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Abstract

Gaussian quantum Markov semigroups are the natural non-commutative
extension of classical Ornstein-Uhlenbeck semigroups. They arise in open
quantum systems of bosons where canonical non-commuting random vari-
ables of positions and momenta come into play. If there exits a faithful
invariant density we explicitly compute the optimal exponential conver-
gence rate, namely the spectral gap of the generator, in non-commutative
L? spaces determined by the invariant density showing that the exact
value is the lowest eigenvalue of a certain matrix determined by the dif-
fusion and drift matrices. The spectral gap turns out to depend on the
non-commutative L? space considered, whether the one determined by
the so-called GNS or KMS multiplication by the square root of the invari-
ant density. In the first case, it is strictly positive if and only if there is
the maximum number of linearly independent noises. While, we exhibit
explicit examples in which it is strictly positive only with KMS multi-
plication. We do not assume any symmetry or quantum detailed balance
condition with respect to the invariant density.

Keywords: Open quantum systems, Gaussian Markov Semigroup, Spectral
Gap, quantum Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process.

1 Introduction

Classical Ornstein-Uhlenbeck semigroups (7;);>0 on bounded measurable func-
tions on R? have the following explicit formula

(T.f)(x) —y) exp (—(y, 5, 'y)/2) dy

= ! / f (etZ x
V (2m)ddet(3;) Jra

where Z is the drift matrix and ¥, the covariance matrix at time ¢ given by

PIMES fot e’?"Ce*?ds in terms of the symmetric matrix C' of diffusion coefficients.

Here, for simplicity, we assume that ¥, is invertible and that the mean of the

Markov process is zero. If we consider the function z — exp(i(z,z)) the above

formula becomes

T, exp(i(z, ) = exp (—% /0 t (72, Ce*” ) ds) exp(i(e?z, ).
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In applications to quantum theory one has to deal with random variables that do
not commute, typically positions and momenta, vector spaces are complex and
symplectic structures come into play, but a similar formula holds (see [15], 33]
and the references therein). More precisely, for a system of d bosons, the natu-
ral variables are d position ¢i,...,q; and d momentum p; = —id/dq,...,pg =
—id/dgy operators. Exponential functions are replaced by unitary Weyl opera-
tors W(x +1iy) = exp (—i\/§ Zzzl(:ckpk - yqu)> (r,y € R?Y) and one finds the
explicit formula (9), Section 2] (with the further inclusion of a non-zero mean
vector ( € C%). There, 2 = x + iy, Z,C are real linear operators on C? that
can be viewed as complex linear operators on C?¢ as explained in Section [
Remark [Bl In this way, one can define a Gaussian quantum Markov semigroup
(QMS), namely a weakly*-continuous semigroups of completely positive, identity
preserving maps on the von Neumann algebra of all bounded operators a Fock
space (see Section [2] for precise definitions).

QMSs are essential tools in the mathematical modeling of open quantum
systems (see [8, 27]). Starting from the seminal papers by Gorini, Kossakowski,
Lindblad and Sudharshan (GKLS) in the seventies, they have been used in the
physical literature ([I5), [33]) and are now established as non-commutative exten-
sions of classical Markov semigroups (see [11I, 14, 22 34, 35]. Gaussian QMSs,
that are considered in this article, are a notable class of semigroups for many
reasons: they include many semigroups that are interesting for physical appli-
cations (see [8 21, [32] and the references therein), they are the natural non-
commutative extension of classical Ornstein-Uhlenbeck semigroups (see Section
and [I], 2, 10, 0T, 12l 13, 14, 32]), they arise from quantum master equations
and Fokker-Planck equations [4, 5] and they provide a well-behaved and work-
able class of semigroups acting on the algebra B(h) of all bounded operators on a
Hilbert space h. Furthermore, they have countless applications to open quantum
systems of bosons, but rather little is known about their properties, especially if
one thinks of the wealth of results established in the classical case (see [25, 26]
and the references therein).

Several properties of gaussian QMS have been recently established: the char-
acterization as the unique class of quantum Markov semigroups preserving quan-
tum gaussian states [30], the structure of the subalgebra where they act as *-
homomorphisms [I], the characterization of irreducibility (under a regularity
assumption [I7]) and, in the symmetric case, gradient flow properties and en-
tropy inequalities [I1], and the expression of the generator as a sum of squares
of derivations [34].

The main result of this paper is the explicit calculation of the spectral gap
of a gaussian QMS as the lowest eigenvalue of a certain matrix determined by
the diffusion and drift parameters (Theorem [I8). As for the classical Ornstein-
Uhlenbeck process, assuming that the matrix Z is stable, namely all eigenvalues
have strictly negative real part, every initial state converges to the invariant
one [I8]. Tt is therefore natural to study the speed of convergence towards that
invariant state in view of applications to problems such as return to equilibrium
and limit theorems and dynamical phase transitions (see [23]).

A natural approach, motivated by the analogue in classical Markov semi-



groups theory, is to embed the set of bounded operators in the Hilbert space
of Hilbert-Schmidt operators, Jy(h), by multiplying them by the square root of
the invariant density. In this way, one obtains a contraction semigroup (see [9])
and one can analyse its generator by spectral analytic tools. However, due to the
non-commutative nature of operators, multiplication by the invariant density can
be done in multiple ways, obtaining different embeddings. In this paper, first of
all, we work with GNS embedding

1o : B(h) — jg(h), Zg(l‘) = :val/Q
We also consider the KMS embedding (see [9])
i1/272 : B(h) — jQ(h)v i1/2,2($) = ,01/4xp1/4

and show that, in this case we get a different result (Theorem [26) for the ex-
plicit expression of the spectral gap. In particular, the spectral gap could be
strictly positive for the KMS embedding and zero for the GNS embedding (see
the example in subsection [Z1]). This is a typical feature of non-commutativity.
Our results are first presented for the 75 embedding because computations are
somewhat more direct from the explicit formula of the characteristic function of
a quantum gaussian state.

Once chosen the GNS embedding, since i, has dense range, the next step is
to extend 7 to a strongly continuous contraction semigroup (7}):>o on Ja(h) by
setting

T,(zp*?) = Ti(x)p*/? Vo e B(h), t >0.

Clearly p'/? is an invariant vector for (7});50. Denoting by (z,y)s = tr(z*y) the

Hilbert-Schmidt scalar product and by || - || = (=, a:)é/ ? the norm, we define the
spectral gap of this semigroup in the following way

Definition 1. If there exists g > 0 such that
| Tu(x) = (p",2)2 2], < 79" |l — (pM?,2)2 9%, VY €Ta(h), ¥t >0 (1)

we say the semigroup T' has a spectral gap. In that case, we call the spectral gap
of the semigroup the biggest constant g > 0 that satisfies ().

The spectral gap for the KMS embedding is defined in a similar way.

Note that, as usual in the theory of Markov processes and with a little abuse
of terminology, the name spectral gap for the above constant g, should be more
precisely referred to as the spectrum of the symmetric part of the generator of
T. In this case, indeed, it is the distance from 0 of the remaining part of the
spectrum.

The spectral gap g is explicitly computed for both the above embeddings
(Theorem [I§, and Theorem 20). In the first case, it turns out to be strictly
positive under the assumption that there is noise in all the non-commutative
coordinates. In the second case, this condition in no more necessary. In particular,
we give explicit examples in which it strictly positive only for the KMS embedding
in subsection [T.1]



It is important to note that, due to the nature of gaussian QMSs, the com-
putation of the spectral gap, as other problems (see [Il 2 B]), can be reduced to
linear algebraic one. However, it is worth noticing that the final result is not a
straightforward generalization of the classical one because one can find classical
Ornstein-Uhlenbeck subprocesses with strictly positive spectral gap of a quantum
Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process with g = 0 (see the example at the end of Section
).

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2is devoted to the formal introduc-
tion of all the necessary mathematical preliminaries, including the definition of
gaussian QMSs. In Section [3] we discuss the relationship between gaussian QMSs
and classical Ornstein-Uhlenbeck semigroups, showing how the latter emerge
from suitable restrictions of the former. Section Ml contains the main result on
the spectral gap for the GNS embedding. Section [l contains some further insight
on the sufficient conditions used for the spectral gap, showing that they are not
very restrictive when looking for a positive spectral gap. In Section [6l we present
a class of examples with d = 1 depending on some parameters. The study of the
spectral gap for the KMS embedding is undertaken in Section [{ More technical
material and some computations are collected in Appendixes A, B and C.

2 Gaussian Quantum Markov Semigroups

In this section we introduce gaussian QMSs starting from their generators and
fix some notation.

