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We investigate the computational power of creating stestdies of quantum dissipative systems whose evo-
lution is governed by time-independent and local couplitoga memoryless environment. We show that such
a model allows for efficient universal quantum computatiathwthe result of the computation encoded in the
steady state. Due to the purely dissipative nature of thegs this way of doing quantum computation exhibits
some inherent robustness and defies some of the DiVinceitedafor quantum computation. We show that
there is a natural class of problems that can be solved with aunodel—the preparation of ground states of
frustration free quantum Hamiltonians. This allows forusband efficient creation of exotic states that exhibit
features like topological quantum order and the creatid?ERS and it proves the existence of novel dissipative
phase transitions. In particular the latter can in prireipd verified experimentally with present day technology
such as with optical lattices.

PACS numbers: 03.67.-a, 05.10.Cc

The strongest adversary in quantum information science idynamicsﬁb]. This immediately follows from the existende o
decoherence, which arises due to the coupling of a systeffnustration free quantum Hamiltonians that exhibit quamtu
with its environment. The induced dissipation tends to dephase transitions in onall] and two dimensions [12].

stroy and wash out the interesting quantum effects whicé giv  |n this work we will concentrate first on DQC, showing how
rise to the power of quantum computation, cryptography, angiven any quantum circuit one can construct a master equa-
simulation. While this is certainly true for many forms oédi  tion whose steady state is unique, encodes the outcome of
sipation, we show here that dissipation can also have gxactkhe circuit, and is reached in polynomical time (with regpec
the opposite effect: it can be a full-fledged resource for unito the one corresponding to the circuit). Then we will show
versal quantum computation and quantum state engineeringbw to construct dissipative processes which drive theegyst
without any coherent dynamics needed to complementit.  to the ground state of any frustration free Hamiltonian. We
We consider a quantum system composedVoparticles  will prove that MPS and certain kinds of PEPS can be effi-
(e.g. qubits) interacting with local environments givimggrto  ciently prepared using this method, with details given ia th
memoryless and time—independent dissipation processes. VEppendix. In this paper we will not consider specific phylsica
will show first how to design the interactions with the envi- setups where our ideas can be implemented. Nevertheless, th
ronment to implement universal quantum computation. Thisappendix will provide a universal way of engineering the mas
new method, which we refer to as dissipative quantum comter equations required for DQC and DSE, which can be easily
putation (DQC), defies some of the standard criteria for guanadapted to current experiments based on, e.g. atoms irabptic
tum computation since it requires neither state preparatio lattices EB] or trapped ionﬂtm]. Thus, we expect that our
nor unitary dynamics[[l]. However, it is nevertheless as-pow predictions and in particular the existence of quantum @has
erful as standard quantum computation. Then we will showtransitions driven by dissipation may be experimentakyad
that dissipation can be engineerEH [2] to prepare all grounth the near future.
states of frustration free Hamiltonians. Those includerixat Let us start with DQC by considerind qubits in a line

product states (MPS)![3] and projected entangled—paistat and a quantum circuit specified by a sequence of nearest—
(PEPS)[4], like graph stateS| [5] and KitaeV [6] and Levin—neighbor qubit operation§U;}” , . We define|s,) =
Wenn [7] topological codes. Both DQC and dissipative state, i/, ;..U |0); ® ...|0)y, so that|yr) is the final state af-
engineering (DSE) are robust in the sense that, given the diser the computation. Our goal is to find a master equation

sipative nature of the process, the system is driven towards — £(p) with Liouvillian in Lindblad form [15]
its steady state independent of the initial state and hefice o

eventual perturbations along the way. - L(p) = Z LkPLL 1 {LLLI@, p} ’ 1)
Apart from novel ways of performing quantum compu- P 2 +

tation or state engineering, our results imply that quantum . ]

phase transition5|[8] may be driven by dissipation alonetTh Where theL; actlocally and has a steady statg; (i) which

is, the physical properties of the steady state of our systerf§ Unique; (i) that can be reached in a time gdty; (iii) such

may change abruptly in the thermodynamical limit when wethatyr can be extracted from itin a time pgly). Asin Feyn-

