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Abstract

We consider models of open quantum spin systems with irreversible dynamics and show that general
quasi-locality results for long-range models, e.g. as proven for the Heisenberg dynamics associated
to quantum systems in [27], naturally extend to this setting. Given these bounds, we provide two
applications. First, we use these results to obtain estimates on a strictly local approximation of these
finite-volume, irreversible dynamics. Next, we show how these bounds can be used to estimate correlation
decay in various states.
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1 Introduction

Since the pioneering work of Lieb and Robinson, see [24], quasi-locality bounds for the dynamics of models
of quantum spin systems have become an indispensable tool in this many-body framework. By now, the
well-known list of applications is long, and we refer the interested reader to the books [7, 28] as well as the
review-oriented article [30] for a more complete set of references.

In the present work, we focus on studying the irreversible dynamics associated to open quantum systems
which allow for dissipative interactions. To our knowledge, the first quasi-locality results for such models
were obtained in [17] and further extensions, as well as some applications, can be found in [3, 11, 19, 21, 22,
26, 31, 34]. Our main goal here is to extend the results of [27], where the authors consider the Heisenberg
dynamics of quantum spin models with long-range interactions, to this setting of long-range models with
an irreversible dynamics, defined as a quantum dynamical semigroup. In fact, our efforts were inspired by
statements in the work of [34] where the authors indicate that they are unaware of such an extension in the
literature.

Let us now briefly distinguish our results from that of some recent works. In the past few years, much
attention has been given to understanding quasi-locality results for the dynamics of models with long-range
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interactions. Interest in these bounds started with investigations of the Heisenberg dynamics associated to
quantum spin Hamiltonians, see [12, 14, 23, 27, 36, 37], and results for models with an irreversible dynamics
soon followed, see [16, 34].

In contrast to the results of [34], we derive a power-law Lieb-Robinson bound where, in a certain regime,
the upper bound is linear in time. In [19, Theorem 3], the authors develop methods to obtain estimates on
the spatial correlations of a dynamical fixed point. Our methods diverge from [19], in that we do not require
a reversibility assumption on the local Lindbladians, and instead we estimate the correlations using ideas
which go back to [33]. The authors of [16] also require reversibility in their clustering estimates. Moreover,
[16] contains an iterative method to establish a power-law Lieb-Robinson bound whereas we use perturbative
methods inspired by [27]. Lastly, we emphasize that our results focus on models of open quantum systems
defined over a discrete metric space. In contrast, we note that two recent papers [8, 9] generalize Lieb-
Robinson bounds for open quantum systems to models in the continuum.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2.1, we introduce the basic set-up for the
models we consider. Next, in Section 2.2, we discuss a fundamental quasi-locality result for a class of models
with finite-range interactions. We state this key estimate as Theorem 2.1. Given this bound, we adapt the
methods of [27] to models with an irreversible dynamics. We present this as two separate results. First, in
Theorem 2.4, we demonstrate an estimate for a finite-range approximation of the finite-volume dynamics.
Next, Theorem 2.5 establishes an estimate analogous to the result in [27, Theorem 2.1]. In particular, a
quasi-locality bound for the finite-volume dynamics is expressed in terms of a quasi-locality bound for a
finite-range approximation. Interestingly, our result in Theorem 2.5 differs from that of [27, Theorem 2.1] in
that we are able to recover the well-known (static) Lieb-Robinson bound of [31, Theorem 2] in the limit as
the finite-range parameter R tends to infinity. Next, we supplement Theorem 2.5 with Theorem 2.6 which
provides an explicit estimate for models where only power-law decay of the interactions is known. Then, in
Section 2.3, we consider approximations of the finite-volume dynamics by a strictly local evolution. Such
estimates are crucial in many applications, and we describe our results in Theorem 2.8 and Theorem 2.9.

Finally, in Section 3, we estimate correlation decay in various states. First, in Section 3.1, we follow the
techniques of [29] and demonstrate estimates on dynamic correlations for states with a quantified spatial
decay, now in this case of an irreversible dynamics. Then, in Section 3.2, we consider correlation decay for
a class of rapidly mixing, dynamical fixed points. Unlike the general methods in [19], we here obtain our
results with ideas that go back to earlier work of Poulin, see [33]. In an appendix, we relate our assumption
of rapid mixing to other well-studied notions.

2 Locality

2.1 Set-Up

All the models we consider will be defined on a countable metric space. In many applications, the models
of interest arise naturally on Z

ν where ν ∈ N, but the precise structure of Zν is unnecessary for most of the
rigorous results discussed here. In general, we take (Γ, d) to be a countable metric space. For any X ⊂ Γ, we
will denote the cardinality of X by |X | and the diameter of X by diam(X) = sup{d(x, y) : x, y ∈ X}. Given
X ⊂ Γ and r ≥ 0, it is convenient to a introduce an r-inflation of X by setting X(r) = {y ∈ Γ : d(y, x) ≤
r for some x ∈ X}. By P0(Γ) , we will denote the set of finite subsets of Γ, i.e. P0(Γ) = {X ⊂ Γ : |X | <∞}.

Let (Γ, d) be a countable metric space. In order to introduce the models investigated here, we first
associate to (Γ, d) the structure of a quantum spin system. To do so, for each x ∈ Γ, we select a finite-
dimensional (complex) Hilbert space of states Hx and an algebra of observables Ax = B(Hx), the collection
of bounded linear operators from Hx to itself. For any finite set Λ ⊂ Γ, the Hilbert space of states associated
with Λ is then defined as the tensor product

HΛ =
⊗

x∈Λ

Hx (2.1)

and similarly, the algebra of observables in Λ is given by

AΛ =
⊗

x∈Λ

Ax . (2.2)

2



For finite sets Λ0 ⊂ Λ ⊂ Γ, we identify AΛ0 with the subalgebra AΛ0 ⊗ 1lΛ\Λ0
of AΛ and simply write

AΛ0 ⊂ AΛ. An algebra of all strictly local observables Aloc
Γ is then defined by the inductive limit

Aloc
Γ =

⋃

Λ∈P0(Γ)

AΛ . (2.3)

Given this, the C∗-algebra of quasi-local observables AΓ is taken to be the norm completion of Aloc
Γ . The

interested reader can find more details about this construction e.g. in [6, 7].
For us, interactions will consist of a family L = {LZ : Z ⊂ Γ finite } of bounded linear maps LZ : AZ →

AZ in Lindblad form. Discovered independently in 1976 by [25] and [15], the Lindblad equation characterizes
generators of a norm-continuous, one parameter semigroup of unital completely positive maps. For us, this
means there exists HZ = H∗

Z ∈ AZ , a number ℓZ ∈ N and operators K1, . . . ,KℓZ ∈ AZ so that for all
A ∈ AZ , one has

LZ(A) = i[HZ , A] +

ℓZ
∑

j=1

K∗
jAKj −

1

2
{K∗

jKj, A}. (2.4)

The total interaction in a given finite volume, Λ, is then the operator

L
Λ =

∑

Z⊂Λ

LZ . (2.5)

The Λ-local dynamics generated by L Λ form a norm-continuous, one-parameter semigroup of operators

TΛ
t (A) = etL

Λ

(A), A ∈ A, (2.6)

which is well defined since L
Λ is bounded. The Lindblad form guaruntees that TΛ

t have the properties of a
quantum dynamical semigroup. Namely, for each t ∈ [0,∞) and Λ ∈ P0(Γ), the map TΛ

t is unit preserving
and completely positive (ucp). We refer the interested reader to [1, 2] for more on the theory of quantum
dynamical semigroups.

Complete positivity is a general condition some maps between C∗-algebras possess. We recall that for a
finite dimensional Hilbert space H , the one may regard B(H)⊗Mn as n× n, B(H)-valued block matrices.
Any linear map Φ : B(H) → B(H) induces a linear map on B(H)⊗Mn by acting block-wise

Φ⊗ 1n×n([[Xi,j ]]
n
i,j=1) := [[Φ(Xi,j)]]

n
i,j=1. (2.7)

The linear map Φ is said to be completely positive if for all n, the matrix Φ ⊗ 1n×n(X
∗X) is positive

semidefinite for all X ∈ B(H)⊗Mn. Recall, by [32, Proposition 3.6], that completely positive maps are also
completely bounded in the sense that the quantity

‖Φ‖cb := sup
n∈N

‖Φ⊗ 1n×n‖ <∞. (2.8)

In fact, every linear map between matrix algebras is completely bounded by [32, Proposition 8.11]. In
particular, given a finite volume X ⊂ Λ ∈ P0(Γ), and a linear map Φ ∈ B(AX), one has

‖Φ⊗ idΛ\X ‖cb = ‖Φ‖cb‖‖ idΛ\X ‖cb = ‖Φ‖cb , (2.9)

see, e.g. [10, Corollary 3.5.5] for a detailed proof.
We describe a class of completely bounded maps for the purposes of our model. Given a finite volume

Y , the set CB0(Y ) is defined to be the set of completely bounded maps Φ on AY satisfying Φ(1Y ) = 0. An
example of such a map is given by fixing B ∈ AY and defining Φ(A) = [B,A] for A ∈ AY .

We distinguish classes of models according to short or long range interactions by introducing decay
functions, and note that this notion is primarily of use in contexts where Γ is infinite. A non-increasing
function F : [0,∞) → (0,∞) is said to be an F -function on (Γ, d) if:
i) F is uniformly summable, in the sense that

‖F‖ = sup
x∈Γ

∑

y∈Γ

F (d(x, y)) <∞ (2.10)
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and
ii) F satisfies a convolution condition, i.e. there is a positive number C for which, given any pair x, y ∈ Γ,

∑

z∈Γ

F (d(x, z))F (d(z, y)) ≤ CF (d(x, y)) (2.11)

We define the convolution constant CF as the infimum over all constants C for which (2.11) holds. In general,
one readily checks that if F is an F -function on (Γ, d), then for any a ≥ 0, the function Fa(r) = e−arF (r) is
also an F -function on (Γ, d). Moreover, one has that ‖Fa‖ ≤ ‖F‖ and CFa

≤ CF .
The set of doubly anchored interactions are those for which there exists a constant M so that for any

x, y ∈ Γ,
∑

Z∈P0(Γ):
x,y∈Z

‖LZ‖cb ≤MF (d(x, y)). (2.12)

In particular, the infimum of those M defines a norm ‖L ‖F , which we call the F -norm.
As indicated above, many interesting quantum spin models are defined with Γ = Z

ν . In this case, the
existence of an F -function is clear. In fact, the function

F (r) =
1

(1 + r)α
for any r ≥ 0 (2.13)

is an F -function on (Zν , d) whenever α > ν. Clearly, the above function F is summable (take for example
d(x, y) = |x− y| with the ℓ1-distance), and a simple convexity argument shows that CF ≤ 2α‖F‖.