Let h be the Fock space h = I'(C?) which is isometrically isomorphic to
I'C)®---®I'(C) with canonical orthonormal basis (e(n, ..., n4))n,....n,>0 (With
e(ny,...,ng) the symmetrized version of e,, ® ... ® e,,). Let a;, a} be the cre-
ation and annihilation operators of the Fock representation of the d-dimensional
Canonical Commutation Relations (CCR)

aje(ni,...,nqg) = /nje(ny,...,nj_1,n;—1,...,nq),
a}e(nl,...,nd) = /nj+leng,...,nj_1,n;+1,...,n4),
The CCRs are written as [a;,a}] = 8,1, where [-,-] denotes the commutator,

or, more precisely, [aj,az] C 6zl because the domain of the operator in the
left-hand side is smaller.
Linear combinations of both creation and annihilation operators are denoted

as follows:
d

d
a(v) = Zﬁjaj, a(u) = Zuja;
j=1 j=1
for all u? = [uy,...,u4), v = [v,...,v4 € CL
The above operators are obviously defined on the linear manifold D spanned
by the elements (e(ny,...,74))n,.. n,>0 Of the canonical orthonormal basis of h
that turns out to be an essential domain for all the operators considered so far.
This also happens for field operators

q(u) = (a(u) +a'(v)) /V2  uweC (2)
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that are symmetric and essentially self-adjoint on the domain D by Nelson’s
theorem on analytic vectors ([31] Th. X.39 p. 202). If the vector u has real (resp.
purely imaginary) components one finds position (resp. momentum) operators
and the commutation relation [g(u), ¢(v)] C iS(u, v) 1 (where & and R denote the
imaginary and real part of complex number and vectors). Momentum operators,
i.e. fields q(ir) with r € R? are also denoted by p(r) = > 1<j<qTipj where p; =
i(a; — a;)/Vv/2. In a similar way we write ¢(r) = > 1<j<a i With g = q(e;) =
(af + 4;)/V2.

Another set of operators that will play an important role in this paper are the

Weyl operators W(z), 2 € C¢, which generate the entirety of B(h). They satisfy
the CCR in the exponential form, namely, for every z, 2’ € C¢,

W(2)W(Z) = e S (2 + ). (3)

It is well-known that W (z) is the exponential of the anti self-adjoint operator

—iv/2q(iz) - )
W(Z) _ 871\/§q(1z) _ ezanza. (4)

A QMS T = (Ti)t>0 is a weakly*-continuous semigroup of completely positive,
identity preserving, weakly*-continuous maps on B(h). The predual semigroup
T. = (Tut)t>0 on the predual space of trace class operators on h is a strongly
continuous contraction semigroup.

Gaussian QMSs can be defined either through their explicit action on Weyl
operators or through their generator, as we will do. Let L,, H be the operators
on h defined on the domain D by

H = Z(]kaak+7a +:aj )+Z(CJT+:%), (5)

=1 j=1

2
M&
I

(kalk + Uéka;i) (6)

where 1 < m < Qd, Q= (ij>1§j,k§d = 0" and Kk = (ij)lgj,kgd = HJT €

M,y(C), are d x d complex matrices with 2 Hermitian and x symmetric, V =

(Ver)1<e<mi<k<d, U = (Wek)1<t<mi<k<d € Mmxa(C) are m x d matrices and ¢ =

(¢j)1<j<a € C%. We assume also ker(V*)Nker(UT) = {0} so that the operators Ly,

called Kraus’ operators, are linearly independent (see [I], Proposition 2.2).The

above operators are closable and we will denote their closure by the same symbol.
For all x € B(h) consider the quadratic form with domain D x D

£(2)[¢, €] =i (HE x€) —1(, v HE)

St 2 e + L ag) 7
(=1

This is a natural way to make sense of a Gorini, Kossakowski, Lindblad-Sudarshan
(GKLS) representation of the generator (see [30] Theorems 5.1, 5.2 and also



[15, B3]) in a generalized form since operators Ly, H are unbounded. Indeed, in
other models, when these operators are bounded, one writes the generator as

L(x)=i[H, x| — 5 (LyLyx —2Lyx L+ x L) Ly), z € B(h). (8)
=1
Gaussian QMSs are then defined by the following Theorem, whose proof can
be found in [2], Appendix A.

Theorem 2. There exists a unique QMS, T = (T¢)t>0 such that, for all x € B(h)
and &,&" € D, the function t — (&', T{(x)§) is differentiable and

ST = LT)EL Yiz0

One can derive as in [2], Theorem 2.4, the following formula for the action of
a gaussian semigroup on Weyl operators.

Theorem 3. Let (T;)i>0 be the quantum Markov semigroup with generalized
GKLS generator associated with H, L, as above. For all Weyl operator W (z)
we have

1 t t
T:(W(2)) = exp <—§/ R (72, Ce*”2)ds + i/ R((,e¥2) ds) W (e'72)
0 0
(9)
where the real linear operators Z,C on C? are

Zz=[U"U-V"V)/2+iQ] 2+ [(U"V =VTU) /2+ik]z,  (10)
Cz=U"U+VTV)z+ (U'V+VTU)z (11)

Note that the operators Z,C' that appear in the previous Theorem are only
real linear since they inherit the real vector space structure of C? as argument
of the Weyl operators.

For d = 1 special cases of gaussian QMSs have been considered as quantum
analogues of classical Ornstein-Uhlenbeck semigroups (see [10} [14]). The multi-
dimensional case has also been extensively studied [11], 34, B5] under symmetry
or detailed balance conditions.

The natural duality between B(h) and trace class operators on h given by
(p, ) — tr(px), together with the weak* continuity of the QMS (7;):>o allows one
to define the pre-adjoint QMS (7.:)+>0 on trace class operators on h. Operators 7
act on positive operators with unit trace, called density matrices and representing
quantum states, that play the role of classical probability densities on R??. A state
is called faithful if p & = 0 implies € = 0; this is the analogue of a classical density
with full support.

One of the defining properties of gaussian QMSs is that operators 7T, preserve
the set of quantum gaussian states. A quantum state is gaussian if its quantum
characteristic function p has a similar expression to the one of classic gaussian
multivariate random variables

p(z) :=tr(pW(z)) = exp (—i?R (u, z) — %3‘% (2, Sz>) Vze C (12)
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for some p € h and real linear, bounded, positive and invertible operator S on
h (we write S € Br(h)). We denote this state as p = p(,,s). One can prove as in
[30] Theorem 5.1 that

Proposition 4. If T is a gaussian QMS, then Ty (p(u,s)) = Pue,s,) With

t t
py = %y — / ' ¢ds, S, = e Set? +/ e Ce*?ds (13)
0 0

where Z* denotes the adjoint of Z with respect to the scalar product R{-,-).

The adjoint Z* of Z with respect to the scalar product R(-,-) is explicitly
given by Z%2 = Z;z + Z1Z where Z; and Z, are the operators in ([0) acting on
z and z. Here, however, further clarifications and remarks on properties of real
linear operators that are useful to better explain the computations performed in
the following sections are in order.

Remark 5. In general a real linear operator A on C? can be written as
Az = Az + Az, VzeCY

where now Aj, Ay are complex linear operators. In order to better understand
the action of such operators we can exploit the isomorphism of (C% R (-,-)) as a
real vector space with (R?¢, (-, -)), through the decomposition of a complex vector
z = x + iy in its real and imaginary part. On this new vector space A takes the
form

o [RA+RA 94, -S4
27 1GA; + G4, RA, — RA,

and A, is a real linear operator on R??. This isomorphism will also be useful when
considering the complexification of the operator A. Indeed it is much simpler to
work with the complexification A of Asyy

C[RA +RA, SA, — SA,
T SA + 34y RA — RA |

now acting on (C%,(-,-)), than it is to consider the complexification of A. For
this reason whenever the complexification of a real linear operator is needed we
will think of it as acting on (C%?, (-,-)). We also have

s~ (S ] - (5] 4By oot o

where the scalar products are the canonical ones on C% R?? C?? respectively.
The adjoint operations are denoted A*, AL, A*, respectively.
A notable example of real linear operator is Jz = —iz to which is associated

J— {_Oﬂ H € Myu(C).



It is easy to prove that the following equality holds
R (z, Aw) + i (z,w) = < FRZ} (A +1J) P%w] > Vz,we CY (15)
Sz Sw

and

22

< H A [ZD = R (C1, AG) + R (G, A&) +1R (G, AG) — iR (G, AG)  (16)

for all 2y, 29, wi, ws € C¢, where

Cl = §R21 -+ i§R22 CQ = %Zl -+ i%ZQ
& = Rwy +iRwy & = Swy +iSw,

We can then conclude that two real linear operators A and B on C¢ coincide if

and only if their complexification A and B coincide (as complex linear operators
on C?%).

