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A diabatic approxim ation in open quantum system s
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W e generalize the standard quantum adiabatic approxin ation to the case of open quantum sys—
tem s. W ede nethe adiabatic lim it ofan open quantum system asthe regin e In which itsdynam ical
superoperator can be decom posed in tem s of independently evolving Jordan blocks. W e then es-
tablish validity and invalidity conditions for this approxin ation and discuss their applicability to
superoperators changing slow Iy In tim e. A s an exam ple, the adiabatic evolution of a tw o-level open

system is analyzed.
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I. NTRODUCTION

T he adiabatic theorem tl_.',:_i, :_3] is one ofthe oldest and
m ost usefiil general tools In quantum m echanics. The
theorem posits, roughly, that if a state is an instanta—
neous eigenstate of a su ciently slow ly varying Ham il
tonian H at one tin ¢, then it w ill rem ain an eigenstate
at later tim es, while iseigenenergy evolves continuously.
Tts role In the study of slow Iy varying quantum m echani-
calsystem s spans a vast array of elds and applications,
such as energy—lkevel crossings in m olecules 54 &1, quan—
tum el theory [d], and geom etricphases [-7:, 8]. In recent
years, geom etric phases have been proposed to perform
quantum Inform ation processing ﬁ_ﬁ, :_i@, i]_]], w ith adia—
batictty assum ed in a number of schem es for geom etric
quantum com putation E€g., ﬁ_lg;, :_l-é, :_l-fl',-'_l-'i]) . M oreover,
additional interest in adiabatic processes has arisen in
connection w ith the concept of adiabatic quantum com —
puting, In which slow Iy varying H am iltonians appear as
a prom ising m echanisn for the design of new quantum
algorithm sand even asan altemative to the conventional
quantum circuit m odelofquantum com putation l_l-é, :_l-j]

R em arkably, the notion ofadiabaticity doesnot appear
to have been extended in a system atic m anner to the
arena of open quantum system s, ie., quantum system s
coupled to an extemal environm ent fl8 Such system s
are of findam ental interest, as the notion ofa closed sys—
tem is always an idealization and approxim ation. This
issue is particularly im portant in the context of quan-
tum inform ation processing, w here environm ent-induced
decoherence is viewed as a findam ental obstacle on the
path to the construction of quantum infomm ation proces-
sors eg., f_lg‘])

The ain of this work is to system atically generalize
the conoept of adiabatic evolution to the realm of open
quantum system s. Fom ally, an open quantum system
is described as ollow s. Consider a quantum system S
coupled to an environm ent, or bath B (W ith respective
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H ibert spaces H 5 ;H 5 ), evolving uniarily under the to—
tal system bath Ham itonian H gy . The exact system
dynam ics is given by tracing over the bath degrees of
freedom  {18]

O =Tr UG ss OUYDOI] @)
where (t) is the system state, sz (0) = (0) g (0) is
the Inii uncorrelated system -bath state, and U (t) =

Texpl i, Hgs ()dt%) T denotes tin e-ordering; we set
~ = 1). Such an evo]utJon is com pltely positive and
trace preserving ll8 .20 21- Under certain approxin a—
tions, it is possble to convert Eq. @:) Into the convolu-
tionless form

_®=Lb O: @)

An In portant exam ple is

_® = 1iH ©; ©l+;

+0:i® ©; {(t)] : 3)
HereH (t) isthe tin edependent e ective H am iltonian of
the open systam and ; (t) are tin edependent operators
describing the system -bath interaction. In the literature,
Eqg. ('3) with tim e-independent operators ; is usually
referred to as the M arkovian dynam ical sem Jgroup, or
Lindblad equation fl8 2L 22. ,213. [see a]so Ref. [24.] fora
sim ple derivation ofEq. d from Eqg. (].)] H ow ever, the
case w ith tin e-dependent coe cients is also pem issble
under certain restrictions [_2-5] T he Lindblad equation re—
quires the assum ption ofa M arkovian bath w ith vanish—
Ing correlation tin e. E quation ('_2) can be m ore general;
for exam ple, i applies to the case ofnon-M arkovian con—
volutionlessm aster equations studied in Ref. £6]. In this
work we w ill consider the class of convolutionlessm aster
equations (r_Z) . In a slight abuse of nom enclature, we w ill
henceforth refer to the tin e-dependent generator L (t) as
the Lindblad superoperator, and the ;(t) as Lindblad
operators.

Retuming to the problem of adiabatic evolution, con—
ceptually, the di culy in the transition from closed to
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open system s is that the notion of Ham iltonian eigen—
states is lost, since the Lindblad superoperator { the
generalization of the H am iltonian { cannot in generalbe
diagonalized. It is then not a priori clear what should
take the place of the adiabatic eigenstates. O ur key in—
sight in resolving this di culy is that this rolk isplayed
by adialatic Jordan blocks of the Lindblad superopera-
tor. T he Jordan canonical form P71, w ith its associated
kft and right eigenvectors, is in this context the natural
generalization of the diagonalization ofthe H am ittonian.
Speci cally, we show that, for slow Iy varying Lindblad
superoperators, the tin e evolution ofthe density m atrix,
written In a suitable basis In the state space of linear
operators, occurs separately in sets of Jordan blocks re—
lated to each Lindblad eigenvalie. This treatm ent for
adiabatic processes in open system s is potentially rather
attractive as it can sim plify the description ofthe dynam —
icalproblem by breaking down the Lindblad superoper—
ator into a set of decoupled blocks. In order to clearly
exem plify this behavior, we analyze a sin ple two—Jevel
open system for which the exact solution of the m aster
equation @) can be analytically determ ined.

T he paper is organized as ollows. W e begin, in Sec.
:_I-L with a review of the standard adiabatic approxin a-
tion for closed quantum system s. In Sec. :}thwe descrbe
the general dynam ics of open quantum system s, review
the superoperator form alism , and Introduce a strategy to

nd suitable bases in the state space of linear operators.
Section :_1\-[: is devoted to deriving our adiabatic approxi-
m ation, ncluding the conditions for its validity. In Sec.
:37‘., we provide a concrete exam ple which illuistrates the
consequences of the adiabatic behavior for system s in the
presence of decoherence. F nally, we present our concli—-
sions in Sec. i_/_i.

