arxiv:1011.5653v2 [quant-ph] 14 Mar 2011

Memory-keeping effects and forgetfulnessin the dynamics of a qubit coupled to a spin chain
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Using recently proposed measures for non-Markovianity§HBreuer, E. M. Laine, and J. Piilo, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 103, 210401 (2009)], we study the dynamics of a qubit coupled $pia environment via an energy-
exchange mechanism. We show the existence of a point, inaremeter space of the system, where the
qubit dynamics is effectively Markovian and that such a pegparates two regions with completely different
dynamical behaviors. Indeed, our study demonstrateshibajubit evolution can in principle be tuned from a
perfectly forgetful one to a deep non-Markovian regime wehtiie qubit is strongly affected by the dynamical
back-action of the environmental spins. By means of a thieatequantum process tomography analysis, we
provide a complete and intuitive characterization of thiigchannel.

PACS numbers: 03.65.Yz, 75.10.Pq, 42.50.Lc

In the study of open quantum systems, quite often théhe model has been also dictated by the versatility demon-
Markovian approximation has been a useful starting point testrated by spin-network systems in the engineering of proto
describe their dynamics. Only very recently, new and powereols for short-range communication [6] and also for the in-
ful tools have been designed in order to tackle the importantestigation of the interplay between quantum-statistarad
guestion of explicitly quantifying the non-Markovian char ~ quantum-information-related aspects [7].

ter of a system-environment interaction or a dynamical map Intuitively, one would expect that the coupling to a spin
[1-3]. Such a task is extremely important, given that non-enyironment always leads to a non-Markovian dynamics for
Markovian effects are known or expected to occur in a widethe qubit. This can be justified by noticing that the environ-
range of physical situations, especially in the realm oitsol mental correlation time is non-zero even in the weak cogplin
state devices where a system of interest is often exposed tegime and by conjecturing that, by increasing the coupling
memory-preserving environmental mechanisms. As a specifitrength, a Markovian approximation can only become less
example, switching impurities have been shown to affect suyalid. However, we demonstrate that this is not at all the
perconducting devices in various regimes [4]. case and that peculiar behaviors occur at intermediate cou-
From a fundamental point of view, devising a reliable wayplings. The chosen measure for non-Markovianity, in fact,
to actually quantify non-Markovianity is very useful infig  turns out to be identically null at specific dynamical regime
of the plethora of frequenthad hocor technically rather thus demonstrating the absence of areeffuxof information
involved approaches put forward so far in order to studyfrom the environment back to the qubit. Our study of non-
memory-keeping environmental actions. A few instancedMarkovianity is thus novel and makes the use of measures
emerge as promising measures for the non-Markovian naturéor its quantification a valuable tool for the identificatioh
Wolf et al. [1] have proposed to quantify the degree of non-special conditiongn the parameter space of the environment.
Markovianity of a map by considering the minimum amountMoreover, our study opens up the possibility to exploit the
of noise required in order to make the evolution of a sys-different memory-keeping regimes induced by controllind a
tem fully Markovian. On the other hand, in Ref| [2], Rivas tuning the properties of the environment to effectivelyivarl
and co-investigators discussed two approaches, founded dhe qubit dynamics in a non-trivial and potentially veryent
the deviations of a given map from full divisibility. Fing)l —esting way. The effective evolution of our two-level system
Breueret al. proposed a way to quantify non-Markovian ef- could be guided across different regimes, ranging fromrmgtro
fects by looking at the back-action induced on the systenenvironmental back-action to completely forgetful dynesni
under scrutiny by its memory-keeping environment [3]. Fur-typical of a Markovian map. The potential of such flexibility
ther approaches have been considered and measures have bieemeliable control at the quantum level is a topic that Wil
proposed which are based on the use of other interesting irexplored in future.

struments such as the quantum Fisher information [5]. The reminder of this paper is organized as follows. In Bec. |
In this paper, we focus on the non-Markovianity measureve introduce the model under scrutiny and revise the basic
proposed in Refl[3] to study the dynamics of a qubit coupledprinciples behind the chosen measure for non-Markovianity
to a spin environment described by &rY” model in a trans- We study a few cases amenable to a full analytical solution
verse magnetic field. Our aim is to analyze a simple and ye&nd highlight how, in a few of such instances, a simple ex-
non-trivial system-environment set, displaying a broatgea  perimental protocol can be designed for the inference of the
of behaviors in the parameter space, in order to relate e fe properties of the qubit dynamics. Most importantly, we re-
tures of the non-Markovianity measure to the known spectraleal the existence of an operating regime where the chosen
and dynamical structures of the spin system. The choice aheasure is strictly null and relate such an effect to intrigu
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modifications occurring at the level of the energy spectrim owhereT" stands for transposition, the vectohas components
the qubit-environment system. Sé&d. Il is devoted to the forv; = ¢;0 and the tri-diagonal adjacency matihas elements
mal characterization of such peculiar point in the paramete

space. We first demonstrate divisibility of the correspogdi Tij = Ji10i-1,5 + J)diy1j — 2hidi 5. (6)
a theoretical analysis based on the use of quantum procediotice that we have labelled columns and rows of

dynamical map, hence its Markovian nature, and then perform
tomography to quantitatively infer its properties. Figaih
Sec[TIl we draw our conclusions.