The following Proposition now collects useful formulae on the operators Z, C'
and introduces the matrix

Cz:=C—-i(Z"J+JZ)
which will have a central role in the paper.
Proposition 6. Let Z,C be given by ([I0) and (LIJ).

1. We can write

C=VC' VT >0,
where VCz = Uz + VZ, for z € C4

2. It holds
. _ [ (-7 wem) s(w-vyw-7
2 %((U+V) w7 ® (W) (©-T)
[ 3]
o L(gf —‘9) ((({JTQ) _EUU +V‘)/2(UU V‘)/)} >0, (18)

3. The semigroup has exactly 2d (linearly independent) Kraus’ operators if
and only if Cz > 0.

Proof. Equalities in statements 1 and 2 follow from direct computation starting
from the expression (I0), (II]) (see Appendix A). The inequality instead follows
from noticing that, setting

=[U+V —i(U~V)] € My24(C)
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one has
Cy=M"M>0.

Eventually the inequality holds strict if and only if ker M = {0} or equivalently
dim Ran M = 2d. However we have

dim Ran M = m — dim(Ran M)* = m — dim ker M* = m,

since ker M* = ker(U + V)* Nker(U — V)* and by taking linear combinations of
the two operators we get to ker M* = ker UT Nker V* = {0} by the conditions
we imposed on the matrices U, V. O

Note that we introduced the notation Cgz using bold-face characters even
though the operator is not the complexification of any real linear operator. This
is to emphasize the fact that the operator acts on C?.

We end this section by recalling the following result on invariant densities,
namely, those positive operators p with unit trace such that 7. (p) = p for all
t > 0. This parallels known results ([13] Section 11.2.3) for classical Ornstein-
Uhlenbeck processes. The real linear operator Z is called stable if all its eigenval-
ues have strictly negative real part. It is clear from formula (I4]) that Z is stable
if and only if Z is stable.

Theorem 7. Let T be a gaussian QMS and suppose Z is stable. Then there is a
unique gaussian state p = p.s) which is invariant for T whose parameters are
given by:

p=(ZH71¢, S= / 7 Ce*Zds. (19)
0
If also Cz > 0 then p is faithful and it is the unique invariant state for T .

Proof. Let us start by showing the existence of an invariant state under the
stability condition. Let p = p(, ) a gaussian state. For it to be an invariant
state, from Proposition M, we must have

t t
=%y — / ?(ds, S, = e? Set? +/ e Ce?ds, Wt > 0.
0 0
The previous equations can be equivalently rewritten as

t t
/ o7 (Zﬁ,u — C) ds =0, / o7 (ZﬁS +S7Z + C) e?ds =0, Vt>0.

0 0
Since the equations hold for every ¢ > 0 their derivative must vanish at every
¢ > 0. Moreover both e¢'?* and e'Z are invertible so the equations are eventually
equivalent to

Zin=¢(, Z'S+SZ=-C. (20)

Now it is easy to show that the pair u,S given by (I9) solves the previous
equations. Indeed the integral in the definition for S converges and

75 + 57 = / 7 (250 +0Z) s = [#Ce?) " = —C,
0



where the last equality is due to the stability of Z.

Uniqueness of the invariant state among gaussian states is due to the fact
that Z is stable and rewriting equation (20) as a linear system for the entries of
S (see [6] Theorem 12.4 and the discussion preceding it) one obtains a system
matrix which is invertible.

Suppose now that Cz > 0. It is easy to see that Cgz, explicitly given in Propo-
sition [6, is unitarily equivalent to the Kossakowski matrix of the semigroup (see
[3]). Therefore, by [3] Theorem 4, the semigroup is irreducible.

Recall now that a gaussian state is faithful if and only if S —iJ > 0, or equiv-
alently, by conjugation, S +1J > 0 (see [29] Theorem 4]) and note that, thanks
to the stability of Z we can write

—J = / h (28T + JZ)e¥ds.
0
Using ([19)) we have therefore
S +iJ = / e Gy i / h L (Z*I + JZ)e*%ds
0 0
= /OO e*%" Cge*?ds.
0

Since, from Proposition 6, Cz > 0, we have that (w, (S +iJ)w) = 0 for some
w € C* if and only if

<eszw, Czeszw> =0, Vs>0.

which in turn is equivalent to e’?w € ker Cz for every t > 0. However Cz > 0
means this cannot happen. We can now end the proof by observing that irre-
ducibility and the existence of an invariant faithful state imply the invariant state
is unique (see [22]). O

3 Relationship with Classical Ornstein-Uhlenbeck
semigroups

Special cases of gaussian QMSs have been considered as quantum analogues of
classical Ornstein-Uhlenbeck semigroups (see [10, 14]) for d = 1. The multidi-
mensional case, under the further assumption of a detailed balance condition,
has been extensively studied [I1) 34]. The key observation is that it is possible
to restrict a QMS on B(I'(C%)) described in Theorem Bl to an abelian subalgebra
generated by commuting (i.e. classical) observables. Here we show that, with
this procedure, one can recover some classical Ornstein-Uhlenbeck semigroups
starting from gaussian QMSs. A preliminary clarification is now in order. Using
Schrodinger representation (see Example 5.2.16 in [7]) we can represent B(h)
onto L*(R%) via the identifications

Wi(cfi)(z,...,xq) = eicsz/)(xl, Ce, ),
W(icfj)(z, ..., xq) = Y(x1,...,2; —¢,...24),



with ¢ € R and (f;) the canonical orthonormal basis of R?. Under this represen-
tation we have then

q(zy, .. xq) = x(2, ..., 2q),
pi(xe, ..., xq) = =105 (21, . . ., x4).

When position operators, in the different coordinates, are the commuting ob-
servables of interest, the algebra they generate is particularly simple to describe.
Indeed a (bounded) function of field operators is simply the multiplication oper-
ator for that function, i.e.

flar, - s qa)¥(zr, . zq) = f(1,. . za)(21, .., Tg).

We restrict ourselves to the case where H = 0 and U,V € M,,«q(R), i.e.
all the coefficients of the Kraus operators are real. This is not at all a necessary
restraint but it is sufficient to show the link between classical Ornstein-Uhlenbeck
and gaussian quantum Markov semigroups. Indeed we can rewrite the Kraus’
operators (@) as

d _ _
Vgj + Uy Uty — Uiy

Ly = Z (rejay +1iseip;), Ty = T,Szj =5

j=1
with X = (sj5)k, R = (7jk) jx € Myma(R), and obtain the following.

Proposition 8. Let H = 0 and U,V be real matrices, then the commutative
algebra of bounded functions of qq,...,qq s invariant for the semigroup and the
generator acts on them as

d d
1
Lf(q,...,q) = 5 E (X" X)(0;0ef) (a1, - - - qa)— E (R*X) 50 (O f) (a1, - - - qa),
Ji:k=1 j.k=1

where X*X and R*X correspond, respectively, to the bottom-right d x d blocks

of Cz and Z, (I'0) (18] .

Proof. All the calculations in this proof are assumed to be performed using the
quadratic form on D x D but, in order to avoid cluttering notation, we leave
it implicit. On every bounded function of ¢y, ..., g, again at least on the dense
domain D, we can compute

4, fla1,---5q2)] =0, [pj, flar,---,qa)] = —=1(0; f)q, - - -, qa)-

Using these computations we can evaluate the generator on such functions start-
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ing from (§])

1 .
£(f(q17,Qd)) = QZ LZ LZ,f(gla---anl)]_[Lgaf((ha“'aCJd)]Lﬁ)
(=1
1 m d
T2 ; ZZI Te;q; — 184;05) [T + 1Sexpis f(q1, - - -5 qa)]

d
Z rejq; — iseipss f(qus - - -5 qa)] (reqr. + isexpr)
J,k=1

(R X)jxqi On ) (q1s - - -, qa)

_l’_
N | —
Ms

<\
—

1

2
i

'M&

(X*X)x(0;0 f) (a1, - - -, qa)-

Ed

+
N —
,M&

Jk=1

0

The previous result shows indeed that starting from a particular subset of
gaussian QMSs one can recover a Ornstein-Uhlenbeck semigroup. What one can
also show, in the special case of a non-degenerate diffusion matrix X*X, that a
converse result also holds.