slightly modify the parameters characterizing the digiipa man’s construction of a quantum simulator![16], we consider
another auxiliary register with stat¢g)}~ ,, which will rep-
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resent the time. We choose the Lindblad operators fixed points and a gap that i§ times Iarge|T2|4]. We choose
cp-maps of the form
Li = 10)i(1] @ [0):(0] 2)
- t 1 & .
Ly = Uealt+ 1t + U o )t + 11, ®) T(p) = ZPA PyxpPx + - Z U)\,iHApHAU;\,i , (6)
wherei = 1,...,N andt = 0,...,T. Itis clear that the.’s A =1
act locally except for the interaction with the extra reglist where thep,’s are probabilities and’y, 1, ..., Uy, is a set
which can be made local as well. Furthermore, of unitaries acting non-trivially only within region. They
1 effectively rotate part of the high-energy space (with supp
po === > _ || ® [£)(t]. (4)  of H,) to the zero-energy space, so tha@iip)¥] > tr[pV]
T+1 ) A =
t increases. As for Liouvilliand]1) we could similarly take

is a steady state, i.&(po) = 0. Given such a state, the result LA = Uiflx, or the ones associated to the cp-map.
of the actual quantum computation can be read out with prob- We show now that for every frustration-free Hamiltonian
ability 1/T by measuring the time register. In the appendix wethe cp-map in Ed.{6) converges to the ground state space
show thatp, is the unique steady state and that the Liouvillianif we choose the unitarie§’ ; to be completely depolariz-
has a spectral gap = 72/(2T + 3)2. This means indeed NG, i-€.,7(p) o< 3°\ PaxpPx + 1 ® tra[Hxp]/tr[1,]. For
that the steady state will be reached in polynomial tim&in €ase of notation we will explain the proof for the case of a
Note that this gap is independentiifas well as on the actual One-dimensional ring with nearest-neighbor interactitns
quantum computation which is performed (i.e. independen@elled by the first siteA = 1,...,N. Assumep is such
of thel,). It is also shown that the same gap is retained if thethat its expectation value with respect to the projedtamto
clock register is encoded in the unary way proposed by Kitaefhe ground state space &éf is non-increasing under appli-
[3d], making the Lindblad operators strictly local. A sketf ~ cations of7, i.e., in particular fip¥] = tr[7"(p)¥]. Ex-
the proof is as follows: first, we do a similarity transforioat ~ Pressing this in the Heisenberg picture in whigh(¥) =
on £ that replaces all gatd with the identity gates, showing ¥ + >_x Hatra(¥)/(d*N) we get
that its spectrum is independent of the actual quantum cempu N N
tation. Second, another similarity transformation is dtive trpw] > tr[pW] + 1 tr pz H (Hypptras,) (0)
makesL hermitian and block-diagonal. Each block can then - (d2N)N = tuTATw
be diagonalized exactly leading to the claimed gap. N
In some sense, the present formalism can be seen as a ro- > tr[p¥] + %tr[pH], (7)
bust way of doing adiabatic quantum computat@ [18] (esror (d*N)
do not accumulate and the path does not have to be engineergflere the first inequality comes from discarding (positive)
carefully) and implementing quantum random walks [19], anckerms in the sum and the second one is due to bounding all
it might therefore be easier to tackle interesting open quespartial traces off/, from below by the respective smallest
tions, such as the quantum PCP theorem, in this seiting [20bigenvaluer. Note that the latter is strictly positive unless
Also, it seems that the dissipative way of preparing groundy has a product state as ground state (in which case the state-
states is more natural than to use adiabatic time evoludi®n, ment becomes trivial). Hence, we must have®f] = 0,
nature itself prepares them by cooling. i.e., p is a ground state off. It is easily seen that the same
Let us now turn to DSE and consider again a quantum sysargumentation goes through for more general interactions o
tem with IV particles on a lattice in any dimension. We are arbitrary lattices.

