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Abstract

Exact analytical results for the dynamics of two interagtoubits each of
which is embedded in its own spin star bath are presentedtiffileeavolution of
the concurrence and the purity of the two-qubit system iestigated for finite
and infinite numbers of environmental spins. The effect dfigqubit interac-
tions on the steady state of the central system is investigat

1 Introduction

Exactly solvable models play a very useful role in variouklfef physics. They help
improving our understanding of physical processes anavalkbgain more insight into
complicated phenomena that take place in nature [1]. Nesdterecall the usefulness
of exactly solvable models such as the harmonic oscilldber,nuclear shell model
and the Ising model, to mention but a few. From a practicahfpof view, exactly
solvable models serve as a very convenient tool for testiagatcuracy of numerical
algorithms, often used in the study of problems that canaaralytically solved due
to the complexity of the systems under investigation.

In nature, quantum systems are influenced by their surrogragivironment through,
in general, complicated coupling interactions, leadiregiho lose their coherence [2].
This refers to as the decoherence process [3, 4, 5]. Moreguamntum systems
exhibit properties that do not have classical analogbus {Bf great interest is en-
tanglement, the main ingredient for quantum teleportadod quantum computa-
tion [7,18,/9,/10/ 11} 12]. Over the last years, many propokale been made for
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the implementation of quantum information processing.idSstiate systems are very
promising [13/ 14] and have been the subject of many invastigs. In particular,
decoherence and entanglement of qubits coupled to spinoamvents/[15] attracted
much attention [16, 17]. Thus new exactly solvable modetedeing the dynamics of
gubits in spin baths are highly welcome. Recently, the siaincnfiguration, initially
proposed by Bose, has been extensively investigated [1,&0,21, 22]. An exact
treatment of the dynamics of two qubits coupled to common sgr bath viaX'Y” in-
teractions is presented in [23,124]. In this paper we proposa/estigate analytically
the dynamics when the two qubits interact with separate spinbaths.

The paper is organized as follows. In sectidn 2 the model Hanian is intro-
duced. In sectiofil3 we present a detailed derivation of tine &volution operator
and we investigate the dynamics of the qubits at filNtéor some particular initial
conditions. In sectiohl4 we study the thermodynamic linmtwihich the sizes of the
spin environments become infinite. Sectidn 5 is devoted ecsdtond-order master
equation. We end the paper with a short summary.

2 Modd

The system under study consists of two two-level systemg.( spin-; particles) each

of which is embedded in its own spin star environment comgageV spins%. The
central particles interact with each other through a Isintgriaction; the corresponding
coupling constant is equal @, where the factor 4 is introduced for later convenience.
We shall assume that each qubit couples to its environmenteisenbergY” in-
teraction whose coupling constantds which is, in turn, scaled by'/2 in order to
ensure good thermodynamic behavior. The spin baths willdm®tdd byB; and B;.
The Hamiltonian for the composite system has the form

H = Hy+ Hgs,p, + Hs,B,, 1)
where
Hy = 45515, 2)
and
Hgp, = —=(Sy ) ST+S° ) SY), (i=1,2). (3)
\/N k=1 k=1

HereS! andS2 denote the spin operators corresponding to the centralgjuidiereas
S denotes the spin operator corresponding toktheparticle within thei*” environ-
ment. Introducing the total spin operatofs= Y% | 51k and.7 = >N | 5% of the
environments3; andBs, respectively, one can rewrite the full Hamiltonian as

«

H = 46582 +
z z \/N

(SLJ_ 4+ S'J, + 52T+ S2T)). 4)



The dynamics of the two-qubit system is fully described ksydensity matrix
p(t) obtained, as usual, by tracing the time-dependent totadigematrix p;. (¢), de-
scribing the composite system, with respect to the enviental degrees of freedom,
namely,

p(t) = trB1+B2[pt0t(t)]
= tra | Ui (0)U'(1)]. )

whereU(t) andp;.(0) designate the time evolution operator and the initial tdead-
sity matrix, respectively.

