ofthenorm ofthetim ederivativeoftheHam iltonian to

the square ofthe spectralgap. In other words,either

the Ham iltonian changes slowly,or the spectralgap is

large,orboth. Itistem pting to interpretourresultsin

a sim ilarfashion,which wenow do.

The quantity V
(ijp)

��
,by Eq.(74),playsthe roleofthe

tim ederivativeoftheLindblad superoperator.However,

the appearance ofexp[T Re
��(s)]in Eq. (75) has no
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analog in the closed-system scase,because the eigenval-

uesoftheHam iltonianarereal,whilein theopen-system s

case the eigenvaluesofthe Lindblad superoperatorm ay

haveim aginary parts.Thisim pliesthatadiabaticity isa

phenom enon which isnotguaranteed to happen in open

system s even for very slowly varying interactions. In-

deed,from Theorem sIV.5 and IV.6,possiblepicturesof

such system evolutionsinclude the decoupling ofJordan

blocks only over a �nite tim e interval(disappearing af-

terwards),oreven thecaseofcom pleteabsenceofdecou-

plingforanytim eT,which im pliesnoadiabaticevolution

whatsoever.

Thequantity !��,by Eq.(49),clearly playstheroleof

the spectralgap in the open-system case.Therearetwo

noteworthy di�erences com pared to the closed-system

case. First,the !�� can be com plex. Thisim plies that

the di�erences in decay rates,and not just in energies,

play a rolein determ ining therelevantgap foropen sys-

tem s. Second,for m ultidim ensionalJordan blocks,the

term s !�� depend on distinct powers for distinct pairs

�;�.Thuscertain !�� (thosewith thehigherexponents)

willplay a m oredom inantrolethan others.

Theconditionsforadiabaticity arebestillustrated fur-

thervia exam ples,oneofwhich weprovidenext.

V . EX A M P LE:T H E A D IA B A T IC EV O LU T IO N

O F A N O P EN Q U A N T U M T W O -LEV EL SY ST EM

In orderto illustrate the consequences ofopen quan-

tum system adiabatic dynam ics,let us consider a con-

crete exam ple that is analytically solvable. Suppose a

quantum two-level system , with internal Ham iltonian

H = (!=2)�z,and described by them asterequation (2),

issubjected to two sourcesofdecoherence:spontaneous

em ission �1(t) = �(t)�� and bit ips �2(t) = (t)�x,

where �� = �x � i�y is the lowering operator. W riting

the density operatorin the basisfI2;�x;�y;�zg,i.e.,as

� = (I2 +
�!v ��!� )=2,Eq.(30)resultsin

j_�(t)ii=
1

2

0

B
@

0

� !vy � 2�2vx
!vx � 2(2 + �2)vy
� 4�2 � 2(2 + 2�2)vz

1

C
A =

1

2

0

B
@

0

_vx
_vy
_vz

1

C
A ;

(78)

wherevx(t),vy(t),and vz(t)arerealfunctionsproviding

thecoordinatesofthequantum statej�(t)iion theBloch

sphere.The Lindblad superoperatoristhen given by

L(t)=

0

B
@

0 0 0 0

0 � 2�2 � ! 0

0 ! � 2�2 � 22 0

� 4�2 0 0 � 4�2 � 22

1

C
A :

(79)

In orderto exhibitan exam plethathasa nontrivialJor-

dan blockstructure,wenow assum e2 = ! (which can in

practice be obtained by m easuring the relaxation rate 

and correspondingly adjusting the system frequency !).

W e then havethree di�erenteigenvaluesforL(t),

�1 = 0;

�2 = � 2�2 � 
2 (twofold degenerate)

�3 = � 4�2 � 22;

which are associated with the following three indepen-

dent(unnorm alized)righteigenvectors:

jD
(0)

1
ii=

0

B
@

f(;�)

0

0

1

1

C
A ;jD

(0)

2
ii=

0

B
@

0

1

1

0

1

C
A ;jD

(0)

3
ii=

0

B
@

0

0

0

1

1

C
A ;

(80)

with f(;�)= � 1� (2=2�2).Sim ilarly,forthelefteigen-

vectors,we�nd

hhE
(0)

1
j =

�

1=f(;�);0;0;0

�

;

hhE
(1)

2
j =

�

0;2;� 
2
;0

�

;

hhE
(0)

3
j =

�

� 1=f(;�);0;0;1

�

: (81)

TheJordan form ofL(t)can then be written as

LJ(t)=

0

B
@

0 0 0 0

0 � 2�2 � 2 1 0

0 0 � 2�2 � 2 0

0 0 0 � 4�2 � 22

1

C
A ;

(82)

(observethetwo-dim ensionalm iddleJordan block),with

the transform ation m atrix leading to the Jordan form

being

S(t)=

0

B
@

f(;�) 0 0 0

0 1 � 2 0

0 1 0 0

1 0 0 1

1

C
A : (83)