Under some mild regularity assumptions, one can establish the existence of F -functions more generally.
We say that a metric space (Γ, d) is ν-regular if there are positive numbers κ and ν for which

sup
x∈Γ

|bx(n+ 1)| ≤ κ(n+ 1)ν for any n ≥ 0. (2.14)

Here we have used bx(n) to denote the closed ball of radius n centered at x ∈ Γ. Note that if (Γ, d) is
ν-regular, then the function F in (2.13) is an F -function on (Γ, d) whenever α > ν+1. In fact, for any x ∈ Γ
and any non-increasing, non-negative function F ,

∑

y∈Γ

F (d(x, y)) = F (0) +
∑

n≥0

∑

y∈Γ:

n<d(x,y)≤n+1

F (d(x, y)) ≤ F (0) +
∑

n≥0

F (n)|bx(n+ 1) \ bx(n)|

≤ F (0) + κ
∑

n≥0

F (n)(1 + n)ν (2.15)

where the last bound uses that (Γ, d) is ν-regular. Taking F as in (2.13), it is clear that F is uniformly
summable whenever α > ν + 1. As the previously indicated bound on the convolution constant does not
depend on the metric space, the above F is an F -function on any ν-regular (Γ, d).

We note that, for many arguments, different regularity assumptions suffice. For example, the metric
space (Γ, d) is said to be ν-surface regular if there are positive numbers κ and ν > 1 for which

sup
x∈Γ

|bx(n+ 1) \ bx(n)| ≤ κ(n+ 1)ν−1 for any n ≥ 0. (2.16)

Clearly, if (Γ, d) is ν-surface regular, then (Γ, d) is ν-regular (with the same value of ν) as

bx(n+ 1) = {x} ∪

n
⋃

m=0

(bx(m+ 1) \ bx(m)) implies |bx(n+ 1)| ≤ 1 + κ

n
∑

m=0

(1 +m)ν−1

≤ (1 + κ)(1 + n)ν . (2.17)

There may be situations where these different regularity assumptions are useful (note that if (Γ, d) is ν-
surface regular, then the function F in (2.13) is an F -function on (Γ, d) whenever α > ν, as is the case when
Γ = Z

ν) however, we state our results in terms of the notion of ν-regularity, as in (2.14), as this is more
general among metric spaces.
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2.2 Finite Range Approximations

Our first result, Theorem 2.1 below, presents the essential arguments of [31] from a slightly different per-
spective. Here we focus on an estimate corresponding to a finite-range approximation of the finite-volume
dynamics. It is clear that our arguments allow us to recover a simplified version of Theorem 2 from [31]
and we state this as Theorem 2.2. Moreover, if a given model is finite-range and uniformly bounded, then
we obtain an estimate with strong spatial decay; this is the content of Corollary 2.3 below. Next, we use
Theorem 2.1 to derive an estimate on the difference between the finite-volume dynamics and this finite-range
approximation; this is the content of Theorem 2.4. Our argument here is similar to that of [27] with two
main differences. First, we work in the setting of open quantum systems. Next, unlike the results in [27], our
estimates, see specifically Theorem 2.5, allow us to recover the bound from [31] by letting the finite range
approximation parameter tend to infinity. We end this section with Theorem 2.6 which provides an explicit
estimate for a class of models with polynomially decay.

For the results proven below, we assume (Γ, d) is a ν-regular metric space equipped with an F -function
F . As described above, let AΓ be a C∗-algebra of quasi-local observables defined over (Γ, d) and take
L = {LZ}Z∈P0(Γ) to be a dissipative interaction. For any Λ ∈ P0(Γ), we denote the finite-volume generator
and corresponding irreversible dynamics by

L
Λ =

∑

Z⊂Λ

LZ and TΛ
t = exp(tL Λ) for any t ≥ 0. (2.18)

Analogously, we consider an approximate, finite-volume dynamics, for any R > 0, by setting

L
Λ,R =

∑

Z⊂Λ:

diam(Z)≤R

LZ and TΛ,R
t = exp(tL Λ,R) for any t ≥ 0. (2.19)

Throughout the rest of this section, we will deal extensively with k-tails of the exponential power series.
As such we introduce the following notation for ease of reading: for all t ≥ 0 and k > 0, we write

Et(k) :=

∞
∑

n=⌈k⌉

tn

n!
. (2.20)

We will often omit the ceiling function and instead write n ≥ k when no confusion can arise.
We now state and sketch a well-known proof of a locality estimate in the special case of this finite-range

approximation.

Theorem 2.1. Let (Γ, d) be a countable metric space equipped with an F -function F . Let L = {LZ}Z∈P0(Γ)

be a dissipative interaction with ‖L ‖F < ∞. Fix X,Y ∈ P0(Γ) with X ∩ Y = ∅. For any Λ ∈ P0(Γ) with
X ∪ Y ⊂ Λ, A ∈ AX , and K ∈ CB0(Y ) one has that

‖K(TΛ,R
t (A))‖ ≤

‖K‖cb‖A‖

CF
Evt

(

d(X,Y )

R

)

∑

x∈X

∑

y∈Y

F (d(x, y)) (2.21)

for any t ≥ 0 and R > 0. Here v = ‖L ‖FCF .

Proof. Consider the function f : [0,∞) → AΛ given by

f(t) = K(TΛ,R
t (A)) for all t ≥ 0. (2.22)

Clearly, one has that

f ′(t) = K(L Λ,RTΛ,R
t (A)) = K(L Λ\Y,R TΛ,R

t (A))

+K((L Λ,R − L
Λ\Y,R)TΛ,R

t (A))

= L
Λ\Y,Rf(t) +K((L Λ,R − L

Λ\Y,R)TΛ,R
t (A)).
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Regarding the above as a first-order, non-homogeneous linear equation, the unique solution of the corre-
sponding initial value problem is

f(t) = T
Λ\Y,R
t (f(0)) +

∫ t

0

T
Λ\Y,R
t−s (K((L Λ,R − L

Λ\Y,R)TΛ,R
s (A))) ds. (2.23)

The norm bound

f(t) ≤ ‖f(0)‖+ ‖K‖cb

∫ t

0

‖(L Λ,R − L
Λ\Y,R)TΛ,R

s (A)‖ ds. (2.24)

readily follows.
For the convenience of iteration, introduce

CA(Z, t) = sup
G∈CB0(Z):

G 6=0

‖GTΛ,R
t (A)‖

‖G‖cb
for any Z ⊂ Λ and t ≥ 0. (2.25)

One checks that CA(Z, t) ≤ ‖A‖ for all t ≥ 0, and moreover,

CA(Z, 0) ≤ ‖A‖δX(Z),

where δX(Z) = 1 if Z ∩X 6= ∅ and equals zero otherwise. Notice that for each s ≥ 0, we have

‖(L Λ,R − L
Λ\Y,R)TΛ,R

s (A)‖ ≤
∑

Z⊂Λ:
Z∩Y 6=∅

diam(Z)≤R

‖LZT
Λ,R
s (A)‖ ≤

∑

Z⊂Λ:
Z∩Y 6=∅,

diam(Z)≤R

‖L‖cbCA(Z, s).

It follows from (2.24) and the above that

CA(Y, t) ≤ CA(Y, 0) +
∑

Z⊂Λ:
Z∩Y 6=∅,

diam(Z)≤R

‖LZ‖cb

∫ t

0

CA(Z, s)ds.

Upon iteration, we find that

CA(Y, t) ≤ CA(Y, 0) + ‖A‖
∞
∑

n=1

an
tn

n!
, (2.26)

where
an =

∑

Z1⊂Λ:
Z1∩Y 6=∅

diam(Z1)≤R

‖LZ1‖cb
∑

Z2⊂Λ:
Z2∩Z1 6=∅

diam(Z2)≤R

‖LZ2‖cb · · ·
∑

Zn⊂Λ:
Zn∩Zn−1 6=∅

diam(Zn)≤R

‖LZn
‖cb δX(Zn). (2.27)

The convergence of this iteration is easily justified, see e.g. the proof of Theorem 3.1 in [30]. Next, one
readily checks that an = 0 if nR < d(X,Y ). Lastly, the general sums defining an satisfy the estimate

an ≤ ‖L ‖nFC
n−1
F

∑

x∈X

∑

y∈Y

F (d(x, y)) for any n ≥ 1 (2.28)

which can be argued as in the proof of Theorem 2.1 in [29]. Since CA(Y, 0) = 0, we have found that

CA(Y, t) ≤
‖A‖

CF

∑

x∈X

∑

y∈Y

F (d(x, y))
∑

n≥ d(X,Y )
R

(‖L ‖FCF t)
n

n!
,

from which (2.21) follows.

The argument in the proof above follows closely the arguments for the proof of Theorem 2 in [31]. We
have included this not only for completeness, but also because our later arguments use heavily these finite
range approximations. In fact, we state the following simplified version of the result in [31].

6



Theorem 2.2 (Theorem 2 in [31]). Let (Γ, d) be a countable metric space equipped with an F -function F .
Let L = {LZ}Z∈P0(Γ) be a dissipative interaction with ‖L ‖F <∞. Fix X,Y ∈ P0(Γ) with X ∩Y = ∅. For
any Λ ∈ P0(Γ) with X ∪ Y ⊂ Λ, A ∈ AX , and K ∈ CB0(Y ) one has that

‖K(TΛ
t (A))‖ ≤

‖K‖cb‖A‖

CF

(

e‖L‖FCF t − 1
)

∑

x∈X

∑

y∈Y

F (d(x, y)) (2.29)

for any t ≥ 0.

The proof of their results follows as in our proof of Theorem 2.1 excepting that one uses the full finite-
volume dynamics to define f in (2.22) and notes that, generally, an 6= 0 for any n ≥ 1.