I. THE MODEL AND THE MEASURE

We consider a qubif) coupled to a chaif’ of NV interact-
ing spind /2 particles. The qubit is described by the spif
vector operatokg, while the operatoé,, (n=1, .., N) corre-
sponds to the spin located at siteof the chainl’. The log-
ical basis for the spins an@ is given by{|0), , |1>j} with
j = 0,.., N. The Hamiltonian ruling the intra-chain interac-
tion is taken to be of th& Y -Heisenberg type (we sét= 1)

N-1 N
Hr= -2 (JE&880, +JYa48Y ) —2 > h,8, (1)
n=1 n=1

whereh,, is the local field applied at site. I is open-ended
with J*¥’s andh,,’s being not necessarily uniform. The qubit

(N+1)x(N+1) matrices and(N+1)-dimensional vectors
using indices ranging frorfi to N. The coefficientdI¥(t)
andA¥(t) are obtained from Eqd.](4) ard (5) by replacing
with 77. Both 777 and7=7r can be easily diagonalized by
orthogonal matrice¥J andV such that(r77)P=UA?>»U7T
and(7T7)P=VA2 VT with A a diagonal matrix whose ele-
ments\;; = \;d;; are the (positive) square roots of the eigen-
values ofr”r. Consequently, Eqs](4) and (5) can be fully
summed up to give

IT*(t)
I1Y(t) = VQ(t)VTiv, AY(t)

UQt) U v, A*(t) = VIt U v,

Ux(t) V%o, ()

where Q(t) and X(t) are diagonal matrices with elements
Qij (t): COS()\it)(Sij andZij (t): sm(/\zt)éw .

By using Egs.[(B), one can determine the time evolution of
the state ofQ asp(t)=1/2+ 3", (35(t))55. In the evalua-
tion of the expectation values required to determi(e we
assume thaf) andTI" are initially uncorrelated. The conserva-
tion rule [7—2,®N 7] = 0 and the property55°7. =0

is coupled to the first spin of the environment, embodie@by  imply =0T nomEn
via an exchange interaction of strengthis’ and is subjected
to a local fieldh according to 1 & R R

A (50)=5 D [MO(Pas) + AL (1) (Paot)|

Ho=—2(J5 5557 + JY888Y)—2ho85. 2 n=0

N

In order to determine the time-evolution f, we resort to gg(t)):l Z [H%(t)(ﬁnég> - Ag@)(ﬁn&f)} ,
the Heisenberg picture and the formal apparatus put forward 2 n=0
in Refs. [10], which provides particularly powerful toolsrf 1
the study of the many-body problem embodiedfyy + #r. (8&(t))y== Z (I35 (OITY () + A (6) AL (2)] (67)
Using the operator-expansion theorem and the algebra satis 2 n=0

fied by Pauli matrices, we find that the time evolution of the

components of, reads

1Y R
So(t) =5 > M b)6r + AL ()6l P
n=0
) 1Y ) A 3)
) =5 D M05% — AL P
n=0
85(t) = —idg (t)ag(t)/2,

where ¢ (a=z,y, z) are the Pauli operators for the spin
at siten and P, = []/—,' 67. The time-dependent coeffi-
cientsIIZ (¢) and A% (t) are the components of tH&V + 1)-
dimensional vectorEI*(¢) andA*(t) defined by

v = 3 - p_t2p 7 1)Py
o0 t2p+l
AT(t) = Z(‘UPWT (r7")Pw, (5)

p=0

N
5 S T (6) + ALOAYL (0] (Pai Pt

n<m

N
5 S T (1) + ALOAG (] (Pria Prdtoh).

n<m
(8)

In order to evaluate the above equations one needs multi-
spin correlation functions, involving, in particular, tegrees
of freedom ofI". To this end, we consider it to be in its
ground state in what follows. However, as it will be shown
later on, the value of the measure of non-Markovianity cho-
sen for this work is independent of the statelpfprovided
that (s (0)) = 0 holds, as it does for the ground state with
no broken symmetry.

By using Eqgs.[(B), one can finally determipg). The in-
teraction with the spin chain acts f@F as a dynamical map
®(t,0) such thatp(t) = ®(¢,0)p(0). The properties of the
map depend on the relative weight of the various parame-
ters entering}%%—?{(p. Our aim is to characterize the non-
Markovian nature ofb as a function of these parameters.



To pursue our task, we consider the measure proposed snd the environmental chaihas
Ref. [3], based on the study of the time-behavior of the trace 9
distance D[p™)(t), p@ (1)]=2Tr|pM) ()~ p? (1) |€]0, 1] be- olt, p 12 (0)] = (Ar®)” A0, A+ BO,B + Co,C
tween two single-qubit density matricg§-2)(¢). The trace ’ DlpM(t), p*(t)]
distance is such thaD[p™")(t), p® (t)]=1 when the two ) )
probed states are completely distinguishable, while iegiv WhereA = T (1)llg(¢) + Ag(H)Aq(t), B = TG (¢)Ar" +
0 for identical states [13]. The degree of non-Markovianity 25 ()ArY, and ¢ = TIf(t)ArY — Ag(t)Ar®.  Due
N (®) of the dynamical mag, is defined as to the non-negativity ofD[p!)(t), p()(¢)], the condition
for non-Markovian dynamics can be simply stated as
N(®)= maxZ{D[p(l) (by), PP (b,)]=Dp™ (a), p® (an)]} (Arz)2 A0 A + BO.B + C9,C>0. Numerically, it turns out
- that the maximum in the corresponding measure of non-
(9)  Markovianity is achieved fop(*)(0) being antipodal pure
where the maximization is performed over the staté$)(0)  states lying on the equatorial plane@% Bloch sphere (we
and(ay, b,) is then™ time window such that will come back to this point later in this paper). This consid
erably simplifies the necessary condition for memory-kegpi
olt, p12(0)] = 3DV (t), PP ()] > 0.  (10)  dynamics to the fornd, (B2-+C2)>0.
) (1.2) . _ Although our analysis can be carried out without major
The functionot, p'~*)(0)], which has been dubbéidx of in- ¢ompjications in the general case, in order to simplify the p
formationin Ref. [3], encompasseger sethe condition for  gentation, from now on we restrict ourselves to the case of a
revealing non-Markovianity of an evolution: the mere exis- ,niform spin environment with equal isotropic couplings be

