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We derive upper and lower bounds on the convergence behaiviartain classes of one-parameter quan-
tum dynamical semigroups. The classes we consider corfdishgor product channels and of channels with
commuting Liouvillians. We introduce the notion Gutoff Phenomenoim the setting of quantum information
theory, and show how it exemplifies the fact that the convergef (quantum) stochastic processes is not solely
governed by the spectral gap of the transition map. We apglyyéw methods to show that graph states can be
prepared efficiently, albeit not in constant time, by diasign, and give the exact scaling behavior of the time
to stationarity.

I. INTRODUCTION

The Quantum Information and Computation community has fausnostly focused on discrete time
processes and unitary dynamics. Recently, however, thesfoas been shifting towards more physically
motivated processes, which inevitably involve continutioee and open systems dynamics. One of the
major bottlenecks in understanding the information preicespotential of open quantum systems has been
the lack of quantitative tools for analyzing their convergeto stationarity. The interest in understanding
the convergence behavior of quantum dissipative timewgiaols and quantum channels has cropped up in
several distinct areas of quantum information theory, @®ilrs to require a new set of tools for its analysis.
The aim of this paper is to present one tool in this directidhe-cutoff phenomenon — and illustrate it in
explicit examples and applications.

As a first step in developing tools for studying convergemtes of quantum processes, it is important to
understand how much of the machinery from the classical BMackain literature can be borrowed. Indeed,
by noting that a finite-dimensional quantum channel is the-cammutative analogue of the probability
transition matrix of a finite-state Markov chain, many résditom the field of Markov chain mixing can
be translated to the quantum setting, with appropriate fivadions. A first effort in this direction was
taken in [1], wherey2-convergence was considered, a quantum version of detaélleshce was defined,
and a restricted quantum Cheegers bound was proved. FudherHilbert's projective metri¢ [2] yields
guantities which upper bound convergence rates. Theseestadd the few other attempts at quantifying
the convergence behavior of quantum processes have foonsmmhvergence for asymptotic times.

More generally, it has become almost a folk theorem thatdeqegoverns the convergence” of (quantum)
stochastic processes. This statement is true in the seaséhthspectral gap represents the exponential
convergence rate of a (quantum) stochastic process focignfly large times. However, there are situations
where the asymptotic behavior either does not kick in beforamount of time exponential in the system
size, or does not address the relevant physics. In pamtj¢ch&important question is often “afteow much
time, as a function of some dimensional parameter (e.g. | size), does the gap properly describe
the convergence behavior?” In the case of state preparf@jodissipative quantum computatiar [4], or
thermalizationl[5], it is critical to guarantee that the mpfotic regime is reached in a time which is not
exponential in the system size. In the case of quantum mesarid error correction, on the other hand,
one would like to guarantee the opposite direction, i.et tii@information initially encoded in the system
is preserved for as long as possible, e.g. for an exponamtiaunt of time.

One of the few situations where one can make rigorous staisnabout the pre-asymptotic behavior of
classical Markov chain convergence is known as@heoff Phenomend6-8]. Loosely speaking, the cutoff
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phenomenon describes the situation where the (quantundvahain, for some initial states, stays far
away from its stationary distribution for a possibly longné (thus, e.g. preserving classical information),
and then, at a specific time that may depend on the systensad@enly approaches the fixed point (thereby
suddenly losing all information from the initial state). t6fi phenomena depend, apart from the type of
Markov chains, on the chosen distance measure. The pratatygxample of this behavior is in card
shuffling [7], where a deck of cards is well shuffled only afierumber of shuffles logarithmic in the deck
size, whereas before that time it has large dependence dnitia¢ ordering. In this article, we state a
guantum version of this framework, and apply it to some sibua of relevance in Quantum Information
Theory.

The outline of the paper is as follows. In Sectidn Il, we setribtation and introduce basic mathematical
tools, in particular spectral properties of quantum dstye time evolutions and distance measures. In
Sectior1ll, we give a definition of the Cutoff Phenomenontie uantum setting. In SectibnllV, we state
and prove the main results, namely cutoff-type bounds foetevolutions due to commuting Liouvillians
or tensor product channels. Sectidn V illustrates these nesults by various examples. As an application,
we show in particular that the dissipative preparation apgrstates takes a time logarithmic in the system
size, and is thus not solely governed by the spectral gapeotiduvillian. Finally, the conclusion and a
brief outlook are given in Sectidn V1.

Il.  BASIC NOTIONS
A. Mathematical Setting

Throughout the paper, we restrict ourselves to finite-dsmaral quantum systems. The set of
guantum states (density matrices) acting oni-dimensional Hilbert space is denoted I =
{p e Ma|p=p',p>0,tx[p] =1}, its restriction to full-rank density matrices & . Quantum chan-
nels are completely positive trace-preserving linear ffaps\1, — M, where here the input and output
spaces are taken equal to allow for repeated applicatidreafttannel. The dual map, i.e. the channelin the
Heisenberg picture, is denot&d and by definition satisfies[AT*(B)] = tr[T'(A)B] forall A, B € M.
We consider almost exclusively quantum chanfgls= e** (for t > 0) that are elements of the quantum
Markov semigroup generated by a Liouvillizh which due to the trace-preserving propertylpfiatisfies
L*(1) = 0. T; describes the evolution after timeoming from the master equatipn= L(p). When fixing
some complete orthonormal bagis; },—; .42 of Mg, any linear mag : My — M, can be represented
as ad? x d>-matrix S by definings,; := tr[ETS(Fj)]. We dress the operatérwith a hat when working
in the matrix representation.