In the event that a particular model is bounded and finite range, then Theorem 2.1 provides an estimate
with strong spatial decay. To make this precise, let us first introduce some terminology. Let (Γ, d) be a
countable metric space. A dissipative interaction L = {LZ}Z∈P0(Γ) on (Γ, d) is said to be of finite range if
there is some R0 ≥ 0 for which

LZ = 0 for all Z ∈ P0(Γ) with diam(Z) > R0. (2.30)

In this case, for any Λ ∈ P0(Γ), the approximate dynamics eventually saturates in the sense that for any

R ≥ R0, T
Λ,R
t (A) = TΛ

t (A) for all A ∈ AΛ and t ≥ 0. Furthermore, we say that a dissipative interaction
L = {LZ}Z∈P0(Γ) on (Γ, d) is uniformly bounded if

‖L ‖∞ = sup
Z∈P0(Γ)

‖LZ‖cb <∞ . (2.31)

Corollary 2.3. Let (Γ, d) be a ν-regular metric space and L = {LZ}Z∈P0(Γ) a dissipative interaction on
(Γ, d) that is uniformly bounded and of finite range R0 > 0. In this case, for any F -function F on (Γ, d),

‖L ‖F ≤ ‖L ‖∞
2κR

ν
0−2

F (R0)
<∞ (2.32)

and therefore, Theorem 2.1 applies for each F -function F on (Γ, d). Moreover, for fixed X,Y ∈ P0(Γ) with
X ∩ Y = ∅, Λ ∈ P0(Γ) with X ∪ Y ⊂ Λ, A ∈ AX , and K ∈ CB0(Y ), one has that one has that

‖K(TΛ
t (A))‖ ≤

‖K‖cb‖A‖|X |‖F‖

CF
(evt)me−m ln(m)+vt (2.33)

for any t ≥ 0. Here we have set m = ⌈d(X,Y )/R0⌉ and v = ‖L ‖FCF as before.

Proof. Let F be an F -function on (Γ, d). In this case, for any x, y ∈ Γ with d(x, y) ≤ R0,
∑

Z∈P0(Γ):

x,y∈Z

‖LZ‖cb =
∑

Z⊂bx(R0):

x,y∈Z

‖LZ‖cb ≤ ‖L ‖∞2|bx(R0)|−2 ≤ ‖L ‖∞2κR
ν
0−2 (2.34)

where the final bound uses ν-regularity. Since the sum on the left-hand-side of (2.34) vanishes whenever
d(x, y) > R0, the bound in (2.32) is clear.

As a result, Theorem 2.1 applies for any choice of F and yields

‖K(TΛ
t (A))‖ = ‖K(TΛ,R0

t (A))‖ ≤
‖K‖cb‖A‖

CF
Evt

(

d(X,Y )

R0

)

∑

x∈X

∑

y∈Y

F (d(x, y)) . (2.35)

By uniform summability, i.e. (2.10), it is clear that
∑

x∈X

∑

y∈Y

F (d(x, y)) ≤ |X |‖F‖ . (2.36)

The final bound claimed in (2.33) is the result of the following simple estimate. Let k ∈ N. One readily
checks that k! > kke−k holds. In this case, for any t > 0,

Et(k) =

∞
∑

n=k

tn

n!
= et −

k−1
∑

n=0

tn

n!
≤
tk

k!
et ≤ tke−k ln(k)+k+t (2.37)

and (2.33) follows.
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We now use Theorem 2.1 to provide an estimate on the difference between the finite-volume dynamics
and this finite-range approximation. For the estimate which follows, it is convenient to introduce a variant
of our decay function. Recall that we are working on a countable metric space (Γ, d) equipped with an
F -function F . In terms of F , define a new function G : [0,∞) → [0,∞) by setting

G(r) = sup
x∈Γ

∑

y∈Γ:

d(x,y)>r

F (d(x, y)) . (2.38)

Since F is uniformly summable, as in (2.10), it is reasonable to expect decay from G. When (Γ, d) is ν-
regular, this can be seen in a fairly explicit manner. In fact, arguing similarly to (2.15), one sees that for
any x ∈ Γ and r > 0,

∑

y∈Γ:
d(x,y)>r

F (d(x, y)) ≤
∞
∑

n=⌊r⌋

F (n)|bx(n+ 1) \ bx(n)| (2.39)

and so ν-regularity implies that

G(r) ≤ κ

∞
∑

n=⌊r⌋

(1 + n)νF (n) . (2.40)

In this case, if F has a finite ν-th moment, i.e.
∑

n≥0(1+n)
νF (n) <∞, then one has that limr→∞G(r) = 0.

Theorem 2.4. Let (Γ, d) be a countable metric space equipped with an F -function F . Let L = {LZ}Z∈P0(Γ)

be a dissipative interaction with ‖L ‖F < ∞. Fix X,Y ∈ P0(Γ) with X ∩ Y = ∅. For any Λ ∈ P0(Γ) with
X ∪ Y ⊂ Λ and A ∈ AX , one has that

‖TΛ
t (A) − TΛ,R

t (A)‖ ≤ ‖A‖‖L ‖FG(R/2)



t|X(r)|+
Evt(1 + rR−1)

vCF

∑

x∈X

∑

y∈Λ\X(r)

F (d(x, y))



 (2.41)

for any t ≥ 0, r ≥ 0, and R > 0. Here G is as in (2.38) and v = ‖L ‖FCF .

Proof. For any t ≥ 0, one has that

TΛ
t (A)− TΛ,R

t (A) = −

∫ t

0

d

ds
TΛ
t−s(T

Λ,R
s (A)) ds =

∫ t

0

TΛ
t−s

(

(L Λ − L
Λ,R)(TΛ,R

s (A))
)

ds . (2.42)

In this case, a simple norm bound implies

‖TΛ
t (A)− TΛ,R

t (A)‖ ≤

∫ t

0

‖(L Λ − L
Λ,R)(TΛ,R

s (A))‖ ds (2.43)

and for each 0 ≤ s ≤ t, the integrand above may be estimated as

‖(L Λ − L
Λ,R)(TΛ,R

s (A))‖ ≤
∑

Z⊂Λ:
diam(Z)>R

‖LZT
Λ,R
s (A)‖. (2.44)

We need only estimate the terms on the right-hand-side of (2.44). Before we begin, consider the following.
Let Z ⊂ Λ with diam(Z) > R. We claim that if x ∈ Z, then there is some y ∈ Z with d(x, y) > R/2. In
fact, if this is not the case, then Z ⊂ bx(R/2) which contradicts diam(Z) > R.

Now, introduce a parameter r ≥ 0 describing a buffer region about X , the support of A. We find that
∑

Z⊂Λ:
diam(Z)>R,
Z∩X(r) 6=∅

‖LZT
Λ,R
s (A)‖ ≤ ‖A‖

∑

x∈X(r)

∑

Z⊂Λ:
diam(Z)>R,

x∈Z

‖LZ‖cb ≤ ‖A‖
∑

x∈X(r)

∑

y∈Λ:
2d(x,y)>R

∑

Z⊂Λ:
x,y∈Z

‖LZ‖cb

≤ ‖A‖‖L ‖F
∑

x∈X(r)

∑

y∈Λ:
2d(x,y)>R

F (d(x, y))

≤ ‖A‖‖L ‖F |X(r)|G(R/2).
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where we used the definition of G in (2.38).
For the remaining terms on the right-hand-side of (2.44), an application of Theorem 2.1 shows that

∑

Z⊂Λ:
diam(Z)>R
Z∩X(r)=∅

‖LZT
Λ,R
s (A)‖ ≤

‖A‖

CF

∑

Z⊂Λ:
diam(Z)>R
Z∩X(r)=∅

‖LZ‖cb Evs(d(X,Z)/R)
∑

x∈X

∑

z∈Z

F (d(x, z)).

Since each set Z, as above, satisfies Z ∩X(r) = ∅, we have that

Evs(d(X,Z)/R) ≤ Evs(r/R) and moreover,

∫ t

0

Evs(r/R) ds =
1

v
Evt

( r

R
+ 1
)

. (2.45)

We need only estimate the remaining s-independent sum. To this end, fix x ∈ X and note that

∑

Z⊂Λ:
diam(Z)>R,
Z∩X(r)=∅

‖LZ‖cb
∑

z∈Z

F (d(x, z)) ≤
∑

z∈Λ\X(r)

F (d(x, z))
∑

Z⊂Λ:
diam(Z)>R,

z∈Z,Z∩X(r)=∅

‖LZ‖cb

≤
∑

z∈Λ\X(r)

F (d(x, z))
∑

y∈Λ\X(r):
2d(z,y)>R

∑

Z⊂Λ:
z,y∈Z

‖LZ‖cb

≤ ‖L ‖F
∑

z∈Λ\X(r)

F (d(x, z))
∑

y∈Λ\X(r):
2d(z,y)>R

F (d(z, y))

≤ ‖L ‖FG(R/2)
∑

z∈Λ\X(r)

F (d(x, z)) .

The estimate claimed in (2.41) now follows.

An immediate consequence of Theorem 2.4 is the following.

Theorem 2.5. Let (Γ, d) be a countable metric space equipped with an F -function F . Let L = {LZ}Z∈P0(Γ)

be a dissipative interaction with ‖L ‖F < ∞. Fix X,Y ∈ P0(Γ) with X ∩ Y = ∅. For any Λ ∈ P0(Γ) with
X ∪ Y ⊂ Λ, A ∈ AX , and K ∈ CB0(Y ) one has that

‖K(TΛ
t (A))‖ ≤ ‖K(TΛ,R

t (A))‖ + (2.46)

+‖K‖cb‖A‖‖L ‖FG(R/2)



t|X(r)|+
Evt(1 + rR−1)

vCF

∑

x∈X

∑

y∈Λ\X(r)

F (d(x, y))





for any t ≥ 0, r ≥ 0, and R > 0.

Proof. Apply K to both sides of (2.42). A norm bound shows that

‖K(TΛ
t (A))‖ ≤ ‖K(TΛ,R

t (A))‖ + ‖K‖cb

∫ t

0

‖(L Λ − L
Λ,R)(TΛ,R

s (A))‖ ds. (2.47)

As is clear from (2.43), the integral above is precisely the quantity estimated in the previous proof. The
bound in (2.46) follows.

Although we have already remarked that the bound proven in Theorem 2.2 can be obtained directly by
reframing the arguments in the proof of Theorem 2.1, this result also follows from the bounds established in
Theorem 2.4 and/or Theorem 2.5 above. In fact, since d(X,Y )/R > 0, one has that

‖K(TΛ,R
t (A))‖ ≤

‖K‖cb‖A‖

CF

(

evt − 1
)

∑

x∈X

∑

y∈Y

F (d(x, y) (2.48)
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uniformly in R. Moreover, if the F -function on (Γ, d) has a finite ν-th moment, then limR→∞G(R/2) = 0.
Thus for r ≥ 0 and t ≥ 0 fixed, Theorem 2.2 follows from Theorem 2.5 by taking the lim supR→∞ on
both sides of (2.46). In fact, one can also see this using Theorem 2.1, Theorem 2.4, and a continuity-type
argument.