tence of even a single region wher, o2 (0)]>0 is suffi-  yyeen every pairs of nearest neighboring spikis\(-model)
cient to guarantee the non-Markovian nature. Conceptuall,n set this coupling constant as our energy (and invers? tim
in fact, A'(®) accounts for all the temporal regions where hit \We thus considef?=.J=.J,, a condition under which
the distance between two arbitrary input states increéses, ihe measure of non-Markovianity becomes
witnessing a re-flux of information from the environment to
the system under scrutiny. Such re-flux of information ampli ) @) 5 2
fies the difference between two arbitrarily picked inputesa Dlp*(t), p (t)]:\/(p F@) +e[)f (1), (14)
evolved up to the same instant of time. A Markovian dy- )
namics is such that the above-mentioned re-flux never odvheref(t) = II3(¢) + Aj(t) € [0, 1]. The corresponding rate
curs ando|t, P (0)] < 0 always. For éhe) case at hand Of change of the trace distance is
and for two generic input density matrices 2)(0), we find 9 o\ 4
D (1) t , (2) t) = 'Where (1,2) _ (2p f(t) + |C| )f (t)

[PV (1), PP ()] = VC olt, p12(0)] = IO (15)

, (13)

= [T ()ITY (1) + AZ()AY(L)) p?
¢ = GO + 0(*) o))" » 9 (11)  As f(t)>0, the sign ofs]t, p(1:2)(0)] is determined by’ (t),
+ lef+(Ho, Ao, 1) + ¢* f-(Ilo, Ao, t)[” /4 regardless of the pair of input density matrigés (0). Yet,

. we should look for the states maximizing the contributians t
with fa (o, Ao, )=115 () + g 1)+ [AG (1) £AG(H)] where e trace distance within these time intgervals. |A8)|<1,
p=p{7(0)—p{7 (0) and c=p{} (0)—p57 (0). We have used such optimization is achieved fae=1 andp—0; that is, an-
the notationpg;l) (0):0<¢|p(a) 7)o with 4,=0,1 anda=1, 2. tipodal pure states on the equatorial plane of the Blochrgphe
It is worth noticing that in the above equation the initiadtst  in line with the (more general) numerical findings reported
of the environment is completely absent, so that the environabove. The condition for non-Markovianity can be further
ment's multi-spin correlators are not relevant. Hgl (110 ca elaborated ag’(t)=2[IIo(¢)II(t) + Ao ()AL (t)]>0.
be recast into a much more intuitive form by referring to the To pursue the task of evaluating(®) in the quite rich
Bloch vectors ,=(r%,7¥, 2) representative of the staté”) parameter space of our model, we start by considering the
(we have chosen® = (57) as the mean value of the spin- case of a qubit resonant with the spin environment, and as-
1/2 operator rather than that of the more usual Pauli operatagess the special case kf=h first. It can be shown analyt-
to avoid the appearance of irrelevan® factors). By calling ically that in this case one gei$,(t) = Ji1(2t) cos(2ht)/t
Ar®=r{—rg the difference between the vectors of two inputand Ay (t) = —J1(2t) sin(2ht)/t [9], where J,.(z) is the

states, we have Bessel function of ordet and argument. Correspondingly,
, , ) F(O)=TJ2(2t)/t? and f'(t) = —4T1(2t) J2(2t)/t2. For those
C= [ra(t)—ra()[*=[I05 (0)TTF (1) +AG (1) A ()] (Ar?) states withlc| = 1 andp = 0 which maximize\/, we have
HIIE (6 Ar® 4+ AL (1) ArY] TG () Ar¥ —AY (1) Ar®]2. the flux
(12) 93
One can thus write the flux of information between the qubit olt, p>P(0)] = —(2/t)sgr 71 (2t)] Ja(2t)  (16)

with sgriz] being the sign function. EJ_(1L6) is independent of
h, which is joint result of the conditiop = 0 and the invari-
ance of the trace distance under the global unitary transfor
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resort to numerical techniques to solve our model. Thetesul
of such an analysis are shown in Fifj. 1, where the quanttativ
degree of non-Markovianity is shown as a function/gf/
(we sethy=0) in the isotropic case and for equal intra-chain
and qubit-environment coupling strengths.
A highly non-trivial behavior followed byN(®) is re-
vealed. The largest deviation from a Markovian dynamics is
achieved at/J = 0 while, for0 < h/J < 0.5, N(®) de-
creases monotonically to zero. By further increadinge see
h that V(@) achieves a very broad maximum around the sat-