B. Spectral Properties of Quantum Channels

The spectrun¥(7') of a quantum channél : M,; — M, is contained in the closed unit disk of the
complex plane, and every eigenvalue has a complex conjpgétger. One eigenvalueisthe correspond-
ing eigenspace is spanned by quantum states, and the devaiiges in this eigenspace are exactly the
stationary states of the channel. Like any linear map, atguachannel can be decomposed uniquely into
Jordan normal form:

k

where eachu, € %(7T) is an eigenvalue df’, P, is a projection onto the corresponding Jordan eigenspace,
and Ny, is a nilpotent matrix on this eigenspace. It can be shownttf@eigenvalueg,; with modulus

|ux] = 1 (the so-called peripheral spectrum) have trivial Jordachs NV = 0), and thus the asymptotic
space of the quantum chanrilis Xr := span{X € M,4|30 € R : T(X) = ¢ X}. Its asymptotic



evolution is the phase-preserving projection o®iq

T, = Z 11 Py, (1)

and the corresponding maf, : My — M, is a quantum channel. [f; = et comes from a one-
parameter semigroup of quantum channels, the spectra andr@ized) eigendecompositionsigfand of
L are related by exponentiation. In this case, we suppressiikedependence when writidg, := (7}),,.

If a channell’ has only one eigenvalue of modulusnd if its unique stationary state has full rank, then
we call 7" primitive [9]. We call a Liouvillian generatorf. primitive iff < is a primitive channel for all
t > 0 or, equivalently, iffe’* is primitive for onet > 0 or, equivalently, iffC has exactly one eigenvaloe
and the corresponding stationary statg.e. £(p) = 0) has full rank.

Note that(T — T.,) has spectral radius equalfovhereji := sup{|A| | A € X(T),|A| < 1} is the largest
modulus of the eigenvalues @fin the interior of the unit disk. Iff; = ¢'* comes from a one-parameter
semigroup, themi(t) = e~** whereX := inf{|[Re(\)| | Re(\) < 0,A € £(£)}, and] is referred to as
the gapof the Liouvillian. For a more detailed discussion of spalgaroperties of quantum channels, see

[d,[17.

C. Distance Measures and Contraction Coefficients

There are many ways to quantify distance between two quastates. We recall basic relationships
between the distance measures used in this papep, For S; define the distance measures:

1. The trace distancek. (p,o) = ||p — o||1, where|| X |1 = tr[v/ X TX] is the trace-norm.

2. The Bures distanceélz (p,0) = \/1 — F(p,0), whereF(p, o) = tr[\/\/po/p| is the fidelity.

The trace and Bures distances have the important propettytiby are monotone under the application
of quantum channels, i.€(T(p), T (o)) < d(p, o) for any channel” and any states, o. It is well known
that they satisfyl [11]:

dQB(p,O') < dtr(pva) < dB(pva) 2_dQB(an) = 1_F2(p70)' (2)

Moreover, for stateg close to a full-rank state, the Bures and trace distances can be bounded even linearly
in terms of each other (see Appendik A for a proof):

Proposition 1 (Trace vs. Bures distance infinitesimally)_eto € S, be a strictly positive density opera-
tor with smallest eigenvaluk,,;,, (o) > 0. Then there exists= ¢(c) > 0 such that

1
dp(p,0) < mdtr(l)v o) 3)

for all density matricep € Sy with dy, (p, o) < e.

Having introduced appropriate distance measures betweantym states, we now want to characterize
the distance to stationarity of a quantum channel. Such eetgance measure should somehow quantify
one or several of the three closely related proper{i@sow far an output state of the chanfiéimay be
from its limiting evolutionTy, (ii) how reversible the action of the channel(i8) how much information is
lost by the application of the channel. We choose the folhgdefinition, which addresses po(ijtabove.

Definition 2 (Trace-norm contraction) Let7 : M, — M, be a quantum channel. Then its (trace-norm)
contraction is defined as

Nee[T] = Sup dix (T(p), Tp(p)) - (4)



The Bures contractiong[T'] is defined analogously by using the Bures distafigeEqn. [4) is not the only
possible choice of a contraction measure, and like the gbssibilities it has strengths and weaknesses.
We point out in particular that EqriJ(4) can be discontinuimug’, whenever the size of the peripheral
spectrum is discontinuous.

In the setting of dissipative state preparation (where #@pperal spectrum is usually engineered to
be trivial), n:,[T] equals the maximum trace distance between the desiredystéate and the channel
output, i.e. for the most disadvantageously chosen irstatep. Having this in mind, we now state an
asymptotic convergence theorem for one-parameter seapgia quantum channels, which is also a crucial
fact guiding our further investigations.