We now investigate an application of Theorem 2.5 which does not follow from Theorem 2.2. In particular,
we consider models for which we only assume power-law decay.

Theorem 2.6. Let (Γ, d) be ν-regular and L = {LZ}Z∈P0(Γ) be a dissipative interaction for which ‖L ‖F <
∞ with the choice of F -function given by

F (x) =
1

(1 + x)α
for all x ≥ 0 (2.49)

with some α > 2ν+1. Fix ǫ ∈ (0, α− 2ν− 1) and set αǫ = α− ν− 1− ǫ. Let 0 < δ < 1 satisfy (1− δ)αǫ > ν.
Fix X,Y ∈ P0(Γ) with X ∩ Y = ∅, Λ ∈ P0(Γ) with X ∪ Y ⊂ Λ, A ∈ AX , and K ∈ CB0(Y ). In this

case, there C > 0 for which

‖K(TΛ
t (A))‖ ≤ C‖K‖cb‖A‖|X | ·

t

(1 + d(X,Y ))(1−δ)αǫ−ν
(2.50)

whenever d(X,Y ) ≥ 1 and 0 ≤ evt ≤ d(X,Y )δ. Moreover, one may take

C = κCǫ‖L ‖F

(

e+ 22αǫ21−δ
(

Cǫ + CF
CF

))

. (2.51)

Proof. As we discussed previously, ν-regularity guarantees that the function F in (2.49) is an F -function
on (Γ, d) whenever α > ν + 1. Since we have taken α > 2ν + 1, this is certainly the case. Moreover, by
our choice of ǫ, it is clear that αǫ = α − ν − 1 − ǫ > ν, and thus there are choices of 0 < δ < 1 for which
(1 − δ)αǫ > ν. With this understanding, observe that under these conditions Theorem 2.5 applies, and the
bound given in (2.46) holds. We regard the right-hand-side of this estimate as three terms and consider each
separately. For notational convenience, in the calculations below we set d = d(X,Y ).

For the first term, we apply Theorem 2.1 and find that

‖K(TΛ,R
t (A))‖ ≤

‖K‖cb‖A‖

CF
Evt

(

d

R

)

∑

x∈X

∑

y∈Y

F (x(x, y))

≤ ‖K‖cb‖A‖‖L ‖F e
−d/Rteevt+1 κCǫ|X |

(1 + d)αǫ
(2.52)

Here we have used that for any X,Y ∈ P0(Γ) with X ∩ Y = ∅, R > 0 and t ≥ 0, the bounds:

∑

x∈X

∑

y∈Y

F (d(x, y)) ≤
κCǫ|X |

(1 + d)αǫ
with Cǫ =

∑

n≥0

1

(1 + n)1+ǫ
<∞ (2.53)

and

Evt

(

d

R

)

=
∑

n≥d/R

(vt)n

n!
≤

∑

n≥d/R

(vt)n

n!
en−d/R ≤ e−d/R

(

eevt − 1
)

≤ ve−d/Rteevt+1 (2.54)

hold and recall that v = ‖L ‖FCF . (2.52) follows.
For the second term, the non-constant part may be estimated as

G(R/2) · t · |X(r)| ≤
κCǫ

(1 + ⌊R/2⌋)αǫ
· t · |X |κrν (2.55)

Here we have used (2.40) to estimate G with Cǫ as in (2.53). In addition, we also used that for X ∈ P0(Γ),

X(r) =
⋃

x∈X

bx(r) implies |X(r)| ≤
∑

x∈X

|bx(r)| ≤ |X |κrν (2.56)
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whenever r ≥ 1. The final bound above uses ν-regularity.
For the third term, the non-constant part may be estimated as

G(R/2) · Evt(1 + r/R) ·
∑

x∈X

∑

Λ\X(r)

F (d(x, y)) ≤
κCǫ

(1 + ⌊R/2⌋)αǫ
· e−r/Rvteevt ·

κCǫ|X |

(1 + r)αǫ
(2.57)

Now, comparing the time-independent exponential factors in the estimates from (2.52) and (2.57), set
the parameters R = d1−δ and r = d. In this case,

e−d/R = e−d
δ

= e−r/R . (2.58)

With M = ‖K‖cb‖L ‖FκCǫ|X |‖A‖ and this choice of parametrization, we have shown that

‖K(TΛ
t (A))‖ ≤ M

(

e−d
δ

teevt+1

(1 + d)αǫ
+

κtdν

(1 + ⌊d1−δ/2⌋)αǫ
+

κCǫe
−dδteevt

CF (1 + ⌊d1−δ/2⌋)αǫ(1 + d)αǫ

)

≤ Mt

(

ee−d
δ+evt

(1 + d)αǫ
+ κ22αǫ

(

(1 + d)ν

(1 + d1−δ)αǫ
+

Cǫe
−dδ+evt

CF (1 + d1−δ)αǫ(1 + d)αǫ

))

≤ Mt

(

ee−d
δ+evt

(1 + d)αǫ
+ κ22αǫ21−δ

(

1

(1 + d)(1−δ)αǫ−ν
+

Cǫe
−dδ+evt

CF (1 + d)(2−δ)αǫ

))

(2.59)

Note that to simplify the estimate above, we used two basic bounds. First, we used

1

(1 + ⌊R/2⌋)αǫ
≤

22αǫ

(1 +R)αǫ
valid when R > 0 and αǫ > 0. (2.60)

Next, we used
1

(1 + da)
≤

2a

(1 + d)a
whenever d ≥ 1 and a > 0 . (2.61)

As the final powers appearing on the right-hand-side of (2.59) are ordered: (2 − δ)αǫ > αǫ > (1− δ)αǫ − ν,
the bound claimed in (2.50), as well as (2.51), readily follows.

2.3 Strictly Local Approximations

In this section, we investigate a different approximation for these finite-volume dynamics. Here, we provide
explicit estimates for comparisons to a strictly local dynamics. Theorem 2.8 below gives a general estimate
for dissipative interactions which have a finite F -norm. Such a bound has found many useful applications,
particularly in cases where the interaction is known to have a finite F -norm with a function F which
decays exponentially fast. We supplement this result with Theorem 2.9 which focuses on the case where
the interactions are only known to decay like a power-law. The decay we obtain here is identical to that of
Theorem 2.6. Before proving these results, we first establish a technical estimate in Lemma 2.7.

We begin with a technical estimate, see Lemma 2.7 below, and note that similar bounds have been used
e.g. in [29]. To state this precisely, we first observe that for certain combinatorial sums, it is convenient to
define a set of surface sets. Specifically, let (Γ, d) be a countable metric space. For any X ⊂ Λ ⊂ Γ, define
the set of X-surface sets in Λ by setting

SΛ
X = {Z ⊂ Λ |Z ∩X 6= ∅ and Z ∩ (Λ \X) 6= ∅} . (2.62)

The following bound holds.

Lemma 2.7. Let (Γ, d) be a countable metric space equipped with an F -function F and L = {LZ}Z∈P0(Γ)

a dissipative interaction with ‖L ‖F <∞. Fix X ∈ P0(Γ). For any x ∈ X and Λ ∈ P0(Γ) with X ⊂ Λ, one
has that

∑

Z∈SΛ
X(r)

Z∩X=∅

‖LZ‖cb
∑

z∈Z

F (d(x, z)) ≤ ‖L ‖F (CF + ‖F‖)
∑

y∈Λ\X(r)

F (d(x, y)). (2.63)

for any r ≥ 0.
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Proof. Note that for any set Z ⊂ Λ, we may write

∑

z∈Z

· =
∑

z∈Z∩X(r)

· +
∑

z∈Z∩(Λ\X(r))

· (2.64)

We use this decomposition to prove (2.63). Observe that those sites which are r-close to X satisfy

∑

Z∈SΛ
X(r)

:

Z∩X=∅

‖LZ‖cb
∑

z∈Z∩X(r)

F (d(x, z)) ≤
∑

y∈Λ\X(r)

∑

z∈X(r)\X

F (d(x, z))
∑

Z⊂Λ:
z,y∈Z

‖LZ‖cb

≤ ‖L ‖F
∑

y∈Λ\X(r)

∑

z∈X(r)\X

F (d(x, z))F (d(z, y))

≤ ‖L ‖FCF
∑

y∈Λ\X(r)

F (d(x, y)) (2.65)

Similarly, for those sites r-far from X , we have that

∑

Z∈SΛ
X(r)

:

Z∩X=∅

‖LZ‖cb
∑

z∈Z∩(Λ\X(r))

F (d(x, z)) ≤
∑

y∈X(r)\X

∑

z∈Λ\X(r)

F (d(x, z))
∑

Z⊂Λ:
z,y∈Z

‖LZ‖cb

≤ ‖L ‖F
∑

z∈Λ\X(r)

F (d(x, z))
∑

y∈X(r)\X

F (d(z, y))

≤ ‖L ‖F ‖F‖
∑

z∈Λ\X(r)

F (d(x, z)) (2.66)

Using (2.64), one sees that (2.63) follows from (2.65) and (2.66).

Theorem 2.8. Let (Γ, d) be a countable metric space equipped with an F -function F and L = {LZ}Z∈P0(Γ)

a dissipative interaction with ‖L ‖F <∞. Fix X ∈ P0(Γ) and A ∈ AX . For any Λ ∈ P0(Γ) with X ⊂ Λ,

‖TΛ
t (A)− T

X(r)
t (A)‖ ≤ ‖A‖‖L ‖F

(

t+
CF + ‖F‖

CF

∫ t

0

(evs − 1) ds

)

∑

x∈X

∑

y∈Λ\X(r)

F (d(x, y)) (2.67)

for any t ≥ 0 and r ≥ 1. Here v = ‖L ‖FCF .

Proof. We argue as in the beginning of the proof of Theorem 2.4. Note that for any t ≥ 0,

TΛ
t (A) − T

X(r)
t (A) = −

∫ t

0

d

ds
TΛ
t−s(T

X(r)
s (A)) ds =

∫ t

0

TΛ
t−s

(

(L Λ − L
X(r))(TX(r)

s (A))
)

ds.