Proposition 9. Let
1 d
=35 Z Qj10;0, + Z A0,
jik=1 jik=1

be a Ornstein-Uhlenbeck generator with ) > 0. Then the semigroup generated by
£ can be recovered as a restriction of a suitable gaussian QMS.

Proof. From Proposition 8 we just need to show that there is a suitable choice
of R, X (corresponding uniquely to a choice of U, V') such that

Q=X'X, A=_-R'X

However, since (Q > 0, it is immediate to obtain X = +/@). Moreover, from
invertibility of ) we infer invertibility of X, therefore we can set R = —X* 1 A*
and conclude the proof. O

The previous Proposition shows that we can actually recover all Ornstein-
Uhlenbeck semigroups with non-degenerate diffusion matrix starting from a gaus-
sian QMS. The case of a degenerate diffusion matrix is more complicated and is
beyond the scope of this work.
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4 The spectral gap for the GNS embedding

In this section we explicitly compute the spectral gap for the 75 embedding. Even
when not explicitly stated we will assume Z stable and Cz > 0, or equivalently
that the semigroup has 2d Kraus’ operators, thanks to Proposition [6l. We will
prove in section [ that the these two requirements are not really restrictive since
they are necessary conditions for the semigroup to have a spectral gap g > 0.

Remark 10. In the following we will always assume ¢ = 0 to simplify calculations
even though all the results remain true without this assumption.

We will show the existence of a spectral gap by first finding a candidate g > 0
and then proving it actually satisfies ([II). We will work on a dense subspace of
Jo(h), the space of Hilbert-Schmidt operators on h, which is the range of the
immersion iy of the space of linear combination of Weyl operators

{an (z5) | 1> 1, 21,...,zlECd,nl,...,mEC}.

In the following, for any = € B(h) we will denote by # the projection of zp'/?
the orthogonal of p!/2 in Jy(h) given by

Ti=ap!? = (p2pt %), 0. (21)
Note that for x € W we have
! !
Clgs Sa
<p1/2737/)1/2>2 — an tr (pW (z;)) = Z%’e 3R(z,5%)
Jj=1 j=1

so that the orthogonalization 7 yields

I
~ an (W(z _ e 3R, szj)]l> pl2, (22)
j=1

We start with the following

Lemma 11. Let x € W and set §; = e’%<zf’szj>77j forall j=1,...,n. Then

m@l = Y g (oo (o [B5] s emer[B]) 1) e

7,k=1
for allt > 0.
Proof. By formula (22]) we have

277] ( — eféngjvszﬁ ]1) p1/2
2

= 5 e (p (T (=) — e 5001 (T () e B601)

jk=1

2
IT@); =
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which is equal to

l
>~ Tmte (p (T (=2) T () — e #8652 ) )

l
_ Z —jn [ (pe 28‘%f0(<eSsz,CeSZZj>+<eSsz,CeSsz>)ds W(—etZZj)W(etZZk)>

e—%%(Zj,Szj)—%%(zk,Szk)} )
Keeping into account the CCR relation for Weyl operators (8] we get
IL@)2 = Zn le[ R [1((e57 25,0657 ;) +(e57 24, Ce 2, ) ) ds

_el\s(e Zj,et zk)—1§R<etz(zk—zj-),Setz(zk—zj-)>

e i%(z,52)— %(zk,Szk)]. (24)
Now note that using the expression ([I9) for S we have
§R<etz(zk — %), Setz(zk — zj)> = /OO §R<esz(zk — %), C’esz(zk - zj)> ds
t

for all 7, k, which allows us to rewrite

— %?R/Ot (<eszzj, CeSZZj> + <eszzk, Ceszzk» ds + i%(etzzj, et 2.

— %?R<etz(zk — 2;), S (2, — z))

= —%5}?(@-, Szj) — %?R(zk, Sz) + Rz, Set?2) +13 (e 25, €M7 2,).
Summing up, we can write || T;(Z)||; as

Z T [e— L90(z;,52;)— LR(z, S2) +R (e 2;,5etZ 2 ) +iS (e 2,6 2,
_ o iR(z,5%)— 2§R<zk,5zk)} '

Letting &§; = e~z Rz

IT: (@)l = Z 313 ( (%2, St D2k ) 411725 07 21) _ 1)

]kl

715 = 3 B (RSt 1)

j,k=1

SZJ)fr;» for all j =1,...,n, we obtain

Finally, recalling equation ([I3]), we can write

R{e?2;, Se? 2) +iS(e!? 2, e 2) = <etz {%zﬂ (S +iJ)e'” L}Zk] > . (25)
This completes the proof. O
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The previous lemma allows us to rewrite equation () for & with x € W.
In this linear space of operators the condition for the spectral gap reduces to
positive definiteness of a kernel as highlighted in the following proposition.

Proposition 12. For allt > 0, defining
Rz : Rw
se(z,w) = <etz L}Z] (S +1J) % L}w} > vVt >0, z,we C

for all x € W, setting &; = e_%<zf’szﬂ'>77j as in Lemma [11], we have

IT:(@)Il; = ZZ

n>1 j,k=1

AN
._\m

(se(zj, 21))" (26)

In particular, if the kernel
Kn,t(zv U}) = e—th (SQ(Z, w))n - (St(za w))n , W e Cda

is positive definite for every n > 1, the spectral gap inequality (II) holds for any
T with x € W.

Proof. The power series expansion of the exponential immediately yields (26])
from (23). This formula for ¢ > 0 and for ¢ = 0 allows us to rewrite (1) as

0<e 2 ||z]; — (@) = Z Z@&k % (s0(z5, 2))" = (se(25,2))")

n>1 k=1
which proves the claim. O
The characterization of Proposition can be exploited to find a suitable
candidate for the spectral gap. We begin by the following Lemma.

Lemma 13. Let Y € M,(C), n > 1, and let wy be the maximum eigenvalue of
Y +Y*. Then )
e v]|” < e Jv]> Yt>0, veC (27)

Moreover wy s the optimal choice in the inequality, i.e.
wp = min{w € R : HetYUH2 <e|v||’Vt >0, veCr}).

Proof. Differentiating the function f,(t) = Hetsz2 we find
d
dt

and Gronwall’s Lemma implies (27)). On the other hand, if we choose w < wy and

we consider the eigenvector v of Y + Y™ associated with the eigenvalue wy, then

folt) = ("2, (Y +Y*)e" 2) <wofolt) (28)

d
¢ L] = (@ —w) vl >0,

t=0

In particular we have e ™ f,(t) > ||v||* in a right neighbourhood of ¢ = 0 which
means wy is the optimal bound in inequality (27). O
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Let S = S +1J. Proposition T2 with n = 1 and = = W(z) yields

g1/2 [%Z:|

Ki4(z,2) = e’zgtso(z, 2)—58(z,2) = e 29t 3

etsl/st 1/281/2 P%Z]

Sz

(29)

for all t > 0, and we get a natural candidate for 2¢g from Lemma [I3] applied to
Y = SY2ZS /2 as a 2d x 2d matrix.

Proposition 14. Suppose that Z ZS stable cmd Cz > 0. Let wy be the greatest
eigenvalue of the 2d x 2d matriz SZS™2 + S~ 2Z*S2 then —wq is the smallest

eigenvalue of CzS " and wo < 0.

Proof. The condition on the covariance operator S of an invariant state Z*S +
SZ = —C immediately yields

7*S+SZ=—-C +i(Z2'J+ JZ) = —Cy.

Left and right multiplying by S 3 we get

S:7S 2 + S 27*S> = S 2C,S 2.

NI

(30

~—

S — L

Since Cz > 0 by | our assumptions, we get wy < 0. On the other hand, S~ 2CzS™2
is similar to CzS™! and then —wy is the smallest eigenvalue of CzS 1. ]

Our goal now is to prove that g = —wg/2 is actually the spectral gap. We
begin by showing that equation (Il) holds for  with = € W, i.e. that K, ; is a
definite positive kernel. As a preliminary result we prove the following

Lemma 15. Letn >1 andt > 0. The kernel
K (z,w) = efo/ms(z,w) — si(z,w), z,w e C (31)
is positive definite.