Theorem 3 (Contraction theorem) Let £ : My — M, be a Liouvillian, i.e. the generator of a one-
parameter semigroup of quantum chanrigls= et* (t > 0), and let) be the gap of. Then, there exists
L > 0 and for anyr < A there exists? > 0 such that

Le ™ < nu[T)] < Re™™  vt>0. (5)

A proofis supplied in AppendixB, showing in particular tiwate may not choose= )\ when an eigenvalue
Ax of £ with modulus|)\;| = X has a non-trivial Jordan block. Theoréin 3 makes a statenmiyabout
the asymptotic convergence behavior, i.e. the exponemialast — oo. If v is taken close to\, then
R can become very large. But for fixed a universal dimension-dependent upper boundraof order

d? can be obtained. If the system at hand is composed of maniglpartsayn qubits, then this time-
independent prefactor can in principle become doubly egptally large in the number of particles; this
would correspond to an exponentially long time to convecgepven for a gap constant in the system size.

Finally, we note that an analogue of Theollgdm 3 holds alsd®répeated application of a discrete-time
channelT’, and results analogous to the ones following can be formdlat the discrete-time setting as
well.

lll. THE CUTOFF PHENOMENON

Often times, the relevant question when considering theagence behavior of open systems is “how
long does the process have to run before it reaches equiti®i To make precise statements about con-
vergence, it is usually necessary to consider how the tinbetwergence scales with the system size. For
instance, one would like to know how fast, as a function ofl#ftece size, a given dynamical process on a
lattice converges to its steady state.

It was observed a while ago in the setting of classical Mawains, that for a special set of chains this
guestion can be answered exactly when the size of the systeanies large. This behavior, which has
been coined th€utoff Phenomen ], characterizes the situation when for some (possilnly) period
of time some information from the initial state is perfeqtheserved until a critical time. Shortly after this
critical time, however, essentially no information of théial state can be recovered from the time-evolved
state anymore. For large system sizgshe contraction of the channel as a function of tinweill look like
a step function at theutoff timet,, (see Fig[lLa).

This behavior has been observed and proved to occur in a nuohlieteresting examples of classi-
cal Markov chains. One case where this phenomenon is plarigypronounced, and which triggered
widespread popular interest, is in card shuffling, whereais whown that a deck of cards is well mixed
after exactly3/2logn riffle shuffles, and poorly mixed undgy/2logn riffle shuffles (whenn becomes
large) [7]. In particular, this guarantees casino owneasifttheir dealers riffle shuffle their 52 poker cards
seven or more times before each draw, then they do not neeartg about about players trying to improve
their odds by counting cartlsSeveral other processes have also been shown to exhibits;uncluding

1 The punchline in this example is that the cutoff behavior lmaexploited to perform a spectacular magic trick callecetfo” [12],
where the magician can guess a card chosen randomly by angessothe audience who afterwards shuffles the deck a fewstime
The information in the initial configuration (i.e., the idiy of the card that the person put on top) is preserved andeaddentified
before a “time” of exactly% log n riffle shuffles (for largen).
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FIG. 1:[(@) Behavior of the contractiop. [Tt(”)] as a function of evolution time for a one-parameter semigroup of
channels that exhibits a cutoff (for large system sizeAt time ¢t = ¢,,, essentially all dependence on the initial state
vanishes in a small window of time(¢,,). [(B) In the case of pre-cutoff, the contraction will be clase for times

t < t1,n = O(kn) and close td for ¢t > t2,, = ©(k»), but now the gap between ,, andt.,,, may be of ordeO (k).

random walks on graphs with a discrete group structuréy bintl death type chains, and some Monte Carlo
sampling methodgl[ B,114]. We now give a formal definitiotthie quantum setting:

Definition 4 (Cutoff) Let Tt(”) be a sequence, indexed by the “system sizgbf one-parameter semi-

groups of quantum channels. We say mﬁf) exhibits a cutoff (in trace-norm) at times, if for any real
c> 0

c<1l = lim ntT[Tc(tZ)] =1,
n— oo :

c>1 = lim ntr[Tc(Z?] =0.
n—oo }
We point out that this is not the only definition of a cutoffdain a sense it is an incomplete one, as it does
not provide detailed information about the cutoff window, ithe width of the drop-off at, (see FiglILa).
In many situations, it is difficult to prove an actual cutoffhereas it might be easier to show a weaker
statement which gives only the precise order of magnitudeefime to convergence:

Definition 5 (Pre-cutoff) With the same assumptions as in Definifion 4, we sayItﬁ’éi exhibits a pre-
cutoff (in trace-norm) of orde®(k,,) for some sequends,, if there exist times, ,, andt ,, that are both
of order®(k,,), such that

c<1l = lim mr[T(n) =1,

n—oo ctin

c>1 = nl;rrgo ntr[Tc(tZ),n] =0.

We again emphasize that the cutoff phenomenon does not etivgpes of pre-asymptotic behavior.
For example, a process can follow a polynomial decay for izeamount of time before it settles into the
asymptotic (exponential) regime. We also point out thatth®ff Phenomenon can be defined with respect
to any monotone distance measure (even unbounded oneldiké-tlivergence). A cutoff in one distance
measure does not imply a cutoff in another measure. Thisestigi¢ghat obtaining such a tight contraction
estimate might in some cases reveal information about amyspecific facet of the convergence behavior,
associated with the given distance measure. For instamegrace-norm contraction measure of a channel
tells us whether a single bit of classical information isser@ed after a certain time, but makes no statement
about the entire amount of information or the preservatiouantum information.