At t = 0 the central qubits are assumed to be uncoupled with thecamagnts; the
latter are assumed to be at infinite temperature. This mean#e initial total density
density matrix can be written as

Pioi(0) = p(0) ® 5 © o 6)

Herep(0) is the initial density matrix of the two-qubit system, ahés the unit matrix

on the spac&**". The former can be written as(0) = >, , pp,|xx) (x¢|, with

Ixe) €{]l — =), —+),|+—),| ++)} for £ = 1, 4. Similarly, we introduce the basis
state vectorsj, m) of C**V, such thats < j < N/2 (k = 0 for N even ands = 1/2

for N odd), and—; < m < j. The time-dependent reduced density matrix can be
expressed as

=2 ZNZ,OMZZ v(N, ), m s[U() ) e U @)L 7 ),
jm s (7)
wherelj,r,m, s) = |j,m) ©|r,s), andv(N, j) = (y_ e (w/o;_1) [25]. Hence,

our task reduces to finding the exact form of the matrix eletmeﬁthe time evolution
operatorU(t) = exp(—iHt) (h = 1). This will be the subject of the next section.

3 Derivation of the exact form of thetime evolution op-
erator

The time evolution operator can be expanded as

i nth i nt2n+1 ontl
—1 (H)™. (8)
= —~ (2n + 1)!

In order to derive analytical expressions for even and odvdeps of the total Hamilto-
nian H let us notice thati, anticommutes wittt/s, 5, + Hs, p,, that is,

[HOv HslBl + H52Bz]+ = 0. (9)
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This can easily be shown using the following properties mn% operators:S,S. =
+54, andS.S, = FS;. Moreover, it is easily seen th&f?" = %", which simply
implies that forn > 0,

n

H2” - Z (Z) (HslBl + HSzB2)2Z52(n_Z)' (10)

/=0

In the standard basis @ ® C?, it can be shown that powers éfs, 5, and Hg, s,
are given by

(T ) 0 0 0
2%k . 07 2k 0 (J+J) 0 0
Hsp, = (—N) 0 0 (J_J,)" o | (11)
0 0 0 (J_J, )
0 IREAAL 0
L O X e et
J_(JpJ_)k 0 0
j+j 0 0 0
(a0 (T, 0 0
HSQBQ - (\/—N) 0 0 (j+j_)k 0 ) (13)
0 0 0 (T-T )"
0 T (T-Ts+) 0 0
kb1 [\ T (T TN 0 0 0
25 = (75) 0 0 0 77 g M
0 0 T(TT) 0

It follows that

l -1
20 k) 2(¢—k)—1
(HslBl + H52Bz)2£ - Z ( )HgffB1 S£B2 + Z 2/{} +1 g‘fgllHSng )

B EG)] w
where
Dy, = diag | (Jo J ) (T T ), (T T T To)' "
(T T T T (T T)HT T (16)
and
La, = antidiag [J+j+(J_ TN T T T T (T T )M (T T,
T T (e T T T T T HT T @)
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Using the fact that
0
20 k, -k __
Z(%)w -
/—1

=0

(VE Vi + (V-] 8)

N —

one obtains
w [ O\
(HslBl +H5232) - <\/N>
F} 0 0 T T4 ——A—— ia A
+ Iy
. 0 F ) J T T 0 20)
0 J j+ﬁ Fy 0
M +
N v 0 0 Fy
where
L1 20 201
FE =S |(VIT + VT T ) (VI - VTT) ], (21)
1 20 201
rf = [(VIE+ VT 7)) (VI - VT T . (22)
1 20 201
F§=§ (VI +VTT) i(w T~ VTT) (23)
26
it = [(VIT + VIT) (VI - VT ) (24)
Inserting equatiori (20) into equatidn {10), yields
H2n — 1
2
(M) + (M7 0 0 Ty J S
0 (M) + (M) T T % 0
X
)" =M + —\n
0 J_ j ﬁ (M3)" + (M3) 0
J.T M) =M 0 0 (MZ‘)H_'_(M2>H

IRV AIN A

(25)




where

ME = §? %(\/JJFJ_ + /T ) , (26)
M = 52 O‘—Q(\/J T i\/jj>2 27)

