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A bstract. W e consider the classical algebra of cbservables that are diagonal in a given or-
thonom al basis, and de ne a com plete decoherence process as a com pltely positive m ap that
asym ptotically converts any quantum observable into a diagonal one, whilk preserving the ele—
m ents of the classical algebra. For quantum system s in din ension two and three any decoherence
process can be undone by collecting classical inform ation from the environm ent and using such an
inform ation to restore the Initial system state. A s a relevant exam ple, we illustrate the quantum

eraser of Scully et al. Nature 351, 111 (1991)] as an exam ple of environm ent-assisted correc—
tion. M oreover, we present the generalization of the eraser setup for d din ensional system s,
show Ing that any von Neum ann m easurem ent on a system can be undone by a com plem entary
m easurem ent on the environm ent.

1. Introduction

O ne ofthe findam entalpostulates in Q uantum M echanics states that a closed
systam naturally evolves according to a suitable unitary transform ation. It is then
understood that every open system can In principle be cbsad, in the sense that, by
extending the boundaries of the subsystem of interest, it is In principle possble to
reach a situation in which everything inside the boundaries cbeys a globalunitary
evolution. In this case, infom ation is conserved, that is, there is no net ow of
Inform ation from the global system . The global evolution preserves indeed the
am ount of nform ation that can be extracted from an arbitrary set of signal states
In which a classical alphabet is encoded, allow ing only transfers of inform ation
from a subsystem to another.

Here we are interested In a m uch m ore particular situation, that is, when the
quantum system of jnterest| the input system | unitarily interacts with an en-
vironm ent on which we can perform m easurem ents. In other words, even if the
system itself evolves as an open quantum system , according to the dynam ics de—
scribed by a quantum channel [1], the com plem entary subsystem closing them ain
system is bounded and can bem oniored by suiable m easurem ents. W e can then
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exploi a kind of feedback controlon them ain system , in which we apply som e op—
portune corrections to the systam , conditionalon the outoom es ofthem easuram ent
that was perfom ed on the environm ent. This procedure is called environm ent—
assisted channel correction 2] and recently attracted a lot of interest [3], also in
connection w ith the recently discovered state m erging protocol [4].

In the present paper, we focus on a particular type of open system dynam —
ics, which are usually believed to play a fundam ental role in understanding the
quantum -to-classical transition, nam ely, decohering evolutions [B]. This kind of
channels causes loss of coherence In quantum system s, and this phenom enon usu—
ally constitutes them a prpractical lim itation in quantum inform ation processing.
A large part of the literature conceming quantum error correction is devoted to
engineering m ethods to com bat the e ects of decoherence [6]. Here we propose a
decoherence correction m ethod based on an environm ent-assisted control, provid—
Ing necessary and su cient conditions for such am ethod to be e ective. M oreover,
our analysisw illbe able to shed som e light on the Inform ation exchange dynam ics
between a quantum system and the environm ent during a decohering evolution.
From thispoint of view, we will also review the quantum eraser arrangem ent [/]
as a particular exam ple of decohering evolution w ith a controllable environm ent,
In which a r=-coherence is possible conditional on the outcom es ofa suitable envi-
ronm ent cbservable.

2. Com pletely decohering evolutions

Let’s denote by &5 the \quantum algebra" of all bounded operators on the
Hibert space H ,with dim H = d< 1 , and by &/, the \classical algdbra", nam ely
any m axin al Abelian subalgebra &  &/. Clearly, all operators in &/ can be
pintly diagonalized on a comm on orthonom albasis, which in the follow Ing will

Iinear span ofthe one-dim ensional pro fctors kihk j whence 47, is a d-dim ensional
vector space. A coording to the above general fram ework, we call (com pkte) de—
oherence m ap a com pletely positive identity-preserving (1. e. tracepreserving in
the Schrodingerpicture) m ap E which asym ptotically m aps any observable O 2 o7
into a corresponding classical cbservable O ¢ 2 &, while preserving any elem ent of
the classical algebra #.. The de ning properties of a decoherence m ap are then
w ritten explicitely as:

80 2 g : 9n]l_‘ml E" Q) 2 o, @)

and
80,2 . : E©O.) = O¢: @)

An in portant requirem ent in the above de nition of deccherence processes is
that any classical cbservable is presesrved. N otice that, for exam ple, the case of
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am plitude dam ping channels is not covered by the de nition, since in this case any
state isdriven to a xed state, nam ely not all classical cbservables are preserved.