interested in ground statds of Hamiltonians The above procedure implies the existence of quantum
phase transitions driven by dissipation. By changing the pa
0= Z Hy, () rameters in the cp—map (or the master equation) one can ob-
A tain that some physical properties of the steady state #igrup
which are frustration free, meaning thitminimizes the en-  change, in as much the same way as in R.[él, 12].
ergy of eachH, individually, and local in the sense thaft, We have shown that it is possible to engineer dissipa-

acts non-trivially only on a small set C {1,..., N} of sites  tive processes which prepare ground states of frustratemn f
(e.g., nearest neighborig__[Zl]. We can assumeHRi to  Hamiltonians in steady state. However, in the above praof th
be projectors and we will denote the orthogonal projectgrs b time for this preparation scales A8¥, which may be an issue
P\ =1 — H,. StatesV of the considered form are, e.g., all for experiment with large number of particles. In the follow
PEPS (including MPS and stabilizer st[22]). ing we give much more efficient method for certain classes of
We will consider discrete time evolution generated by affustration free Hamiltonians: commuting Hamiltoniansian
trace preserving completely positive map (cp-map) instdad MPS.
a master equation. These two approaches are basically-equiv We consider first frustration free Hamiltonians for which
alent Eﬁ] as every local cp-map can be associated to a local [H), H,] = 0 and show that the corresponding ground states
Liouvillian via L(p) = N[T (p) — p], which leads to the same can be prepared in a time that only scales polynomially with
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the number of particles. The corresponding set of groundeneric property of PEPS igjectivity [IE] of local regions

states contains important families, like stabilizer sg®.g.
cluster states and topological codes), or certain kind&E6¥$

which is, in fact, a sufficient condition for the state to be th
unigue ground state of its parent Hamiltonian. Consideggas

Note that there was no known way of efficient preparation forof commuting Hamiltonians for which the ground state has

the latter.

this property. To specify the cp-map in Hq.(6) we need to

Loosely speaking there are two classes of Hamiltonians o$0rt the regions of interactions, Ao, . .. such that the union

this type: (i) Hamiltonians for which all excitations can be
locally annihilated. In this case the time of convergenedesc
ast O(log N). (ii) Interactions where excitations have
to be moved along the lattice before they can annihilate an
7=0O(NlogN).

AL = Ule A; has an intersection with,,, but does not en-
tirely coverit, i.e.,Jx11 := Ag+1\Ax # @. Such an ordering
is always achievable by possibly regrouping the interastio
ghto slightly larger regions. The reason for this orderimthiat
anyU,, which acts only o, will not alter the energies in all

In order to see how the first case can occur consideFEq.(6f9i0ns\; with i < k. Thatis, we have a weakened version of
and note that it can be interpreted as randomly choosing a ré&d-(8). Injectivity of the regions, in the PEPS representation

gion A (according tg, which we may set equal to/ N), then
measuringP, and applying a correction according thes if
the outcome was negative. Assume now that when iterdfing

implies then that there is always a unitadry, (a depolarizing
set would work as well) such that< 1 [35] and we can thus
follow the above lines of argumentation. The only differenc

the correction on\ does not change the outcome of previousis that due to the weakening of Hd.(8) the energy does not

measurements on neighboring regions since

VA 75 )\/ . [U)\,i, H)\/] =0. (8)

In fact, this can always be achieved by regrouping the region

into larger ones having an interidf\) C X on which only
H, acts non-trivially [33] and letting thé/, ; solely act on
I()\). Denote byq the largest probability for obtaining twice
a negative measurement outcome on the same regidme
energy ttH7 * (p)] after M applications of7 decreases then
asN (1 — (1 —gq)/N)™ such that it take® (N log N) /(1 —

q)) steps to converge to a ground state. The relaxation tim
of the corresponding Liouvillian is thus = O( log Nﬁ).
Clearly, this is only a reasonable bound ik 1, a condition
possibly incompatible with EQ.8).

Note that for all stabilizer states we can achigewve 0, since
there exists always a local unitary (acting on a single ¢sbit
that H\U\H, = 0. A class of stabilizer states where this is
compatible with Eq[{8) are the so-callgcaph states[B]. In

decrease homogeneously, but a low-energy region will grow
stochastically according to the,’s which requires extra time
proportional to the systems size, so that O(N log N).

There are frustration-free ground states which belongeo th
second class of commuting Hamiltonians but for which injec-
tivity does not hold (e.g. due to a degenerate ground state
space). A paradigmatic example is Kitaev’s toric code state

] where one has a four-fold degeneracy. Due to lack of in-
jectivity, we have to prove < 1 separately which is, however,
trivial in this case since it is a stabilizer state so that 0.