2 N +J— -J+ |
ME = §? O‘—Q(\/J T £/ T )2 (28)

3 N + + )

a? 2
Mi =0+ 5 <\/J_J+ + \/J_J+> . (29)

The above operators satisfy
Mli,2<]+ = J+M§I,:47 Mli,2«7+ = \7+M?i:47 (30)
M1iJ+~7+ = J+j+Mit> M2ij+j— = J+«7—M§E- (31)
Furthermore, one can show that the matrix elemenig*f! are given by
1
(H*™ ) = —5[(/\4*)" + (M1)", (32)
2n+1 +\n
+(\/j T+ — \/J+ 2 )", (34)
(H2”+1)13 = J+2m V j—‘r -+ J J+ M+> (35)
+ (VI Jp = T+ T-)(M3)1, (36)
i1y (Mi)" — (MZ )"
(U )14 - (5/2)']4-&74- m ) (37)
2+ - 7 T T+ ST TN M 38
( )21 \/W \/ + \/ + 1) ( )
+ (VIT- = VI ) ML), (39)
1

(H" o = =50[(MF)" + (M3)"], (40)

M+)n _ (M—)n
H2n+l - _ 9 _( 3 3 41
(" = —(0/2)0, T~ (42)

2

(H2n+1)24 = \/% j j—i- + J_ J+ M4) (42)
+ (VI-Jp =V I-T:)(MQ)"], (43)



a/2

(H* )y = J—ﬁ[(v Jed_+ T T ) (M) (44)
+ (VId- =TT ) (M), (45)
ondly (M3)" = (M7)"
(H™ )3 = —(0/2)J_T4 T T (46)
(H )y = —0l(ME)"+ (Mg )], (@7)
2n+1 _ 04/2 +\n
(H™ )z = J+7m[(\/j—j+ + VI (M) (48)
+ (WI-Te = I J) (M), (49)

(M)" — (My)"

(H* Yy = (6/2)J-J- N o (50)
2n+1 _ /2 +\n
(H )42 - J-W[(\/j—j+ + \/J+J—)(M2 ) (51)
+ (VI = VI T (My)", (52)
2n+1 _ O‘/Q +\n
(H s = j_i\/m[(\/\ﬁj_ + /) (M) (53)
+ (VI T = I J)(M3)"], (54)
(s = SOlME) + (M) (55)

Having in hand the explicit expressions of powers of theltbtamiltonian, it can
easily be verified that the elements of the time evolutiorrajee, obtained by inserting
equations[(25) and (82)-(b5) into equatibh (8), are given by

sin (tJ./\/Tf) sin (t\/./\/T_)

Ui (t) :%{cos<t\/./\/lif>+cos(t\/./\/171_>—i5[ M + NI ]},

(56)
Un(t) = — J- % {Wﬂ%ai o (t \/J‘TT)
B 1
- \/JM:/;\T\@J_ sin(1y/M7) (57)
1
Ot == - e T (1)
" \/LJ:/;\T\@J_ sin(1y/M7) (58)



Un(t) =J-J- QW{COS <L\//\/Tf> — cos (t\/,/\/lil‘)
» sin(h//\Tf) sin(t\/,/\Tl‘>

e
sin 15\/./\75r sin t\/./\TQ_
Uza(t) :%{cos<tM>+cos<tm>+i5[ <\/.AT;_ )—l— <\/j72 >}},

(60)

(59)

Upn(t) = — J, \/% {\/J+J:/j\7\ij_j+ Sm<t \/Mi*)

_ Wﬂ—ﬁ\%j—@ sin(y/M5) (61)

Usa(t) :J_j+2\/ﬁ{cos<t\/@>—cos(t\/ﬁz_)
: sin(tM) sin(t\//72_>
e R

Us(t) = — J_ %{ \/J+J:/;T\gj—j+ sin(t\//vT;)