II. THE ADIABATIC APPROXIM ATION IN
CLOSED QUANTUM SYSTEM S

A . Condition on the H am iltonian

To facilitate com parison w ith our later derivation of
the adiabatic approxin ation for open system s, let us be—
gin by review Ing the adiabatic approxin ation in closed
quantum system s, sub fct to unitary evolution. In this
case, the evolution is govemed by the tim edependent
Schrodinger equation

H@©J Oi= ij-0OL @)

whereH (t) denotestheH am iltonian and j (t)iisa quan-
tum state In a D din ensional H ibert space. For sin —
plicity, we assum e that the spectrum ofH (t) is entirely
discrete and nondegenerate. Thus we can de ne an in—
stantaneous basis of eigenenergies by

HO®HOi=E,©HhOL ©)

w ith the set ofeigenvectors h (t)i chosen to be orthonor-
mal. In this sin 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 ofthe instantaneous eigenvectors of H (t). This
m eans that instantaneous eigenstates at one tin e evolve
continuously to the corresponding eigenstates at later
tin es, and that their corresponding eigenenergies do not
cross. In particular, if the system begins its evolution In
a particular eigenstate h (0)i, then it will evolre to the
Instantaneous eigenstate 1 (t)i at a later tim e t, w ithout
any transition to other energy levels. In order to obtain
a general validity condition for adiabatic behavior, lt
us expand j ()i ih tem s of the basis of instantaneous
elgenvectors of H (t),

)3
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w ith a, (t) being com plex finctions oftim e. Substitution
ofEq. {_6) nto Eq. @) yields
X
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where use hasbeen m ade ofEq. (E) MulkplyingEqg. élj)
by bk (t) j we have

X
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ax = anhkhie

w here

Gk ©) En(® Ex®: 9

A usefiillexpression orhkni, ﬁ)r}g € n, can be found by
taking the tin e dervative ofEq. (5) and m ultiplying the
resulting expression by hkj which reads

Tk f-hi

9nk

Tk fi= 06 k): 10)

T herefore, Eq. @) can be w ritten as

X
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A diabatic evolution is ensured if the coe cients a i (t)
evolve independently from each other, ie., if their dy—
nam ical equations do not couple. As is apparent from
Eq. {I1), this requirem ent is 1l led by inposing the
conditions

hk-hi oL
max ———— mn Gkl 12)
0t T 9nk 0t T
which serves as an estin ate of the validiy of the adia—
batic approxin ation, where T isthe tqtalevo]u‘ubn tin e.
N ote that the keft-hand side ofEq. C_lZ_i) has dim ensions
of frequency and hencem ust be com pared to the relevant
physical frequency scale, given by the gap g,k B, :_2§'] For



a discussion of the adiabatic regin e when there isno gap
In the energy spectrum see Refs. 29 :30 In the case of
a degenerate spectrum ofH (t), Eqg. ClO) holds only for
elgenstates ki and hi forwhich E, € Ex. Taking into
acoount thism odi cation n Eqg. Cl]; it is not di cult

to see that the adiabatic approxim ation generalizes to
the statem ent that each degenerate eigenspace of H (t),
Instead of individual eigenvectors, has Independent evo-
ution, whose validity conditions given by Eq. C_l-g:) are
to be considered over eigenvectors w ith distinct energies.
Thus, in general one can de ne adiabatic dynam ics of
closed quantum system s as ollow s:

D e nition ITI.1 A closed quantum system is said to un-—
dergo adiabatic dynam ics if its H ibert space can ke de-
com posed Into deoupled Schrodinger eigenspaces with
distinct, tim e-continuous, and noncrossing instantaneous
eigenvalies of H (t).

Tt is conogptually usefilto point out that the relation—
ship between slow Iy varying H am iltonians and adiabatic
behavior, which explicitly appears from Eq. QZ can also
be dem onstrated directly from a sin ple m anipulation of
the Schrodinger equation: recallthat H (t) can be diago—
nalized by a unitary sim ilarity tranfom ation

Het=U "®©H ©U @©); 13)

where H 4 (t) denotes the diagonalized Ham iltonian and
U (t) isa uniary transfom ation. M ultiplying Eq. M) by
U ! and using Eq. {13), we cbtain

Hgjdg=ij4da - '3 45 (14)
wherej iy U !9 1iisthe state ofthe system in theba—
sis of elgenvectors of H (t). Upon considering that H (t)
changes slow Iy In tine, ie., dH (t)=dt 0, wemay also
assum e that the unitary transform ation U (t) and is in-
verse U ! (t) are slow Iy varying operators, yieldihg

He®3J ©da= 1J—(0da: 15)

Thus, since H 4 (t) is diagonal, the system evolves sepa-—
rately in each energy sector, ensuring the validiy of the
adiabatic approxin ation. In our derivation of the condi-
tion ofadiabatic behavior for open system sbelow , wew ill
m ake use of this sem Hntuitive picture in order to m oti-
vate the decom position of the dynam ics into Lindblad—
Jordan blocks.

B . Condition on the totalevolution tim e

T he adiabaticity condition can also be given in tem s
of the totalevolution tine T . W e shall consider for sim —
plicity a nondegenerate H (t); the generalization to the
degenerate case is possble. Let us then rew rite Eq. {11)
as follow s {_3-]_}]:

g e O] X A thH—j’lie it
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where i (t) denotes the Berry’s phase ij] associated to
the state ki,

t
dt’hk ) )iz a7

0
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Now lt usde ne a nom alized tim e s through the vari-
able transform ation

t=sT; O s 1: 18)

Then, by perform ing the changet ! s in Eq. {_ié) and
Integrating, we obtain

ay (s) e ix(s) =
X 2 s Fnx (S) T Rsod 0 0
ax (0) dS m iT J ds™gnk (s ); (19)
nek O nk
where
dH (s) | R )
Fnx (8) = an (S)hk(s)]—ds h(s)ie T x 0)

However, for an adiabatic evolution as de ned above,
the coe cients a , (s) evolve w ithout any m ixing, which
meansthat a, (s) & ©)e'* ® . Thereore,

dH (s)

(s)J——h (s)ie
ds

il x (s)

Frk (8) = ap O)hk s @)1, (01)

In order to arrive at a condiion on T, it jS_l:lseﬁ.lltO
separate out the fast oscillatory part from Eq. C_lg) . Thus,
the integrand in Eq. {19) can be rew ritten as