IV.  MAIN RESULTS

In this section, we present two situations which exhibitdédr related to the Cutoff Phenomenon intro-
duced above: commuting Liouvillians and, as a more resteidiut still relevant class, Liouvillians acting
independently on subsystems. In the latter situation, timéraction behavior of the constituent channels
is known, and we ask how the contraction of the tensor prooiuchannels behaves. We show in general
terms that a sequence of tensor product channels exhibits-eupoff of order®(logn), wheren is the
number of tensor factors. In the next section, we discusesgpacific situations of this kind where an
actual cutoff occurs, which includes the dissipative prafian of stabilizer states.

Our first theorem provides a general upper bound on the aditneof a channel from a one-parameter
semigroup whose Liouvillian is composed of commuting pagsC = 3, £; where[L;, L] = 0. In this
case, the gap of the full Liouvillian is at least the minimufitlee gaps of its constituent parts. We show
that in this context the time to convergence is upper bourge@(logn) times the convergence time of
the “slowest” constituent channel, wherés the number of commuting terms in the Liouvillian.

Theorem 6 (Contraction for commuting Liouvillians) LetZ; : Mg — M, be Liouvillians which com-
mute, i.e]L;, Li] = 0forall j,k =1,...,n. Definel = Zj L;, and the corresponding semigroups of
channelsl; ; = e'%i andT; = e'* (t > 0). Then:

N[ Ty] < Zmr[Tt,j]- (6)
J

PrRoOF The theorem is proved by induction. L&} ; be the projector onto the asymptotic spacédf,

and letT,, ;+, be the projector onto the asymptotic spacd0f..; = et Xi#1 L3 see EqnI{l). Note that
Ty = Ty 1Ty, j1 andT, = T, 1T, j+1, by commutativity of the Liouvillians. Then,

1
malli] = 3 Sup (Te1 Tt 521 — To1 T 1) (P) 1
pPEOa

1
= g S e (Trjz1 — Ty 1) (p) + (Tea — Tip 1) (T 1) ()1
PEOa

Ner [Te,1] + Nee[Tt,521] (7)

IN

where the last inequality follows from the triangle inedtyafrom monotonicity of the trace-norm under
quantum channels, and by definition/pf[T;]. By induction, we gety, [T;] < Zj e [T7,5]- O

An immediate consequence of Theorem 6, also using ThebremtBat for a system described by
commuting Liouvillians with bounded gaps, the convergetme will be upper bounded b (logn).
Note however, that commuting Liouvillians should not be fosed with classical processes. Indeed, as
described in Sectioh VID, graph states can be prepared dissly as stationary states of commuting
Liouvillians, whereas these states can be highly entar(gled cluster state).

Our second result gives the general contraction behaviaterfisor power of a one-parameter semigroup
of quantum channels. This is a special case of commutingMill@ns, but where strict upper and lower
bounds can be derived as the number of tensor factors bedargesthereby establishing a pre-cutoff as
defined in Sectiof Tl!I.

Theorem 7 (Pre-cutoff for tensor powers)Let £ : My — M, be a Liouvillian with gap), and let
Ty = e* (t > 0). The sequence of one-parameter_semigrdﬂﬁé) = T2" exhibits a pre-cutoff in
trace-norm at times, ,, = log (n)/2X andty,,, = log (n)/A.

ProoFHere and below we use the fact tid@t © ), = T, ® S,, for any pair of quantum channelsand



S. To prove the lower bound, lete (0, 1):

malTary ) = sup du(TS) (0). TS () = sup dun((Tery , (0)®" (Tp(0))®")
pESyn ocSy
1
> 1= oxp |- g0 sup b (T, (0). To(0) |
gES,
— _L_2 —2ctin A | _ _L_2 1—c
> 1—exp 5 e = 1—exp 5N =1 (n—=o00). (8)

The first inequality is obtained by restricting the supremtonproduct statep = o®", the next from
Lemmal[B (see below), and the last follows from Theofém 3 (witime constanf. > 0). Hence,

lim o0 7 [T, ] = 1, for ¢ € (0, 1).

For the upper bound, we apply TheorEin 6 to g@tTt")] < nne [Ty ® id,,—1], whereid,,—; is the
identity channel om — 1 sites. In the following paragraph we show[7T; ® id,,—1] < 4dn.[T:]. Now, for
any givenc > 1 one can choose < X such thaiv/\ > 1, and by Theoref3 one can fidélsuch that
nee[T] < Re~ vt for all t > 0. Combining all this, we finally get that for amy> 1,

mr[TéZ))n] < 4dn Re™v¢*2n = 4Rdn*~%/* = 0 (n — 00). 9

It remains to show thaj, [T ® id] < 4dn,[T] for any channel” : M,; — M, and any identity channel
id : Mg — My. The inequality (used below) between the ndfm||;—; on superoperators induced
by the trace-norm and its stabilized versign ||, is proven in [15] (exercise 3.11). In the following,
X e Mg Mg andA + iB € M, denote arbitrary matricegl and B are Hermitian, and®, Q € M,
are positive semidefinite witi’@Q = 0. Further note that|A||; = |[(A + iB) + (A — iB)|[1/2 <
(lA+iBl||1 + [[A —iBl[1)/2 = ||A + iB|[1, and similarly|| B|[1 < [|A +iB||:. Thus:

) . . 1 .
el T @id] = sup dy (T @1d(p), T, ®id(p)) < sup [((T = Ty) @id)(X)]h
PESar [ X1 <1
1 d d :
< U7 Tl < ST -Tolhs = & s -1 (A+ B,
[[A+iB|[1 <1

< d sup [(T-T,)(A)|h =d sup |[(T-T,)(P—-Q)lh
[1A]1<1 [IP-QI[:1<1

< 2d sup |(T—Ty)(P)|li = 4dn[T].
[IP[[1<1

O

Theoreni¥ can be generalized to certain cases vm@‘?eis the tensor product of a set of one-parameter
semigroupd that are not all identical. Sek [16] for the analogous ctassesult.

TheorenlV establishes pre-cutoff rather than actual cbh&sfavior. But at the end of subsection vV C we
show examples where, for any chosea |[1, 2], a cutoff occurs at times, = log(n)/rA. This means that
t1,, andts ,, in TheoreniV, viewed as upper and lower bounds on the coitnaetre tight when expressed
in terms of the gap..

The following Lemma completes the proof of Theorem 7 (cf. E@)); the inequalities[(10) for the
Bures distance will be used to show cutoff in Propositibn@. dellectionsp;, o; € S, of density matrices
(i =1,..,n), definep™ = " p; and similarlyc (™).

Lemma 8 (Distances between tensor product stated)et p;, o; € Sq, 7 = 1, ..., n, and denote byl;,, dp
the trace and Bures distances, respectively. Then thexmlpinequalities hold:

1 —exp [—ZdQB(Pi,Ui)] < dp(p™,0™) < N d(pi, o) - (10)
i=1 =1



1 —exp l__zdtr Pis O ] < dtr( 7 Zdtr Pz,CTz . (11)

PRoOOF The fidelity is multiplicative under tensor products(p™, o) = []'_, F(p;,0:). Also, by
induction it is easily seen that — [[, z;) < >",(1 — ;) for any collection of reals; € [0,1]. Thus:

n n n

dp(p™,0™) = 1=T[Flpi,o0) < D> (1= Flpi,os)) = > dp(pi,oi) -

=1 =1 =1
Since[[, e*~* > [], z; whenever:; > 0, we get the lower bound i (10):

n n

d2( (n) U(")) = I—HF(pi,CTi) > 1—H8F(p“gi)7l = 1—expl ZdQB pz,az‘| .

i=1 =1

The upper bound il (11) follows by a calculation similar te tine yielding Eqn[{7), while the lower
bound follows from[(ZD) and two of the inequalities[ih (2). O

V. EXAMPLES OF THE CUTOFF PHENOMENON AND APPLICATIONS

TheoreniY establishes a pre-cutoff and thereby estimapets, a factor of 2, the time to convergence.
The next natural question is: when does an actual cutoffr@cte discuss two such situations. The first
concerns tensor powers of primitive channels where the states are restricted to be separable, the second
concerns tensor powers of channels whose unique fixed @oapure state. In subsection C we give an
explicit example of this situation (the qubit amplitude ¢dang channel), and in subsection D we apply this
to the dissipative preparation of graph states and disomsgte cutoff phenomenon determines the exact
convergence time of this process.

A. Primitive Channels with Separable Initial States

Beyond Theorerl7, we can establish a sharp cutoff for prmitiouvillians when the inputs are re-
stricted to be fully separable quantum states between tiiennels:

Sg 4, = { Somi @ 0ok pe >0, pr=1,pf €8, } (12)
k k

Proposition 9 (Primitive Liouvillians with separable inputs) Let L : My — Mg be the generator, with
gap )\, of a one-parameter semigroup of primitive chanriBls= e** (¢ > 0), and define the trace-norm

contraction oth(") = T restricted to separable input states:

WP = sup du (T77(0), TE™(p)) - (13)
peszgn
Then, the sequence of one-parameter serrligrdﬂf)% = T exhibits a cutoff (with respect to the con-
traction measurey;, ") at timest,, = log (n) /2.

PRoOOF From the primitivity of the channel we get th&f(p) = o for any input state € S;, whereo is
the unique stationary state 6f Further, a is of full rank, the new bound from Propositibh 1 and bounds
from Eqn. [2) together with Theorelm 3 show that, for any )\, there exist constant® > L > 0 such
that Le 7t < np[T;] < Re~* forallt > 0.

The rest of the proof follows the same lines as the proof ofofé[T. However, we first show the
theorem here for the Bures metric, i.e. replaaiigin (I3) bydg. For proving the lower bound, the same



arguments as the ones leading to Efh. (8) showlthst . 55" [T%:,| = 1 for ¢ € (0,1). For the upper
bound, note that due to convexity of the Bures distance \(eérirom concavity of the fidelity [11]) the
supremum in[(Z13) is reached for a product sfate Q.- , p;, so that LemmBl9 can be applied:

(n?p[Tc(Z?])Q sup dy (®Tctn (pi), ) Z sup d(Ter,, (pi);0)

Pi€Sq —1 pi €Sy

< nR2€_2CUt" _ R27’L1 cu/)\.