Proof. Note that we just need to prove the proposition for n = 1 because we
have

Zc_jckK,’m(zj, 2r) Z c]ck ” (2, 2k) + (e*2tg/n _ ef2tg) so(2;, Zk)) :

(¢; € C,z; € C%) which is positive if K 1.+ is positive definite, since s¢ is positive
definite and e=2%9/" — =29 > (. Therefore, fix n = 1 and let us prove positive
definiteness of (BI]). By sesquilinearity of s; we have

N Gk (2, 2) = e s (€,€) — (€, €),

j?k

where £ = ) ; ¢jzj. Since this quantity is positive by our choice of 2g and Lemma
M3, K7, is positive definite and the proof is complete. O

We are now in a position to prove the key inequality
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Proposition 16. For allz € W and t > 0 we have
IT(@)ll; < ™" ||Z]]; -
Proof. Thanks to Proposition [[2] it suffices to show that the kernel
K 1(z,w) = e (so(z,w))" — (s¢(z,w))", 2w e CY
is positive definite. Recalling the kernel defined in (31I), we have

n—1-—-m

Kos(zrw) = K (5 0) 3 €20 (502, 0))" 177 (5,2, w0)) ™

Since both s; and sy are positive definite kernels, their powers and their linear
combinations with positive coefficients are still positive definite by [27] Corollary
15.2, and so is K, ;. ]

Finally we prove that the bound for the spectral gap given by Proposition
is actually optimal, even if we just consider Hilbert-Schmidt operators  with

xeEW.
Proposition 17. Let w < wy. There exist 6 > 0 and x € W such that

IT,(2)5 > ™ [|Z]l; ¥t e (0.6).

Proof. Let z € C?! such that S3z is an eigenvector of S:ZS 2 + S 2Z*S:
associated with the eigenvalue wy. Write z = [z, 2,]7 with 2,,z, € C? and
consider z;,z, € C¢ defined by 2z = Rz, + iRz, 20 = Fz, + 182, so that
[R21, 2] = Rz and [R2a, I2])7 = Sz, For all v € R, considering x, = W (rz;)+
W (rz) = 2521 c;W(rz;), with ¢; =1, c; =1, we have

2
:Z ( (rz;) eféSO(zf’Zj)]l) p1/2

7"2 . .
by equation (Z2). Setting again ¢, = e~ 2 ®(2)c; using equation (23) and
recalling the definition of s;(z,w) in Proposition [[2] we then have

173 = Zsﬂgm(wﬂv% -1)

7,k=1

Taking the derivative at ¢ = 0 we find

d Q3 Rz Q1/2mp&-1/2 | &—1/2m7+&1/2) &3 Fz
)| <s sz,(s 7§12 4 §127*§ )s o
Consider now
f(r):= IITt( Dl = e [l ]13
=0
_ Z g]rgkr (( (Z],Zk) _w) er2so(zj,zk) _|_w)
jk=1 =0
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It holds f(0) = f/(0) = 0 while

2
f//(()) =92 Z CiC, (%St(Zj, Zk)

J,k=1

— wso(z, Zk)) = 2(wo — w)s0(z, 2)

where the last equality follows from sesquilinearity of the derivative of s; and
so as well as the fact that S22z is an eigenvector. In particular, recalling that
w < wp < 0, we find f”(0) > 0 because the invariant state is faithful and z # 0.
This implies that there exists &g > 0 such that f(r) > 0 for every r € (0, dp).
This implies in turn that for every r € (0,dq) there exists a 6 > 0 such that

Tzl > e |z ll;, vt € (0,0).
O

Proposition [I6 proves the inequality () for the spectral gap for elements &
with x € W. The following Theorem shows that it holds for all the remaining
elements.

Theorem 18. Let T be a gaussian QMS with Z stable, Cz > 0 and ( = 0. Then
T has a spectral gap g = —wo/2 > 0.

Proof. By Proposition [[8 we have ||T3(Z)|> < e~ ||Z]| for all + > 0 and all
Z € Jo(h) written in the form (22]). To show that it also holds for any element of
J5(h) orthogonal to p*/? we show that the set of those 7 is dense in the orthogonal
subspace of p'/2. To this end, consider y € Jy(h) orthogonal to p'/? such that
tr(y*z) = 0 for all # = zp'/? — <p1/2,x,01/2>2p1/2 with € W. In particular,
taking x = W (z) we have

0= tr(y7) = tr (y" (W(2) —tr (pW(2)) 1) p'/?) = tr (p'*y"W(2))

for all z € C?. Since p'/?y* is a trace class operator, the weak* density of Weyl
operators in B(h) implies p'/2y* = 0, namely y = 0 because p is faithful.

Proposition [[7 now concludes the proof, showing that g is the optimal choice.

O

5 Conditions on the invariant state

In this section we want to discuss the assumptions we made on Z and Cgz to
show that they are not restrictive when looking for a positive spectral gap. We
have indeed the following result.

Theorem 19. Let T be a gaussian QMS and suppose it has a spectral gap g.
Then Z 1s stable and Cz > 0.

We will split the proof in two steps. We start by showing the stability of Z,
which is due to the requirement of the existence of an invariant state and the
asymptotic stability-like requirement in ().

18



Lemma 20. If Z is not stable then there exists = € C? that satisfies one of the
following:

1. e?z € ker C for everyt > 0;
2. limy_,0o fot R (e372,Ce?z) ds = +oo.

Proof. Suppose A\ is an eigenvalue for Z with RA > 0 and let w E_(CZd be its
associated eigenvector. This implies that w is an eigenvector for A. Consider
x =w +w and y = i(w — W), both belonging to R?>? and satisfying

Zx =R x4+ Sy, Zy =-S5\ + RAy.

If SN\ = 0 we can set z € C? as the element corresponding to w and have

e? 7 = ™2 in particular

t t
/ R ("2, Ce*?2)ds = R (z,C%) / e* M ds.
0 0

This implies either z € ker C' or it converges to infinity, proving the result in the
case A = 0. Suppose then S\ # 0. On the space generated by x,y we have

7 R QA ofZ _ oA cos(tIN)  sin(tSN)
—3A RA| —sin(tSN)  cos(tSN) |

For any z € C? corresponding to a real linear combination of x,y we have

t
/ Did <eszz, Ceszz> ds
0

- (i o] (5] e[ ey [3])#
> [ (R ] e[ his e 5«

The scalar product inside the integral is non-negative and periodic as a function
of s, therefore either it is identically zero or the integral diverges. Eventually,
the scalar product being identically zero is equivalent to e/?z € ker C for every
t > 0, completing the proof. O

Proposition 21. Let T be a gaussian QMS with an invariant state p and a
positive spectral gap g. Then Z is stable.

Proof. Suppose Z has an eigenvalue A with R\ > 0. From Lemma 20l we can find
2 € C? such that either lim;_, f(f R (e37z,Ce’?z) ds = 400 or €'?z € ker C for
every t > 0. In the former case, the constant ¢;(z) multiplying the Weyl operator
in (@) satisfies

¢
ci(z) = exp (—%/ R (e¥72,Ce®”z) ds) — 0. (32)
0

We can explicitly compute
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6(2)] = [tx(pW ()] = [tx(pTe(W (2))] = lee(2)p(e"2)] = ()] p(e™2)] < cr(2),
(33)
and,, for every r > 0, equation (B3] reads |p(rz)| = 0. This is a contradiction
since the characteristic function is continuous and p(0) = 1. On the other hand,
if z € ker C', from explicit computations

L =T(W()T(W(z))"

Therefore )
LW () 2)|% = tr (T (W () Te(W (2))) = 1

and
|ToW (2)pM2) = (o2, W (2)p"/2), p2|]2 = 1 — (=)

For the semigroup to have a spectral gap and inequality () to hold we must
have |p(z)| = 1 which is a contradiction since then

W (2002 = (p/2, W (2)p2), ||, = 1 = |p(=)[* = 0.

O

To prove the necessity of Cz > 0, by contradiction, one can show that if
ker Cz # {0} then () does not hold for some z € Jy(h) and ¢ > 0 and
so there is no strictly positive spectral gap. The intuition behind the proof
is that if (2,,2,) € ker Cz with z,,z, € C? then () fails when considering
T = Z?ﬂ(zyjpj - ZquJ‘)pl/z
E?Zl(zmpj — 24;q;) € B(h) and we have to work out computations through
a limiting procedure. However, we can prove the following proposition whose
technical details are deferred to Appendix B.

. This choice for x however is not rigorous since

Proposition 22. Let T be a gaussian QMS with a faithful invariant state p. If
ker Cgz # {0}. Then the semigroup has no spectral gap.

Proof of Theorem[19. From Proposition 21l we have stability of Z, while Propo-
sition [22] gives Cz > 0. O

6 A one-dimensional case

The detailed analysis of a one-dimensional case with the explicit computation of
g in terms of a few parameters clarifies why the condition Cz > 0 is necessary
for g > 0. Moreover, it shows that one can find a quantum Ornstein-Uhlenbeck
process with ¢ = 0 with a classical subprocess, obtained by restriction to an
abelian subalgebra, with strictly positive spectral gap.