An application of the triangle inequality shows that

∥

∥

∥TΛ
t (A)− T

X(r)
t (A)

∥

∥

∥ ≤

∫ t

0

∥

∥

∥

(

L
Λ − L

X(r)
)

TX(r)
s (A)

∥

∥

∥ ds ≤
∑

Z∈SΛ
X(r)

∫ t

0

‖LZT
X(r)
s (A)‖ ds (2.68)

For those terms Z which intersect X , one has

∑

Z∈SΛ
X(r):

Z∩X 6=∅

∫ t

0

‖LZT
X(r)
s (A)‖ ds ≤ t‖A‖

∑

Z∈SΛ
X(r):

Z∩X 6=∅

‖LZ‖cb

≤ t‖A‖
∑

x∈X

∑

y∈Λ\X(r)

∑

Z⊂Λ:

x,y∈Z

‖LZ‖cb

≤ t‖A‖‖L ‖F
∑

x∈X

∑

y∈Λ\X(r)

F (d(x, y)) . (2.69)
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For those terms Z that do not intersect X , Theorem 2.2 applies and

∑

Z∈SΛ
X(r):

Z∩X=∅

∫ t

0

‖LZT
X(r)
s (A)‖ ds ≤

‖A‖

CF

∫ t

0

(evs − 1) ds
∑

Z∈SΛ
X(r)

Z∩X=∅

‖LZ‖cb
∑

x∈X

∑

z∈Z

F (d(x, z))

≤
‖A‖

CF

∫ t

0

(evs − 1) ds ‖L ‖F (CF + ‖F‖)
∑

x∈X

∑

y∈Λ\X(r)

F (d(x, y)),

where, for the final bound above, we used Lemma 2.7. This completes the proof.

The final result of this section, Theorem 2.9 below, also provides an estimate on an approximation of the
finite-volume dynamics with a strictly local dynamics. In this case, however, we restrict our attention to
models generated by interactions which are only known to decay by a power-law. Here, in order to obtain a
bound analogous to the one found in Theorem 2.6, we find it useful to argue differently than we did in the
proof of Theorem 2.8.

Theorem 2.9. Let (Γ, d) be ν-regular and L = {LZ}Z∈P0(Γ) be a dissipative interaction with ‖L ‖F < ∞
for the choice of F -function

F (x) =
1

(1 + x)α
for all x ≥ 0 (2.70)

with some α > 2ν+1. Fix ǫ ∈ (0, α− 2ν− 1), set αǫ = α− ν− 1− ǫ, and let 0 < δ < 1 satisfy (1− δ)αǫ > ν.
Fix X ∈ P0(Γ), A ∈ AX , and take any Λ ∈ P0(Γ) with X ⊂ Λ. In this case, there C > 0 for which

∥

∥

∥TΛ
t (A)− T

X(r)
t (A)

∥

∥

∥ ≤ C‖A‖|X |‖L ‖F ·
t

(1 + r)(1−δ)αǫ−ν
(2.71)

whenever r ≥ 1 and 0 ≤ evt ≤ rδ . Moreover, one may take

C =
κCǫ
CF

(

κ22αǫ21−δ (Cǫ + CF ) + e(CF + ‖F‖)
)

. (2.72)

Proof. For any R > 0, one has that

∥

∥

∥TΛ
t (A)− T

X(r)
t (A)

∥

∥

∥ ≤
∥

∥

∥TΛ
t (A) − TΛ,R

t (A)
∥

∥

∥ +
∥

∥

∥T
Λ,R
t (A) − T

X(r),R
t (A)

∥

∥

∥ +

+
∥

∥

∥T
X(r),R
t (A)− T

X(r)
t (A)

∥

∥

∥ . (2.73)

An application of Theorem 2.4 shows that

∥

∥

∥
TΛ
t (A)− TΛ,R

t (A)
∥

∥

∥
≤ ‖A‖‖L ‖FG(R/2)



t|X(r)|+
Evt(1 + rR−1)

vCF

∑

x∈X

∑

y∈Λ\X(r)

F (d(x, y))



 (2.74)

≤ ‖A‖‖L ‖F

(

κCǫ
(1 + ⌊R/2⌋)αǫ

· t · |X |κrν +
κCǫ

(1 + ⌊R/2⌋)αǫ
·
e−r/Rteevt

CF
·
κCǫ|X |

(1 + r)αǫ

)

where we have also used bounds as in (2.55) and (2.57) from Theorem 2.6. Note that an identical estimate
holds for the third term on the right-hand-side of (2.73) above. The time-independent exponential factor
above motivates the choice of parametrization: R = r1−δ. We now bound the middle term on the right-
hand-side of (2.73). Arguing as in the proof of Theorem 2.8, we find that

∥

∥

∥T
Λ,R
t (A)− T

X(r),R
t (A)

∥

∥

∥ ≤
∑

Z∈SΛ
X(r):

diam(Z)≤R

∫ t

0

‖LZT
X(r),R
s (A)‖ ds (2.75)
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For r ≥ 1, it is clear that R < r with our choice of parametrization. As such, for any Z ∈ SΛ
X(r) with

diam(Z) ≤ R, we have that d(X,Z) > r − R > 0. In this case, we may apply Theorem 2.1 to all terms on
the right-hand-side of (2.75). We find that

∥

∥

∥T
Λ,R
t (A) − T

X(r),R
t (A)

∥

∥

∥ ≤
∑

Z∈SΛ
X(r):

diam(Z)≤R

∫ t

0

‖A‖‖LZ‖cb
CF

Evs

(

d(X,Z)

R

)

∑

x∈X

∑

z∈Z

F (d(x, z) ds

≤
‖A‖

CF

∫ t

0

Evs

(

r −R

R

)

ds
∑

x∈X

∑

Z∈SΛ
X(r):

diam(Z)≤R

‖LZ‖cb
∑

z∈Z

F (d(x, z)

≤
‖A‖(CF + ‖F‖)

C2
F

Evt

( r

R

)

∑

x∈X

∑

y∈Λ\X(r)

F (d(x, y))

≤
‖A‖‖L ‖F (CF + ‖F‖)

CF
· e−r/Rteevt+1 ·

κCǫ|X |

(1 + r)αǫ
(2.76)

where we have used Lemma 2.7, (2.54), and that v = ‖L ‖FCF . Setting M = κCǫ‖L ‖F ‖A‖|X |, we have
found that

∥

∥

∥
TΛ
t (A)− T

X(r)
t (A)

∥

∥

∥
≤ M

(

2κtrν

(1 + ⌊R/2⌋)αǫ
+

2κCǫte
−r/Reevt

CF (1 + ⌊R/2⌋)αǫ(1 + r)αǫ
+

(CF + ‖F‖)te−r/Reevt+1

CF (1 + r)αǫ

)

≤ Mt

(

κ22αǫ22−δ

(1 + r)(1−δ)αǫ−ν
+
κCǫ2

2αǫ22−δe−r
δ

eevt

CF (1 + r)(2−δ)αǫ
+
e(CF + ‖F‖)e−r

δ

eevt

CF (1 + r)αǫ

)

(2.77)

and moreover, the power are ordered by (2−δ)αǫ > αǫ > (1−δ)αǫ−ν. We have established (2.71), whenever
0 ≤ evt ≤ rδ, with C as in (2.72).

3 Correlation Decay

In this section, we use the quasi-locality estimates proven in the previous section to obtain bounds on the
decay of correlations in various states. First, we consider a class of states with quantified spatial decay,
see Definition 3.1, and prove an estimate on dynamic correlations. A general statement of this bound
is the content of Theorem 3.2, and the methods we use are similar to those found in [29]. We supplement
Theorem 3.2 with more explicit estimates, depending on the decay of the interaction generating the dynamics,
in Lemma 3.3 and Lemma 3.4. Next, we consider a class of dynamical fixed-points, see Definition 3.5. For
these states, we obtain estimates on decay of correlations, see Theorem 3.6, using ideas which go back to
[33]. Again, we supplement this general bound with more explicit estimates in Lemma 3.7 and Lemma 3.8.

3.1 Spatially Decaying States

The goal of this section is to estimate the effect of an irreversible dynamics on the decay of correlations for
states with quantified spatial decay. To make this precise, we introduce the notion of a decay function which
governs the correlations for states on a local algebra. As in the previous section, we consider quantum spin
systems defined over a countable metric space (Γ, d).

Definition 3.1. Let Λ ⊂ Γ be finite and let ω be a state on the local algebra AΛ. We say that ω has spatial
correlations governed by GΛ if there is a function GΛ : [0,∞)× [0,∞)× [0,∞) → [0, 2] for which given any
x, y ∈ [0,∞) the map d 7→ GΛ(x, y, d) is non-increasing and

|ω(AB)− ω(A)ω(B)| ≤ ‖A‖‖B‖GΛ(|X |, |Y |, d(X,Y )) (3.1)

for all A ∈ AX and B ∈ AY where X and Y are arbitrary subsets of Λ.
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Of course, for any state ω on AΛ, ω has correlations governed by the constant function GΛ(x, y, d) = 2.
On the other hand, if ω is a product state, then one may take GΛ(x, y, d) = 0 for any d > 0. In more
interesting situations, ω has correlations governed by a function of the form GΛ(x, y, d) = xnymG̃Λ(d) where
n and m are non-negative integers and G̃Λ(d) decays swiftly to (or is identically) zero for large d. In any
case, one has the following result.

Theorem 3.2. Let (Γ, d) be a countable metric space, L = {LZ}Z∈P0(Γ) a dissipative interaction, and
Λ ⊂ Γ finite. If ω is a state on AΛ with correlations governed by GΛ, then for any A ∈ AX and B ∈ AY

where X,Y ⊂ Λ satisfy d(X,Y ) ≥ 2, one has that

∣

∣ω(TΛ
t (AB))− ω(TΛ

t (A))ω(T
Λ
t (B))

∣

∣ ≤ ‖A‖‖B‖GΛ(|X(r)|, |Y (r)|, d(X(r), Y (r)) + CΛ
A,B(r, t). (3.2)

for any t ≥ 0 and 2 ≤ 2r ≤ d(X,Y ). Here we have denoted by

CΛ
A,B(r, t) = ‖A‖‖TΛ

t (B)− T
Y (r)
t (B)‖ + ‖B‖‖TΛ

t (A) − T
X(r)
t (A)‖

+‖TΛ
t (AB) − T

(X∪Y )(r)
t (AB)‖ . (3.3)

Proof. For any t ≥ 0, set Bωt = B − ω(TΛ
t (B))1 and observe that

ω(TΛ
t (AB)) − ω(TΛ

t (A))ω(T
Λ
t (B)) = ω(TΛ

t (AB
ω
t )) . (3.4)