As in the proof of Theorerfi]7, for each given> 1 one can choose and R accordingly to show
lim,, 00 5" [Tet,] = 0, which proves a cutoff at times,. Finally, by Eqn.[(2), a cutoff in the Bures
contraction;5” is equivalent to a cutoff in the trace-norm contractigf’, at the same times,. O

We do not know whether the separable input assumption iskctuecessary for Propositidn 9. If the
assumption were indeed necessary, then the statement inqalidthe possibility of increased storage time
of classical information due to an entangled encoding.

B. Channels with Unique Pure State Fixed Point

Proposition 10 (Unique pure state fixed point)Suppose that the pure state = [+/)(y)| € Sy is the
unique stationary state of the Liouvillia®, which has gap\ and generates the channéls:= ¢' (¢ > 0).

Then,Tt(") = Tt®" exhibits a trace-norm cutoff at times = log (n) /7, for some\ < v < 2)\.

PROOF Since £ has only one stationary state, the peripheral spectruni‘ofs trivial for all ¢ > 0, so
that7,(p) = ¢ for all p € Sq. This, together with well-known inequalities relating theelity and the
trace-norm between a pure and a mixed state [11], yields:

PESan PESan

L= inf F2(TE"(p),0%") < nu[TE"] < w— inf F2(T2"(p), ") . (14)

The last infimum can be evaluated explicitly in the case atlhan

Jnf FATEN(p), ") = i T (9] = inf el (17 ()]

= Ao (T D) = Do (T ()"
= (1= Amaa (L= T7@)]" = (1= IT/(1—¥)ll)"

where in the last step we used thatis trace-preservingdl(* (1) = 1) and thatT* is a positive map. Thus,
from equation[(I4) above:

L= (11T = 9))” < melTE < 1- (1 1T (1= )ll)" (15)

SinceT,(p) = ¢ forall p € Sy, we havel,(A) = tr[A] forall A € Mg, so that its dual is given by
T;(B) = 1tr[By] for B € Mgy. Thus:

T (L= P)lloo = (T = T2) () |loo -

Now we consider this last equation in a similar way as in th@pof Theoreni B in AppendixIB: When
one writesy as a linear combination of the generalized eigenvectot pthen considering large times
will essentially pick out the Jordan-eigenvalue(s) ocogrin ¢» which has largest real partv < 0 (i.e.,
not the eigenvalue 0), and among these it will pick out the/pamial(s) of highest degreé > 0 that are
occupied (i.e., occur with non-zero coefficient in the lindacomposition of)). This means that, for any
arbitrarily choseri, > 0, there exist constants< C; < Cs such that

Cy(ot) e " < (T} — T2)(W)eo < Co(vt)? e Yt >t .
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Using this in Eqn.[(T5) gives

L= (1= Gt e™)" < qulTE") < /1 - (- Co(ot)I )"

This proves a cutoff fof >™ at timest,, = (logn)/7, since for any constants K > 0 and.J > 0:

_ —K(cl J,1—c
lim 1— (1 - K(vety)”e ") = 1— lLim <1+ (clogn)’n >
n—oo n—oo n

1, ec<1

= 1 lim exp (~K(clogn)’n'"¢) = {o e>1

n—roo

As (—p) is the real part of an eigenvalue 6f it is evident that > ), and Theoref]7 shows< 2)\. [

Both infima in the upper bound and in the lower bound in EQn) éré attained for some pupgoduct
statep = p®", even though this is not clear for the supremum that achigyé8°"]. The paradigmatic
example in the following subsection saturates the uppenthou= 2\, but we also provide modifications
of this example where takes on any values betwegrand2\.

C. Qubit Amplitude Damping

The amplitude damping process (on qubits) describes thetigih where the excited stafe) decays
into the ground stata)) := |0) at a constant rate. This corresponds to a Master equation with a single
Lindblad operatod. := ,/7|0)(1| and no coherent contribution:

1 1 1 1
£lp) = Lot = 311 = o0’ = 5 (1001 () = 1l o) . 1)
A straightforward calculation shows that:

e = { ¢ - ,0<t<(log2)/y (attained forp = [1))
Ner e 2/ AT —e ) , t> (log2)/y (attained forp o |1) 4+ /T — 2¢—77/0))..

Thus, 7:-[e**] decays asymptotically in time as7¢/2, andnot ase~"*, which one would expect from
the analogous classical noise process (the classical Mamlap has eigenvaluésand —v, whereas the
Liouvillian (I8) has two additional eigenvaluesy/2).

By Propositiod 1D, the semigroups“ )™ exhibit a trace-norm cutoff at timeés = (logn) /v for some
vwith A = /2 < 7 < 2\ = v. v can be computed explicitly by usingl; (1 — ¥)||. = e 7" in
Eqn. [I%), or from the proof of Propositibn]10 by writigas a linear combination of eigenvectorsf.