Fix d = 1. In order to further simplify the notation we consider

Ly = pa, Ly = \a, H=Qa'a+ k(a'? + a?)/2
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with 0 < A < p, Q, 5 € R. Define v = (p? — \?)/2. In this framework a faithful
invariant state exists if and only if 72 + Q* — k% > 0 (see [I] Theorem 9 and
Proposition 5). Moreover

C— p?+ A2 0 z_| = Kk —Q C. pr+ A2 2iy
- O M2+>\2 ) - I‘{,+Q — ) Z — _217 ,LL2+>\2

Solving Z*S + SZ + C = 0 we find the covariance matrix of the unique invariant
state

PN 7+ Q2+ k) Ky
C29(2 + 0% — K2) K 7+ QQ — k)
Since S3ZS~3 + S—37*S3 = —S_%CZS_%, we have CZS*1 = 7" — Sngl,
therefore
tr (C287") =4

71) det (Cz)  4p*)?
det ( ) ~ det(S) —1°

(34)

In addition

det (

yielding eventually

4,[,L2>\2 B 4M2>\272(72 + QZ _ /{2)

(es)- _
Gl ) Ny + )+

Eigenvalues of CzS™! are the roots of 7% — tr (ngfl) r+det (Cgz)/det (S) =0
and the spectral gap is one-half of

B P 1 e i Uil WO PR |£](1? + A%)
! () + ke 2/ (12N (7 + Q) +242)

Note that, for A = 0 and k # 0, even the invariant state is faithful by

/€2

—————5 >0
IREN DR

det (S) = det(S) — 1 =
but the spectral gap is zero because det(Cz) = 0. If, in addition k = 2Q2 so that
H=Q(@+1)/2

M2+)‘2 2_)\2

L(f(a) = 5 1"a) - P54l (@)

which is the generator of a classical Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process which is also
symmetric. The density of the invariant measure (up to the normalization con-
stant) is e~ (W =X)2*/(*+2%) and the spectral gap is (u2 — A2)/2 > 0.

21



7 The spectral gap for the KMS embedding

As we already recalled in the introduction, the invariant density can induce
different semigroups 7" on the space of Hilbert-Schmidt operators due to non-
commutativity. The i;/5, embedding has the advantage of producing a semi-
group T of self-adjoint operators in more cases (see [20]), but at the cost of
longer calculations because of the computations for quantities of the kind of
tr(p'/2W (w)p*/?W (2)). These can be simplified by symplectic diagonalization of
S but their explicit derivation is deferred to Appendix [Cl

In this section we present the computation of the spectral gap when we con-
sider the KMS embedding, highlighting the differences with the GNS case and the
changes to be made for the calculations to go through. The spectral gap is again
defined through condition (), however the semigroup 7} is no more defined by
T,(zp"/?) = T;(x)p"/? but instead by an adjusted version for the KMS-embedding

Ti(pizpi) = piTi(x)pi, Vx € B(h).

We will show that many results obtained in Section Ml follow similarly with this
new embedding, apart for some adjustments and many more calculations. The
overall result can be briefly summarized by saymg that the spectral gap is no
longer —1/2 times the greatest eigenvalue of S2ZS2+S72Z*S? but —1/2 times
the greatest eigenvalue of an alike matrix obtained by replacing S by another
operator S, still linked with S. Remarkably, there will be no need to consider
complexifications of matrices since, in this case, real linear operators will be
sufficient to describe the behaviour of the semigroup.

We start by considering x € W, this time we denote with & the projection of
pixpi onto the orthogonal of p%, namely

l
¥ = p [Z o (W(Zj) - 629“2”52”1)] pi. (35)

An analogous result to Lemma [I1] and Proposition [I2] holds, with some slight
adjustments. First of all we recall that every covariance matrix of a gaussian
state can be symplectically diagonalized [29]. Explicitly, there exists a symplectic
transformation M on C¢, i.e. a real linear operator satisfying & (Mz, Mw) =
S (z,w) for every z,w € C¢, such that S = MTD,M with D, the diagonal
matrix with entries o1,...,04 € (1,+00). We can now state the following result.

Lemma 23. Let x € W and set §; = e_%<zf’szj>77j forallj=1,...,n. Then

| T3 () ||2 Z S & (exp( <e zj,Setsz>) - 1) (36)

7,k=1
l . } l f_
= Y GG (MW —1) =3 "N 2R (5,(z;, )" (37)
G k=1 n>1 j,k=1 n!

for all t > 0, where S = MTD,M, M is the above symplectic transformation,
vj = csch coth™ (o) and
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§(z,w) = §R<etzz, getzw> Vit>0, z,we C
In particular we have

tS1/278— 1/2511/2 )2 (38)

51(z,2) = ’ e

for allt >0 and z € C4.
Proof. We defer the proof to Appendix C. U

The previous Lemma joins in a single statement results similar to those of
Lemma [I1] and Proposition 12 simply replacing all instances of S with S.The
matrices S and S are diagonalized by the same symplectic transformation M
and we know the explicit relation between their symplectic eigenvalues o, v;.
Furthermore, from the condition o; > 1, we infer v; > 0 showing that S is
still a positive and invertible matrix, Wthh were the relevant propertles that
also S enjoyed. Letting Wy the greatest eigenvalue of S2Z57% + §722¢S% and
g = —Wp/2, we can now proceed to compute the spectral gap, in total analogy
to what we did for the GNS embedding.

With these new definition a new version for Proposition [I6] holds, yielding a
lower bound for the spectral gap with the KMS embedding, namely 2g.

Proposition 24. Let x € W. It holds
ITi @5 < e 2ll5, vt > 0.

The proof follows precisely the lines of the one in Section M except that Lemma
and all the computations have to be performed with the - counterparts of the
quantities involved.

In the same way we can prove optimality of the spectral gap by following the
proof of Proposition [I7 and using the * counterparts of the quantities. We get
the following result.

Proposition 25. Let g > g. There exists § > 0 and x € W such that
IT:(@)]5 > ™9 |l2]l5, Vi € (0,0).
Eventually, following again Theorem [I8, we arrive to the following result.

Theorem 26. Let T be a gaussian QMS with a unique invariant faithful gaussian
state and ¢ = 0. If ker Z*S + SZ # {0} then T has the spectral gap §.

As foreshadowed in the introduction to this section, the only difference be-
tween Theorems I8 and 26l is the need to replace S with S. Even the condition on
ker Z*S + SZ is the translation of the condition Cgz > 0 for the GNS embedding
since —Cyz = Z*S + SZ. However the explicit conditions we had in Theorem
[I8 are now replaced by the implicit requirement of a unique invariant faithful
gaussian state. This is due to the fact that the sufficient conditions we had in the
GNS case, namely Cz > 0 and Z stable, are no more necessary for the existence
of a spectral gap (see the last comment of subsection [Z1] below).
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Another difference of note, is the lack of a counterpart of Proposition [14] in
the KMS embedding. Indeed we lack a simple formula to connect the matrix
S to the operators Z and C', that describe the QMS. For this very reason it is
also difficult to compare the spectral gaps that we obtain with respect to the
two different embeddings. We believe that ¢ is bigger than g, however we do not
have a definite proof. The next example support this claim as the prototypical
example of a gaussian QMS.

7.1 one dimensional case: KMS embedding

In Section [6] we computed the spectral gap for the GNS embedding for a typical
model with d = 1. Here, we consider the same gaussian QMS and we analyse the
situation for the KMS embedding. Starting from the expression for S in (B4]) we
may symplectically diagonalize it writing S = M*D,M with

[ ~2 + 02 0 2 )\2 2 02
M: ’Yli’y 1 , Da: |:((7)- O:|’ g:lu + 27 +2 5"
(72+92,R2)\/72+92 \/,-YQJ’,QQ g 2’)/ ve + 02—k

Since d = 1, both the matrix D, in the previous equation and D, coming from
Lemma [23] are actually multiple of the identity therefore we can write

csch coth™ (o) - csch coth™ (o)
o B o

S = M* (o1) M. (39)

In particular, contrary to what happens in the GNS embedding with S, the
operator S does not involve any operations that require the complexification for
its definition. Therefore equation (B9) can simply be formulated using real linear
operators, i.e.
& csch coth™ (o) g
o

This allows us to also avoid consider complexification of the operators Z,C' so
that the computations for the spectral gap can proceed, using just real linear

operators, as follows

§:787 % 4 8727887 = §2257 4+ §3 248>
— —S208 2,

which is similar to —C'S~!. Notice that in the calculations we used once again the
algebraic characterization of the covariance matrix S, namely SZ + Z¢S = —C.
The eigenvalues of C'S™! satisfy now the equation 72 — tr(C'S™!)r + ((ﬁg =0
Borrowing some of the calculations from Section [l we have

P2 R)

- 02 4 42

tr(CS™) =4y, det(CS™)

In particular 2§ is the smallest eigenvalue of C'S~! and so

g1 )
/QQ+,}/2

24



Comparing this quantity with g obtained in Section [6] we have g > ¢ if and only
if
] 5] (1” + %)

02 2<2\/2)\292 2 2,2
V2 +y pENE(Q2 +92) + 9%k

which simplifies down to (recalling that v = (u? — \?)/2)

Y+ 02— k%) > 0.
The inequality is now always satisfied since v > 0 and Q? + 72 — xk* > 0 are
necessary and sufficient conditions for the semigroup to have a gaussian invariant
state (see [1]).