uration pointh/J ~ 1 of the environmental chain. Finally,

it goes to zero fo/J > 1, as it should be expected given
FIG. 1: (Color online)\' (@) versush/.J with ho/J = 0, Jo/J = 1 that.this situation c_orrespondsto an effectivg _decoupjfnge
and N = 100. To avoid spurious recursion effects, the dynamics isqubit from the environment[9]. By generalizing our study to
evaluated up to a temporal cut-off 6f 2N/3. We checked that the the case ohg/.J # 0, we emphasize the presence of a Marko-
precise cut-off is not relevant and that the plot remainshanged if ~ vianity point atéh/J=1/2. It turns out that this point sepa-
N is varied, providedV > 1. All quantities are dimensionless. rates two regions in which the dynamics of the qubit (althoug
being non-Markovian in both cases) is completely different
Foroh/J<1/2, indeed, the qubit tends toward a unique equi-

mation embodied by the operatotp[—ith Z]-V—o 7] needed librium state at long times, irrespective of the initial dition;

in order to pass to the interaction picture. The time windowghat is, the trace distance goes to zero after some oswilfati

wherec[t, p2)(0)]>0 are determined by the chain-rule of For larger detunlngs, on t_he other hand,_the tracgdstamed

the zeros of the Bessel functions. Overall, we get that the flunot decay to zero, implying that some information about the

is positive for a timet,-o=U(t}, 12) wheret! (2) is theit" initial state (and in particular, about the relative phasiseen

zero of the Bessel function of order 1 (2). From this speciaftS tWo componer-ns).|s trappgd in the qubit. _

case and the general considerations reported above, we lear The  Markovianity point —at 6h/J=1/2  (with

that\/(®) only depends on the detunidg = h — hy. Jo/J=1) is one of those points in parameter space
Due to this fact, the simple case in which all of the mag-of which the model can be treated fully analyti-

netic fields are absent:(= ho — 0), which can be tested Caly [14]. ~ We have Ily(t)=J0(2t) cos t+J1(2t) sint

experimentally in an easy way, allows to draw some interest2"d QAO(t):gl(%) cos t—jO/(Qt) sin t , (9], SO

ing conclusions on the more general cage= 0. In absence J(H=J5 (20)+J7(2t) and  f'(t)=—2J7(2t)/t<0  Vt.

of magnetic fields, indeed, the behavioroBind A" can be AS @ consequence, the corresponding non-Markovianity

extracted directly by monitoring the dynamics of the qubit. Méasure is always zero at this point of the parameter space,

To show that this is indeed the case we start by noticing that/nich is a very interesting result due to the relatively &rg

if h/J = ho/J = 0, we haveAy(t)=0 [9], so that both Q —__F coupling strength. Such a fe_a'ggre, in fact, would

the trace distance and the flux of information are determinefltuitively lead to exclude any possibility of a forgetful

by £(t) = II2(¢), which represents the squared length of thedynamics undergone by the qubit. Yet, this is not the case and

Bloch vector,|r(t)|2. This implies that, in order fof) to ex- & fully Markovian evolution is in order under these working

perience a ré-flux of information frori‘i I12(¢) has to be a conditions. A deeper characterization of this Markovian

strictly non-monotonic function. Therefore, we observeno dynamical map is given in Seicl I1.

Markovian dynamics when the Bloch vector of the qubit is

alternatively shrunk and elongated during its evolutiohisT

i

05 1.0 15 20

can be witnessed by reconstructing the density matrig of N ((I))

using standard quantum state tomography techniques [},1, 13 1.44

which are routinely implemented in a variety of physical se- [ JO =1.2
tups. However, there is also an interesting alternativeckvhi

does not require full state reconstruction. From the first of LOG JO =1.1
Egs. [8), we get thats; (t))=111o(¢) (5% (0)). Thus, in the \

spirit of the proposals put forward in Refs. [10} 12], by pep 06t -_— J() =0.9
ing the state ofy) in one of the eigenstates 6f [a choice \

that would be perfectly consistent with our results on thpaiin ] A

states to be used for the calculation\d6{®)] we can measure 02K, %, o eootttas. At
(5% (t)) to determine the non-Markovianity of the qubit dy- N cvitiolivil ; h
namics, which would be revealed by its non-monotonic time 0.0 0.5 1.0 L5
behavior.