+ VeTy J:/;\/T\ij_‘%r sin (t\/./\TQ_> }, (63)

sin t\/ﬁg sin t\//7§
Uss (1) :%{cos<t\//\/17§>+cos<t\/./\7g>+i5[ <\/./\T§[ )—l— <\/j73 >}},

(64)

(62)

Ups(t) = — J+\/%{ Vj*%“"h sm(t\//\T;)

_ Wﬂ&% (/M) (65)

Uxs(t) =J T %/J_Jiﬁ{cos <t\//\/T§,r> — Cos (t\/E)
sin(ﬂ/ﬂTﬁ{) - sin(t\/./\T§>}} (66)
VMG VMg D

Ugs(t) =—J- \/%{ \/\7+‘7\}j—|—7;\’_/<]_]+ sin <t\/./\/17§>

n \/j+j\_/j;17;_/J_J+ sin(t\//\Tg> }7 (67)
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Un(t) :%{cos (q//\T}) + cos (t\/./\/Tj) i [Sm <tm> + - GW\TE) ] }

(68)

Un(t) = — J+\/%{ VJ—J\;;T;J—L Sin@\/@)
- w_jf//\% = sin(n/Mi) | (69)

Usa(t) = — j+\/%{\/‘7_‘7\>%/J—J+ sin(t\//\/TI)
P L i (1 a5 | (70

Ui4(t) :J+‘7+2\/J_J1+W{COS (t\//\/TZf) — Cos (t\/E)

—w[. Y 4 )]} (71)

It should be noted that the above components of the opetator can also be
derived by solving the Schrodinger equationl[22]

z'%]ft) — HU(1). (72)
For instance, we have
idU;“) = U (1) + =T Un(t) + =T Ui (1) (73)
@-dU;1t< ) = T Un(t) = dUn(t) + ST Un (1) (74)
@-dU;1t< ) _ \/NJ_Ull(t) U (t) + ;‘—NJ+U41(75), (75)
idU;(t) - ;NJ_Ugl( )+ \ﬁj_Ugl(t) 45U (D). (76)

This set of differential equation can be solved by introdgdihe following transfor-
mations:

Un(t) — e U (1), (77)
Ui (t) — e ' T_Us (), (78)
Usi(t) — e LT _Us (t), (79)
Un(t) = e J_ @ J_Uh(t). (80)
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The resulting differential equations involve diagonahtsr they can be solved by tak-
ing into account the initial conditions:

wo-{ 3 1% 1=

Following the same procedure, it is possible to derive tingaiaing matrix elements
of the time evolution operator.

There exist many measures for entanglement. Here we sleathasconcurrence,
defined by[[26]

Cp) = max{0, 2max[y/A] = 3 v/} (82)

where the quantities; are the eigenvalues of the operatét) (o, ®o,)p(t)* (o, @ 0y).
The above measure is equal to one for maximally entangléskstand is equal to zero
for separable states. The purity

P(t) = trp(t)? (83)

can be used to quantify the decoherence of the central systesnequal toi for
maximally mixed states, and one for pure states.

It turns out that the density matrices corresponding to tiigal product states
lere2), Wheree; = +, are always diagonal. Furthermore, the numerical sinanati
shows that if the qubits are prepared in one of the abovessthgy remain unentangled
regardless of the values &f andd. The purity decays less with the increase of

~, -
- ~ e ——— T S e ™. o rmm——_”

T
10 15 20
at

Figure 1: The evolution in time of the concurrence (solidvediand the purity (dashed
curve) corresponding to the singlet statefet o and N = 10.

The matrix elements of the reduced density matrices coorefipg to the states
(|—H)x|+-)) and%ﬂ ++)=4|——)) are shown in the Appendix. The evolution in
e of the concurrence and the purity corresponding tollos@maximally entangled

| =

S

2
tl

3
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Figure 2: The evolution in time of the concurrence (solidve)iand the purity (dashed
curve) corresponding to the singlet statefer 4o and N = 10.