¢ = 1000 = 1—[1)(1, 17)

wherel and|1)(1| are eigenvectors af* with eigenvalue® and—~, respectively. Thus; = v = 2), and
the cutoff occurs at timess, = (logn)/~.
For system size it thus takes time (log n) before convergence happens, even though the Liouvillians

LM = Loid®...0d+idoL®...Qd+ ... +idoid®...0L, (18)

which generate the semigroups™ = ¢’ have a gap® = X = ~/2 which isindependenbf n.
Therefore, this example refutes the conventional wisdorarely “the gap governs the convergence time”.

If, in addition to the Liouvillian [(I6), there are also preses with Lindblad operatokg|0)(0| and
V/B]1){(1] acting on each qubit, then the steady statend its decompositioi {17) into eigenvectors of the
dual evolution operator are as above (in particutas +), and a cutoff occurs at timeg = (logn)/v. In
this new situation, however, the gap is given)oy:- min{~, (v + a + /3)/2}, which shows that the bounds
on the cutoff time given by Propositién]10 and implied by Tiesn[7 are tight.
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D. Dissipative Preparation of Graph States

As an application of the results from subsections B and C, evesider the dissipative preparation of
graph states. This task was considered|inl[3, 4], where itshhawn that a set of local Lindblad operators
can be constructed in a way analogous to Elgd. (18), suchhtbatrtique stationary state of the process is
the desired graph state and that the spectral gap of thegw@adependent of the numbeof particles
or stabilizer operators.

We complete this analysis by showing that the convergenes ths measured by the trace-norm contrac-
tion, scales akg n with the system size. The trace-norm contraction is thevaglequantity to consider in
this case, as it quantifies the maximal failure probabilibew the graph state is used for further quantum
information processing, like the cluster state for measar@-based quantum computing. We actually show
that the dissipative preparation of graph states exhilutgeiff (in trace-norm) at times of ordé¥(log ) in
the sense of Definitiol 4. Although still efficient, the; n scaling of the preparation time again indicates
that the gap does not fully determine the convergence behavi

Proposition 11 (Dissipative preparation of graph states)Any graph state om sites, associated to a
graph of maximal degreg&, can be prepared dissipatively in a time of ordeg n by usingn Lindblad
operators that are at mogt-local.

In fact, for largen, the preparation procedure described [n [3, 4] takes exatithet,, = (logn)/~ to
converge to the desired graph state, wheris the decay ratey(/2 = spectral gap) of each local Lindblad
operator and when starting from the most disadvantageatksigen initial state.

PROOF Given a set{ S, }_, of stabilizer operators, the unique state which is an etgéa®f.S;, with
eigenvaluet1 for everyk is called a stabilizer state. Graph stafes [17] are a speasal of these and can
be described by an undirected graph witlvertices. The stabilizer operators of the graph state ae th
Sk = 0% [ L;enbnacr) 5 » where nbhdk) denotes the set of all vertices connected to vektby an edge.
The stabilizer operators of a graph state uniquely defingaptgbasis”, written a§|®;, .. i, ) }ic{0,13
by S| ®i, .. i) = (—1)%|®;, ;). These basis vectors satisfy|®;, . i=1,.i.) = [Pir, ix=0,..in)s
and the “graph state” isby, . o).
Define then Lindblad operators [3]K =1, ..., n)

1-S
Ly = \Aoi—5— (19)

and observe thaly|®;, . i,=1,....i,) = V7 Piy,...ix=0,....in) ANALg|Ps, i —0,...5,) = 0. Thus, in the
graph basis, each of these Lindblad operators acts as aneofghe sum[{IB) acts in the computational
basis. Therefore, together they act like the tensor proafiamplitude damping channels in subsection C,
now with the graph state as the stationary state. PropoBificor, more explicitly, subsection C thus prove
a cutoff at timeglog n)/~ for the preparation of graph states. O

Note in particular, Propositidn L1 shows that, for the pthoe described by Eqri. {119), there exist some
initial states for which one can guarantee convergenceomatdur before timélog n)/~.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have introduced the notion of the Cutoffrfineenon in the context of quantum infor-
mation theory and applied it to analyze the convergencevi@haf some composite quantum processes
in continuous time. In particular, we show that the conveoge measured in the trace-norm, of a tensor
product of one-parameter semigroups of time evolutionagdexhibits cutoff-type behavior. We identify
two specific cases (primitive channels with separableahdiates, and channels with a unique pure fixed
point), which exhibit a true cutoff. We provided a full ansily of the problem of dissipatively preparing
graph states, and show that the convergence time scalesas the number of stabilizer elements

Finally, we conclude by noting two directions where the noéthintroduced in this paper could be of
use. The first is the task of passive error protection in tiesgmce of local noise. It was shown recently
[1€] that, if the noise is locally depolarizing and allowifgy arbitrary Hamiltonian control, an optimal
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protection time of orde©(logn) can be achieved. Theordh 7 gives a strict upper bound on tbergm

of time that one bit of classical (and hence also quantuneyimétion can be encoded intoqubits, when
every qubit is subjected to local noise, and no Hamilton@mtiol is allowed for. The upper bound happens
to coincide with the one in_[18], indicating that their resmight not be restricted to depolarizing channels,
but could be a general feature of tensor product channelsngd$imilar lines, a second extension of the
above results is in the study of continuous time quantunrimétion theory, where channels are replaced by
one-parameter semigroups, and standard objects, suchmsatitapacities and compression rates, become
functions of time.
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Appendix A: Proof of Proposition [T]