0 Roo
Fax (8 i s ds%gux ™)

Snk (SO)
_i i Fnk (So)e iT Rosods""gnk (%)
T ds® &, )
0
o Rosodsoognk (soo)i Fox (87) 22)
ds® o, (%)
Substitution of Eq. {23) into Eq. (19) results in
ax (s)e ) =
ar (O) + _l X Fnk (O) Fnk (S) iT ROS dsognk (SO)
T ek Gk 0 Gy )
Z
+ stOe iT ROS ds%g, (%) d Fax (S) 23)
0 ds? 7, (9

A oondition for the adiabatic regin e can be obtamned
from Eq. £3) if the integral in the last line vanishes for
large T . Let usassume that, asT ! 1 , the energy dif-
ference rem ains nonvanjshjng We ﬁ,lrther assum e that
dfF nx (9)=g7, (°)g=ds’ is integrable on the interval D;s 1

Then it Pllows from the R jem ann-Lebesgue lemm a [32

that the integral in the last line ofEqg. {_23) vanishes in
thelmi T ! 1 (due to the fast oscillation of the inte-
grand) [_3@] W hat is keft are therefore only the st two



term s In the sum overn € k ofEq. ('_23) . Thus, a general
estin ate of the tin e rate at which the adiabatic regin e
is approached can be expressed by

F
= 24)

w here

. dH (s) , .
F = max B, 0)Bk (8)F—— 1 (6)iF
0 s 1 ds

g= min Pk ()3 @25)
0 s 1

wih max and m In taken over allk and n. A simpl -

cation is obtained if the system starts its evolution in a

particular eigenstate of H (t). Taking the iniial state as

the eigenvector ;n (0)i, wih a, (0) = 1, adiabatic evolu—

tion occurs if

F
T a; (26)
where
dH (s) .
F = max jk(s)3F——1n (s)ij;
0 s 1 ds
@7)

G= min Pk 6)I:
0 s 1

E quation (2-6) gives an im portant validity condition for
the adiabatic approxin ation, which has been used, eg.,
to determ ne the running tine required by adiabatic
quantum algorithm s [i6, 1 71.

ITII. THEDYNAMICSOF OPEN QUANTUM
SYSTEM S

In this section, we prepare the m athem atical fram e-
work required to derive an adiabatic approxin ation for
open quantum system s. O ur starting point is the convo-
Jutionless m aster equation @'_2) . It proves convenient to
transform to the superoperator form alism , wherein the
density m atrix is represented by a D ?-din ensional \co-
herence vector"

t
Ju= 1 2 D 2 7

28)
and the Lindblad superoperator L, becomesa 0 *  D?)-
dim ensional superm atrix [_21:] W e use the double bracket
notation to indicate that we are not working in the stan—
dard H ibert space of state vectors. Such a representation
can be generated, eg. by introducihg a basis of Her-
m iian, trace-orthogonal, and traceless operators kg.,
su @ )], whence the ; are the expansion coe cients of

in thisbasis f1], wih ; the coe cient ofI (the identity
m atrix). In this case, the condition Tr 2 1 corresoonds
to kj ik 1, = Yto ;= ,,and posiive sem ide —
nienessof isexpressed In tem sof nequalities satis ed
by certain Casin ir invariants kg., ofsu © )] 34, 35, 36l.

A sin ple and wellkknow n exam ple ofthisprocedure isthe
representation of the density operator of a twoJevel sys—
tem (qubi) on the Bloch sphere, via = L+ v ' )=2,
where * = (4; y; ) isthe vector'ofPau]imatt:ioes,
I, isthe2 2 identity matrix, and v 2 R3 is a three-
din ensional coherence vector of nom 1. M ore gener—
ally, coherence vectors live In H ibert-Schm idt space: a
state space of linear operators endowed with an inner
product that can be de ned, for generalvectorsu and v,
as
1

(u;v)  Hujrii N—Tr u'v ; (29)
whereN isa nom alization factor. A djpint elem ents hhwj
In the dualstate space are given by row vectorsde ned as
the transpose conjugate of yii: Hvj= (v;;v,; HRA AP ).
A densiy m atrix can then be expressed as a discrete su-
perposition of states over a com plete basis in this vector
space, w ith appropriate constraints on the coe cients so
that the requirem ents of H emm iticity, positive sem ide —
nieness, and unit trace of are observed. Thus, rep-—
resenting the densiy operator in generalas a coherence
vector, we can rew rite Eq. (:_Z) In a superoperator lan—
guage as

L) ©i= 10O 30)

where L, isnow a supem atrix. T hism asterequation gen—
erates nonunitary evolution, sihce L (t) is non-H em itian
and hence generally nondiagonalizable. However, it is
always possble to obtain an elegant decom position In
termm s of a block structure, the Jordan canonical form

P71. This can be achieved by the sin ilarity transfom a—
tion

Ly=5S "OLOSO; (31)

where L; (t) = diag (J;1; ::5Jn ) denotes the Jordan form
of L (t), with J representing a Jordan block related to
an eigenvector whose corresponding eigenvalue is

1

o

1 0

0
0 1 0

32)

OO

&
Il
[Govs/vvluv/us)

0 01
0 0

The number m of Jordan blocks is given by the num -
ber of linearly Independent eigenstates of L (t), w ith each
eigenstate associated to a di erent block J . Since L (t)
is in general non-H em itian, we generally do not have a
basis of eigenstates, whence som e care is required in or-
der to nd a basis for describing the density operator.
A system atic procedure or nding a convenient discrete
vector basis is to start from the instantaneous right and
kft eigenstates of L (t), which are de ned by

LoP U= © P ©ii;
o ©iL@® = B0 ©IF ©;

(33)
(34)



w here, in our notation, possible degeneracies corresoond
to = ,with 6 . In other words, we reserve a
di erent ndex fOor each ndependent eigenvector since
each eigenvector is in a distinct Jordan block. It can
inm ediately be shown from Egs. 33) and {34) that, for

6 , wehave D @©)P ()il = 0. The kft and
right eigenstates can be easily identi ed when the Lind-
blad superoperator is n the Jordan form L (t). D enot—
ngP ®Oil; =5 )P t)ii, ie. the right eigenstate
of L (t) associated to a Jordan block J , then Eq. {33)