states is practically the same; we only present the resbitsred for the singlet state.
It is found that, for fixeds, the concurrence and the purity saturate as the number
of spins increases. This naturally suggests the invegiigaf the caseN — oo
(see the next section). For small values of the coupling temnsg, the concurrence
decays from its initial maximum valu€,., = 1, then vanishes at a certain moment
of time (i.e. entanglement sudden deathl [27]). At long tingew sufficiently large
N andd, the purity and the concurrence converge to certain asyiop@ues, which
increase with the increase of the strength of interactioereht should be noted that,
in contrast to the case of common spin bath, the singlet statet decoherence free.
This was expected because the latter state is not eigenwadctioe HamiltonianH .
Nevertheless, we find that decoherence can be reduced watigstoupling between
the qubits, in agreement with [22]. Finally let us remarkttl@dthough we only have
considered infinite temperature, we can ensure that for-tange antiferromagnetic
Heisenberg interactions within the baths, low temperatwil have the same effect
on decoherence and entanglement of the qubits as strongrapapnstants.

4  Thermodynamic limit

In the thermodynamic limitN' — oo, the operators/.J,. J+/N converge to the posi-
tive real random variable whose probability density function is given by

r— f(r)= dre™2* r>0. (84)

Indeed, it has been shown in 22 23] that the operdtgh/N converges to the com-
plex normal random variablewith the probability density function
2 —2|z|2‘

Z = —e
s

(85)
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Expressing: in terms of the polar coordinatesand ¢, i.e., z = re'®, simply gives
|z|2 = r%. Then integrating the corresponding probability densityction over the
variable¢ from 0 to2r yields

2

dP(r) = f(r)dr = % / do r dre™

0
= dpe dr, (86)

from which (84) follows.
Hence we can ascertain that

Jim 27 Ntrp 5,0 <\/Ji J=/N, \/ji\ﬁ/N = 16//rse Q0 (r, 5)drds,
0 O
(87)
where)(r, s) is some complex-valued function for which the integralstia tight-
hand side of equation (87) converge.

Using the above result, one can express the nonzero eleoféidsreduced density

matrix corresponding to the initial staf% | —+) — | + —)), in the thermodynamic
limit, as
1
pu(t) = pu(l) = Z[A+(t) +A_(2)], (88)
1 _ -
paa(t) = paa(t) = [T (t) + T_(t) + Z4.() + (1)), (89)
1 - -
pa(t) = —g[Ta(t) +T-(8) + =4 (t) + =Z-(t) + 20 (2)), (90)
where (we setv = 1 for the sake of shortness)
_ ety (TES) s 2
AL(t) 16//7’86 7t (r £ 5)? sin (t 02+ (r+s) )drds, (91)
0 0
T.o(t) = 16//7"3 o2 +5%) o2 (t 0% + (r:l:s)2>drds, (92)
0 0
T 2( 2+ 2) 52 2
= — —2(r®+s ; 2 2
=4 (1) 16//7’86 1 (r £5)? sin (t 02+ (r+s) )drds, (93)
0 0
U(t) = 16 / /rs e_z(’”2+82){cos <t 2+ (r+ 8)2)COS (t 2+ (r— s)2>
0

2SIH (t 2+ (r+ $)2> sin (t 02+ (r— 3)2)
62+ (r+s)? 62+ (r —s)?

}drds. (94)
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Unfortunately the above functions cannot be evaluatedytioally; one should
make recourse to numerical integration. This task can bafsigntly simplified by
transforming the double integration into single one, whechuch easier to carry out.
To do that notice that the analysis of the expressions ofuhetionsA_ (¢), T (t),
and=_.(t) leads to the evaluation of the probability density funcsigi;.) and R(n)
corresponding, respectively, to the random variaplesr + s andn = r — s (seel[28]
for a similar situation).

Let us begin with the variable; its probability density function is simply given by
the convolution off (r) with itself:

n
Qp) = 16/(,u — r)re_Q(”_r)2_2r2d7“. (95)
0

Note that the upper limit of the integration oveis ;. because the quantipy—» should
be positive. The evaluation of the integral is somewhatteydgut elementary; one
finds that

2

Q(u) = [2pn— V/me (1 — 2p®Jerf (u)]e ™", (96)
whereerf(x) designates the error functidn [29].