We now give a proof of Propositidd 1 from Sectlon ]l C.
ProoFDenoting by); and|:) the eigenvalues and -vectorsofi = 1, ..., d), itis shown in [19] that

d . .\ (2
dQB(p,U) _ Z |<Z|(p—0’)|]>| +O(d?r(P,U)) ,
Q=1

/\i+)\j
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using that all norms on a finite-dimensional vector spacequévalent. The last term is upper bounded by
Kd3 (p, o) with some constank’ = K (o) > 0, and we bound the denominator By, ., (v ):

d
_ llp—0l5

*leo) < 1; e Zﬁﬁfﬁ'ﬁ’{ —  Kd(pro) = (o) T Kdirlor0)
< Sy P 00) = (g + el ).

where we usetlp — ol|2 < ||p — o||1/V/2 for the traceless matrix — . To upper bound the last term in
parentheses by/\,,in (0), we sete := 3/(4K A\in (o)) and the claim follows. O

Remark: A generallinear upper bound of the formig(p, o) < Cdi.(p, o) as in Eqn.[(B) cannot hold
for o ¢ SJ. For instance, in this case there exist density matyicesS, orthogonal tar (po = 0). Then

definingps := dp + (1 — §)o (for § € [0, 1]) one hasly,(ps, o) = d andF(ps, o) = /1 — 0, so that
dir(ps, o) < 2d%(ps,o) V5 €0,1].

Thus, there do not exist constaidtse > 0 such thatiz(p, o) < Cd,(p, o) holds for alld;, (p, o) < e.

Appendix B: Proof of Theorem[3

This appendix proves Theorér 3 from Secfion]ll C.
PROOFLet £ be the matrix representation of the Liouvillian. The Jordarmal form gives

L= 5 @0 s
J

for some invertible matrixS, where); are the eigenvalues df, and.j;()\;) are Jordan blocks of the
following form (note that eigenvalues; with Re(A;) = 0 have one-dimensional Jordan blocks, so in
particular all0 eigenvalues):

Letd; > 1 be the dimension of Jordan blogkThen, in the Jordan basf$k) } defined by this,

. 4 (tA))1F
et — e NN S k) (1] (B1)
=i (k)
Let || - || be the operator norm, and denotedys) := ||S||||S|| the condition number of the similarity
transformation into Jordan form. Then:
I tE 4 I 5 @ tJj(n) -1 & o —tX & Xl: () *
et =Tyl = ‘S e i) 5= H < k(S)e™™  max [&) (1]
JiRexy #0 j:Re(X;)#0 i (l — k)'
&y —tA S (tAD " X TyJ—1
< k(S)e™ max —— | < Ce ""maxq(tA)" ", 1},
< #(9) iRe(A)70 | kz;: (1 —Fk)! - 1Y) }

whereC is at-independent constant and:= max; d; is the dimension of the largest Jordan block. The
last step is obtained by factoririg\)”~! out of the sum (for times¢ > 1/)) and bounding the remaining
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term by a constant. Thus clearly, for any )\ there exists a constaif > 0 such that the last expression
is upper bounded by e~** (for all t > 0).
The lower bound is obtained similarly (letting (\;) be any Jordan block witRe(\;) = —\):

etﬁ—T > K S8)~1 H etjj(’\f) ’ = k(9)! max Hejj(’\f) ’

| Gl = w(9) j:Reg)?);éo S
> A(S’)fl ethin) ‘ > Ii(g 1 max (etjl(h)) ‘ > H(S)fl et
= = 1<k<I<d, kil ’

where maximum in the second-to-last expression runs obveradtix elementsk, 7) in (BI)), and in the last
step we chosé =1 = 1.

Using these upper and lower bounds|kfiﬁ — T¢| |, we invoke Lemm&I2 (below) to complete the proof

of Theoreni B, by lumping all of the time-independent contstémgether and denoting them By> 0 and
R. O

Lemma 12 LetT : My — M, be a quantum channel, anfd || the operator norm. Then:

1 ~ ~
T =T € nulT] <
8\/a|| <P||—77t[]

PrROOF For the lower bound, we use in the first inequality below thatre X € M, can be written as
X = P, — P, + iP; — iP; with positive semidefinite?; satisfyingP P, = P3P, = 0, and that then
|1P;]12 < 32, || P:113 = || X||2. In the following chains we also use thHak ||» < || X|[1 < Vd||X]]2.

T 1T, . (B2)

T =T, = sup |[(T=Ty)(X)l2 <4 sup |(T=T,)(P)|l
l1X[|2<1 P>0,[|P||2<1
<4 sup  [[(T-T)(P)h =4Vd sup [[(T—T,)(P)lly = 8Vdnu[T].
P>0,||P|hL<Vd P>0,tr[P)<1
1 1 Vd . .
mll) < 5 sw |(T-T)X)h < 5 swp V(T - T)X)l = |17 - Tl
[[X]h<1 [1X]|2<1
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