Impliesthat P (b)iiy istin e-independent and, afternor-
m alization, is given by
0 1
1
B 08
B
11 = .C; 35
P i B 8 % 35)
0

w here only the vector com ponents associated to the Jor-
dan block J are shown, wih all the others vanishing.
In order to have a com plte basis we shall de ne new
states, which will be chosen so that they preserve the
block structure of L (£). A suitable set of additional

vectors is
0 O1 0 O1
Bl e
j_—)(l):l—lJ =E 0 ’ rj:)(n l)j—LJ =B08;
J % :A J 8 tA
0 1

(36)
where n is the dim ension of the Jordan block J and
again allthe com ponentsoutside J are zero. Thissinple
vector structure allow s for the derivation of the expres—
sion

LyoPp Vi =HY Pig+ P Vi @3N

gih P P4y P iy and P Vi, 0. The st

D 944 ;withy= 0;u5 0 1) can immediately be
related to a right vector basis for the orighal L (t) by
m eans of the transformm ation P el ii= St P (j)jjg

which, applied to Eq. I_B-]'), yields

LoP?oii=pY Voii+ ©HPoi: 38)

ﬁquatjon éé) exhbits an in portant feature of the set

D el (t)ii , nam ely, i in plies that Jordan blocks are
Invariant under the action ofthe L indblad superoperator.
An analogous procedure can be em ployed to de ne the
left eigenbasis. Denoting by ;HQ @©j= HQ ®©F @
the left ejgenstate of L; (t) associated to a Jordan block
J ,Eq. 34) kads to the nom alized kft vector

sHD = 0;:::50;1 39)
J

T he additional left vectors are de ned as

JHE(O)j =
SJHE® 25 = 0;:::0;1;0 ; (40)

which Inply the follow ing expression for the left basis

vectorHE ? 3= ;HEW s 1@ Bri ©):

HEY L@ =HE® Y @+ rED ©3 ©: @1)

Here we have used the notation JHE(n 1)j gD j
and ;HE®™ 7§ 0.A furtherproperty Hllow ing from the
de nition of the right and lft vector bases introduced
here is

HeE® o P mii= HEOH Vi, = 9. @2

T his orthonom ality relationship between corresponding
kft and right states w illbe very usefiil In our derivation
below of the conditions for the validity of the adiabatic
approxin ation.

Iv. THE ADIABATIC APPROXIM ATION IN
OPEN QUANTUM SYSTEM S

W e are now ready to derive ourm ain resul:an adia-—
batic approxin ation for open quantum system s. W e do
this by observing that the Jordan decom position of L (t)
Eqg. C_3-1:)] allow s for a nice generalization ofthe standard
quantum adiabatic approxin ation. W e begin by de ning
the adiabatic dynam ics of an open system as a general-
ization of the de nition given above for closed quantum
system s:

De nition IV..1 An open quantum system is said
to undergo adialbatic dynam ics if its H ibert-Schm idt
space can ke decom posed into decoupled Lindblad{Jordan
eigenspaces w ith distinct, tim e-continuous, and noncross—
ing instantaneous eigenvalies of L (t).

Thisde nition is a naturalextension for open system s
ofthe idea ofadiabatic behavior. Indeed, In this case the
m aster equation ('_2) can be decom posed into sectorsw ith
di erent and separately evolving L indblad-Jordan eigen—
values, and we show below that the condition for this to
occur is appropriate \slow ness" of the L indblad superop—
erator. T he splitting into Jordan blocks of the L indblad
superoperator is achieved through the choice of a basis
w hich preserves the JOl]idal'l blockostructure ag for examg-

pk, the sets of right P P (it and et HEY ©)3

vectors introduced in Sec. -_I-Et Such a basis generalizes
the notion of Schrodinger eigenvectors.



A . Intuitive derivation

Let us 1rst show how the adiabatic Lindblad-Jordan
blocksarise from a sin ple argum ent, ana]ogousto the one
presented forthe closed case Egs. Q3) Clﬁ) M ultiplying
Eq. BO ) by the sim ilarity transfom ation m atrix S * (),
we obtain

Ly jily = i s 'jif 43)
wherewehaveused Eq. (31) and de ned j iiy S 1944,
N ow suppose that L (t), and consequently S and its

inverse S (t) changes slow Iy in tim e so that $- (t)
0. Then, from Eq. {43 the adiabatic dynam ics of the
system reads

Ly 3 ©Oiy = 1_©Oidy: 44)

E quation @é) ensures that, choosing an instantaneous
basis for the density operator (t) which preserves the
Jordan block structure, the evolution of (t) occurs sep—
arately in adiabaticblocks associated w ith distinct eigen—
values of L (t). O focourse, the conditions under w hich the
approxin ation $- ! (t)

ed. This is the sub fect of the next two subsections.

B . Condition on the Lindblad superoperator

Let us now derive the validity conditions for open—
system adiabatic dynam icsby analyzing the generaltin e
evolution of a density operator under the m aster equa-
tion (30). To this end, we expand the density m atrix for
gn arbitrary tin e t in the nstantaneous right eigenbasis

P9 0ii as

o oy L
j wii= =

2 .
=1 j=0

0P Y wii; 45)

where m is the num ber of Jordan blocks and n is the
din ension of the block J . W e em phasize that we are
assum Ing that there are no eigenvalue crossings in the
spectrum  of the Lindblad superoperator during the evo—
Jution. R equiring then that the dens:lty operatorEq. 145)
evolves under the m aster equation {30 and m aking use
of Eq. {38), we obtain

oot . .
r(J) P (&} 1)ji+ P (J)ji
=1 3=1
% (GG ) G) o O
r?’ pPii+ P pPi (46)
=1 3=0
Equation (46) m ultiplied by the kft eigenstate HE ¥ jre—

sults in
i i x % (3) i (3)
r® 4 gD e ® pV i1 @)
=1 3=0

0 hodsmust be carefully clari-

w ith r(n ) (k) 0. Note that the sum over m ixes dif-

ferent Jordan blocks. An ana]ogous situation occurred
In the closed system case, in Eq. Cll Sin flarly to what
w as done there, in order to derive an adiabaticity condi-
tion we m ust separate this sum into tem s related to the
eigenvalue of L (t) and tem s involving m ixing w ith
eigenvalues € . In this latter case, an expression

can be ound HrhiE ? j)—(j) ii as ollow s: takjng the tine

derivative of Eq. C38) and mthJprJng by ne * jwe ob—
tain, after using E gs. C4]J) and C42),
@ 5 3 s 1 @ s o O s
hE™ P-"ii= — hE ™ 9P i1
+ HE (i+ 1) :D_(J) l’i’E(i) j)—(j 1)ji ; 48)
w here we have de ned
[ (o] t) t) 49)
and assum ed € . Note that, whik ! plhys a

role analogous to that of the energy di erence g,x In
the closed case Eq. é'_é)], ! may be complex. A sin i-
lar procedure can generate expressions for all the tem s
HE Y 5 ¥ii, with k = 0;:53. Thus, an ieration of
Eqg. Cfl-@') yields