The action of the cp-map (or respective Liouvillian) can he u
Herstood as moving all the excitations towards a singletpoin
where they can mutually annihilate.

We turn now to another family of ground states of frustra-
tion free Hamiltonians, namely MP$S/[3]. Clearly, one pos-
sible efficient way of preparing them using dissipation is to
exploit the fact that they can be obtained via a sequential ap
plication of quantum gateEIZS] together with the above DQC
scheme. In the following we will, however, focus on a differ-

this case\ labels (with some abuse of notation) a vertex of agnt way which does not require an additional time register.

graph and?, = (1 — oM H(A,u)e£ ai“))/2 wheres) is a
Pauli operator acting on siteand¢ is the set of edges of the

graph. Obviouslyl/, = o does the job. In this special case
we can get even faster convergence when using the Liouvillia

L(p) = (Z UAHApHAU;) - %{H,ph. 9)
A

The corresponding relaxation time can be determined gxactl

by realizing that the spectrum dfequals that of- (H ® 1 +
1® H)/2 so thatr = 1 [34].

For the sake of clearness, we will consider translationally
invariant Hamiltonians, although the analysis can begitai
forwardly extended to systems without that symmetry. We
will specify a cp-map to prepare states of the form

d
U) = tr(Ai o Aiy)in - in) (10)

i=1

where, thed’s are D x D matrices. As before, we assume

Let us now discuss the second type of commutingthe injectivity property which implies tha¥ is the unique

Hamiltonians—those for which EI(8) agd< 1 are incom-

ground state of a nearest neighbor frustration free 'parent

patible. For this class we can still prove fast convergencélamiltonian which has a gap. Denoting pyhe reduced den-

by making explicit use of the fact that frustration-free gnd

sity operator corresponding to particleandk + 1, H; and

states of commuting Hamiltonians have an efficient PEPS repP, = 1 — Hj, will denote the projectors onto its kernel and

resentation. That is, when expanded in computational mtodu

range, respectively. Note that( P,) = D?. We takeN = 2"

basis, the coefficients are given by a tensor-network whostor simplicity, but this is clearly not necessary. We couastr

geometry resembles the lattice structure of the interastif\

the channel in several steps. We first define a channel acting
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on two neighboring particles, k + 1, as follows the Metropolis way of sampling over classical spin configura
tions can be adopted to the case of commuting operators. Sim-
Rye(X) := P.X Py, + &tr(HkX). ilar techniques could be applied to free fermionic and bason
' D? systems, and, more generally, it should be possible to devic
Here, k = 2~'(2c — 1) wherer = 1,....n andc = DSE-schemes converging to the ground- or thermal states of
1 97— The action of these maps has a tree structureffustrated Hamiltonians by combining unitary and dissisat
where the index indicates the row in the tree, whereedoes ~ dynamics.
it for the column. Now we define recursively,
1—e¢, Acknowledgments
Sr,c = ( 9 ) (Sr—l,Qc + Sr—1,20+1) + ET‘R’I‘,C' (11)
Here,r = 2,...m ¢ = 1,....2" ", 8 . = Ry, and We thank D. Perez-Garcia for discussions and acknowl-

ers1 = 1/M” whereM = CN? andC > 1 (see appendix). edge financial support by the EU pro_ject SCALA, the DFG,
Note thatS,, acts on the firs" particles,S,.» on the nexe”, Forschungsgruppe 635, and the Munich Center for Advanced

and so on. We finally define Photonics (MAP).

T = (1 — €n+1)8n,1 + €n+1Rn,2- (12)
APPENDIX: EFFICIENCY OF DQC

In the appendix we show that this map achieves the fixed
point (up to an exponentially small error i) in a time
O(N'°&z(N)), The intuition behind the cp-map{12) is that
the channels; ., which are the ones that most often applied,
project the state of every second nearest neighbors onto the Li = 0):(1] ®[0),(0| (13)
right subspace. TheS; . do the same with half of the pairs t
which have not been projected. Th&p. does the same on Ur @ |t +1)(t + U/ @ [t){t + 1] (14)
half of the rest, and so on.