Note that,in ourexam ple,each eigenvalueofL(t)isas-

sociated to a unique Jordan block,since we do nothave

m orethan oneindependenteigenvectorforeach ��.W e

then expectthatthe adiabatic regim e willbe character-

ized by an evolution which can bedecom posed by single

Jordan blocks. In orderto show thatthis is indeed the

case,let us construct a right and left basis preserving

the block structure.To thisend,weneed to introduce a

rightand a leftvectorfortheJordan block related to the

eigenvalue �2. As in Eqs.(36) and (40),we de�ne the

additionalstatesas

jD
(1)

2
iiJ =

0

B
@

0

0

1

0

1

C
A ; JhhE

(0)

2
j=

�

0;1;0;0

�

: (84)

W e then obtain, after applying the transform a-

tions jD
(1)

2
(t)ii = S(t)jD

(1)

2
iiJ and hhE

(0)

2
(t)j =
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JhhE
(0)

2
jS� 1(t),the rightand leftvectors

jD
(1)

2
ii=

0

B
@

0

� 2

0

0

1

C
A ; hhE

(0)

2
j=

�

0;0;1;0

�

: (85)

Expandingthecoherencevectorin thebasis

n

jD
(j)
� (t)ii

o

,

asin Eq.(45),the m asterequation (30)yields

f(;�)_r
(0)

1
+ _f(;�)r

(0)

1
= 0;

_r
(0)

2
� 2

_

3
r
(1)

2
+

_r
(1)

2

2
= �

�
2�2 + 

2
�
r
(0)

2
� 2

�2

2
r
(1)

2
;

_r
(0)

2
= r

(1)

2
�
�
2�2 + 

2
�
r
(0)

2
;

_r
(0)

1
+ _r

(0)

3
=
�
� 4�2 � 22

�
r
(0)

3
; (86)

Itisim m ediately apparentfrom Eq.(86)thatthe block

related totheeigenvalue�2 isalreadydecoupled from the

rest. O n the otherhand,by virtue ofthe lastequation,

the blocks associated to �1 and �3 are coupled,im ply-

ing a m ixing in the evolution ofthe coe�cients r
(0)

1
(t)

and r
(0)

3
(t).The roleofthe adiabaticity willthen be the

suppression ofthiscoupling.W enotethatin thissim ple

exam ple,the coupling between r
(0)

1
(t)and r

(0)

3
(t)would

in fact also be elim inated by im posing the probability

conservation condition Tr� = 1. However,in order to

discussthe e�ectsofthe adiabatic regim e,letusperm it

a generaltim e evolution ofallcoe�cients (i.e.,proba-

bility \leakage")and analyze the adiabatic constraints.

The validity condition foradiabatic dynam ics,given by

Eq.(57),yields

�
�
�
�
�

hhE
(0)

3
j _L jD

(0)

1
ii

�1 � �3

�
�
�
�
�
=

�
�
�
�

22_�=� � 2_

2 + 2�2

�
�
�
�
� j�1 � �3j: (87)

W e�rstnotethatwehaveherethepossibility ofan adi-

abatic evolution even without _L(t) � 0 in general(i.e.,

forallitsm atrix elem ents).Indeed,solving 2_�=� = _,

Eq.(87) im plies that independent evolution in Jordan

blocks will occur for �(t) / (t). Since f(;�) =

� 1� (2=2�2)is then constantin tim e,itfollows,from

Eq.(86),thatr
(0)

1
(t)isconstantin tim e,which in turn

ensuresthedecoupling ofr
(0)

1
(t)and r

(0)

3
(t).In thiscase,

it is a dynam icalsym m etry (constancy of the ratio of

m agnitudesofthespontaneousem ission and bit-ip pro-

cesses),ratherthan the generalslownessof _L(t),thatis

responsiblefortheadiabaticbehavior.Thesam econclu-

sion is also obtained from the adiabatic condition (54).

O f course, Eq. (87) is autom atically satis�ed if L(t)

is slowly varying in tim e, which m eans _(t) � 0 and

_�(t)� 0. Assum ing thislastcase,the following solution

isfound:

r
(0)

1
(t)= r

(0)

1
(0);

r
(0)

2
(t)=

h

r
(1)

2
(0)t+ r

(0)

2
(0)

i

e
(� 2�

2
� 

2
)t
;

r
(1)

2
(t)= r

(1)

2
(0)e(� 2�

2
� 

2
)t
;

r
(0)

3
(t)= r

(0)

3
(0)e(� 4�

2
� 2

2
)t
: (88)

Itisclearthatthe evolution isindependentin the three

distinctJordan blocks,with functionsr
(i)
� (t)belongingto

di�erentsectorsevolving separately.The only m ixing is

between r
(0)

2
(t)and r

(1)

2
(t),which arecom ponentsofthe

thesam eblock.Thedecoupling ofthecoe�cientsr
(0)

1
(t)

and r
(0)

3
(t) in the adiabatic lim it is exhibited in Fig.1.

O bserve thatthe adiabatic behaviorisrecovered asthe

dependence of�(t)and (t)on tbecom esnegligible.

