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Vanishing quantum discord is necessary and sufficient for aopletely positive maps
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Two long standing open problems in quantum theory are tcacharize the class of initial system-bath states
for which quantum dynamics is equivalent to (1) a map betwtberinitial and final system states, and (2) a
completely positive (CP) map. The CP map problem is espgdmportant, due to the widespread use of such
maps in quantum information processing and open quantuteragsheory. Here we settle both these questions
by showing that the answer to the first is “all”, with the reémg map being Hermitian, and that the answer to
the second is that CP maps arise exclusively from the classpafrable states with vanishing quantum discord.

PACS numbers: 03.65.Yz,03.67.-a,03.65.Ud

Introduction—Every natural object is in contact with its always CP, for arbitrary/sg. In this work we settle this
environment, so its dynamics is that of an “open” systemold open question. We prove that the QDP yields a CP map
The problem of the formulation and characterization of theps(0) — ps(t) iff psp(0) has vanishing “quantum discord”
dynamics of open systems in the quantum regime has a lond4], i.e., is purely classicaly correlated.
and extensive history|[1]. Its importance derives fromtee d  In order to arrive at this result we introduce a class of state
sire and need to be able to consistently describe the evnluti we call “special-linear” (SL), with the property of being of
of subsystems, without having to make reference to theeentirfull measure in the set of mixed bipartite states. We show tha
universe. Consider a quantum systéhtoupled to another the QDP[(1) is always a linear Hermitian mép : ps(0) —
systemB, with respective Hilbert spacéds and? 5, such  pg(¢) if psp(0) in the SL-class. Vanishing discord states are
that together they form one isolated system, describedédy tha subset of SL states, and CP maps are a subset of Hermitian
joint initial state (density matrix)s(0). B representthe en- maps; we use the SL construction to prove our main result
vironment, or bath, so the object of interest is the system about CP maps. We then argue that the restriction to the SL-
whose state at time is governed according to the standard class can be lifted, and that in fact the QP (1hiwaysa
qguantum-mechanical prescription by the following quantumlinear Hermitian map, for arbitranys 5 (0). This result settles

dynamical process (QDP): another old open question: is quantum subsystem dynamics
; always a map, and if so, of what kind?
ps(t) = Trplpsp(t)] = Trp[Usp(D)psp(0)Usp(t)']. (1) Linear maps— A linear map is “Hermitian” if it preserves
The propagatots(t) is a unitary operator, the solution to the Hermiticity of its domain. We first present an operator
the Schrodinger equatidiiss = —(i/h)[Hsp, Usp], where ~ SUm representation for arbitrary and Hermitian linear maps

Hgp is the joint system-bath Hamiltoniafir g represents the
partial trace operation, corresponding to an averagingtbree
bath degrees of freedom [1].

The QDI? 1) is a transf(_)rmation fr_omgB(O) to ps(t). D(p) = ZEapEg )
However, since we are not interested in the state of the bath, =
it is natural to ask: under which conditions is the QDP a map ) _
from ps(0) to ps(t) [2]? When is this map linear? When is where the “left a_nd right operation eIeme_nts{’Ea} and
it completely positive (CP) [3]? These are fundamental ques{ £a } are, respectivelyy x n andn x m matrices.
tions which have been the subject of intense studies with 1 IS & Hermitian map iff
long history [4, 5] 6 7,18,19, 10, 11,/12], also more recently
in the context of non-Markovian master equatians [13]. One Pulp) = Z caBapEl, ca €R. ®)
reason that these questions have attracted so much interest ¢
the fundamental role played by CP maps in quantum infor- (See Refs./[15, 16] for a proof). A linear map is called
mation [17] and open quantum systems theory [1]. CP map&ompletely positive” (CP) if it is a Hermitian map wiik, >
are the “workhorse” in these fields, and hence an understan@-Va. It turns out that there is a tight connection between CP
ing of their domain of validity is essential. For this reasbn and Hermitian maps [9, 11]: a map is Hermitian iff it can be
is perhaps surprising that the problem of identifying the-ge written as the difference of two CP maps.
eral physical conditions under which CP maps are valid has The definition of a CP mag@cp implies that it can be ex-
remained open since it was first posed in a vigorous debateressed in the Kraus operator sum representationp3}) =
[5,6]. In particular, whilesufficientconditions have been de- > E.(t)ps(0)E},(t) = ®cp(t)[ps(0)]. If the operation el-
veloped for complete positivity [6, 12], it is not known whic ementsE,, satisfy}" ElE, = I thenTr[ps(t)] = 1. The
is the most general class of states for which the QDP (1) istandard argument in favor of the ubiquitousness of CP maps