In this section we will prove that the Liouvillian defined by
the Lindblad operators

Ly

is gapped. More specifically, it holds that for any initiaheo

In conclusion, we have investigated the computationafition p(0), we can show thatp(t) — p(oo)| < €in a timet
power of purely dissipative processes, and proven that it iéhat scales logarithmically ih/ and quadratically in /7.
equivalent to that of the quantum circuit model of quantum The Liouvillian is defined as the (non-symmetric) matrix
computation. We have also shown that dissipative dynam-
ics can be used to create ground states (like MPS or PEPSl . 1
of frustration free Hamiltonians of strongly correlatecaqu - Z Lo ®La— 9 Z
tum spin systems. This implies the existence of dissiplgtive ¢
driven quantum phase transitions, something which could be/herea runs over the labels of all Lindblad operators. We
experimentally tested using atoms or ions. will bring this Liouvillian into a simpler form by doing two

Let us stress that we have been concerned here with @igenvalue-preserving similarity transformations. tise
proof—of—principle demonstration that dissipation pdms us  apply the unitary
with an alternative way of carrying out quantum computa-
tions or state engineering. We believe, however, that much
more efficient and practical schemes can be developed and W = Z UUp—1..Ur @ [t)(t]
adapted to specific implementations. We also think thatthes t

results open up some interesting questions which deserve fu o
ther investigation. For example, how the use of fault toler- and observe that the spectrum of the Liouvillian is the same

ant computations can make our scheme more robust. Or ho@# If the quantum circuit would only have consisted of idgnti
one can design translationally invariant cp-maps thatanep gates. The spectrum o_f the Liouvillian is hence mdepende_nt
MPS more efficiently. Or the importance and generality ofof the actual compl_Jtatlon that we Want_ to d_o (note that this
the set of commuting Hamiltonians, which we believe to beWas also the case in the context of adiabatic quantum com-
intimately connected to the fixed points of the renormalizaPutation). Without loss of generality, we therefore assume
tion group transformations on PEPS (as it happens with MPS? : Ur = I. Second, we diagonalize the part acting on the
[IE])- Furthermore, the model of DQC might well lead to logical qubits by the similarity transformatiafi = X £X !

the construction of new quantum algorithms, as e.g. quantutyhere

random walks can more easily be formulated within this con-

text. Finally, other ideas related to this work can be easily

dressed using the methods introduced, e.g., thermal sibtes X = (X1 ® X2 ® ... Xn) ®[00)¢(00] + I @ (1 —[00)+(00])
commuting Hamiltonians can be engineered using DSE sinc&; = |00){(00| + |00)(11] — [11){11] +]01){01] + |[10)(10].

LiL, ®I+I®ZLLLQ>

[e3
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Note that the double indices arising in those expressions/72, as the Liouvillian might have exponentially large Jor-
reflect the fact that the Liouvillian acts on the tensor picidu dan blocks; it can readily be checked that this is not the case
of the physical space with itself. The part acting on thedai here.
qubits is now completely diagonal, add becomes Let us next check what happens if we use Kitaev’s unary

encoding] of the time register such as to make all Lindbla

) operators strictly local. We will have to replate by

L= Z |le1><11]1|®iw
01,82, 0N 150 FN =0 Li=I®|1) (1| X®[0)(0|®I
Lij = L+ X0):(0| ® I + \1; ® |0)¢(0]
N whereX is acting on the’th qubit in the unary encoding, and
Ai = Z i add Lindblad terms that force the system to converge into the
k=1 allowed subspace for the time Hamiltonians:
- - - 1 e e~
L =N Li®L —= LIL @I +1, LIL
Zt: L 2(25 i t®t+t®zt: i t) Ly =1®0)(0]®[0)(1]® 1.
Ly = [t)(t+ 1] + [t + 1)(¢]