Xj
i ) .. ( 1’< i) G k)..
ne®pii = o mEUILD Y i

k=0 °

+HE® DY ¥ (0)

From a second recursive iteration, now for the temm

HE“ 9 Y ¥ii n Bq. 50), we obtain
th(i):D_(j)jiz
0 1
y Dy Gyfa 1) e @te 1);—;13 CRER T
¢ A ; 51)
l)gP IerSp
p=1 =1 kq=0 ( :
where
0 1
x4 P (j)éq 1) i So j)ép 1
Sq= ks ; @ A = i 62)
s=1 =1 kq=0 k1=0 kp=0

wih Sg = 0. W e can now split Eq. {_4-:/:) Into diagonal
and o -diagonaltem s

1

PRCRCER ) e @ ;D—(j):ij.

X nx ' (3) i (3)
e @ p Y i4; (53)

where the tem sHE P -4, or 6 , are given by

Eqg. C_511 . In accordance w ith our de nition of adiabatic—
ity above, the adiabatic regin e is obtained w hen the sum



In the second line is negligble. Summ arizing, bz intro—
ducihg the nom alized tine s de ned by Eq C18), we
thus nd the ©llow ing from Egs. (1) and 63).

Theorem IV .2 A su cientcondition for open quantum
system adialatic dynam ics as given in D e nition IV ]135

0 1
( 1) 6] 1) (@+p 1) .dL o G Sp) ..
X . v Oxfa 5 DE fLp O %y
om?xl | P+ Sp
p=1 g=1 kq=0 ( 1f=!
1; (54)
w ith € and for arbitrary indices i and j associated

to the Jordan blocks and , regpectively.

The condition C_S-Z_l‘) ensures the absence of m ixing

of coe cients r @ related to distinct eigenvalues n
Eq. (53), which in tum guarantees that sets of Jordan
blocks belonging to di erent eigenvalues of L (t) have in—
dependent evolution. T hus the accuracy of the adiabatic
approxin ation can be estim ated by the com putation of
the tim e derivative of the L indblad superoperator acting
on right and left vectors. E quation {_54_1) can be simpli ed
by considering the term w ih m axinum absolute valie,
which results in:

Corollary IV .3 A su cient condition for open quan-—
tum system adialatic dynam ics is

1; (55)

where the m ax is taken forany % , and over all pos—

sible values of 12 £0; ::3; 1g, 32 £0;::5n 1lg, and
p, wih
0 1
(e i) P 3 Ea 1)
NG o= @ A1 (56)
p=1 =1 kgq=0
n it 1+ s i+ 1+ 9!

1+ e+ Pla D!

O bserve that the ﬁctorN & " de ned in Eqg. 656) is Just
the num ber of temm s ofthe sum s In Eq. &54) W e have
Included a superscriptn , even though there isno explicit
dependence on n , since j2 £0;::5n 1g.

Furthem ore, an adiabatic condition for a slow ly vary-—
Ing Lindblad superoperator can directly be obtained
from Eq. (54), yielding the Hlow ing.

Corollary IV 4 A sinpk su cient condition for open
quantum system adiabatic dynam ics is - 0.

N ote that this condition is in a sense too strong, since
it need not be the case that I-is am allin general (ie., or
all its m atrix elem ents). Indeed, In Sec.:y-: we show via
an exam ple that adiabaticity m ay occur due to the exact
vanishing of relevant m atrix elem ents of I~ T he general

condition for this to occur is the presence of a dynam ical
sym m etry B7]

Let us end this subsection by m entioning that we can
also write Eqg. C54) in temm s of the tin e variable t in—
stead of the nom alized Um e s. In this case, the natural
generalization of Eq. (54) is

0 1
(% i) P 3 Ba 1) H’E(J}p 1) (] Sp)ji
m ax ¢ A j-"—j)Jrs
O T 1 et Kq=0 (11770
min J I &7)
0t T

N ote that, as in the analogous condition @-2_;) in the closed
case, the left-hand side has dim ensions of frequency, and
hence m ust be com pared to the natural frequency scale
! . However, unlke the closed system s case, where
Eq. {12! can inm ediately be derived from the tin e con—
dition Qéj), we cannot prove here that ! is Indeed the
relevant physical scale. Therefore, Eq. {57) should be
regarded as a heuristic criterion.

C . Condition on the totalevolution tim e

A s mentioned in Sec. :ﬁ[, for closed system s the rate
at which the adiabatic regin e is approached can be esti-
m ated In tem s of‘_che total tin e of evolution, as shown
by Egs. C_Zé_l') and C_2§') . W e now provide a generalization
of this estin ate for adiabaticity in open system s.

1. One-dim ensional Jordan blocks

Let us begin by considering the particular case where
L (t) has only onedin ensional Jordan blocks and each
eigenvalue corresponds to a single independent eigenvec—
tor, ie., = ) = . Bearing these assum ptions
Inmind, Eqg. C§-Zj) can be rew ritten as
X
r = r

riE P-ii r e P ii; (58)

6

w here the upper indices i; j have been rem oved sihce we
are considering only one-din ensjonalblzcks. M oreover,
for this special case, we have from Eq. C_51:)

HE - ii= L:DH: (59)

|
In order to elin nate the term r from Eqg. ¢_§§'), we
rede ne the variable r (t) as

eo ©9F; (60)

which, applied to Eq. C_5-§), yields

X

p = pHE P ii p HE p-ie ; (1)



w ith
Zt

@) = at®!
0

) : 62)

E quation {_6-1;) is very sin ilar to Eq. C_l-]_J') for closed sys-
tem s, but the fact that is In general com plex-valied
Jleadsto som e In portant di erences, discussed below . W e
next introduce the scaled tin e s = =T and Integrate the
resulting expression. U sing Eq. {_59'), we then obtain

Z S
p ) =p 0 ds ) ")
7 0
X s 0 o
O\'] (SO) T (s ); (63)
s 0 . (s”)
w here (s) isde ned by
.d .
(s)= HE (8)j—P (s)id (64)
ds
andV (s) by
AL (s) .
V. (s)=p (s)HE (S)T:D (s)di: (65)

The integrand in the last line ofEqg. C_G-.zi) can be rear—
ranged in a sin ilar way to Eq. {22) for the closed case,
yielding

vV (s) o ©)
! " (S) ! #
1 d v dv
_ ? d_s !TeT (s) eT (S)d_S!T {66)
T herefore, from Eq. ('_6-3) we have
Z S
p (8)=rp 0) dsh & &)
0
+EX vV 0 VvV (e ©
. 120 1% (s) |
s oo d V (so)'
+ asle! Hh &V W) 67
0 s € ds®!? (9 €D

Thus a condition for adiabaticity in temm s of the total
tin e of evolution can be given by com paring T to the
term s mvolving indices € . Thiscan be form alized as
follow s.