With Z = X ∪ Y , one has that

|ω(TΛ
t (AB

ω
t ))| ≤ |ω(T

Z(r)
t (ABωt ))|+ |ω(TΛ

t (AB
ω
t ))− ω(T

Z(r)
t (ABωt ))| (3.5)

for any r ≥ 1. If 2 ≤ 2r < d(X,Y ), then

T
Z(r)
t (ABωt ) = T

Z(r)
t (AB)− ω(TΛ

t (B))T
Z(r)
t (A) = T

X(r)
t (A)T

Y (r)
t (B)− ω(TΛ

t (B))T
X(r)
t (A) (3.6)

In this case, the first term on the right hand side of (3.5) can be estimated as

|ω(T
Z(r)
t (ABωt ))| ≤

∣

∣

∣
ω(T

X(r)
t (A)T

Y (r)
t (B))− ω(T

X(r)
t (A))ω(T

Y (r)
t (B))

∣

∣

∣

+
∣

∣

∣ω(T
X(r)
t (A))

(

ω
(

TΛ
t (B) − T

Y (r)
t (B)

))∣

∣

∣

≤ ‖A‖‖B‖GΛ (|X(r)|, |Y (r)|, d(X(r), Y (r))) + ‖A‖‖TΛ
t (B)− T

Y (r)
t (B)‖ (3.7)

For the second term on the right hand side of (3.5), note that

TΛ
t (AB

ω
t )− T

Z(r)
t (ABωt ) = TΛ

t (AB) − T
Z(r)
t (AB)− ω(TΛ

t (B))
(

TΛ
t (A)− T

X(r)
t (A)

)

(3.8)

and therefore,

|ω(TΛ
t (AB

ω
t ))− ω(T

Z(r)
t (ABωt ))| ≤ ‖TΛ

t (AB)− T
Z(r)
t (AB)‖ + ‖B‖‖TΛ

t (A) − T
X(r)
t (A)‖ (3.9)

Combining (3.5), (3.7), and (3.9), we have established (3.25).

Generally, the quantity CΛ
A,B(r, t) estimates the correlations which this irreversible dynamics generates

between A and B. In principle, the estimate above holds for all r ≥ 1, however, once d(X(r), Y (r)) = 0, ω
no longer provides any spatial decay. Note that if ω is a product state, then Theorem 3.2 implies that

|ω(TΛ
t (AB))− ω(TΛ

t (A))ω(T
Λ
t (B))| ≤ CΛ

A,B(r, t) (3.10)

for all t ≥ 0 and 2 ≤ 2r < d(X,Y ).
The quasi-locality estimates we developed in the previous section allow us to provide estimates on this

quantity CΛ
A,B(r, t). We collect this information in the two lemmas below.
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Lemma 3.3. Let (Γ, d) be a countable metric space equipped with an F -function F and L = {LZ}Z∈P0(Γ) a
dissipative interaction with ‖L ‖F <∞. Let Λ ⊂ Γ be finite, take X,Y ⊂ Λ with 1 ≤ d(X,Y ), and consider
A ∈ AX and B ∈ AY . One has that

CΛ
A,B(r, t) ≤ 2‖A‖‖B‖‖L‖F

(

t+
CF + ‖F‖

CF

∫ t

0

(evs − 1) ds

)

×

×





∑

x∈X

∑

y∈Λ\X(r)

F (d(x, y)) +
∑

y∈Y

∑

x∈Λ\Y (r)

F (d(x, y))



 (3.11)

for all r ≥ 1.

Proof. Recall that

CΛ
A,B(r, t) = ‖A‖‖TΛ

t (B)− T
Y (r)
t (B)‖ + ‖B‖‖TΛ

t (A) − T
X(r)
t (A)‖

+‖TΛ
t (AB) − T

(X∪Y )(r)
t (AB)‖ . (3.12)

To prove (3.11), we apply Theorem 2.8. In fact, a direct application of Theorem 2.8 shows that

‖B‖‖TΛ
t (A)− T

X(r)
t (A)‖ ≤ ‖A‖‖B‖‖L ‖F

(

t+
CF + ‖F‖

CF

∫ t

0

(evs − 1) ds

)

∑

x∈X

∑

y∈Λ\X(r)

F (d(x, y)) (3.13)

and an analogous bound estimates ‖A‖‖TΛ
t (B)−T

Y (r)
t (B)‖. For the final term in (3.12), we argue similarly

and use that
∑

w∈X∪Y

∑

z∈Λ\(X∪Y )(r)

F (d(w, z)) ≤
∑

x∈X

∑

y∈Λ\X(r)

F (d(x, y)) +
∑

y∈Y

∑

x∈Λ\Y (r)

F (d(x, y)) (3.14)

Lemma 3.4. Let (Γ, d) be ν-regular and L = {LZ}Z∈P0(Γ) be a dissipative interaction with ‖L ‖F <∞ for
the choice of F -function

F (x) =
1

(1 + x)α
for all x ≥ 0 (3.15)

with some α > 2ν+1. Fix ǫ ∈ (0, α− 2ν− 1), set αǫ = α− ν− 1− ǫ, and let 0 < δ < 1 satisfy (1− δ)αǫ > ν.
Let Λ ⊂ Γ be finite, take X,Y ⊂ Λ with 1 ≤ d(X,Y ), and consider A ∈ AX and B ∈ AY . One has that

CΛ
A,B(r, t) ≤ 3C‖A‖‖B‖ (|X |+ |Y |) ‖L ‖F ·

t

(1 + r)(1−δ)αǫ−ν
(3.16)

whenever r ≥ 1 and 0 ≤ evt ≤ rδ . Here C is as in (2.72).

Proof. One readily checks that the proof of this lemma is a direct consequence of Theorem 2.9 and simple
over-estiimates on the support of the observables.

3.2 Dynamical Fixed-Points

The goal of this section is to quantify decay of correlations for a class of dynamical fixed points. We discuss
our assumptions on convergence to the fixed points in relations to other applications in the literature in
an appendix. As in the previous section, we first prove a general bound, see Theorem 3.6 below, and then
follow-up with more explicit estimates in Lemma 3.7 and Lemma 3.8.

Definition 3.5. Let (Γ, d) be a countable metric space and L = {LZ}Z∈P0(Γ) be a dissipative interaction.
Take Λ ⊂ Γ finite and consider π a state on the local algebra AΛ. We say that π is a local dynamical
fixed-point of L with convergence governed by gΛ if
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1. π ◦ TΛ
t = π for all t ≥ 0.

2. There exists a function gΛ : [0,∞) → [0, 2] for which one has

|(π − ω) ◦ TΛ
t (A)| ≤ gΛ(t)‖A‖

for all states ω on AΛ, A ∈ AΛ, and t ≥ 0.

For any local dynamical fixed-point, i.e. state π on AΛ satisfying 1 above, the function gΛ(t) = 2 governs
convergence to π in a trivial sense. We are more interested in situations where the convergence is governed
by a non-increasing function gΛ with gΛ(t) → 0 as t → ∞. In the later case, one readily checks that any
such local dynamical fixed-point is unique.

The following result estimates correlations in such local dynamical fixed-points.

Theorem 3.6. Let (Γ, d) be a countable metric space, L = {LZ}Z∈P0(Γ) a dissipative interaction, and
Λ ⊂ Γ finite. Let π be a local dynamical fixed-point for L with convergence governed by gΛ. For any
A ∈ AX and B ∈ AY where X,Y ⊂ Λ satisfy d(X,Y ) > 0, one has that

|π(AB)− π(A)π(B)| ≤ |ω(TΛ
t (AB

ω
t ))|+ 3‖A‖‖B‖gΛ(t) (3.17)

for any state ω on AΛ and t ≥ 0.

Proof. As in the proof of Theorem 3.2, set Bπ = B − π(B)1. Clearly, ‖Bπ‖ ≤ 2‖B‖ and moreover,

π(AB) − π(A)π(B) = π(ABπ). (3.18)

Since π is time-invariant, we have that for any t ≥ 0

|π(ABπ)| = |π(TΛ
t (AB

π))| ≤ |ω(TΛ
t (AB

π))|+ |(π − ω)(TΛ
t (AB

π))|

≤ |ω(TΛ
t (AB

π)|+ 2gΛ(t)‖A‖‖B‖ (3.19)

and the above holds for any state ω on AΛ. Rewriting things, one finds that

Bπ = B − π(B)1 = B − π(TΛ
t (B))1 = Bωt − (π − ω)(TΛ

t (B))1 (3.20)

where we have, again, used notation as in the proof of Theorem 3.2. In this case, the first term on the right
hand side of (3.19) may be estimated as

|ω(TΛ
t (AB

π))| ≤ |ω(TΛ
t (AB

ω
t ))|+ |(π − ω)(TΛ

t (B))||ω(TΛ
t (A))|

≤ |ω(TΛ
t (AB

ω
t ))|+ gΛ(t)‖A‖‖B‖ (3.21)

Combining (3.19) and (3.21), we have proven (3.17).

Depending on the decay of the interactions, one may be more explicit with these bounds. In fact, if the
interactions decay exponentially, we have the following.

Lemma 3.7. Let (Γ, d) be a countable metric space equipped with an F -function F0 and L = {LZ}Z∈P0(Γ)

a dissipative interaction with ‖L ‖Fa
< ∞ for some a > 0 where Fa is the F -function on (Γ, d) given by

Fa(r) = e−arF0(r). Let Λ ⊂ Γ be finite and π be a local dynamical fixed-point for L with convergence
governed by gΛ. For any X,Y ⊂ Λ with d(X,Y ) > 2, consider A ∈ AX and B ∈ AY . One has that

|π(AB) − π(A)π(B)| ≤ 2‖A‖‖B‖(|X |+ |Y |)‖L ‖Fa
‖F0‖

(

ta +
CFa

+ ‖Fa‖

CFa

∫ ta

0

(evas − 1) ds

)

e−
ad(X,Y )

2

+3‖A‖‖B‖gΛ(ta) (3.22)

where va = ‖L ‖Fa
CFa

and ta = ad(X,Y )
4va

.
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Before we prove this bound, note that a simple estimate shows that

(

ta +
CFa

+ ‖Fa‖

CFa

∫ ta

0

(evas − 1) ds

)

e−
ad(X,Y )

2 ≤

(

2CFa
+ ‖Fa‖

vaCFa

)

ad(X,Y )

4
e−

ad(X,Y )
4 (3.23)

and so the first term above in (3.22) decays exponentially in d(X,Y ).