Furthermore, we have to replace

The problem of calculating the eigenvaluesiofs there-
fore reduced to the problem of calculating the eigenvalidies o Li=(I®|0)(1]® 1) ® (|0)(0] @ I).
theT? x T2 matricesL;; for all possible positive integer num-
bers);, \;. Ithappensthak;; is block-diagonal, and consists

entirely of diagonal elements of the forfa-2), (—1 — \;), It now_happens_ t_hat_the relevant spectrum of the new cor-
(=1 —);), of 2 x 2 blocks of the form responding Liouvillian is unchanged: all the ters Lt, Ly _
are such that they map density operators that are in the right
S 1 92 1 subspace of the unary encoding into the right subspace, and
< 1 —1—-) > ’ ( 2 _9 ) furthermore the only terms that connect the right with the

wrong subspace aré, which can map wrong states right
and of tridiagonal matrices of the form ones. The Liouvillian is therefore block-upper-diagoraaid
the eigenvalues are completely determined by the diagonal
blocks. All the eigenvalues in the wrong block turn out to
— (14X +2))]0)(0] -2 ZtT;; |t)(t| — |T)(T| be smaller than-1, and therefore the relevant eigenvalue lie
n ZtT;ll (O + 1] + ¢ + 1) (2)) in the right block. The gap is therefore left unchanged.

Making use of the recent results of Oliveira and Terhal [31],
nd of Aharonov, Gottesman and Kem@ [32], it can also
e shown that the same computational power is retained if
the Lindblad operators are only acting on nearest neighbour

class of tridiagonal matrices, and that one correspondslgxa qul:yts n a 2D s.quarellattlce or on nearest neighbours in a
to the class of matrices that has been extensively studidein 1-dimensional spin c.haln of 12- level sy.st.ems. _
context of random walks. The only matrix with eigenvalue L&t us conclude this section by explaining why the gap will
is the one with\; = A; = 0, which proves that the fixed point considerably change if we were to use the master equation
is unique. The gap of.qo can be calculated exactly, and is @PProach to solve general problems in the class NP. The idea

The first classes of diagonal blocks have all eigenvalue%l
strictly smaller than—1, and therefore correspond to terms
that converge extremely fast. The gap is determined by #te la

given by would be to put a penalty term on one of the output qubits cor-
responding to getting the right answer, and relaxing the con

T w2 straints on some input bits. First note that the constraatio
2 (‘305 (T—Jrl> - > = NS the Feynman Hamiltoniah [16] is only possible when all quan-

tum gates are unitary; hence the whole circuit is reversible
The largest eigenvalue for the cages) # (00) is obtained  This implies that the problem only makes sense if some input

for \; + A; = 1, and is given by qubits to the quantum circuit are initialized, as otherveing
output can be obtained. Because of the fact that both input
5 (COS ( ™ ) B ) o 2 and output qubits must kieitialized, we cannot replace the
2T + 3 T (2T +3)? actual gates with the identity gate, and as a result the Liou-

villian does not have a nice block-diagonal structure anmgmo
It follows that the gap of the Liouvillian is larger than72,  with only blocks of polynomial size, but we get exponentiall
which we set out to prove. In principle, this does not suffice t large blocks. Such blocks will typically lead to exponelhyia
prove that convergence will be reached at a time in the orfder small gaps.



APPENDIX: ENGINEERING DISSIPATION In order to simplify the discussion, we will take into ac-
count the following:S%, | ; with M := Le,4; > 1 will be a

T

Here we show how to engineer the local dissipation whichsUm ©f contributions which will typically have the form

gives rise to the master equatiohk (1) and cp—nidps (6). They
are composed of local terms, involving few particles (tatlic
two), so that we just have to show how to implement those. IrwhereL; ~ (1 — €,41)/2¢,+1 and where the chann&, ;
order to simplify the exposition, we will treat those pde& appears~ Le,.; times. We define:lL, = 1/2¢,.41; [ =
as a single one and assume that one has full control over it§"1S"5; V.1 = Roy1,1fri pr = [ Vil ) = Regr1(p)i
dynamics (e.g. one can apply arbitrary gates). X, = tr(pryam);, Vi = tr(pr4+1p;). We will approximate
Let us start with the cp-maps. It is clear that by apply-‘S‘,ﬁLl,1 ~ ﬁfj"l“. Using the fact that fok < 2", Pyp, =
ing a quantum gate to the particle and a 'fresh’ ancilla and, P, = p, we have thatr[p, 1,15, :(0)] > tr[p,+1.10] for
then tracing the ancilla one can generate any physicalractioi = 1,2, and thusX; > Y;_;. Itis easy to show using the
(i.e. cp-map) on the system. Furthermore, by repeating theame thing that
same process with short time intervals one can subject the sy 1
tem to an arbitrary time independent master equation. This Yi=X+ ﬁtr[pr+1tro(QplQ)]. (16)
last process may not be efficient. An alternative way works o )
as follows. Let us assume that the ancilla is a qubit interHéreé we have simplified the notation;, tdenotes the trace
acting with a reservoir such that it fulfills a master equatio With respect to the particlés), ko + 1, and@ = Qx ko+1-
with Liouville operatorL, = vTo_, whereo_ = |0)(1]. Now, using that for any projectors and@ = 1 — P,
Now, we couple the ancilla to the system with a Hamiltonian(v/eP £ Q/+\/€)p(y/eP = Q/+/€) > 0 it follows that p; >
H = Q(U‘.LT + aIL). In the limit T >} ) one can ad_la— Prpipr — 3 /Mgr_ Finally, using the properties of MPS 3]
batically eliminate the levél) of the ancilla[[27] by applying itis easy to show thatr[p, s tro(QprpuprQ)]/D? is lower