Other points in parameter space exist for which the modeF!G. 2: (Color online)V'(®) versush/.J for ho/J = 0 and three
is amenable to an exact analytic solution. However, in ordeflifferent values ot/o/.J for a chain ofN' = 200 spins. Fot/o/.J>1,
to give a complete overview of the behavior &f, we first the Markovianity point disappears. All quantities are disienless.
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As J, represents the energy scale of the qubit-environmerdccurs foréh/J>1/2. For definiteness, in what follows we
interaction, it is natural to expect that significant change report explicit results for the cadg /J = 0. Therefore, from
N (®) occur as this parameter varies. In particular, we findnow on, we considefh/J = h/J.
that i) a Markovianity point withA/(®)=0 only exists for In order to determine the existence of a more general con-
Jo/J<1 andii) N'(®) tends progressively towards a mono- nection between the emergence of localized eigenstatbg in t
tonically decreasing function ofh if Jy/J grows from1 system-environment spectrum and a point of z&fdn the
to v/2 [see Fig.[R]. Strikingly, at/y/J=v2 and 6h=0, qubit evolution, we analyze th&, .Jy)-plane to find out where
the adopted measure of non-Markovianity diverges, as it catocalized eigenstates appear and then evaluate the conesp
be checked by using the analytic integrability of the qubit-ing degree of non-Markovianity. In doing this, we take ad-
chain interaction at this point in the parameter space. Invantage of the fact that the Hamiltonian describing an en-
deed, atly/J=v/2, we havelly(t) = Jo(2t) ando(t)= —  vironmentalX X-model has the same single-particle energy
2sgrJo(2t)]J1(2t). Integrating over all the positive time in- spectrum as a tight-binding model with an impurity. Follow-
tervals determined by means of the usual chain rule we geahg the approach given in Ref. [|16], we deduce that, in the
N(®)— o0, thus witnessing a strong back-actionlobn the  (h/J, Jo/J) plane, the parabolae/J = £[1 — (Jo/J)?/2]
state of the qubit. The divergence/®f ®) should not surprise  define regions with respectively zero, one and two localized
as it is common to other situations with spin-environmentsgnergy levels out of a continuous-energy band (sed Fig. 3).
such as the so-called central-spin model where a singlé qubi The central region with no localized energy state and the
is simultaneously coupled t&/ independent environmental zones with only one localized state (either a upper-lying or
spins via Ising-like interactions (see Brewtml. in Ref. [3]). lower-lying one with respect to the continuous band) cor-
We provide a physical explanation for the enhanced nonrespond toN(®) # 0, although finite. The frontiers of
Markovian nature of the qubit dynamics simply by looking such regions, marked by the parabolae, give the limiting val
at the spectrum of the Hamiltonian ruling the evo!utionAcoa‘ th ues of(h/.J, Jy/J) for the appearance of the localized states
qubit-chain system. Faf,/J>+/2, the spectrum o +#H, and are such tha¥/(®) = 0 only for .J;/J < 1, whereas
exhibits a continuous spectrum fand of extended eigen- for 1 < J,/J < /2 the measure of non-Markovianity is
states) that is lower- and upper-bounded by two discrete emon-null and finite. Finally, the regions with two localized
ergy levels whose eigenstates are localized at the sites occstates and their frontier with the no-localized state redgiave
pied by the qubit and the first spin of [15]. As a conse- A/(®)— oo, in line with the analytical results discussed above.
quence, a certain amount of information remains trapped int  |n particular, we remark once again that the Markovian-
such a localized state, bouncing back and forth between thg, points (when they exist, i.e. fafy/J < 1) stay on the
qubit and the first spin and therefore mimicking a highly non-parabolae; that is, they are found to occur at the onset éor th
Markovian dynamics characterized by strong back-action, sexistence of one discrete eigenstate outside the energy ban
that V() diverges. This kind of state contains a spatially localized spin excit
An analysis similar to the one performed just above allowsjon with a localization length that decreases with inciregs
us to obtain an intuition for the behavior of the measure off15]. Precisely at the border, the localization length rees
non-Markovianity near this point. Faih/J>1/2 the spec- as large as the length of the chain itself, so that all of the en
trum of the system shows one eigenenergy out of the bangironmental spins are involved in (or share excitation b8 t
and its corresponding eigenvector is localized arounditee s injtial state. This can intuitively justify the fact thAf is zero
occupied byQ. This can explain the information trapping that there. ForJ,/.J > 1, on the other hand, the first spin of the
environment becomes more important for the dynamics of the
qubit (which is “strongly coupled” to it) and an information
exchange is always found to occur between them, irrespec-
tively of the existence of the discrete level. This inforioat
re-flux becomes more and more pronounced with increasing
Jo/J and decreasing/J.
To stress once more the close relationship between the non-
Jo Markovianity measure and the properties of the overall Hami
tonian# + #,, we report here the energy distribution of the
excitations which are present in the initial state of thaeys
(given by the product of an equatorial state for the qubiegm
the ground state of the environment). These excitations are
spin-less fermions of the Jordan-Wigner type and the proce-

FIG. 3: (Color online) We calE;. (E-) a discrete level lying above dgre to obtain them is the one described, €.g., In Ref. [17].
(below) the continuous energy band in the (single partisfc-  19- [4 reports the average value of the excitation number
trum of the total Hamiltoniart{, + #r. The parabolagi/J =  in the initial state vs single-particle-energy for variotes-

+[1 — (Jo/J)?/2] divide the(h/J, Jo/J) parameter plane in three ues of the magnetic field. The plot shows what happens near
regions with one, two and no localized state (light-colorddrk-  a Markovianity point: the energy distribution of initialate
colored and uncolored region in the plane, respectively)géanti-  excitations becomes flat (i.e., structure-less) atthe= 0

ties are dimensionless. point, while it shows a maximum for lower values fof cor-




responding to a finite value ¢¥’, and a spike fof/.J > 0.5, and
corresponding to the discrete level giving rise to inforiomt

trapping. A (t)= (=1)3 [cos(t) Tns1(2t)—sin(t) T, (2t)]  n even
From this discussion we conclude that the measure of non="""" | (=1)"2" [sin(t) Jy41(2t)+ cos(t) T, (2¢)] n odd
Markovianity of the qubit dynamics is in fact a detector of (18)

general aspects of the full qubit+environment system aatl th The dynamical map transforms the elements of the input den-
various features of/(®) can be related to general character-sity matrix p;; (0) (i,j = 0,1) as

istics of the overall many-body problem described by thé ful

Hamiltonian model. poo(t) = f(t)poo(0) + Ago(t), por(t) = Ai(t)po1(0),
p11(t) = AN () + f(t)p11(0), pro(t) = Aig(t)pm((a’g)
ll. CHARACTERIZATION OF THE POINT OF with AN () =[1— F(O)+g(t)]/2, AL (H)=[—F(£)—g(t)]/2
ZERO-MEASURE and 208}(t)zHo(t)ﬂ'io(t):[Aigl(lt)]*, and ! where

F()=Io(t)*+Ao(t)* has already been defined in S&kc. I.