Now consider the variable = r — s. One should be careful when using the
definition of the convolution, since, in this casebelongs to the interval— oo, oo|.
We have to distinguish between two cases, namgely,0 andn < 0. In the first case
r € [0, 00[, and hence

R(n>0) = 16/7}+TT€ (rs)*=2r2 g,
0

_ 5{2n+\/7re’7 (1= 27%)[1 = exf(n)]}e ™", (97)

Whenn < 0, thenr € [—n, oo, which implies that

o0

R(’f] S 0) = 16 /(T} —+ T)Te_2(7"+3)2—27"2d7,

= S VR ) et} (98)

Combining [97) and (98), we obtain the following expresdimmthe probability den-
sity function ofn over the real line:

R(n) = 320+ Ve (1 — 221 — ex ([} e " (99)

The above functions are depicted in figurés 3 fand 4. Cle&y) is an even func-
tion of its argument; it takes its maximum value at the origivat is,max{R(n)} =

13
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0.8-

0.6

TSR R, "
1 2 3 4

Figure 3: The probability density functiaii(x).

R@)

n

2 4
Figure 4: The probability density functiaR(n).

R(0) = 0.886227. The maximum value of)(x) occurs atug = 1.14209, such that
max{Q(u)} = Q(uo) = 0.859664.

As a simple application let us prove the following:

Theorem 1 The moments around origin of the random variableandn are given

14



() =5 [1 4oy, Fl(l +n % g 1 } (100)
{2y = w[\/—%—ﬂ@njtl) (gjun,%;%;q)}, (101)
(") = (") — nﬁF<§ +1n), (102)
() =0, (103)

wherel'(x), and, Fi(a, b; ¢; d) denote the Gamma and the hypergeometric functions,
respectively.

Proof. Relation [I0B) is obvious since the functién) is even. Let us prové (100).
We have that

W = [ i) dy
0
= 2[n+1_]n+2yn7 (104)
where
o= [ VA et du. (105)
Y, = /,lfnﬂe_z“2 du. (106)

0

To calculatey,, and,,, introduce the functions of the real variabie- 0:

o0

R e (107)
0

= /\/EMQ"e_”Q/xerf(u) dp. (108)
0
The first integral can be easily evaluated:

o

Yo(z) = %(HLI)"H / e Xdy = %’(F)"H (109)
0
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The second integral satisfies

Mle) _ L pate). (110)

Integrating by parts the RHS df (1I08) with respectf@nd using[(109), yield

Fua() = DDy T (E) (111)

Here we have used the fact thaf(z) = 2¢*"/\/7.
Let I,,(z) = nlz"*1g,(x). Then from[II1) we have

1
2(n + 1)gn41(x) = 2n + 1)gn(z) + CESEGE (112)
On the other hand equatidn (110) implies that
dgn
x dff) + (04 1)ga(x) = (n + 1)gpea (). (113)

Combining the last two equations yields the following fireder differential equation
for the functiong,,(z):

dgn () 1 —

Differentiating both sides of (114), and again using (1% 0btain

2z

d? 3 n+1\d n+1
2PN E L T () = 0. 115
[dmz <2x+x+1>dx+2x(x+l)]g () =0 (115)
By settingy = —z, andh,,(y) = g.(—x), we obtain

2

which should be compared with the hypergeometric equation

[ty =0, (116)

[d2 <;+1+Zit11)—0)d ab

dy  yly—1)

7 | 2@ by =0 @)

Thus

a=mn-+1, b:%, c=

[\CJ[SN]

It follows that

Li(z) =nlz" yFi(n+1,3; 3 —a). (118)
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Puttingz = 1 yields

I, =nloFi(n+1,3;5;—1), Y, = iz (119)
Also, using[(1111), we obtain
n!
21n+1:(2n+1)n' 2F1<n+17;7§7_1)+ﬁ7 (120)

from which [100) readily follows. The other moments can baleated with a similar
method. ]