P roposition IV .5 Consider an open quantum system
whose Lindbld superoperator L (s) has the following
properties: (@) T he Jordan decom position ofL (s) is given
by one-dim ensionalblocks. () Each eigenvalue ofL (s) is
associated to a unigque Jordan block. Then the adiakatic
dynam ics in the interval 0 s 1 occurs if and only if

the follow ing tim e conditions, obtained for each Jordan

block ofL (s), are satis ed:
X v 0 Vv @
T T (s)
o o a 12 0 12 "
|
Z . :
dv 9
+ as’e’ C N ; 68
0 ds®!2 (g9 ©®

E quation C_6-§') sin pli es In a num ber of situations.

A diabaticity is guaranteed whenever V. vanishes
forall 6 An example of this case will be
provided In Sec. :y:.

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 (T jRe J) forall ; such thatRe( )< 0.

W hen Re( ) = 0 and Tm ( ) & 0 the inte—
gralin inequality (68) vanishes in the in nite tine
Iim it due to the R iem ann-Lebesgue lemm a Eé], 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
of T inthelmiT ! 1 .

W hen Re( ) > 0, the adiabatic regin e can still
be reached for arge T provided thatp (s) contains
a decaying exponential which com pensates for the
grow ing exponential due to Re( ).

Even if there is an overall grow Ing exponential in
nequality C_6-§'), adiabaticity could take place over
a nite timne interval ;T ] and, afterwards, dis—
appear. In this case, which would be an exclu—
sive feature of open system s, the crossovertime T
would be detem ined by an nequality of the type
T a+ bexp(cT),wih c> 0. The coe cientsa;b
and c are functions of the system -bath interaction.
W hether the latter inequality can be solred clearly
depends on the values ofa;b;c, so that a conclusion
about adiabaticity in this case ism odeldependent.

2. General Jordan blocks

W e show now that the hypotheses (a) and () can be
relaxed, providing a generalization of P roposition :_BZ 3
for the case ofm ultidim ensional Jordan blocks and Lind—
blad eigenvalues associated to m ore than one indepen-—
dent eigenvector. Let us rede ne our general coe cient

r(i) ) as

. . R t tO dto
Y =pY e ©; (69)



which, applied to Eq. {53), yields

X % @ i 3
pHEY pFiie

1
p(j)th(i) ;D—(j)j_ie (70)

j 6 30

The above equation can be rewritten In temn s of the
scald tine s = t=T . The integration of the resulting
expression then reads

Z S
pP e = p? O+ T  as®"V )
7 0

X X ° 3 (i3) 0

dSOp J (SO) J (SO) eT (s)
J = J 0
% x e ol 1P v 2 ) T %

ds v s, s e ; (71)

0 . S

w here use hasbeen m ade ofEg. ¢_5-]_J'),wjth the sum over
j and p In the last line denoting
0 1
X e Ly O oy Gy 1)
< A (72)

jip =0 p=1 a=1 kq=0

The finction ™ (s) is de ned by

5 N
()= HE® ©IP 9 (s)it; (73)

and v " (s) by

dL (s)

v (ijp) s) = p(j) (S)HE (i+p 1) )3
ds

P (3 Sp) (s)iis
(74)
Rs @+ 1) , 0y = . - |
The term T Odsop % in the st line ofEq. (:_7]_4),
which was absent in the case of one-dim ensional Jordan
blocksanalyzed above, hasno e ect on adiabaticity, since
it doesnot cause any m ixing of Jordan blocks. T herefore,
the analysis can proceed very sim ilarly to the case ofone—
din ensionalblocks. R ew riting the integralin the last line
ofEq. C_7-]_:), as we have done in Egs. (2-.3}) and C_é:/!), and
in posing the absence of m ixing of the eigenvalues 5
, ie., the neglighility of the last line of Eq. (1), we
nd the follow Ing generaltheorem ensuring the adiabatic
behavior of an open system .

Theorem IV .6 Consider an open quantum system gov—
emed by a Lindoblad superoperator L (s). Then the adia—
latic dynam ics in the interval 0 s 1 occurs if and
onl if the Hllowing tim e conditions, obtained for each

coe clentp @ (s), are satis ed:

X X
T m ax ( 1p¢
0 s 1 .
i 6 ip
"
% (ijp) ) v (13p) ) of (s)
!p+sp+1(0) !p+sp+1(s)
7 .
s o T ) d V4 (ijp) (SO)
+ ds’e S — (75)

ds® 1 pt+ Sp+ 1 s

T heorem _m-[-;a provides a very general condition for
adiabaticity in open quantum system s. The comm ents
m ade about sin plifying circum stances, in the case ofone-
din ensionalblocks above, hold here aswell. M oreover, a
sinpler su cient condition can be derived from Eq. ({5)
by considering the term w ith m axinm um absolute value in
the sum . T his procedure leads to the follow ing corollary :

Corollary IV .7 A su cient tim e condition for the adi-
akatic regim e of an open quantum system govemed by a
Lindblad superoperator L (t) is

o v (ijp) ©) % (ijp) (s) e’ (s)
T M .. m
1j 0 s 1 !p+sp+1(o) !p+Sp+1(s)
Z (ijp)
s o (So) d v 1Jp (SO) .
+ . ds'e @m ; (76)

where m ax is taken over all possibke values of the indices
€ , 1, j, and p, with

0 1
X (rx 1) (rx i) P (j)@q 1)
M r.l‘j "= @ A1
j 6 j=0 p=1 g=1 kgq=0
n +n i+ 1)!
- , n o 1; (77)
n i+ 1)n !
where denotes the num ber of Jordan blocks such that

D . Physical interpretation of the adiabaticity
condition

T here are various equivalent ways in w hich to interpret
the adiabatic theorem for closed quantum system s ii_%]. A
particularly useful interpretation follows from Eq. {_2-§):
the evolution tim e must be much longer than the ratio
of the nom ofthe tin e derivative of the H am iltonian to
the square of the spectral gap. In other words, either
the Ham iltonian changes slow Iy, or the spectral gap is
large, or both. It is tem pting to Interpret our results in
a sin ilar fashion, which we now do.