Theorem 1 A map® : M, — M, (whereMt,, is the space
of n x n matrices) is linear iff it can be represented as
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is that, sinceS may be coupled wittB, the mapsbp;, describ-  unequal indexe$i, }2_, such that{ambﬂ} ! are all non-

ing physical processes ¢ghshould be such that all their exten- zero, i.e., they can be connected via a path that involves onl
sions into higher dimensional spaces should remain pesitiv horizontal and vertical (but not diagonal) moves. The “Rec
i.e., ®py ® I, > 0Vn € ZT, wherel, is then-dimensional  index set’ D' is the set of all index pair§(i, )} of the
identity operator; this means théby, is a CP map [18]. How-  elements of theth block ofA.

ever, one may question whether this is the right criterian fo

describing quantum dynamics on the grounds that this im- This is just the standard notion of a block in a matrix, possi-
poses restrictions on the allowed class of initial systertitb bly before permutation matrices are applied to sort it it t
states|[5]. An alternative viewpoint is to seek a descriptio standard block-diagonal structure. We are now ready te stat
that applies taarbitrary psg(0). However, it was recently our main result.

shown [19] that the QDR11) withrbitrary ps5(0) becomes a

CP map iff a most restrictive condition is satisfiedlyz(t),  Lemma 1 Let psp(0) [Eq. @)] be an SL-class state, let
namely, it must be locally unitanf7sp(t) = Us(t) @ Up(t), @ = [¢;] = @, (a supermatrix), and le{Tl, =
i.e., the effective system-bath interaction must vanislone Z(i Hepl |i){i|} . be a complete set of projectors froky
gives up the consistency conditipg = Trg[psp] for all pg, ’ (o . @

or gives up linearity except in the weak cc[)upli]ng regime, CP© 7ts- LetCy” = {(i.j) € D5 Trl¢;] = 1} and

maps arise for more general initial states [6]. (@) _ o
A recent breakthrough due to Rodrigugtzal. [12] shows ps’ =Uaps(0)la/pa = Z 0ijl#)(G1/Pas - (5)
that CP maps arise for arbitrafyspz even for certain non- (i,)ecs”

factorized initial conditions, namely provided the inititate

psp(0) is invariant under the application of a complete set ofwherep,, = Tr[ps(0)I1,]. Letp ) be a density matrix. The
orthogonal one-dimensional projections Sni.e., the state Hermitian map®y : ps(0) — ps( ) induced by the QDH{1)
has vanishing quantum discord. Here we show that vanishing a CP map iff ® (@), ={0or p } (i, 5) pgﬂ;
guantum discord is not only sufficient but also necessary for

the QDP to induce a CP map (Theoriem 3). We go further and _ () ()

ask whether the larger class of Hermitian maps is compati- ps5(0) Zpaps S (©)
ble with general initial conditions. We shall show that tisis

indeed the case (Theoréin 2). Clearly, o) can be thought of as the post-measurement
SpECIal linear states— We now define a class of states we state ar|s|ng with probabmtya from PS( ) after the app"ca_

call “special-linear” (SL) states for which the QOB (1) a{8a  tjon of the projective measurement described by thé Bef}.
results in a linear, Hermitian map. An arbitrary bipartit@te  Moreover,pg(0) is not merely separable:

ontHs ® Hp can be written as
o Theorem 3 The Hermitian mapby : ps(0) — pg(t) is a
psp = eili)il ® 6, (4)  CP mapiff the initial system-bath state ;(0) has vanishing
i quantum discord (VQD), i.e., can be written as:

where {[i)}"*s is an orthonormal basis fot{s, and
{(b”}f‘“l’fs : Hp — Hp are normalized such that if
[¢”] # 0 thenTr[¢;;] = 1. The corresponding reduced

system and bath states are then = > ;cc 0ij[1)(Jl.  where{IT*} are one-dimensional projectors onto the eigen-
whereC = {(2,])|TI‘[(]5U] = 1}, ande(O) = Zz Qii¢ii- vectors Ofp(sa), ande Hg =1I,.
Hermiticity and normalization opgsp, ps, and pp imply
B | -
0ij = Cji» $ij = b5 ANAY; 0ii = 1. Proof. By expanding p(sa) as Y, phIIk, with pf =

