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Abstract

We study the mixing time of a recently proposed efficiently implementable Lindbladian
designed to prepare the Gibbs states in the setting of weakly interacting fermionic systems. We
show that at any temperature, the Lindbladian spectral gap for even parity observables is lower
bounded by a constant that is independent of the system size, when the interaction strength (e.g.,
the on-site interaction strength for the Fermi-Hubbard model) is below a constant threshold,
which is also independent of the system size. This leads to a mixing time estimate that is at
most linear in the system size, thus showing that the corresponding Gibbs states can be prepared
efficiently on quantum computers.
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1 Introduction

Simulating non-integrable quantum systems is a notoriously difficult task. Numerical methods
designed for this purpose generally suffer from the curse of dimensionality, the sign problem, or are
not efficiently scalable either in the system size or achievable precision. Non-integrable quantum
systems that are efficiently simulable either on a classical or quantum computer are hard to find.
Some examples include: ground states of 1D gapped local Hamiltonians 1], Gibbs states that have
exponentially decaying correlation and are approximately Markov states [2], Gibbs states of certain
commuting Hamiltonians [3-6], ground states of quantum impurity models [7], and time evolution
of 1D many-body localized systems [8]. For the last two only quasipolynomial time algorithms are
known in some parameter regimes.

The recently proposed efficiently implementable Lindbladian (Eq. (10)) that satisfies the Kubo—
Martin—Schwinger (KMS) detailed balance condition (a quantum generalization of the detailed
balance condition for Markov semigroups) in [9,10] offers a new and promising approach to prepare
the Gibbs states of a wider class of non-integrable quantum systems. Similar to classical Markov chain
Monte Carlo, the efficiency of the method crucially depends on the mizing time of the Lindbladian
dynamics, i.e., the time needed for the system to evolve close to the stationary state. Due to its
importance in characterizing natural quantum systems and algorithmic performance, the mixing time
has been the central topic of many studies [5,6,11-26].

As an example of the above approach, in Ref. [27], the authors analyzed the mixing time of the
above Lindbladian for preparing high-temperature Gibbs states of quantum spin systems, and thereby
showing that these Gibbs states can be efficiently prepared on quantum computers. By considering
the parent Hamiltonian of the Lindbladian, the authors were able to use the stability result for the
spectral gap of frustration-free Hamiltonians [28] to show that the spectral gap of the Lindbladian is
lower bounded by a constant when the temperature is above a constant threshold that is independent
of the system size. This mixing time bound was later improved in [16]. We should note, however,
that this is not the only approach to prepare such high-temperature Gibbs states. In a subsequent
work, Ref. [29], the authors showed that for temperature beyond a certain threshold, the Gibbs state
of a quantum spin system becomes unentangled, and they propose an efficient classical algorithm to
sample from the Gibbs state. It is at this moment unclear how the temperature thresholds in these
works compare with each other.

From the above discussion we can see that, to study Gibbs states that have intrinsically quantum
properties such as entanglement, one may need to go to lower temperature. Moreover, many quantum
systems of interest are not spin systems, but are fermionic in nature, which requires us to deal with
a different notion of locality. We therefore ask the following question:

Can we prove fast mizing of fermionic systems at any temperature, given sufficiently weak
interaction?

In this work, we will give an affirmative answer to this question.
Main result. The quantum system we consider is a D-dimensional cubic lattice A consisting of
n sites. On each site we have one Dirac fermion, which is equivalent to 2 Majorana modes. This

gives rise to 2n Majorana operators v;, j = 1,2, -+, 2n, satisfying the anti-commutation relation
Yi, Ykt = 2. The Hamiltonian we study takes the following form
7 Jj

H=Hy+V, (1)

where Hy = 3 Jk hjkv;ve is the non-interacting (quadratic) part, and V is a general fermionic
operator describing the interaction. V here preserves parity, i.e., it only contain terms that are



products of an even number of Majorana operators. Moreover, we assume that Hy and V are
(1,79)-geometrically local and (U, ro)-geometrically local respectively, following the definition below:

Definition 1 ((&, ro)-geometrically local operators). We say an operator W is (&, ro)-geometrically

local if
W= Y Ws,
BeB(ro)

where B(r) denotes the set of balls of radius r and [|[Wg|| < &.