The quantity V ) , by Eq. C_7-Z_J|'), plays the role of the
tin e dervative of the Lindblad superoperator. H ow ever,
the appearance of exp [T Re (s)] n Eq. {_7-!_5) has no



analog in the closed-system s case, because the eigenval-
uesofthe H am iltonian are real, w hile In the open-system s
case the eigenvalues of the Lindblad superoperator m ay
have in aginary parts. T his in plies that adiabaticity isa
phenom enon which is not guaranteed to happen in open
system s even for very slow ly varying interactions. In—
deed, from T heorem s :'I\Z ;5 and :_1-\[-;61, possbl pictures of
such system evolutions include the decoupling of Jordan
blocks only over a nite tin e Interval (disappearing af-
terw ards), or even the case of com plete absence of decou—
pling forany tin e T , which in pliesno adiabatic evolution
w hatsoever.

Thequantity ! ,byEq. Cfl-g;), clearly playsthe roke of
the spectralgap in the open-system case. There are two
noteworthy di erences com pared to the closed-system
case. First, the ! can be com plx. This in plies that
the di erences in decay rates, and not jist in energies,
ply a role In determ ining the relevant gap for open sys—
tem s. Second, for m ulidin ensional Jordan blocks, the
tem s ! depend on distinct powers for distinct pairs

; . Thuscertain ! (those w ith the higher exponents)
w il play a m ore dom inant role than others.

T he conditions for adiabaticiy are best illustrated fir-

ther via exam ples, one of which we provide next.

V. EXAMPLE:THE ADIABATIC EVOLUTION
OF AN OPEN QUANTUM TW O-LEVEL SYSTEM

In order to illustrate the consequences of open quan-—
tum system adiabatic dynam ics, ket us consider a con—
crete exam ple that is analytically solvable. Suppose a
quantum two-level system , with intemal Ham iltonian
H = (1=2) ,,and described by the m aster equation @),
is sub Fcted to two sources of decoherence: spontaneous
emission () = (© and b s () = © x,
w here = 4 iy is the lowering operator. W riting
the density operator in the basis fI,; x; y; .9, ie, as

- L+ v ‘)=, Eqg. IBO resuls in
0 0 1 0 0 1
... 1B Iy 2%v c_le_zxc
]_(t)JJ-—E@ v, 2(2+ 2)Vy _E@YyA’
42 2(%+ 2%y, V2
(78)
where vy (t), vy (), and v, (t) are real functions providing

the coordinates ofthe quantum state j (t)iion the B loch
sohere. T he Lindblad superoperator is then given by

0 % 0 0 0 L
B O 22 ! 0 C
Leo=e¢ o, 22 22 o A
42 0 0 42 22

(79)
In order to exhibit an exam ple that has a nontrivial Jor-
dan block structure, wenow assume 2= ! which can in
practice be obtained by m easuring the relaxation rate
and correspondingly adjusting the system frequency !).
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W e then have three di erent eigenvalues for L (t),

1= 0;

> = 2?2 2 twobHd degenerate)
_ 2 2,

3 = 4 2 ’

which are associated with the follow ing three indepen—
dent (unnom alized) right eigenvectors:

0 £ )1 0,1 0,1
©) 4 B 0 © 55 B 1¢ ©0) B OC
:Dl 0 I:DZ lA ;:D3 n=d OA ;

1 0 1
(80)
withf(; )= 1 =22).sinilarly, rthe left eigen—

nE; "j= 1=£(; );0;0;0 ;
e 3= 0, % %0
e 5 = 1=£( ; );0;0;1 : @®1)

T he Jordan form ofL (t) can then be w ritten as

0y 0 0 0 1
B O 2?2 2 1 0 C
Lo =@ 0 0 02 2 0 A
0 0 0 42 272
(82)

(Observe the two-din ensionalm iddle Jordan block), w ith
the transformm ation m atrix lading to the Jordan formm
being

O f(;y0 o ot
B 0 1 20c¢
S=6 o ] o gA: (83)
1 0 0 1

N ote that, In our exam ple, each eigenvalue of L (t) is as—
sociated to a unigue Jordan block, since we do not have
m ore than one independent eigenvector for each .We
then expect that the adiabatic regin e w illbe character—
ized by an evolution which can be decom posed by single
Jordan blocks. In order to show that this is indeed the
case, ket us construct a right and kft basis preserving
the block structure. To this end, we need to introduce a
right and a left vector for the Jordan block related to the
eigenvaluie ;. As in Egs. {36) and {40), we de ne the
additional states as

0

1
P Vi -8 Y% ; sHE 3= 0;1;0;0 ®4)

o OO

We then obtain, after applying the transform a-

tions P 0 = © P, i, and HE,  ©F =



sHE " 3S T (t), the right and keft vectors
0 0 1
2
pPi-F K e”i= 0;01;0 ®5)
0
n o
E xpanding the coherence vector in thebasis P 7 @©)ii ,
asin Eqg. Cfl-ﬁ),themasterequatjon C_S-Q) yields
£(; )gw)+ &= ; )H(O)— 0;
r(l) 2
o 2—_3]:2(1) + 2= 2%+ 2 ) 2—2r2(1);
9= M g2y 2 0
4+ = 42 22 9 86)

Tt is Inm ediately apparent from Eq. ¢_§§) that the block
related to the elgenvalue , isalready decoupled from the
rest. On the other hand, by virtue of the last equation,
the blocks associated to ;1 and 3 are coupled, mply—
Ing a m ixing in the evolution of the coe cients r 1(0) (t)
and r” (t). The rok of the adiabaticity w ill then be the
suppression of this coupling. W e note that in this sin ple
exam ple, the coupling between rl(o) () and r3(0) ) would
In fact also be elin nated by in posing the probability
conservation condition Tr = 1. However, in order to
discuss the e ects of the adiabatic regin e, ket us pem i
a general tin e evolution of all coe cients (ie. proba—
bility \leakage") and analyze the adiabatic constraints.
T he validity condition for adiabatic dynam ics, given by
Eqg. C_S-j) , yields