The occurrence of a null value 8f (®) ath/.J = 1/2and  We introduced here the function(t) = "N [I12(t) +
Jo/J =1 dgserves a special attention. Na!vely, one_could ,eX'AZL(t)K&fJ _ % Zf;m:l[ﬂn(t)ﬂm(t) A () A (D)]grms
pect aspecialbehavior to occur at the chain saturation point,ritten in terms of the magnetization and the two-point
(i.e. ath/J = 1), where the intrinsic properties of the envi- longitudinal correlation function
ronmental system are markedly different from the situasibn
h/J < 1. To the best of our knowledge, indeed, no signifi- . 2 cos[(kp + 1)0,] sin[kp0,,]
cant dynamical feature has been reported for the model undeKUn>:1—N—+1 <k - > )
scrutiny away from saturation.

sin 9,

_ Prkp+1Pmkr — PnkrpPmkp+1
2 (cos ¥y, — cos V) ’

(20)
A. Characterization of thedynamical map: formal features with  ¢; x=+1/2/(N + 1) sin(jdx), Y = kn/(N +1),
and divisibility k=1,..,N and kr being the Fermi wave number, see

Ref. [20].
The aim of this Section is to characterize the dynamical
map that we obtained for the qubit under these conditions. - L ) o
Thanks to the analytical solution for the case at hand peatid | "€ condition for divisibility stated in Ref. [3] implies ¢h
in Ref. [14], we can sum up the terms appearing in Eq. (8) angXistence of a completely positive dynamical mas +¢,, )
determine the complete density matrix@f Forn = 0, .., N such that, for two arbitrary instants of tlrman_dtl, we have
we have O(t+1t1,0) = U(t+1t1,t)P(¢,0). Hered(t,0) is the dynam-
ical map in Eq.[(ZIB). Any dynamical map that is divisible ac-
(1) {(_1) % [sin(t) Ty 1 (2t)+ cos(t) T (2¢)] n even cordig_g_tq;_f;_e a_bove definitionis Mgrkovifan. This impIE_eauh
nl(t)= i o non-divisibility is a necessary condition for memory-kiep
(=1)7=" [cos(t) 41 (2t) = sin(t) Jn (21)] n 00d effects in the evolution of a system. A dynamical connection

(17) U (t+t1,t) between the statas(t+t1,0)p(0) and®(¢, 0)p(0)
can be straightforwardly found to be given by the map chang-
n (k)
0.06¢
— h=04
0.04f |-—-h=05
- —h=06 (b)
0.02}
—{_;‘ ) . ) . enlergy
3 2 1 0 1 2

FIG. 4: (Color online) Average number of fermion excitasan the

initial state for a qubit-chain system with' + 1 = 50, coupling  FIG. 5: (Color online) Divisibility conditionC againstt andt; for

strength.Jo/J = 1 and three values of magnetic field around the qubit ) initially prepared in(|0), -+ |1),)/+/2. Divisibility is guar-
Markovianity point(h/J = 0.5,ho/J = 0). The initial state is  anteed fol0 < C < 1. In panel(a) we have taken/y/J = 1 with

always taken to be the tensor product of an equatorial stafeamd /.7 = h/.J = 1/2, while in(b) itis h/J = 1.1. All quantities are
the ground state df. dimensionless.



ing the elements of the qubit stai&) at timet into
poo(t + tl):%poo(t)wlgg(t + tl)—ﬂfffw%g(t),
pute+ )= o 0t + o)~ L e,
01
poi(t +t1)=pio(t +t1) = %pm (t).
(21)

Therefore, in order to ensure the divisibility cb(¢ +

t1,0), we should investigate the complete positivity of

U(t + t1,1).

itivity of (¢t + ¢1,t) by checking the non-negativity of
(U(t+t1,t) ® Iy) p, wherep is the density matrix of one of

the Bell states|[19] and, is the identity map. By choos-

ing p(t)=41 (|00) + [11)) ({00 + (11]), the action of the map

(T(t+ t1,t) ® I) determines the following non-zero matrix
elements (up to an irrelevant factbf2) at timet + ¢;

flt+1t1)
f(t)

poo,11(t + t1,t)=Ago(t + t1)—

flt+1t1)
f(t)

Ao (t),

+Ag(t+t1)— Ago(t),

f(t + tl)
f(t)
fE+t1)
f(®)

+ AV (t+ 1)

£00,00(t + t1,t)=

p11,00(t + t1, ) =AN(t + t1)— AN(1),

ft+t)
f@t)

f@t)

. AQL(t+¢

po1,01(t +t1,6)=pgy o1 (t +t1,t) = - 0/11(01 7 )
o1(t)

t+t
pi1i(t+t1,t)= MA??U)’

(22)
Here, we have usegd ; ;;= (i'i| p |7'j) with the primed (un-
primed) indeces corresponding to the evolving (hon-ewgjyi
gubit. The condition for positivity of the composite two4gjti
map turns out to be equivalent to the positivity conditiothef
single-qubit one given in Eq$.(R1), which is in turn trateth
into the inequalityd < C(¢,t1) < 1 with

C(t,t1) = 4|po1(t+t1) >+ [poo(t+t1) — pr1 (t+11)]%. (23)

In Fig.[3 we show the typical behavior a@f(¢,t¢;) at the
Markovianity point [pane(a)] and away from it [pane{b)].
We have taken the qubi as prepared if|0), + [1),)/Vv2,

To this purpose we make use of the Choi-
Jamiolkowski isomorphisn [18] and prove the complete pos

with it.