Definition 1 A bipartite stateps; is in the SL-class iff either 1175 (0 L] > 0 ande ph =1, we obtaln usmg EqL16):
Tr(pi;] = 1 0f ¢ij = 0, Vi, j. psp(0) = Y, o8 @ pls) = 3, pETTE @ pls”, which im-
plies Eq. [7). On the other hanﬁk,a apSB(O)H’; is the
state after a non-selective projective measurenjéift} on

kTF @ (a)
Theorem 2 If ps5(0) is an SL-class state then the QDR (1) ©» SO thaloss(0) = 3, , pally - m
is a linear, Hermitian magby; : ps(0) — ps(t). The quantum discord has a deep information-theoretic ori-

gin and interpretation, for the details of which we refer the
Next we need to be precise about the block structure asséeader to Ref.[14]; we shall merely remark that when the dis-
ciated with a matrixA = [a;;]: cord vanishes all the information aboBt that exists in the
S-B correlations is locally recoverable just from the state of
Definition 2 We call two diagonal elements,;, anda; i, S, which is not the case for a general separable statearfd
“block-connected via the pat{’zb}B 17 if there exists asetof ~ B. In this sense a VQD state is “completely classical”.

psn(0 Z " ps5(0 (7

The following is a key result which we prove at the end:
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Proof of Lemmall. We start with necessity; sufficiency Proposition 2 If all of ¢ir, i, b # 0 thenopr, = ¢y =
will turn out to be trivial. Let us assume that the Her- ¢x; = ¢y%.

mitian map®y : ps(0) — ps(t) induced by the QDP,

ps(t) = Trp[Upsp(0)UT], is CP, and determine the class of F_’roof. After a coup!e of elementary row and column opera-
allowed initial states. We start from an SL-class stateesinc ions onP; we obtain:

we know (Theoreni]2) that in this case the QP (1) is in- 1, B 11 ib ia
deed equivalent to a Hermitian map. et = |¥)(¥|, where ~ Pj; = (BT 1, ) ;o 1= ( 11 ) ; = (ic ib* )
|U) = \/Z? S iy @ i) is a maximally entangled state over (11)

Hs ® Hs, and wherels = dim H. It follows directly from  Diagonalizing the two diagonal blocks using@Q = - (1 +

Eq. (15) below tha®y /i) (j|] = Trz[Ui)(jl@ ¢, U] Thus ;5 3 vields Y1 = Q@2 PL,(Q1)#?, where
the Choi matrix|[18] fordy, is ‘

— / C D 20 fa B
) Y a=(a+b+b"+¢)/2, B=(a—b+b"—c)/2,
=@ZIMJ'I@TYB[UIZ')UI®¢>ijUT], ©) y=(—a—b+b"+¢c)/2, d=(-a+b+b" —c)/2.

)
We assume that1 is positive as this is equivalent tby be-
ing CP [18]. A useful fact is that a matriA is positive iff
every principal submatrix ofl is positive (a principal subma- . , , :
trix is the matrix obtained by deleting fromd some number ing only theith and,jth rows and columns oPy;. We find
of columns and rows with equal indexes). Therefore, let ug(l:4) =1 i2 L+|6% e(2,3) = 1£ /1+[* and
focus on the pair of rows and columfis 1) (k # [) of ds.M, e_(2,4) = +|a|®. Since all these elgenvglues must be posi-
and consider the x 2 principal submatrix tT“&/"?AVq\ZZ]CO—n?II‘lrJquSEZ?Q— :TY[EA;Z](S :pgly:neglgﬁnf% v:ve
Py — < Trp[U|k) (k| @ ¢piUT] Trp(Ulk) (1] @ ¢prUT] >  haveTr[A(grx — dwi)] = 0, SO thatyy, = ¢y, and similarly
Tep[Ull) (k] @ ouUT] Tep[U(I] @ ¢uUT] Okl = bk = du. W

It is simple to check that the only permissible case not
The submatrixPy; must be positive for any/, and we choose ¢gvered by Propositioris 1 afil 2 is wheép,, oy # 0 and
to examine the cast = (I ® I —iX ® A), whereAdis ¢, — ¢, = 0; in this case we have no further restrictions.
Hermitian and unitary (hencd? = I), andX = |k){I| +
[} (k[ + 3 i 25, [9)(i]. This will allow us to find restrictions
on{¢y; }. Note that it follows from Hermiticity of4, ¢, and
¢u, and fromel, = oy, thatTr[A¢y], Tr[Ady] € R, and
thatTr[A¢r ] = (Tr[A¢])*. Thus some algebra yields:

Positivity of Py; implies that alsaP;; > 0, so that we can
again apply the principal submatrix method. let, j) de-
note the eigenvalues of thig¢/;, submatrix obtained by retain-

Lemma 3 The matrix® = [¢;;] can be decomposed &=
@, ), where(®(®), . = ¢ (aconstant) on.