The functions[(911)E(93) can easily be expressed in termiseofitnctions) (1) and
R(n). For example, we have:

o) 2
A(t) = /0 Q) 5t sin? (/7 17, (121)

o) 2
A_(t) = / R(M)52 'j_ e sin? (t 92 + u2> d. (122)

It should be noted that in contrast tcand s, the random variables and ;. are not
independent. The functio (¢) can not be further simplified, and should be evalu-
ated using the double integration over the variablesid s. Nevertheless, using the
Riemann-Lebesgue lemma, we can infer that

lim ¥(t) = ¥(c0) = 0. (123)

t—o0

In a similar way, the remaining functions tend asymptolyct:

M) = 5 [ Qg (124)
O L (125)
Ti(w) = 3, (126)
= (00) = / QU 52+ S, (127)
=) = 5/ Rl >52‘f 2 (128)
Notice that ]
As(00) +Ex(00) = 3, (129)
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independently of the values 6f It follows that the asymptotic density matrix can be
expressed as

a 0 0 0
0 2-1I _2-1 0
ploo) =y _Au  2m | (130)
8 4
0 0 0 I
where
IT=A,(c0)+A_(c0). (131)
It is easily seen that
I _ : 1
lim =y (00) =0, lim As(c0) = 7. (132)
The corresponding asymptotic reduced density matrix reads
I 0 0 0
0 1 -1 0
p(OO)(;:o = 0 _4; ls B (133)
8 4 1
0 0 0o 1
which has a concurrence identically equal to zero.
On the contrary, in the limit of strong coupling between tkatcal qubits,
1
lim Z4(00) = =, lim Ai(c0) =0. (134)
d—00 2 d—00
Consequently,
0 0 0 0
0 2 -0
e R U (135)
0 0 0 0
A straightforward calculation shows that
1
lim C'(p(c0)) = =. (136)
d—00 2

In general, sinc® < p?/(p? + %) < 1, then
0<TT =13 [ QUu)tmdp+ 5 [72 R(1)stoadp
<3 Jo QUuwdu+ 5 [Zo R(p)dpu = 1. (137)

This allows us to find the following explicit form of the asytofic value of the con-
currence:

(138)

C(o0) = max{O, 2= BH}.

4
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The latter can also be rewritten as:

2-=3I1 for 0
2
3

11
— 4
Cloo) = { 0 for I1

2
31
s (139)

IAIA

<
<

The variation of the asymptotic concurrence as a functiani®shown in figuré 6.
It can be seen thdt(co) remains zero up to a critical valdgafter which it increases,
to tend asymptotically té. The value ofj. can be evaluated numerically:

0.5FT T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T ]
0.4r T

0.3 =

C(e0)

0af i

0.0 0 02 4 0.€

Figure 5: The variation of'(co) as a function of the coupling constant The inset
shows the critical poin..

5. = 0.342842,  T|s_s. = 0.666667. (140)

At the critical point, the density matrix reads

¢ 0 0 0
0 3 -+ 0
pe(00) = 0 _31 ;6 0 (141)
6 3
0 0 0 £
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5 Second-order master equation

Under Born Approximation, the second-order master eqoafields the following set
of integro-differential equations:

t

Pu(t) = —a? / (2911(5) = foa(s) — pals) ) cos[26(t — )] ds,  (142)

pra(t) = —042/ <2ﬁ12(3)62i6(t_5) - ﬁ34(5)92i6(t+8)) ds, (143)
0
t

,513(t) _ —Oé2/ <2p~13(8)e2i5(t—s) _ ﬁg4($)€2i5(t+s)> dS, (144)
0
¢

pr(t) = —a? / 2p13(s) cos[26(t — s)] ds, (145)

puslt) = ~a? [ (26(s) ~ pus) = pu(s)) cos20(t — 5)) s, (146)

0

t

Bas(t) = —a? / 2ns(5) cos[26(t — 5] ds, (147)

0
t

,524(t) — _QZ/ <2p~24(8)e2i6(s—t) . ﬁ13($)€_2i6(t+8)> dS, (148)

0
t

Bes(t) = —a? / (253(5) — P (s) — pua(s)) cos[25(t — )] ds, (149)