In particular we can set A = 0, resulting in the non-invertibility of Cz, and
still have g > 0. This shows that the conditions for the existence of a unique
faithful invariant gaussian state of Theorem [I8 namely Z stable and Cz > 0,
are only sufficient for the existence of a spectral gap in the KMS embedding,
unlike in the GNS one.
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A Calculations on Cy

Lemma 27. Matrices Z and Cz are given by (') and ([IS).

Proof. Using the formula of the complexification of a real linear operator we have

z_ 1 RUTU VTV +UTV = VTU) X(=UTU+ VTV +UTV —VTU)
T2 |SWUTT - VIV +UTV —VTU) RUTU = VTV —UTV + VTU)
L[S @4k R(x-Q)
ROQ+k) S(k—0Q)
[r(e-v ) s(w-v)w-T) A
2 —%((U+V) (U+V)) R((U+V) (U-V R(Q+r) Sk-Q)
Similarly
C_ (RUU + V*V +UTV +VTU) -S(U*U +V*V -UTV - VTU)
B _%(U*U+V*V+UTV+VTU) RUU +V*V —UTV —VTU)
R ((U+7) (7)) S(U+V)'(U-T)
S (=M wm) w(W-7) (-7
Moreover

73+ 37 =37 — (JZ)*
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and

P R (CRAUNUSY R(U+7) (U-7))
2|w(0-T) (U+T)) -s(U-7) (U-T))
L [R@4R) Sk - q

S(k+Q) R(Q-k)

Now note that the first matrix in the expression for JZ is anti-selfadjoint while
the second one is selfadjoint. In particular then

S ((U+V) W+7)) ®R(W+7V) (U-7))

S (- ) s (w-vyw-n)

Using the definition of Cz = C —i(Z*J + JZ) we get the desired result. O

B Proof of Proposition

This appendix is devoted to the proof of Proposition Let (zp,2,) € kerCg
with 2,, z, € C? and consider r = Z?Zl(zp,jpj — 24;4;)p"%. Note that

d d d
> (200 — Zait) = Y (Rapips — Rzgjq) +1 3 (S2,05 — S24505)
=1 =1 =1

=V2(p(z1) +ip(22))

where /22, = Rz, + 1Rz, V229 = Sz +13%,. Which motivates the introduction
of the following notation

Wz, zg) = W(z1) +iW (22)

and the ratios of increments

-1 - —(1+1)1
Ry = YR 2Ly oW ra) ZAFDL ooy ip o)
—ir —ir
(40)
In particular it holds
d : .
. W(rz) +iW(rz) — (1 +1)1 .=
; (293P = #4405) = Hm, - = lim R, ., (r)

where the limits holds in the strong operator topology and on a suitable dense
domain. We can now prove that the existence of a spectral gap implies Cz > 0,
starting from a lemma.

Lemma 28. Let T be a gaussian QMS with an invariant state p. For every

z,w € C* we have
Rz Rw
. =— <($z) ,Cgz (%w) > tr (pW (—rz)W (rw))
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Proof. Note at first that, from (@),
Ti(W () Te(W (w)) = a(2) e (w)W (e 2)W (e w)

= Ozt(z)at(w)e_i(“\(etzz’etzw)W(etz(z + w))
t
= exp {/ R (e*7z,Ce’w)ds — i (2, etzw>} Ti(W(z +w)),
0

where we set .
1 S S
ay(z) = exp (—5/0 R ("2, Ce*2) ds) :

Tracing both sides of the previous equation against p and taking the derivative
at t = 0 one gets

L TV )T W ()

di = (R (z,Cw) —iS(Zz,w) —iS (2, Zw))

t=0
ce BEr (W (2 + w))

_ < (g) G, @Z) > tr (W (2) TV (w)).

where the first equality is due to explicit computations and the invariant property
for p, while the second one is due to (3) and (IH). Eventually

tr (pTe(R-r)) TR (7)) = gt (6T (W (=) = DT(W (o) — 1)
= St T W (—r2) T ()

1
+ 5 (Ftr(pW(=rz)) — tr(pW (rw)) + tr(p))
Therefore, when taking the derivative at ¢ = 0 only the first summand does not
vanish and the result is proven. O

Lemma 29. Let T be a gaussian QMS with a faithful gaussian invariant state
p. Then for every z,w € C? it holds

lim
r—0+

Proof. Note at first that, for z,w € C?

~ 2
R, .. (7“)p1/2H2 >0

tr(pf.(r)" Ru(r)) = ~t (p(W(=rz) = 1)(W (rw) — 1))

7’2
2k

eir J(Z,w>ﬁ(_r(z _ w)) -1 15(—7“2) -1 B ﬁ(rw) —1

r2 r2 r2
and the limit as r — 0" exists and is finite since the characteristic function of p
is differentiable. In particular it holds

lim tr(pR.(r)* Ry,(r)) = (i% (z,w) — %% ((z —w),S(z — w)>)

o + %3% (2, 52) + %9‘% (w, Sw)
gesu) i3t = ([B] o 0i0 [2])
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thanks to ([I3]). To conclude that the desired limit exists and is finite it sufficient
to note that, using definition (40),

z = tr (p (Rzp Zq('r’)> R, .. (r ))
= tr (pR., (r)"Rs, (1)) + tr (pR, (r)" ., (1))
+itr (pR., (1) Rey(r)) — itr (pR., ()" R, (1))

and taking the limit as r — 0%

~ 2 Rz + iR .oy | Rz + 1R
R (r )p1/2H2 _ <{<\Zl %022] (S +i) |:C\Zl %Ozz]>

21 + 13829 Sz1 + 158529

=l e z])e

Where positivity of the last quantity follows from the fact that S+iJ =S —1iJ >
0. O

1/2
HRzpyzq <T>p /

lim
r—0+

We are now ready to prove Proposition

Proof of Proposition[22. Let [z, z,]7 be an eigenvector for Cgz associated with
the eigenvalue 0. For every g, r > 0 consider the function

ﬁ(ézp,zq('f’» /2 2

2

—2gt D 1/2 2
g Rzpyzq (T)p 9

— €

for) = |

Clearly f,,(0) = 0 and we will show that for every g > 0 there exists r, > 0
such that f;, (0) > 0. In this way, at least for ¢ > 0 small enough, f,,(t) >0
contradicting the existence of a spectral gap. The derivative at ¢t = 0 of f,,.(¢) is

T, (Rzp,zq(r)) pl/Q) 2

~ 2
1 r2g|Re e

rao=2

t=0

The first summand can be further expanded using

’ 7; (ézmzq (T)) p1/2

" = b1 (TR, (1) TRy, ()

—tr (0T (R, (1)) Te(Re, (1))] + tr [pTe (R, (1)) T
+itr [Ty (R, (1)) Ti(Rey ()] = itr [pTi (R, (1) Ti( Bz, (7))

and then taking the derivative at ¢ = 0, using Lemma

Ti (ézp,zq('r’)> p'’? z = <(§§2) ,Cy (22) > tr (pW (=r2)W (r21))
< <%Z> Gz (iiz) > tr (pW (=rz)W(rz))
< <§Z) ’ (%Zl) > tr (pW (—rz2)W (rz1))
< @2) ’ (%22) > tr (pW (—rz1)W (r22)) .
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Letting r — 07 we get

lim g)
r—0+ dt

7 (Roet) ]

L@ e (2)

. ik
R, ..(r)p H2 > 0.