For Hy this means that hj;;, = 0 if the distance between j and % is greater than 7o. U here is the
interaction strength. One can see that the Hamiltonian is quadratic when U = 0. Our main result is
as follows:

Theorem 1 (Main result). Let H = Hy+V be a Hamiltonian on a D-dimensional cubic lattice A
consisting of n sites. Hy is quadratic in Majorana operators and is (1, rq)-geometrically local, and V
is parity-preserving and is (U, 1q)-geometrically local. Then for any inverse temperature 8 > 0, there
exists Ug > 0 such that when U < Upg, the Lindbladian defined in (10) has a unique stationary state
satisfying the fermionic superselection rule, and the e-mizing time (Definition 9) of the Lindbladian
15 at most

C(n +1log(1/e)).

where C,Ug > 0 are constants that depend only on ro, D, [5.

The proof can be found in Section 5.2. Note that here we only focus on quantum states that
satisfy the fermionic superselection rule, i.e., there is no superposition between even- and odd-parity
states. This affects the way we define the mixing time (see Definition 9).

Proof ideas. We adopt the approach in [27] of mapping to a parent Hamiltonian and then lower
bounding the spectral gap of that parent Hamiltonian.! The hope is that for a fermionic Hamiltonian
with weak interaction, it can be mapped to a parent Hamiltonian that consists of a large non-
interacting part plus small and quasi-local interaction terms (though these terms can add up to be
as large as linear in n). With such a parent Hamiltonian, we then use the stability result about the
gap of free-fermion Hamiltonian [30] to obtain a gap lower bound for the parent Hamiltonian, which
implies a gap lower bound for the Lindbladian. A mixing time bound then follows. However, we will
see that we need to overcome several difficulties to use this approach .

The first difficulty is that the parent Hamiltonian construction in [10] does not work for fermions.
In [27], for bosonic spin systems, this construction was sufficient because it is based on a “vectorization”
mapping from super-operators to operators on an enlarged Hilbert space that preserves both locality
and the spectrum using the tensor product of two algebras. The mapping preserves locality because
the tensor product preserves locality in bosonic spin systems. The mapping preserves the spectrum
because it is a *-isomorphism between two C*-algebras. For fermions, we have the additional
requirement that the parent Hamiltonian needs to be generated by a set of Majorana operators
satisfying the canonical anti-commutation relations. This immediately calls into question the use of
the tensor product: one would need to redefine it as a native fermionic operation. In Appendix B we
will use an example to show that the most obvious attempt to redefine the tensor product will fail

1 In this work, whenever we talk about the spectral gap of a Hamiltonian K, we mean the gap between the top
eigenvalue and the second largest eigenvalue, unless otherwise stated. This is because the Lindbladian spectrum lies on
the negative part of the real axis, and the stationary state corresponds to the 0 eigenvalue, which is the top eigenvalue.
However, all results about the gap between the ground state and the first excited state that we need still apply because
one can simply consider —K instead of K.



to make the mapping an algebra isomorphism. While we cannot rule out the possibility that with
sufficient effort one can get a usable redefinition, it seems a highly non-trivial task, and may likely
end up yielding something resembling the third quantization [31], which is what we are going to use
to partially solve the problem.

The third quantization is a method to map a quasi-free Lindbladian to a quadratic operator in an
enlarged fermionic system, which we extend to arbitrary Lindbladians. However, it does not offer as
clean a solution as in the bosonic scenario, because in order to preserve locality, the third quantization
mapping fails to be an algebra isomorphism, and thereby does not preserve the whole spectrum. In
fact, one needs to decide to preserve the spectrum of either the even or the odd-parity sector, which
leads to two different mappings. Fortunately, the fermionic superselection rule, which prohibits the
superposition of even and odd particle numbers, allows us to focus on observables that are even
polynomials of Majorana operators, which correspond to the even-parity sector. This is sufficient for
establishing the mixing time. Several other questions that are obvious for the vectorization mapping
in [10] also require careful study in the new setting, such as

1. Do errors in the Lindbladian result in amplified errors in the parent Hamiltonian through the
third quantization?

2. Is the parent Hamiltonian self-adjoint?

3. Can the parent Hamiltonian have a odd-parity eigenstate with non-negative eigenvalue thus
making the top eigenstate no longer uniquely correspond to the Gibbs state?