Tt is easy to see that the set of decoherence m aps is convex (i. e. ifwem ix two
decoherence m aps we obtain again a deccherence m ap) . A ccording to Eq. [2), the
set of decoherence m aps is a subset of the convex set of m aps that preserve the
elem ents of the classical algebra &7.. The convex structure of deccherence m aps
hasbeen analysed in Ref. [8] using the llow Ing representation theoram

THEOREM 1. A map E preserves all elem ents of the clhassical algebra A . if and
only if it has the form
EQ)= O: Q)

A B denoting the Schur product of operators A and B, i. e.

. xd
A B= AyByikihlj; )
Ki= 1

fA 19 and fBy1g being the m atrix ekements of A and B in the kbasis B, and 1
being a correlation m atrix, ie. a positive sam ide nite matrix with xx = 1 forall

Incidentally, notice that Ehe operator in Eq. [B) is isom etrically equivalent to the
Choioperator Pl Rc = ., k1 kikihlplj which In tum JSP]D one-to-one linear
correspondence w ith the Jam iokow ski operator [LO] Rs = ki k1 Jikihk hlj.
T heoram 1 establishes a one-to-one linear correspondence between m aps that pre—
serve the classical algebra 7, and correlation m atrices. Thism eans that both sets
share exactly the sam e convex structure, whence a m ap is extrem al if and only if
the corresponding correlation m atrix is an extrem e point. T he decohering evolu—
tions, that have the additional property ofEq. [Il), are represented by correlation
m atrices w ith the property jx13< 1; 8k & 1.

T he extrem e points of the set of correlation m atrices have been characterized
by Liand Tam in Ref. [L1]. They proved that for d = 2;3, a correlation m atrix
is extram al if and only if it is rank-one. This statem ent, translated In tem s of
m aps, nform s us that, ord = 2;3 extram e points of the convex set of m aps that
preserve the classical algebra are unitary m aps B]. A s a consequence, for qubits
and qutrits, every decoherence m ap can be w ritten as

X
EQ)=  pU/0OU;; G)

1
where U;’s are uniary operators and p; is a probability distrbution, nam ely any
deooherence m ap is random -unitary. However, already for d = 4 it is possbl to
explicitly show [B]that there exist extrem e correlation m atrices w ith rank greater
than one, and hence, decoherence m aps that are not random -unitary.
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N otice that the action of them ap E in the Schrodinger picture can be sim ply
and unigquely derived from the traceduality formula TrE©O) 1= TrP E%( ).
From Eq. @) it follow s that, in the case of decohering m aps, EO()= T , Where

T denotes the transposition of the matrix  wih respect to the xed basis B
diagonalizing the classicalalgebra. A s a consequence, one has exponentialdecay of
the o -diagonalelem entsof ,sihce JE® ( )kij= T Fijand jrj< 1 8k 6 L
In other words, any initial state decays exponentially towards the com pltely
deoohered state 1 de ned as

. X
1= xk kikJ; (6)
k

nam ely, its diagonal w ith respect to the =xed basis B. Since a m atrix is a
correlation m atrix if and only if its transposition T is, in the ®llow ing, when
there is no possibility of confusion, we w ill use the sam e symbolE to denote the
action of the m ap on operators as well as on density m atrices, also om itting the
transposition over

3. Environm ent-assisted control

In Ref. 2], the ollow ing general situation is considered. A channel E, acting
on density m atrices on the input H ibert space H , isgiven. A s a consequence of
the Stinespring theoram [12], we can always w rite it as follow s [L3]

E()=TeU( P0Z)UY] (7

nam ely, asa unitary interaction between the system and an environm ent, described
by the Hibert space H., Pllowed by a trace over the environm ent degrees of
freedom . Ifthe environm ent input state is a pure one| ke n Eq. [1) | G regoratti
and W emer ] proved that, assum ing a som ehow \controllable" environm ent, for
all possbl unitary interactions U in Eq. [@), and for a]lposEJb]e decom positions
of the channel E Into pure K raus representations E( ) = ;Ey Ei’ 1], there
ﬁxjsts a suitable rank-one POVM on the environm ent, ket us call i fj;itw;ig,
i yljhvl} = I, such that

E; E) = TU (  Pi03)UY @ Juitwid)]: @®)

W ithin this setting, one can then think ofperform ing a correction C; on the system
conditional on the i-th outcom e of the environm ent m easuram ent, thus obtaining
the follow ing overall corrected channel

X
Eorr( )=  CiE; EY): )
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In Ref. 2] i is shown that the only channels that can be perfectly inverted by
m onioring the environm ent| i e. such that it ispossble to have Eqorr ( ) = , POr
all | are the random unitary ones. T herefore, it follow s that one can perfectly
correct any decoherencem ap for qubitsand qutritsby m onioring the environm ent.
T he correction is achieved by retrieving the index i in Eq. [§) via them easurem ent
on the environm ent represented by the rank-one POVM f;ihv; g, and then by
applying the nverse of the unitary transform ation U; on the system . T herefore,
the random ~uniary m ap sin ply leaks H (p;) bits of classical inform ation into the
environm ent, where H denotes the Shannon entropy and p; is the probabiliy
of the outcom e \i". The e ects of decoherence can be com pletely elim nated by
recovering such classical inform ation, w thout any prior know ledge about the Input
state.