Proof. An application of Theorem 3.6 shows that

|π(AB)− π(A)π(B)| ≤ |ω(TΛ
t (AB

ω
t ))|+ 3‖A‖‖B‖gΛ(t) (3.24)

for any state ω and t ≥ 0. Taking ω to be a product state, we find that

|ω(TΛ
t (AB

ω
t ))| = |ω(TΛ

t (AB)− ω(TΛ
t (A))ω(T

Λ
t (B))| ≤ CΛ

A,B(r, t) (3.25)

for all t ≥ 0 and 2 ≤ 2r < d(X,Y ), where we recall that CΛ
A,B(r, t) is as defined in (3.3). Lemma 3.3 provides

an estimate for CΛ
A,B(r, t) which is relevant in this case:

CΛ
A,B(r, t) ≤ 2‖A‖‖B‖‖L ‖Fa

(

t+
CFa

+ ‖Fa‖

CFa

∫ t

0

(evas − 1) ds

)

×

×





∑

x∈X

∑

y∈Λ\X(r)

Fa(d(x, y)) +
∑

y∈Y

∑

x∈Λ\Y (r)

Fa(d(x, y))





≤ 2‖A‖‖B‖‖L ‖Fa

(

t+
CFa

+ ‖Fa‖

CFa

∫ t

0

(evas − 1) ds

)

e−ar‖F0‖(|X |+ |Y |) (3.26)

As (3.26) holds for all 2 ≤ 2r < d(X,Y ), the estimate extends to r = d(X,Y )/2. The bound claimed in

(3.22) now follows by choosing t = ad(X,Y )
4va

.

An analogous bound holds for polynomially decaying interactions.

Lemma 3.8. Let (Γ, d) be ν-regular and L = {LZ}Z∈P0(Γ) be a dissipative interaction with ‖L ‖F <∞ for
the choice of F -function

F (x) =
1

(1 + x)α
for all x ≥ 0 (3.27)

with some α > 2ν+1. Fix ǫ ∈ (0, α− 2ν− 1), set αǫ = α− ν− 1− ǫ, and let 0 < δ < 1 satisfy (1− δ)αǫ > ν.
Let Λ ⊂ Γ be finite and π be a local dynamical fixed-point for L with convergence governed by gΛ. For

any X,Y ⊂ Λ with d(X,Y ) > 2, consider A ∈ AX and B ∈ AY . For any 0 < η < min[δ, (1− δ)αǫ − ν], one
has that

|π(AB) − π(A)π(B)| ≤ C′‖A‖‖B‖(|X |+ |Y |)‖L ‖F ·
1

(1 + d(X,Y ))(1−δ)αǫ−ν−η

+3‖A‖‖B‖gΛ

(

d(X,Y )η

ev2η

)

(3.28)

where

C′ =
3C

ev
· 2(1−δ)αǫ−ν−η (3.29)

and C is as in (2.72).

Proof. Arguing as in the proof of Lemma 3.7, using a product state in the application of Theorem 3.6 shows

|π(AB)− π(A)π(B)| ≤ CΛ
A,B(r, t) + 3‖A‖‖B‖gΛ(t) (3.30)

for any t ≥ 0 and 2 ≤ 2r < d(X,Y ). We need only estimate the correlations, i.e. CΛ
A,B(r, t).
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In this case, Lemma 3.4 generally implies that

CΛ
A,B(r, t) ≤ 3C‖A‖‖B‖ (|X |+ |Y |) ‖L ‖F ·

t

(1 + r)(1−δ)αǫ−ν
(3.31)

whenever r ≥ 1 and 0 ≤ evt ≤ rδ . For any 0 < η < min[δ, (1− δ)αǫ − ν] and choice of t satisfying

evt =

(

d(X,Y )

2

)η

(3.32)

the bound in (3.31) holds for all r < d(X,Y )/2 satisfying 0 ≤ evt ≤ rδ . One readily checks that such values
of r exist, and therefore, the right-hand-side of (3.30) may be estimated by the right-hand-side of (3.31)
evaluated with t as in (3.32) and r = d(X,Y )/2. The bound claimed in (3.28) follows.

A Appendix: Some Semigroup Theory

This appendix seeks to show that our definition of a local dynamical fixed-point as in Definiton 3.5 is
logically equivalent to a few other conditions that are present in the literature. In particular, we show that
‖(π − ψ)(TΛ

t (A))| → 0 uniformly exponentially fast (see Theorem A.1). We also show that our notion is
equivalent to the assumption that the associated Schrödinger picture semigroup satisfies rapid mixing in the
sense of [19, Theorem 1] (see Theorem A.8). Because our constants depend on the volume, existence of a
local dynamical fixed point implies neither global nor local rapid mixing in the sense of [5, 11].

We prove the following general theorem

Theorem A.1. Let H be a finite-dimensional Hilbert space and let L : B(H) → B(H) be a bounded Lindblad
generator with associated quantum dyanmical semigroup (Tt|t ≥ 0) in the Heisenberg picture. By (T ′

t |t ≥ 0)
we mean the semigroup acting on B(H)∗ by pre-composition. The following are equivalent:

1. There exists a state π ∈ B(H)∗ so that π ◦Tt = π for all t ≥ 0 and there exists a function gπ : [0,∞) →
[0,∞) so that gπ(t) → 0 as t→ ∞ and for all states ψ ∈ B(H)∗, and all A ∈ B(H), one has

|(ψ − π) ◦ Tt(A)| ≤ ‖A‖gπ(t) . (A.1)

We call such a state a dynamical fixed point of (Tt|t ≥ 0).

2. There exist constants c > 0 and γ > 0, and a rank-one projection P : B(H)∗ → B(H)∗ so that

‖T ′
t − P‖ ≤ ce−γt . (A.2)

Before beginning the proof, let us mention an immediate application to our models in the following:

Corollary A.2. Let (Γ, d) be a discrete countable metric space, and let L be a local dissipative interaction.
Fix Λ ∈ P0(Γ) and let (TΛ

t |t ≥ 0) be the associated dynamical semigroup. Then, the following are equivalent:

1. π is a local dynamical fixed point (see Definition 3.5).

2. The state π is a fixed point of (TΛ
t |t ≥ 0) and there exist constants c, γ > 0 which may depend on Λ so

that
|(π − ψ) ◦ TΛ

t (A)| ≤ c‖A‖e−γt , ∀ψ ∈ A∗
Λ and A ∈ AΛ . (A.3)

for all states ψ and all A ∈ AΛ.

In particular, if one of the above equivalent conditions holds in Λ, one can take gΛ(t) = ce−γt.

Proof. By Theorem A.1, there is a rank-one projection P : A∗
Λ → A∗

Λ so that the pre-composition semigroup
St := (TΛ

t )
′ converges to P exponentially fast in the norm of A∗

Λ. By the proof of Theorem A.1 below, it
follows that P (π) = π and for all f ∈ A∗

Λ, one has P (f) = f(1)π. Then,

|(ψ − π) ◦ TΛ
t (A)| ≤ ‖A‖‖St(ψ) − St(π)‖ = ‖A‖‖(St − P )(ψ)‖ ≤ ‖A‖‖St − P‖ ≤ c‖A‖e−γt . (A.4)

The reverse implication is obvious.
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Before we begin the proof of Theorem A.1, we will recall several lemmas for the convenience of the reader.
These can be found in more generality in [13]. We shall fix X as a finite-dimensional vector space equipped
with a norm ‖ · ‖. Moreover, (St : t ≥ 0) will denote a semigroup of linear operators St : X → X so that St
is uniformly continuous in the sense that ‖St − id ‖ → 0 as t ↓ 0. We will write A for the generator of St,
which we note is a bounded operator on X .

Lemma A.3 (Proposition II.2.3 [13]). Let X be a vector space and let Y ⊂ X be a vector subspace of X.
Let (St|t ≥ 0) be a norm continuous semigroup on X and suppose that St(Y ) ⊂ Y for all t ≥ 0. If A is the
generator of St, then the restriction St|Y is a norm-continuous semigroup with generator A|Y .

Proof. The continuity and semigroup parts of the claim are obvious. To see that A|Y generates St|Y , note
that for any y ∈ Y , we have

∥

∥

∥

∥

St|Y y − y

t
−A|Y y

∥

∥

∥

∥

Y

=

∥

∥

∥

∥

Sty − y

t
−Ay

∥

∥

∥

∥

X

→ 0 as t ↓ 0. (A.5)

Since the generator of a semigroup is unique, it must be that A|Y generates the restricted semigroup.

Let us recall from [13, Definition I.1.5] the growth bound ω0 of a semigroup (St : t ≥ 0) is the quantity

ω0 = inf{r ∈ R : ∃Mr ≥ 1: ‖St‖ ≤Mre
rt} . (A.6)

Recall that the spectral radius rad(St) is the supremum over all the elements of the spectrum of St.
Let us recall an elementary subadditivity result.

Lemma A.4. Let f : (0,∞) → [0,∞) be a measurable function that is subadditive and uniformly bounded
on compact intervals. Then, the following limits exist:

lim
t→∞

f(t)

t
= inf

t>0

f(t)

t
. (A.7)

For a proof, see [13, Lemma V.1.23].

Lemma A.5 (Proposition V.1.22 [13]). Let St be a norm-continuous semigroup on a vector space X with
generator A. The following equalities hold:

ω0 = inf
t>0

t−1 log ‖St‖ = lim
t→∞

t−1 log ‖St‖ (A.8)

In particular, have rad(St) = etω0 .

Proof. Note that the function f(t) := log ‖St‖ is a measurable subadditive function. Moreover, since A is
bounded, we have

log(‖St‖) ≤ log et‖A‖ = t‖A‖ . (A.9)

Hence, f(t) is uniformly bounded on compact intervals. Therefore, by the Lemma A.4, v = inf t−1f(t) =
limt→∞ t−1f(t) exists. Note for all t > 0, evt ≤ e

t
t
log ‖St‖ = ‖St‖ by definition. One has ev·0 = 1 = ‖S0‖ as

well since S0 = id. Thus v ≤ ω0.
On the other hand, if ǫ > 0, there is some t0 ≥ 0 so that for any t ≥ t0, we have t−1f(t) ≤ v + ǫ.

Hence ‖St‖ ≤ e(v+ǫ)t. Moreover, on [0, t0], we may bound ‖St‖ above uniformly by et0‖A‖ ≥ 1. Thus,
‖St‖ ≤ Mv+ǫe

(v+ǫ)t for all t ≥ 0 by taking Mv+ǫ = max{1, et0‖A‖}. Hence ω0 ≤ v + ǫ, and so it must be
that ω0 = v.