) ©) .. 52 >

mE; Py B J1 33:
1 3 2+ 22

@®7)

W e st note that we have here the possbility ofan adi-
abatic evolution even w ithout I—(t) 0 in general (ie.,
frall ts m atrix elem ents). Indeed, solving ?_ = = _,
Eqg. {_8]') In plies that independent evolution in Jordan
blocks will occur or (&) / ). Sihee £(; ) =

1 (?=2 ?) is then constant In tin e, i ©llow s, from
Eqg. ('_8-_6), that r1(0> (t) is constant in tim e, which in tum
ensures the decoupling ofrfo) () and r3(0) ). In thiscase,
it is a dynam ical symm etry (constancy of the ratio of
m agnitudes of the spontaneous em ission and bi— i pro—
cesses), rather than the general slow ness of I-(t), that is
regoonsible for the adiabatic behavior. T he sam e conclu—
sion is also obtained from the adiabatic condition {_5-4) .
O f course, Eq. {87) is autom atically satis ed if L (t)
is slow Iy varying In tine, which means _ (t) 0 and
_© 0. A ssum ing this last case, the follow Ing solution
is found:
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88)

Tt is clear that the evolution is independent in the three
distinct Jordan blocks, w ith finctions r? (t) belonging to
di erent sectors evolving separately. The only m ixing is

betw een r2(0) (t) and rz(l)

the sam eblock. T he decoupling ofthe coe cientsr 1(0) (t)
and r)” (t) in the adiabatic lin it is exhbited in Fig.i].
O bserve that the adiabatic behavior is recovered as the

(t), which are com ponents of the

dependence of (t) and (t) on t becom es negligble.
1
— g=00
0.8 — a=01
«~— a=0.5
. 0.6 — a=1.0
§¥
o~
~ 04 b
0.2+ B
0 0.88 0.9 0.92 0.94 0.96 0.98 1

(0)
r ()

FIG . 1: Param etric evolution of the coe cients r3(0) (t) and
rl(O) (t) or 0 t 1. The initial conditions are rl(O) 0) =
r3(0) (0) = 10 and the decoherence param eters are taken as
lnear functionsoftine, ie., ()= o+ atand ()= o+ at,
wih o= 10 and ( = 0:5. The master equation is solved
num erically fora > 0. In the adiabatic regin e, corresponding
toa= 0,theevolution ofrl(o) (t) and r3(0) (t) isdecoupled, w ith
r'” () = 1 ndependently of the value of r."’ (t).

The original coe cients v 4, vy, and v, in the Bloch
sphere basis fI;; ; y; .9 can be written as com bina—

tions of the finctions r™ . E quation @g) yields

%) = O+ 0 w0) ‘t e ;
W) = w0+ 0 wO) *te 27 OF
l 2 2
v, ) = v 0) el 17 20ty 89)
£(;) £(;
w ih the initial conditions
v 0) =0+ 2 0);
v 0) = 1 0);
0= 7 £ 0); (90)
w here now r1(0) ©0) = 1=£f( ; ) hasbeen Imposed In or-

der to satisfy the Tr = 1 nom alization condition. T he



B loch sphere is then characterized by an asym ptotic de—
cay ofthe B loch coordinates vy, and v, , w ith v, approach—
Ing the constant value 1=£ ( ; ).

Finally, let us comm ent on the analysis of ad:abat:c—
ity in tem s of the conditions derived in Sec. -IV C' for
the total tim e of evolution. Looking at the m atrix el
em ents of I-(t), it can be shown that, or € , the
only term V ) de ned by Eq. (,'_7-4:) which can be a pri-
ori nonvanishing is Vi3. T herefore, we have to consider
the energy di erence ! 153 = 4 2+ 2 2. Assum ing that
the decoherence param eters and  are nonvanishing,
we have !13 > 0 and hence 313 > 0. This signals the
breakdown of adjabatjcji:y, unless V13 = 0. However, as
we saw above, Vi3 / HE L—ji)l =22 =2 _and
thus Vi3 = 0 indeed Jmphes the adiabaticiy condition

(t) / (), In agreem ent w ith the resuls obtained from
T heorem :IV q In this (dynam ical sym m etry) case adia—
baticity holds exactly, while if (t) is not proportionalto

(t), then there can be no adiabatic evolution. T hus, the
present exam ple, despite nicely illistrating our conospt
of adiabaticiy In open system s, does not present us w ith
the opportunity to derive a nontrivial condition on T ;
such m ore generalexam ples w illbe discussed In a future
publication.

VI. CONCLUSIONS AND OUTLOOK

T he concept of adiabatic dynam ics is one of the pil-
lars of the theory of closed quantum system s. Here we
have Introduced is generalization to open quantum sys—
tem s. W e have shown that under appropriate slow ness
conditions the tin edependent Lindblad superoperator
decom poses into dynam ically decoupled Jordan blocks,
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which are preserved under the adiabatic dynam ics. O ur
key results are summ arized in T heorem s,IV 2 and IV .4,
which state su clent (and necessary in the case of T he-

L

orem IV .§) conditions for adiabaticity in open quantum
system s. In particular, T heorem :_I-\{-;Z} also provides the
condition for breakdown ofthe adiabatic evolution. This
feature hasno analog In them ore restricted case of closed
quantum system s. It follow s here from the fact that the
Jordan eigenvalues of the dynam ical superoperator { the
generalization of the real eigenvalues of a Ham ittonian
{ can have an im aghary part, which can lead to un-—
avoidable transitions between Jordan blocks. Tt is worth
m entioning that allof our results have been derived con-—
sidering system s exhbiing gaps in the Lindblad eigen—
valie spectrum . It would be interesting to understand
the notion of adiabaticity when no gaps are available, as
sin ilarly done for the closed case in R efs. 29 BO] M ore—
over, two particularly intriguing applications of the the-
ory presented here are to the study of geom etric phases
In open system s and to quantum adiabatic algorithm s,
both of which have received considerable recent atten—
tion f_l-g,:_iz‘, :_§§‘, :_3-9',:@(_5] W e leave these as open problem s
for fiture research.
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