o (1,J)€Dg

Proof. Every matrix is a direct sum of blocks (possibly only
one). Therefore our task is to prove that the matrix elements

the  da bty of theath block®(®) 0bey(<1>(°‘>)(i,j)epéa) = ¢ or0. Col-
Py = 1 —ta tik tri —Z'b (10) lecting Fhe results e}bovewe see that there are onnyoulllscase
4 | —ib* ty ty —ic |’ Propositiondl=— (i) ¢xt = o = o = ou = 0, (i)
t  ib* ic iy ok = o = ¢ = 0 and¢y # 0; Proposition R—
a = Tr[Adkk]) € R, b= Tr[A¢w], (i) ¢pr = ¢ = o = du # 0; (V) dxk,du # 0 and

ori = ¢ = 0. First note that ith,;, = 0 then by cases (i) and
. . (i) also ¢ = ¢y, = 0 VI, i.e., the row and column crossing
To proceed we require the following Lemma (proof atend): at a zero diagonal element must be zero. Nowdlgt' de-

Lemma 2 If Tr[AX] = 0 for any unitary and Hermitian ma- note the2 x 2 principal submatrix{®™, {*); () <I>§.O.‘)},

) R Y B Rl TR R
trix A thenX' = 0. i Assume@%” #£ 0 and considerlfl(.;‘). Only case (jii)
Proposition 1 If ¢xx = 0 or ¢y = 0 thengy, = ¢y, = 0. applies, sodp!®) = ¢§;‘) = <I>§.j‘) = @5.3‘). We can use this
Proof. Assume thatsy, = 0 of ¢, = 0, but not both, so that show that any two block-cgynected(g;agonal elements are
either(ty = 0, = 1), O (tu = 1, 3 = 0). Construct the equal. Indeed, assume th@fﬂ.1 and.<1>i%i_31 are both non-
principal submatrix obtained by deleting rows and colurhns Z€ro and block-connected via the path},—, . Then by case
and3 from P,;. This leaves a principal submatrix with eigen- (iii) all elements of each member of the set of principal sub-
values(1 + /1 + 4Jb|2)/8. The positivity of these requires matrices{\Ifl(-lf‘ilﬁ 2! are equal, and since successive mem-
b = Tr[A¢w] = 0, so that by Lemm@l2;,; = ¢1Tk — 0. When Dbers always share a diagonal element, their elements are all

éu = dur = 0 the same principal submatrix has eigenvaluesequal, to an element we cail®). We have thus shown that
]|, so that agaimy = ¢}, = 0. m (fIJ(a))(m)eD;a) = ¢(® or 0. Finally, note that case (iv) with

c = TI‘[AQZS”] € R, tij = TI‘[QZ/)W] =1or0.
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orr # ¢y can only arise between two different blocks, sincea Hermitian map between the initial and final system states.
if orr # ¢y the previous argument shows that they cannot bélhis result establishes that quantum subsystem dynamics is
block-connectedm always a meaningful concept.

We are now ready to conclude the proof of Lemimha 1: It Proofs— In order to prove Theoref 2 we first need:
follows from LemmdB tha{®);; = (®));; = ¢(*) or 0 _ _
for (i, §) € ,Dspa). Moreover, sincepss(0) is an SL-class Le.mma 4 If psp(0) is an SL-class state then the QOP (1) is
state, Tr[¢(®)] = 1. Thus the total index sePg for the alinear map®y, : ps(0) = ps(t)-

initial state psp(0) splits into a union of disjoint index sets pryof. Consider the singular value decomposition (SVD)
DY, so that Eqs[{5) and(6) are satisfied, wheg€0) = Gij = Do AI|2%) (ys], where\¥ are the singular values
Y X pyect i)l = Yo TMaps(OIla = 3, os”, and|zg) ((y]) are the right (left) singular vectors. Let

@ {|¥x)} be an orthonormal basis for the bath Hilbert space
Hp, and define the system operatdf§,; = (Vx|Uss|zs;),
We, = <1/1k|USB|y%>- Sincepsp(0) is an SL-class state,
a QDP [1) generated by an arbitrary unitary evolutidsg
yields [recallC = {(i, j)|Tr[¢i;] = 1}]:

wheres™ = p,p® and whereps) = ¢(®). Herell,, is
the projector onto the subspace corresponding to blo¢ks
defined above). Next we need to show that gfiés are den-
sity matrices. From the properties of the”) we already have
Trpfgo‘) = 1, so what is left to prove is thai(g) > 0. Indeed,
by definition of positivity (:(*) | (45| ps5(0)]i®))|[1pg) > 0 _ _ - N7 e
for any stateli(®)) in the <supp|)<0rt (Lﬁ'[a (a21|d ar23|/ ba>th state ps(t) = Tralpsn(t)] = 3 _ ey TrsUssli) (7] @ 64Uss)
|YB). Insertingpsp(0) = >, pap(sa) ® pfgo‘) into this in-
equality, we find(¢p|p\’|vs) > 0,V|Ys) € Hp. This
completes the proof of necessity. Sufficiency: using the
spectral decompositiop; = >, A$|A)(A7] and defining  Now note thatP;ps(0)P; = o;;]i)(j|, whereP; = [i)(i] is a
B = (BilUN) e+ Hs — Hs, where{|3;)} is an or-  projector andi, j) € C. Therefore:

thonormal basis foH 5, we have, using Eqd.](1) ard (5):

j

= > MoVl Glwe )T (13)
(2,7)€Cik,a

o @1lps(0)] = A4 Vi Pips (0)P;(Wii;)T (14)
ps(t) = Trp[Upsp (U] = Y N Efps(0)E] . (12) ()Xcﬁk ! ’
aij y
= M i Visla) (Gl (Wig)t, (15)
Now we simply note that ifps5(0) satisfies Eq.[(6) with (i,j)ezc;k,a Sk H

pfg” > 0(i.e.,, A} > 0), then Eq.[(IR) is already in the form of

a CP map, with operation elemerit )\?Ef‘j}mj. [
Discussion— What is the physical meaning of fixing the -

bath-only operators; ;, as is required in our formulation? The eration elements arFjr. = \/Ev,gja} and{Eij,m =

answer is that this corresponds to fixing the initial systeath \/A_gW]?'ij}' respectively.m

correlations: the purely classical part is determined leysth, R .

while the quantum part is determined by thg with i # ;. we needT to ShOW_ th_a‘bS(t) - C_I)H[pS(O)] - PTS(t) 'f_

ps(0) = ps(0). This is now a simple calculation which

Further, note thaflr[|7)(i| ® Ippsp] = 0i;Tr[¢i;], so that L "
non-SLness can also be writteng|;)(i| ® Ippss] = 0,  US€S Egs.[(14) and{(15), the definitions1gf; and Wy,

i.e., as(|i)(j| ® Ip, psp) = 0 (Hilbert-Schmidtinner product ¢i; = ¢, and the SVD of;;.
(A, B) = Tr[Af B]) and hencesz must lie in the hyperplane Proof of Theorem[2. ~ We need to show thaps(t) =
orthogonal to:) (j| ® Is. Thus non-SL-class states are con- @y [ps(0)] = pg(t) if ps(0) = pTS(O). This is now a sim-
fined to a lower-dimensional surface in the space of bigartit ple calculation which uses Egg. {14) ahdl(15), the defirstion
states, and must keparse Note that, conversely, the SL con- of V5, andW, ¢;; = ¢.T.i, and the SVD ofp;;. m
dition Tr[¢;;] = 1 yieldsTr[|j)(i| ® Igpsp] = 0ij, Which  Proof of Lemma [2. Since A is unitary and Her-
is not a constraint since;; is arbitrary. Moreover, using a mitian its eigenvalues are both roots of unity and real,
mapping from affine to linear maps [20], it is not hard to showi.e., it can always be parameterized in the foun =
that the zero-measure subset of non-SL states does not spbilDUT, where U is unitary and the diagonal matrix
Theoreni 2, i.e., the QDIP](1) is a linear, Hermitian map fromD has diagonal elements-1.  Consider two special
ps(0) — pg(t) for anyinitial statepsp(0). choices of D: D, = diag(+1,+1,....,+1) = I and
Conclusions—In this work we have identified the condi- Dy = diag(—1,+1,+1,...,41) = I — 2]|0){0|. Since
tions for the validity of quantum subsystem dynamics. InTr[D;UTXU] = Tr[D,U'XU] = 0 we find Tr[(D; —
particular, we have found the precise initial state condii  D.)UTXU] = 0, or Tr[|0)(0|UTXU] = 0. However,U is
for the ubiquitous class of CP maps. This establishes a fourarbitrary, so thaty| X |¢)) = 0, V|v) ([¢v) = U|0)). This can
dation for their widespread use in quantum information andnly be true ifX = 0. m
open systems theory. We have also shown that the basic quan-Acknowledgements- This work was funded by NSF
tum mechanical transformatidn (1) is always representable Grants No. CCF-0523675 and CCF-0726439 (to D.A.L).

which equalsps(t) according to Eq.[{13). This defines the

linear map®y, = {Eijka,Egjka}, whose left and right op-
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