4. Bounds on the inform ation ow

Tt isnow interesting to address the problem of estin ating the am ount of clas—
sical Inform ation needed in order to nvert a random ~unitary decoherence m ap. If
the environm ent is niially In a pure state, say Pie, a ussil quantity to dealw ith
is the so—called entropy exchange [L4]] Sex de ned as

Sex ()= S (o); (10)

where . is the reduced environm ent state after the Interaction w ith the system

Inthestate ,and S ()= Tr[ log ]isthevon Neum ann entropy. T he entropy
exchange quanti es the inform ation ow from the system to the environm ent and,
for all input states , one hasthebound [14] B E()) S()J S (), namely
the entropy exchange Sy bounds the entropy production at each step of the de—
coherence process.

In the case of initially pure environm ent, the entropy exchange depends only
on them ap E and on the input state of the system , regardless of the particular
systam -environm ent interaction U that is chosen to model E via Eq. [@). In
particular, by the K olm ogorov decom position for nonnegative de nite m atrices it
is always possbl to write 1 = he; gl for a suitable set of nom alized vectors
feig,and themap E( ) = can be realized asE () = TxU ( Pi03)U Y],
w here the unitary interaction U gives the transform ation

Uki Pie= ki Fi: (11)

W ith thE]s choice of the Interaction U, the nal reduced state of the environm ent
IS e= | kk®ibeJ In order to evaluate the entropy exchange Sy for a deco—
herencemap E () = , one can then use the fomula

sSe()=sC T P 12)
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which ©ollows inm ediately from the fact that” 7 ¥ 7, and . areboth reduced

states of the sam e bipartite state ip T diided.

W hen a map can be inverted by m onitoring the environm ent| i e. In the
random -unitary case| the entropy exchange Sy (I=d) provides a lower bound to
the am ount of classical infom ation H (p;) that must be collected from the en-—
vironm ent in order to perform the correction scheme of Ref. R]. In fact, as-
suijng a random ~uniary decom position [5) and using the ormula [14] Sex () =

S i;ijinTrUi UIiihij , we cbtain

T he inequality com es from the fact that the diagonal entries of a density m atrix
are always m aprized by is eigenvalues, and i becom es equaliy if and only if
Tr[Uini.’]=d = i, Le. themap adm its a random -unitary decom position w ith or-
thogonal unitary operators. M oreover, from Eq. [I7)) we have Sex (I=d) = S ( =d),
w hence the relation

H @) S(=d); (14)

w hich gives a Iower bound on the am ount of inform ation needed from the environ-—
m ent in order to invert the decohering evolution.

On the other hand, the random -unitary representation [0), when possble, is
highly non unique. T hism eansthat, depending on the particularunitary operators
chosen, the entropy H (o;) can be m ade as large as desired. However, it is still
possble to provide a (generally non tight) upper bound to the m inim um value of
the am ount of classical nformm ation H (p;). Such a bound is derived in Ref. [L5] as
H (p;) 2lgrank , and hence it generally holds that

S(=d H (@) 2bgrank : (15)

Eq. [[9) istrue ralldin ensionsd. It isthen reasonable that it doesnot accurately
describe the peculiar geom etry enpyed by two-din ensional system s. In fact, in
Ref. B] i isproved that ford = 2, it always holds that

H (i) = S ( =2); d= 2: 1e)

However, already for d = 3, there exist random -unitary decoherence m aps for
which S ( =d) < H (o) strictly, and at the m om ent we are not ablk to provide a
better upper bound than the one given above.

5. Exam ple: the quantum eraser

O ur resultsabout the possibility of inverting decohering evolutionsby collecting
classical Infom ation from the environm ent can boast a celebrated ante litteram
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exam ple, nam ely the quantum eraser ofRef. [L6]. In this Section we brie y review
this exam ple using a com pact notation that will tum out to be usefiil for is
generalization to sim ilar cases In higher dim ension.

Let an excited atom pass through a doubleslit, as depicted in F ig[dl. Tts state

A

| P
pEs
2| |

one-atom wave
—
=
S—

Fig.1l: The Quantum E raser arrangem ent.

can bedescribed in fullgenerality by a density m atrix , such that, ifthe orthogonal
states jli and Pi correspond to the particlk passing through the slit num ber 1 or
num ber 2, respectively, the probability of detecting the particle passing through
the slit number 1 2) isp@) = hlj i @) = hK2j Ri). Notice that can be a
P state, as In the original quantum eraser proposal = it j wih #1i=

1= 2 (Ji+ pi).