534(0 — —Oé2/ <2p~34(8)e2i6(s—t) . ﬁ12($)€_2i6(t+8)> dS, (150)

0
t

pua(t) = —a? / (2,544(3) ~ fa(s) — ,333(5)) cos[20(t — s)] ds.  (151)

Some of the above equations can be solved under a time-lppad@amation for
which the matrix elementg;;(s) are replaced by,;(¢). One can find thatj(andt

20



given in units ofa~! anda respectively)

put) = fl{l + [0 2008+ )] exp{ sfeos(20r) — 1}

2068 — ) exp] gleos(201) - 1]}} (152)
paalt) = fl{l + [0 2008 + )] exp{ sfeos(20r) — 1}

26— i) exp {5 leos(201) — 1] }} (153)
aalt) = i{l {14 2008 + )] exp{ 5 leos(200) — 1]}

+2(p35 — Ph) eXp{ 2352 [cos(24t) — 1] }} (154)

Pualt) = i{l [ 208+ )] o] yleos(201) — 1}

+2(p1s — P11) eXP{ 2352 [cos(26t) — 1] }} (155)
pult) = s exp] 51 cos(201) 1]}, (156)
pas(t) = s expf sgleos(26t) — 11}, (157)

These solutions describe approximately the dynamics att simees. In fact, the
smaller the coupling constaftthe better these solutions are.

Note that wherd = 0 (i.e. nonlocal dynamics), then
exp{—[cos(%t) - 1]} e/, n=12 (158)

Thus the second order time-local master equation showshbatonlocal dynamics,
or, in general, the short time behavior follow a Gaussiamgdaw. Note that the solu-
tions corresponding to the diagonal elements reproduaeatsymptotic limit, namely,
pii(00) = i However, those corresponding to the off-diagonal elemtlto repro-
duce the steady state, since, for example, equdtion (15Meisthatp,s(t) — 0. To
end our discussion let us remark that equations](143)] (1448) and[(150) can be
analytically solved only when = 0. For instance (see figuré 7),

1

5 [(0(1)2 + Pg4)e_t2/2 + (/)92 - 034)6_3t2/2 . (159)

pra(t) = 5
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Figure 6: The variation in time of the the matrix element(t) corresponding to
the singlet state. The solid curve represents the exadti@o/iand the dashed curve
represents the approximate solutibn (152). The paramaters = 10 ando = «.

6 Summary

In summary we have investigated the dynamics of two qubiiplaal to separate spin
star environment via HeisenbeljY” interactions. We have derived the exact form of
the time evolution operator and calculated the matrix el@mef the reduced density
operator. The analysis of the evolution in time of the corenre and the purity shows
that decoherence can be minimized by allowing the centdaitgjto strongly interact
with each other. The short-time behavior, studied by degthe second-order master
equation, is found to be Gaussian. The next step may comsigtrisidering more
central qubits, and investigate whether the above redilltead.

Appendix

Using trace properties of the lowering and raising opesgatibican be shown that the
nonzero matrix elements corresponding to the initial maiyrentangled state%(|—
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Figure 7: The variation in time of the the matrix element(t) corresponding to
the singlet state. The solid curve represents the exadi@o/iand the dashed curve
represents the approximate solutibn (159). The paramaterg = 10 andé = 0.

+) &+ | + —)) are explicitly given by:

pu() = 27ty {UOULM + Us@UL® ), (160)
palt) = 27ty {Un (UL + Uns(UL(® ), (162)
puslt) = £27 ey LU (UL (1)} (162)
pas(t) = 27 Vtrpp {Un (UL () + Uss(UL( ), (163)
pul) = 27OVt {Un(OULO + Us@UL® ). (164)

pu() = 27y fUn UL + Uu@UL® ), (165)
pualt) = 27 Vtwg, o {Un(OUL W) + Un(UL(0) ], (266)
pult) = 27y Lo (Ul ), (167)
pualt) = 2O Ve {Un(OUL® + Un®UL® ], (168)
pul) = 27Dty {UnOUL O + Uu@UL® ). (169)
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