second order p?rturbatlon theory fco th_e_ Liouvillian. Tms | bounded by &(1 — jL)(1 — X)), where~ is a constant.
done as follows: the unperturbed Liouvillian can be writhsn Thus we obtain "

Lo = QDQ ! with Q = Q! the eigenvectors of; writing
the pgrturbed eigenvectors @&xp(g/\/fX), we solve t.he X > Y > X — 3/l + 21— pb)(1 - X)), (17)
equation-X D+ DX +QLyQ = 0with £y the perturbation

arising from the Hamiltonian part; the effective Liouvdti is  Iterating this expression we obtain

then given by—Q?/TXDX. In this way we obtain a mas- 3

ter equation fop describing the system alone, with Liouville ufﬂl < —7=V pEm 4 [1 =2 (1—plr))Ererersr - (18)
opeartor?/v/TL. By using several ancillas with Hamiltoni- 2(1 = pr7)

ansH = Q(a_Li+o{Lj) and following the same procedure After some lengthy algebra, we obtain that if we choose
we obtain the desired master equation. Although we have nat./e,41 = M = CN?, andL, = 1/e,41 the final error will
specified here a physical system, one could use atoms. In thée (3/2)%(1 — 2)¢ whereas the number of applications of the
case, the ancilla could be an atom itself with and|1) an ~ map Lioe, v = N?'°82 NHlee2 & Thus, by choosing” suf-
electronic ground and excited level, respectively, sospan-  ficiently large we can always make the error arbitrarly small
tanous emission gives rise to the dissipation. The couplingvith a subexponential number of applications of the map.

to the system (other atoms) could be achieved using standard

ideas used in the implementation of quantum computation us-

Ly oL Ly oL
STaniRT+1,1ST,§STERT+171 ... (15)
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That the first part (denote it h¥) of the Liouvillian in Eq.[9)
does not contribute to the spectrum can be seen by showihg tha
tr[(tF + (£ — F))"] with trace in Liouville space is indepen-
dent oft for all n € N. This can in turn be seen by observing
that all the contributions which are not powers Hf F are
nilpotent. As tf(tF + (£ — F))"] determines the spectrum of

L we can thus sdt = 0 without changing the spectrum.

More precisely there exists a unitaby on I, such that if|®)

has zero energy o\x_1, the rotated stat&’|®) has non-zero
overlap with the zero-energy subspace corresponding toWe
argue by contradiction. Assume that for&llon I}, this overlap

and therefore the one of the depolarized state would be zero.
Every normalized vector in the support of the depolarizatest
has the form

|6) = > _trlA" X ]|a)|) 1),

o,

whereq, 3 are product bases for,_, and the complement of
Ay, respectivelyy is a vector in the Hilbert space @f and tr
denotes the contraction of the tensarand X. The tensorsA
are already the one of the target state. Incorpordtingto ¢,
zero-overlap would mean thé&p'|¢) = 0 for all

¢') = > t[A*BY7)|a)lj) 1),

a,j,p

with B? being the tensor corresponding to reginin the tar-
get state and” arbitrary (in particula®” = X). By the defini-
tion of injectivity [29] there is, however, always a congtaand
avectorp such that ™' Y- _(jlp) B’ = 1 and thus(¢'[¢) = c.
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