B. Formal characterization of the channel through theoretical
guantum process tomogr aphy

We now turn our attention towards the formal characteri-
zation of the channel achieved at the Markovianity point, so
as to qualitatively explain the reasons behind the nature of
the corresponding qubit evolution. We stress that this aort
investigation is meaningful only at this specific point in-pa
rameter space, where complete positivity is guaranteed. In
principle, full information on the reduced dynamics ©f

could be gathered from the Kraus operatff§;} such that

d(t,0)p=3", K, 0K with p the density matrix of the generic
qubit andY", K] K;=1. As their direct computation is not
possible due to the complications of te- I" coupling, here
we gain useful information on the structure of the's by
means of the formal apparatus for quantum process tomogra-
phy [13], that we briefly remind here.

The characterization of a dynamical mdp reduces to
the determination of a complete set of orthogonal opera-
tors {K,,} over which one can perform the decomposition
K=Y eimKm S0 as to get

O(t,000 =Y XmnKmoK],

m,n

(24)

where thechannel matrixx,.,=)_, e.me},, has been in-
troduced. This is a pragmatically very useful result as it
shows that it is sufficient to consider a fixed set of opera-
tors, whose knowledge is enough to characterize a channel
through the matrixy. The action of® over a generic ele-
ment|n)(m| of a basis in the space of tRex2 matrices (with
n,m=0, 1) can be determined from a knowledge of the map
® on the fixed set of statd8) , 1), |+) =(1/v/2)(|0) + |1))
and|+,) =(1/v/2)(|0) +i|1)) as follows

E(n) (ml) = E([+) (+]) +i&€(|+y) (+41)

_ ’”;1 [£(Jn) (nl) + E(jm) (m])].

(25)

Therefore, each,; = |n) (m| (with j = 1, ..,4) can be found
completely via state tomography of just four fixed states.

which is a significant case as equatorial states in the Blocflearly, ®(e;) = >, Ajror as{ox} form a basis. From the

sphere are those optimizing the calculation\6f®). Al-

though this is simply a representative case, we have check

that for a uniform distribution of random initial states @f
no significant quantitative deviations from the picturevdna
here are observed. Clearly, by moving away frbfw=1/2,
temporal regions whei@(t, t1)>1 are achieved. This demon-
strates, from a slightly different perspective, the fleliipi

of the effective qubit evolution: a wide range of dynami-

cal situations is spanned, from fully forgetful to deeplynno

°(t,0)0,= > KoK Xmn=

above discussion we have

> B okXmn=Y_ Ajk 0k,
B

m,n,k
A A (26)
where we have defineﬂmgjlcjl = oK SO that we
can write '

Markovian dynamics, strongly affected by the environmkenta
back-action. The kind of evolution 6§ can be determined by The complex tenso, mn is set once we make a choice for

tuning the parameters of the environment and its interactio {,@‘} and the
(3

;&'s are determined from a knowledge of



®(p;). By inverting Eq.[(2V), we can determine the channel

matrix y and characterize the map. gt be the operator di-
agonalizing the channel matrix. It is straightforward toy® .

that, if D; are the elements of the diagonal matiikyZ{, then 10 Do
eim = vV D;Uni S0 that : ‘_

0.5

Ki=/Diy UK. (28) ) -fg _

0.0

This apparatus can be applied to the problem at hand. To 03 Do 03
this end, we numerically determine the evolution of the four "y : ) 00 Y
qubit stateg0), |1), |+) and|+,) at h/J=1/2, hy=0 and 05

in the uniform-coupling case foN+1=150. As the time- XOO o 0.5

scale within which an excitation travels back and forth(to
Sf::al_es a§\7. [g]’ n (f)rder to Ellvo.ld zjec;%regnieoezfggts V\lf]e Irl]mlt FIG. 6: (Color online) Dynamics of0 random pure initial states
the time-window of our analysis {0, 2V/3]=[0, |, whic of qubit @ pictured in the Bloch sphere. Each dot shows the qubit

we chop into small intervals of amplitude2. At each instant  gate (evolved from the corresponding input state) at anginstant
of time in such a temporal partition, we evaluate the evoluti  of time. Different colors stand for different initial state Time in-

of the four probing states given above. This is the basis fotreases as the dots move towards pgino, 0), thus showing thaf
the reconstruction of the Kraus operators, which is perémtm converges towards a state close to a fully mixed one.

as described above. The results of our numerical calcaktio

are four Kraus operators, whose form depends on the instant

of time at which the dynamics is evaluated. In principle, any o {2 distanc®[p) (1), p (¢)] at the basis of our cho-
a_malytlc form of such operators can be given. Upon INSPEC5en measure of non-Markovianity, one can infer an intergsti
tion, one can see that the action of the channel embodi&d by eneral trend: for values df/.J < 1/2, D generally tends
over the four probing qubit states can be summarized as fo?o zero at long evolution times. In order to put such an effect

lows in context, here we study the long-time distribution of dgns
a 0 a  b+ic matrices resulting from the evolution of a large sample nf ra
|0) —00= (0 1— a) s |H) —o4= (b e 1— a) 5 dom input states according to the channel identified through
) qguantum process tomography. Fif{aJ shows the agreement
1) —o1= (ﬁ 0 )7 +,) =04, = ( a —c= Zb) between the effective description provided here and the tru
01-58)""" v \—etib 1-a physical effect induced on the state @fby I'. The red dot
_ (29)  close to the center of the sphere shows the ensemkigof
with a,a, 8 € [0,1] andb,c € C. The form of the cor-  andom input states evolved until a final time equal @o.