Now, by the Gelfand-Hadamard formula (cf. [4] or [38]) and the semigroup property, we know that for
any t > 0,

rad(St) = lim
n→∞

‖Tnt‖
1/n = lim

n→∞
exp

(

t

nt
log ‖Tnt‖

)

= etω0 (A.10)

by continuity. That the relation holds when t = 0 follows readily from the fact that S0 = id, completing the
proof.
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The contents of the following Lemma can be found in Propositions V.3.3.2 and V.3.3.5 of [13]. See also
Lyapunov’s Theorem V.3.3.6 in [13].

Lemma A.6 (Lyapunov’s Theorem). Let (St|t ≥ 0) be a semigroup on a vector space X. The following are
equivalent:

1. The limit limt→∞ ‖St‖ = 0.

2. There exists ǫ > 0 and M > 0 so that
‖St‖ ≤Me−ǫt (A.11)

I.e., St is uniformly exponentially stable.

Proof. That 2 implies 1 is obvious here. To see the other direction, recall that etω0 = rad(St) ≤ ‖St‖. Hence
ω0 < 0, and the inequality follows from Lemma A.5.

Lemma A.7. Let St be a norm-continuous semigroup on a finite dimensional vector space X with a generator
A. Assume that the limit

‖ · ‖ − lim
t→∞

St = P 6= 0 (A.12)

exists. Then, there are constants M ≥ 1 and ǫ > 0 so that

‖St − P‖ ≤Me−ǫt (A.13)

We follow the general idea of the proof given in Lemma V.4.2 of [13].

Proof. First, we claim that P is a projection onto the subspace F := {x ∈ X : Stx = x∀t ≥ 0}. To see this,
note that for any s ≥ 0, one has

SsP = lim
t→∞

SsSt = lim
t→∞

StSs = lim
t→∞

Ss+t = P .

Therefore, if Stx = x for all t ≥ 0, then Px = x by passing to the limit. Hence, F ⊂ PX . On the other
hand, StP = P so for any y ∈ PX , there is x so that y = Px and in particular Sty = StPx = Px = y for
any t ≥ 0. That is, y is a fixed point of St.

Thus X = PX ⊕ (id−P )X = F ⊕ (id−P )X . In particular, the restriction St|(id−P )X is given by the
composition St(id−P ). Moreover, by the commutation of St and P , we infer that (St|(id−P )X |t ≥ 0) is a
norm continuous semigroup such that

lim
t→∞

‖St(id−P )‖ = lim
t→∞

‖St − StP‖ = lim
t→∞

‖St − P‖ = 0 .

In other words, St(id−P ) is an exponentially stable semigroup on (id−P )X . Therefore, by Lyapunov’s
theorem, there exists M ≥ 1 and ǫ > 0 so that

‖St|(id−P )X‖ = ‖St(id−P )‖ = ‖St − P‖ ≤Me−ǫt, (A.14)

as claimed.

Recall that one may equip B(H)∗ with an involution given by ξ∗(x) := ξ(x∗) for all x ∈ B(H) where
ξ ∈ B(H)∗. One then has that ξ = ℜ(ξ) + iℑ(ξ) where 2ℜ(ξ) = ξ + ξ∗ and 2ℑ(ξ) = ξ − ξ∗. Recall any
linear functional such that ξ∗ = ξ is called Hermitian. The Jordan decomposition [6, Proposition 3.2.7]
(see [18, Theorem 4.3.6] for a nice proof) asserts for any Hermitian linear functional ξh = ξ∗h there exist
positive linear functionals ξ1, ξ2 so that ξh = ξ1 − ξ2 and ‖ξh‖ = ‖ξ1‖ + ‖ξ2‖. In particular, any linear
functional ξ = ξ1 − ξ2 + iξ3 − iξ4, where the ξj are positive linear functionals and ‖ℜ(ξ)‖ = ‖ξ1‖+ ‖ξ2‖ and
‖ℑ(ξ)‖ = ‖ξ3‖+ ‖ξ4‖.

We are now ready to complete the proof of Theorem A.1.
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Proof. (1. ⇒ 2.): Let P : B(H)∗ → B(H)∗ via P (ξ) = ξ(1)π. Observe that P is a bounded, idempotent
operator with P (π) = π. Observe that for any nonzero positive linear functional f ∈ B(H)∗, we have the
estimate

‖(f − f(1)π) ◦ Tt‖ = f(1)‖(f̃ − π) ◦ Tt‖ ≤ f(1)gπ(t) ,

where the inequality follows since f̃ := 1
f(1)f = 1

‖f‖f is a state (see Propositions 3.6 and 3.8 [32]).

Let ξ ∈ B(H)∗ and write ξ = ξ1 − ξ2 + iξ3 − iξ4 be the Jordan decomposition of ξ into positive linear
functionals. The following estimate holds:

‖(ξ − P (ξ)) ◦ Tt‖ ≤ ‖(ξ1 − ξ1(1)π) ◦ Tt‖+ ‖(−1)(ξ2 − ξ2(1)π) ◦ Tt‖+ · · ·

· · ·+ ‖(i)(ξ3 − ξ3(1)π) ◦ Tt‖+ ‖(−i)(ξ4 − ξ4(1)π) ◦ Tt‖

≤ gπ(t)

4
∑

j=1

ξj(1) = gπ(t)

4
∑

j=1

‖ξj‖

≤ 2‖ξ‖gπ(t) → 0 as t→ ∞.

Thus, ‖ · ‖B(H)∗ − limt→∞ T ′
t = P 6= 0.

Putting these two facts together with the help of Lemma A.7 above, we see that there exist constants
c ≥ 1 and γ > 0 for which

‖T ′
t − P‖ ≤ ce−γt, (A.15)

completing the proof.
(2. ⇒ 1.): Obviously, the condition ‖T ′

t − P‖ ≤ ce−γt implies that ‖ · ‖ − limt→∞ T ′
t = P 6= 0 since P

is rank one. Observe that PT ′
t = (limT ′

s)T
′
t = limTt+s = P = T ′

tP . In particular, T ′
t leaves P (B(H)∗)

invariant. Notice that P preserves states in the sense that if ψ is a state, so is Pψ. This follows because T ′
tψ

is a state for all t. Hence there must be a state π so that P (B(H)∗) = span(π), and in fact Pψ = π for all
other states ψ.

Moreover, we note T ′
tπ = π for all t ≥ 0, hence π is a fixed point. To show that π is a dynamical

dynamical fixed point, note

|(ψ − π) ◦ Tt(A)| ≤ ‖A‖‖T ′
tψ − Pψ‖

≤ ‖A‖‖T ′
t − P‖‖ψ‖

≤ ‖A‖ce−γt,

from which the claim follows easily.

We turn our attention to understanding how our dynamical fixed point assumption fits into the the
Schrödinger picture. In particular, recall that a periodic point of a Lindbladian L, is any X ∈ B(H) where
LX = iλX for some real number λ. Note that fixed points are therefore periodic points with λ = 0.
Write Pλ for the projection onto the subspace associated to the eigenvalue iλ. In particular, one can define
Tφ =

∑

λ Pλ and Tt,φ = TtTφ =
∑

λ e
iλtPλ (see [11, 39] for details). In particular, if L has a unique fixed

point and no other periodic points, then Tφ,t = P0 is just the projection onto the subspace spanned by the
fixed point.

Recall the mixing coefficient η(T †
t ) (see [5, 11, 20, 35]) defined via

η(T †
t ) = sup

̺≥0:
Tr(̺)=1

1

2
‖T †

t ̺− T †
φ,t̺‖1. (A.16)

We note that the mixing coefficient can be defined without reference to a specific model of an open
quantum spin system (see [20, 35]). We therefore state the following Theorem without reference to a specific
model. However, we note that when Theorem A.8 is applied to the case we consider in the main text,
η((TΛ

t )
†) in general depends on the volume Λ. This is in contrast to the assumption in [5, 11] where the

authors of both studies require the mixing coefficient to decay at a volume-independent rate.

Theorem A.8. Let H be a finite dimensional Hilbert space and let Tt = exp{tL} be a quantum dynamical
semigroup with generator L. Then, the following are logically equivalent.
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(a) The pre-composition semigroup T ′
t admits a dynamical fixed point (see Theorem A.1) and has no other

periodic points.

(b) The Schrödinger picture semigroup T †
t admits a fixed point with no other periodic points and η(T †

t ) → 0
as t→ ∞.

Proof. Let S ⊂ B(H)∗ denote the set of states. Recall that for every ψ ∈ S, there exists a unique density
matrix ̺ψ so that ψ(·) = Tr[̺ψ(·)] = Tr[̺∗ψ(·)]. It is not difficult to show that the Schrödinger picture

semigroup T †
t fixes ̺π if and only if the precomposition semigroup T ′

t fixes ψ.
Now, consider the following calculation:

sup
ψ∈S

sup
A∈B(H):
‖A‖≤1

|(ψ − π)Tt(A)| = sup
ψ∈S

sup
A∈B(H):
‖A‖≤1

|Tr[(̺ψ − ̺π)Tt(A)]|

= sup
̺≥0

Tr ̺=1

sup
A∈B(H):‖A‖≤1

|Tr[(T †
t ̺− T †

t ̺π)(A)|

= sup
̺≥0

Tr ̺=1

‖T †
t (̺)− T †

t (̺π)‖1

= sup
̺≥0:
Tr ̺=1

‖T †
t (̺)− ̺π‖1 = 2η(T †

t )

where T † denotes the conjugate transpose. Notice we have used the fact that the trace norm is dual to the
operator norm with respect to the trace pairing to obtain the third equality.

In other words, if there exists a dynamical fixed point for Tt and the Schrödinger picture semigroup T †
t

has no other periodic points, then

η(T †
t ) ≤

1

2
gπ(t) → 0 as t→ ∞,

where η is the mixing coefficient defined above.
To finish the proof, we will show that there is a one-to-one correspondence between the periodic points

of T ′
t and T †

t . Let θ be a periodic point of T ′
t . Then there is real λ 6= 0 so that T ′

tθ = eiλtθ. By the Riesz
representation theorem, there is Xθ ∈ B(H) so that θ(·) = Tr[(Xθ)

∗·]. In which case for any other x ∈ B(H),
one has

Tr[(T †
t (Xθ))

∗x] = Tr[(Xθ)
∗Tt(x)] = θ(Tt(x)) = eiλtθ(x) = Tr[(e−iλtXθ)

∗x].

Hence T †
t (Xθ) = e−iλtXθ. Running this argument in reverse shows that θ 7→ Xθ is a bijection between the

periodic points.

Remark A.9. It is not difficult to show that, as matrices, T ′
t is the transpose of Tt, where T

†
t is the conjugate

transpose. Therefore, we could have argued the last paragraph by appealing to elementary linear algebra as
well.
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