0.88 0.9 0.92 0.94 0.96 0.98 1

r
1

(0)
(t) 

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

r 3

(0
) (t

)

a = 0.0

a = 0.1

a = 0.5

a = 1.0

FIG .1: Param etric evolution ofthe coe� cients r
(0)

3
(t) and

r
(0)

1
(t) for 0 � t � 1. The initialconditions are r

(0)

1
(0) =

r
(0)

3
(0) = 1:0 and the decoherence param eters are taken as

linearfunctionsoftim e,i.e.,�(t)= �0 + atand (t)= 0 + at,

with �0 = 1:0 and 0 = 0:5. The m aster equation is solved

num erically fora > 0.In theadiabaticregim e,corresponding

toa = 0,theevolution ofr
(0)

1
(t)and r

(0)

3
(t)isdecoupled,with

r
(0)

1
(t)= 1 independently ofthe value ofr

(0)

3
(t).

The originalcoe�cients v x,vy,and vz in the Bloch

sphere basisfI2;�x;�y;�zg can be written ascom bina-

tionsofthe functionsr
(i)
� .Equation (88)yields

vx(t) =
�
vx(0)+ (vx(0)� vy(0))

2
t
�
e
(� 2�

2
� 

2
)t
;

vy(t) =
�
vy(0)+ (vx(0)� vy(0))

2
t
�
e
(� 2�

2
� 

2
)t
;

vz(t) =

�

vz(0)�
1

f(;�)

�

e
(� 4�

2
� 2

2
)t+

1

f(;�)
(89)

with the initialconditions

vx(0)= r
(0)

2
(0)+ 

� 2
r
(1)

2
(0);

vy(0)= r
(0)

2
(0);

vz(0)=
1

f(;�)
+ r

(0)

3
(0); (90)

where now r
(0)

1
(0) = 1=f(;�) has been im posed in or-

derto satisfy the Tr� = 1 norm alization condition. The
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Bloch sphere isthen characterized by an asym ptotic de-

cayoftheBloch coordinatesvx and vy,with vz approach-

ing the constantvalue 1=f(;�).

Finally,let us com m ent on the analysis ofadiabatic-

ity in term s ofthe conditions derived in Sec.IV C for

the totaltim e ofevolution. Looking at the m atrix el-

em ents of _L(t), it can be shown that, for � 6= �, the

only term V
(ijp)

��
de�ned by Eq.(74)which can bea pri-

ori nonvanishing isV13. Therefore,we have to consider

the energy di�erence !13 = 4�2 + 22. Assum ing that

the decoherence param eters � and  are nonvanishing,

we have !13 > 0 and hence 
13 > 0. This signals the

breakdown ofadiabaticity,unlessV13 = 0. However,as

wesaw above,V13 / hhE
(0)

3
j _L jD

(0)

1
ii= 22_�=�� 2_ and

thus V13 = 0 indeed im plies the adiabaticity condition

�(t)/ (t),in agreem entwith the resultsobtained from

Theorem IV.2.In this(dynam icalsym m etry)caseadia-

baticity holdsexactly,whileif�(t)isnotproportionalto

(t),then therecan beno adiabaticevolution.Thus,the

present exam ple,despite nicely illustrating our concept

ofadiabaticity in open system s,doesnotpresentuswith

the opportunity to derive a nontrivialcondition on T;

such m oregeneralexam pleswillbediscussed in a future

publication.

V I. C O N C LU SIO N S A N D O U T LO O K

The concept ofadiabatic dynam ics is one ofthe pil-

lars ofthe theory ofclosed quantum system s. Here we

haveintroduced itsgeneralization to open quantum sys-

tem s. W e have shown that under appropriate slowness

conditions the tim e-dependent Lindblad superoperator

decom poses into dynam ically decoupled Jordan blocks,

which are preserved underthe adiabatic dynam ics. O ur

key resultsare sum m arized in Theorem sIV.2 and IV.6,

which state su�cient(and necessary in the case ofThe-

orem IV.6)conditionsforadiabaticity in open quantum

system s. In particular,Theorem IV.6 also providesthe

condition forbreakdown oftheadiabaticevolution.This

featurehasnoanalogin them orerestricted caseofclosed

quantum system s.Itfollowshere from the factthatthe

Jordan eigenvaluesofthedynam icalsuperoperator{ the

generalization ofthe realeigenvalues ofa Ham iltonian

{ can have an im aginary part, which can lead to un-

avoidabletransitionsbetween Jordan blocks.Itisworth

m entioning thatallofourresultshavebeen derived con-

sidering system s exhibiting gaps in the Lindblad eigen-

value spectrum . It would be interesting to understand

thenotion ofadiabaticity when no gapsareavailable,as

sim ilarly donefortheclosed casein Refs.[29,30].M ore-

over,two particularly intriguing applicationsofthe the-

ory presented here are to the study ofgeom etric phases

in open system s and to quantum adiabatic algorithm s,

both ofwhich have received considerable recent atten-

tion [16,17,38,39,40].W eleavetheseasopen problem s

forfuture research.
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