responding analytical Kraus operator can then be found, alsjearly, there is a single fixed point of the map towards which
though their cumbersome nature makes them unsuitable to be

reported here. Despite the lack of analytic formulae, usefu
information can be gathered from this study. Fig. 6 shows the ©) (b)

dynamicsof 10 random pure input states of the qubit. Each 10 0

dot represents the state of the qubit at tinmethe space of the .22 y 03 .
density matrices. Colors identify the evolved states ofvemyi 05 . 0.5 | B
input one. As time increaseise. as we follow the points of | }¢ 1'-1-9”
the same color from the outer to the inner region of the plot
the Bloch vector of each initial pure stapiralsconverging 05 - 0.5} \ &
towards the center. That is, the state becomes close to a mez ), zg0t by
imally mixed state.

. . . 0.5 -0.5}
We should mention that, for any fixed, this does not ex- 4 O\L
actly occur as the final state ¢ lies slightly off-set along R 10 S
the z-axis and does not describe a perfect statistical mixture 03 L00 03 oo

We ascribe such an off-set to the finite length of the chair 05

being studied and the existence of a sort of effective magnet

f'?'d (scallngl ad /N)acting an and induced by its coupllng FIG. 7: (Color online)(a) Distribution of density matrices evolved

with t.he .enVIronmental.Cham' Wh'Ch de_termlnes the res}"dl""iaccording to the dynamics induced by a quantum channel -corre

polarization of the qubit. Numerical evidences suggest tha gponding tar/J = 1/2. We consider a sample 560 random initial

in the thermodynamical limit, such a residual polarizagbn  states. Regardless of the initial density matrix, the fitafesis the

fectively disappears and the final state of the evolutidty8  same, thus resulting in a zero-volume state distributiohis T no
longer the case foh/J = 0.6 [panel (b)], where a finite-volume

As discussed in the previous Section, from the study oflistribution of final states is found.



9

any input state converges after a sufficient amount of time. finite-dimensional subspace of asymptotic states exists.

As anticipated, by repeating the above analysis for Going back to our attempt of describing the dynamics as
h/J>1/2, we get a distribution of long-time evolved output an effective channel, we have considered the case of a qubit
states which is much more widespread, even at very small devolving under a Markovian channel resulting from the actio
viations from the Markovian case. An example is given inof a generalized amplitude damping channel and an indepen-
Fig.[d(b) for h/J=0.6. Atlong interaction times, the channel dent dephasing mechanism. The output state for such a pro-
does not bring its input states to the same unique state, butaess can be written as

o(t) = poo(O)e—2ﬁ(2ﬂ+1)t + _{:}111 1- e—2%(2ﬂ+1)t] o1 (O)e—[2f+ﬁ/(2ﬂ+1)]t )
pro(0)e BTG s + [45 — poo(0)]e= 21!

with i being the mean occupation number of the thermal enviMarkovianity is exactly null, so that the qubit evolutionroe
ronment responsible for the generalized amplitude dampingsponds to a Markovian dynamical map. By using techniques
4 the rate of amplitude damping addthe rate of dephas- typical of quantum process tomography, we have been able to
ing. From this expression, one can determine the matrix oghed light onto the reasons behind the forgetful naturedi su
the corresponding process, to be compared to the matrix gfeculiarworking point, showing, in particular, that the zero-
the process associated with the qubit evolution inducedsby i measure dynamical map has a single fixed point correspond-
coupling to the chain determined by the quantum process tang to an almost completely mixed qubit state. We have found
mography machinery. Calling(¢) such matrix evaluated at an excellent agreement between the effective Markovian map
time ¢t andy. the matrix of the process embodied by EqgJ(30),and a generalized amplitude damping channel with an addi-
the similarity between such two processes, as time passes,tional (independent) dephasing mechanism. The comparison
determined by the process fidelity between the two descriptions allows us to determine the be-
havior of the effective dephasing and damping rates, wiieh a

2 . .. . . .
B time-dependent yet positive, in agreement with the Markiovi
Fp = [Tr( Vx(t)xe X(t))} : (31 nhature of the dynamics at hand [3].

) _ ) The richness of the qubit open-system dynamics is very in-
In calculating this, we have considered scaled parametefg esiing. We believe that a more extensive exploratiohef t
p = pt, v = 7t andl’ = I't and optimizedr), against them.  ,,sgipilities offered by the tunability of the degree of Mar
Therefore, time-dependent values of such quantities are r§;anity in such system should be performed so as to under-
tained at each instance gt for the maximization of the pro- - gianq if a proper and arbitrary “guidance” of the qubit state
cess fidelity, which is always at leaB17, as shown in Fid.J8. i3 the sole manipulation of the properties of the environme
This gives strong numerical indications that our processis ) chain is in order. This topic is the focus of our currently
homogenizing, time-dependent Markovian channel. ongoing work which will be reported elsewherel[21].

IIl. CONCLUSIONS
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FIG. 8: (Color online)(a): Optimized quantum process fidelity between a generalingplitude damping channel and the dynamical map
here under scrutiny. The process fidelity has been maximizibdrespect to the parameters of the generalized amplidadgping channel at
each instant of time. In panéb) and(c) we show the time-behavior @f andT". An analogous behavior is found fgr The time-dependence
of the last two parameters, and in particular their positiare fully in line with the Markovian nature of the qubifettive dynamics.
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