If nothing is in between the slits and the collecting screen at the end, fringes
can be observed in the interference pattem, com ing from the non-nullo -diagonal
termm s hlj i and W25 jli. But if we place a probe, as in Fig.[l, consisting of
two resonant cavities initialized in the vacuum state {i,, then interference fringes
disappear, since the atom , whilke relaxing to its ground state, leaves a photon in
one out ofthe tw o cavities, depending of the slit it passed through. T he Interaction
of the atom w ith the probe can be described by m eans of a controlled unitary U
of the orm [I1l), nam ely

Udi Pip= Ji Jup; i=1;2; @7

where jli, and Ri, are the orthogonal states of the electrom agnetic eld corre-
soonding to the situations \one photon In cavity 1" and \one photon in cavity
2", respectively. Since jli, and Pi, are orthogonal, the input state  instan-
taneously collapses to is decochered nal state ; , and o -diagonal temm s are
anniilated. This fact is usually Interpreted as saying that the probe, by m eans of
the interaction [I7), keeps track of the which-way infom ation about the atom ’s
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path, In such a way that such an Inform ation can be In principle extracted by
the experin enter. Nevertheless, i is still possbl to erase the which-path from
the probe by mpeisurjng on i the Fourier-oconjugate cbservabl fi it 53 ih T,
wherej i= 1= 2 (i Ri). Experin entally, this can be done long after the atom
passed through the cavities, by rem oving at once both m irrors in Fig.[Il, n such
a way that the detector between the two cavities is coupled w ith the sym m etric
state of the radiation inside them [L6]. Then, separating the two subensam bles
of events corresponding to the m easuram ent outcom es + and , it is possbl to
retrieve the origihal interference fringes.

W e Interpret the whole doubleslit sestup asbeing a realization of a com plktely
decochering process described by the channel

X2
E()= Jiihij Jithij= I : (18)

=1

Such a channelis actually random -uniary (it is a decohering process in din ension
two), and hence is correctabl by an environm ent-assisted control procedure. In
particular, for the atom adiation interaction given by Eq. [17), by m easuring the
cbservable fi it §J ih [ on the probe, we cbtain a realization of the random —
uniary K raus representation

E()== + = 2 ;i (19)

In conclusion, conditionally on the probe outcom es, both atom nalstates conserve
the origihal o -diagonal term s (@ part of an Innocuous unitary rotation), and
fringes appear on the intereference pattem on the screen. M oreover, from Eq. [16),
sihce = I,weknow that the erasure process picksup from the probe S (I=2) = 1
bit of inform ation.

The quantum eraser can be sin ply generalized to the case of instantaneous
deccherence of d din ensional quantum system . This situation can be thought
of as a kind of \d-=slits" interference experin ent, where an excited atom em its
a photon in one out of d possbl caviies. Analogously to the two-din ensional
situation, the correlation m atrix d%scmbjng the Intantaneous decoherence channel
is = I, namely one hasE () = (ij=1 hij §ii jiihij= I . The channel iself
adm its the random -uniary representation

1 x4 xd e
= Z . 7Y, .= 2 1 xikdy; 20
E= 2323 Z5 e “d kihkj; 20)
=1 k=1

w here the unitary operators Z 4's generalize I and , to the d-dim ensional case.
In this case, for the system -probe interaction given by U jii  Pi, = Ji Jidy; i=
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suring the probe cbservable f#4ihe; §, w here the vectors #41 are the Fourder trans-
om L. 1 X 2 13k, .
Bii= p= e “a ki (21)
d

of the elem ents of the decoherence basis B . O noe them easurem ent outcom e \J" is
known, it is enough to undo the unitary 75 to retrieve any unknown initial state

. The am ount of classical inform ation to be erased from the probe is then equal
toH (pi) = logd.

An equivalent way of presenting the d dim ensional eraser is by stating that
any von Neum ann measurem ent on a system can ke erased by its Fourier com —
p]e%,entary m easurem ent on the environm ent. T he istantaneous decoherence E ()
= ;hij Jii jithijcan be indeed considered asthe e ect ofthe von Neum ann m ea—
surem ent of the cbservable fiiihijy, while the interaction U : i  Pi, 7 jidi i
can beviewed asthe transfer of classical nform ation from the system to a quantum
register. On the other hand, the Fourder-com plem entary m easurem ent fyiheyg
allow s one to extract from the classical register the inform ation needed to restore
coherence In the system . Q uite naturally, this am ount of inform ation is exactly
the sam e am ount that was stored into the register, m axin ized over all possible
unknown states , ie. logd.
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