Eventually, using Lemma 29 we get

lim f; .(0) = lim

r—0t 7’ r—0+t

C Proof of Lemma

This appendix contains the proof of Lemma 23] The first part revolves around
the computation of the quantity

tr(p%W(Z’)P%W(w))a

where z,w € C? and p = po,s) is a faithful gaussian state. The starting point
is to simplify the expression for p as one does for gaussian vectors in classical
probability. Let us start by introducing some notation. For ¢ € R? we denote
with D, the real linear operator defined by

D.z = diag(cy, ..., cq)z, D, [ﬂ = diag(cy, ..., Cq,C1, .-, Cq) E]

From [29] every faithful gaussian state p = p(o,s) has the form
p=T(M) (1 - em)e ZsaaT(ar),
J

where M is a symplectic, or Bogoliubov, transformation (i.e. MTJM = J) such
that M7 D, M = S, having set ¢ € R? and o; = coth(s;/2). Eventually I'(M) is
a unitary operator satisfying

D(MYW (2)I(M)™ = W(Mz).

The previous discussion allows us to have an expression for p% that one can work
with, explicitly

pt = 1(n) (1 - e %)de S/ (ar). (41)
J

Before moving to the actual calculations let us recall first exponential vectors in
h. For any f € C? we have

[ fal ..... Ad
e(f):e 2 W(f)e(ouv()):Z Z ﬁ@(&l,...,&d).
n>0 aeNd |a|=n 1.t
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In particular for any z € C? it holds

W(2)e(f) = exp {—7 - (2, f>} e(z+1).

Exponential vectors are a total set in h and provide an alternative way to com-
puting traces, as highlighted in the following Lemma, whose proof can be found
in [2§].
Lemma 30. For z = x +1iy
1 7|Z‘2
L=— [ e " le(z))(e(z)] dzdy,

d R2d

also
1

tr(p) = =5 [ e (e(e).pel)) dody

d
We can now start the computations with the following two Lemmas.

Lemma 31. For any f,g € C* and cy,...,cq € (0,00) it holds

<e(f), e X CJ'“;“J'e(g)> = exp {<f, e_DCg>} .

Proof. Note at first that, for some fixed index 7,

eft:ja;aje(f) _ Z Z Z floél .... f(.jd %(_Cja;aj)me(al, . ,Oéd)

m>0 n>0 |a|=n
f1 ..... ;a 1
=222 (i) el )
m>0 n>0 |a|=n
00000 ad
—ZZ fl d St e Y%e(ay, ..., 0q)
n>0 |a|=n

JREEEREE e G )Y e Ad
D D i Gl SIS
aq:...0g:

n>0 |al=n
= e(diag(1,...,1,e7“, 1,...,1)f).

In this way

(e(f),eXsotme(g)) = <e<f>, [T (e e<g>>
= (e(f).ele ) = e {{f,e g}

Lemma 32. Let f,g,z,w € C? and c1,...,cq € (0,+00) it holds

<€(f)7 W(z)e™ 2 cj“;“"W(w)e(g)> = exp {_w — {z,e7Pew) + (f, ech>}
exp {{f, 2z + e Pew) — (w+e ez g)}
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Proof. We have

(e(), W (e Doy (we(g) ) = (W(=2)e(f), e W (w)e(g) )

2|2 w2
e*TJF(f,Z)e*T*(U),g)

. <e(f —2),e” % Cjaj‘lﬂ'e(g + w)> :
Now using Lemma [BT] and rearranging the terms we get the desired result. [
We are now ready to prove the formula

Proposition 33. For z,w € C? it holds
1/2 1/2 _ 1 &
tr(p”“W(z)p /“W(w)) = exp —5 (?R (z,82z) + R (w, Sw) + 2R <z, Sw>)

with S = MT DM, &; = csch(s;/2) and M coming from (&I).

Proof. We start by noticing that using expression (&Il), the commutation rule for
Weyl operators, the cyclic property of the trace and Lemma [30] we can write

(oW ()i W (w)) = [0 = e )t (o3 Es sl (Ma)e s Sl iy (M) )

J

(1 —e™ % 2 2 1 T
_ Hg( nge ) /RM e~ (17 +1gl") <e(f), %% (@) o2 25 S (%) e(g)>
: <e(g), W (%) ™2 Xy Sy (@) e(f)> dfdg

Eventually, using Lemma [32] we obtain that

Hj(]' —e %)

AW (W) = 2 [ roai9agag,
R

™

where

2 2
1
() (f; 9) = exp {—W - SR <z e_%Dsw>}

exp { = [f* = lgl* + 2R (f.e7g) |

- exp {i% <f, w+ e’%DSz> +is <g, z+ e*%DSw>}
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We can rewrite the previous expression in matrix form in the following way

Rz Rz

1 Sz 1 e~ 3Ds Sz

a(z,w)(fu g) = €xXp _Z Ruw | e,%Ds 1 Rw

Sw Sw
Rf Rf
Sf 1 —e 2P\ [ Sf

exXp 4§ — < %g ’ (_eéDs 1 ) §Rg >

Sy Sy
Rz Rf
_ [ (e7PF ] Sz Sf
€Xp 41 J e_%DSJ Rw |’ %g
Sw Sy

Recall now for z,b € R" and A € M, (R) we have the formula for the gaussian
integral

— I, Ax)+i(b,x (27T)n 1 —
/ne 2 (@ AD)Fib2) {0 — detAeXp{—§<b,A 1b>}.

We want to use it with

Rz
1 —e 3Ds e~3D=J J 3z
A - 2 _1lp 5 b = _1p
—eT 28 1 J e 2]J Fw
Sw
Note that, by rearranging rows and columns of A we get
Ay 1 0 -3 0
A P
1, 2 | A= 0 . 1 0 e 2 ’

—e % 0 1 0
Aq 0 —e =2 0 1

and for each block we can easily compute det A; = (1 —e~%/)? while

..
A

e 2 0
ﬁ
2

1
Ail _ 1 OS 0 (&
1 0
0 1

J 1l—e i | e 7%

o
(D\
s

In particular det A = 24 ] ;(1—e7%)? and rearranging rows and columns to the
initial configuration we obtain

e 1 1 e 2P\ [1—eDs 0 -
T2 \e D1 0 1—ePs) =

Therefore we have proved

tr(p2 W (2)p2 W (w)) = e~ 2PM=Mw)
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with

) Rz 1 Rz
e 2Ps] J Sz 4 [e2Ps] J Sz
6(Z, U}> a < < J e%DSJ) Rw ’A < J e%DSJ) Rw >
Sw Sw
Rz Rz
n 1 Iz 1 e~ 2Ds Sz
2 Rw | * \e2Ds 1 Rw

Sz B Sz —i—l Sz 1 e~ 3Ds Sz
Rw |’ Rw 2 Rw | > \e—3Ds 1 Rw

Sw Sw Sw Sw

( Rz Rz Rz Rz

where we set

e 2Dy 3\ e 2PsJ ]
B — 1 Ail 1 .
< J e2D5J) ( J e2DSJ>

Now note that every matrix that appears as a block in the previous expression
1 1

commutes with the others (e.g. J with e72P= or e72P= with (1 —e~P=)~!). This

observation, alongside the explicit expression we obtained for A=! leads to

1 < 1+3e P e 3Ds(31 4 e—Ds)) (1 —e P 0 )‘1
Dg .

B - = 1 _
2 \e2P+(31 +e7Ps) 1+ 3e Ds 0 1—e

Putting it all back together we obtain
Rz Rz
3z 1+eDs  2e72Ds 1—eDs 0 T

6(27 w) - ’ -1ip — -D ’
Rw 2¢ 2Ps ] 4 ¢ Ds 0 1 —e s Rw
Sw Sw

Performing the final calculation we obtain

Rz Rz
B Sz D, D¢ Q¥ B
Bz, w) = wow | (Dg DJ) Fow =R (z, Dyz)+R (w, Dyw)+2R (2, Dew)
Sw Sw
where &; = csch(s;/2), ending the proof. O

We are now ready to prove Lemma 23] following the same lines of Lemma [Tl
but using the new formula for the trace.

Proof of Lemma[23. Using (B5) we have

IT@IE = S [t TV (=2 ATV (24))) — e RS2 -imens20
7.k

= e [elz)ea(z)tr(pH W (—e'Z) bW (e'22y)) — RS2 R S|
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where ¢(2;), c;(2x) are defined as in (32). Recalling that

R <etZz, Setzz> = / R <eszz, Ceszz> ds
t

we obtain

co(z)en(zi)tr(p2 W (—eZ 2) pE W (017 21)) = 30052~ g0anSan) (07250

Therefore we get

T = DG [MET 5 -
j.k

The remaining part of the Lemma follows immediately. O
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