We answer the first question in the negative in Appendix E, the second question in the affirmative in
Section 4 (note that it does not follow directly from the quantum detailed balance condition which
only ensures self-adjointness in the even-parity sector), and the third question in the negative in
Theorem 3.

With the parent Hamiltonian constructed form third quantization, we then need to show that the
non-interacting parent Hamiltonian, denoted by HY**™, has a constant gap lower bound when the
jump operators are generated from the full set of single Majorana operators. This is suggested by
the numerical results in [32]. We compute the spectral gap of HY*"™ as a function of the inverse
temperature 8 and the single-particle eigenenergies of Hy, thus obtaining the needed lower bound
(Proposition 1).

Next, we show that the interacting part introduces a quasi-local perturbation to the parent
Hamiltonian. More precisely, we show that the parent Hamiltonian HP#*°" can be written as
HP ™ 4 yparent - where HP*™ is quasi-local (Proposition 2), and the interacting part V/Parent
consists of quasi-local terms, each of which scales linearly in the interaction strength U (Proposition 3).
The proof makes extensive use of the Lieb-Robinson bound [33], which as discussed in [34] works
equally well for bosonic and fermionic systems. This structure of HP®°"* then enables us to use the
spectral gap stability result in [30] to lower bound the spectral gap of HP#*"*. The spectral gap
bound then yields a mixing time bound following standard analysis as done in Corollary 5. We note
that carefully studying the structure of VP2t is necessary because our result does not follow from
an eigenvalue perturbation theory: even though the perturbation is locally small in U, the entire
interacting part VP& has spectral norm on the order of nU > 1.

Applications and implications. Our result covers a wide range of quantum systems. As an
example, we can consider the Fermi-Hubbard model on a D-dimensional cubic lattice A:

1 1
H=- Z (CI7<Cj7< + c;g,ci,g) + UZ <nm - 2) <ni7¢ - 2) - :“Z(”LT +niy), (2)

(i,9),s



where ¢; ¢ is the fermionic annihilation operator on site ¢ with spin ¢ € {f,]}, n;c = c;gci’g is
the corresponding number operator, U is the interaction strength, and u is the chemical potential.
Theorem 1 immediately implies that

Corollary 1. For H given in (2), for any 8 > 0, there exists Ug > 0 such that if [U| < Ug, then
the mizing time of the Lindbladian given in (10) is at most C(n + log(1/€)), where C,Ug > 0 are
constants that depend only on D, B3, .

The mixing time estimate implies an efficient quantum algorithm to prepare the Gibbs state.

Corollary 2. Under the same assumption as Theorem 1, we can prepare the Gibbs state o =
(1/Z)e=PH where Z = Tr[e=PH] to trace distance € on a quantum computer with runtime

O polylog(n/e))
for any inverse temperature § = O(1) if U < Ug = O(1).

We will explain how we arrive at the O(n®polylog(n/e€)) runtime: using the algorithm in |10,
Theorem 1.2] we can see that preparing the Gibbs state requires simulating the dynamics e~*#* for
total time O(ntmixpolylog(ntmix/€)) (the factor n comes from normalizing the jump operators as is
required in [10]),? where .,y is the mixing time, and this is the dominant part of the cost. Using the
mixing time bound in Theorem 1 we can see that the require evolution time is O(n*polylog(n/e)).
Using the Hamiltonian simulation algorithm for lattice Hamiltonians in [35], we can simulate the
dynamics with a O(n) overhead up to a poly-logarithmic factor in terms of the gate complexity.
We then arrive at the total runtime of O(n3polylog(n/e)) measured in gate complexity. The circuit
depth is O(n?polylog(n/e)).

Besides algorithmic applications, our result also reveals important information about properties of
the Gibbs state itself using the correspondence between the top eigenstate of the parent Hamiltonian
and the Gibbs state as discussed in Proposition 4. As an example, we have the following corollary
about correlation decay:

Corollary 3. Under the same assumptions as Theorem 1, there exists C,& > 0 that depends only
only on B,19, D, such that for an observable X € B(H) supported on a constant number of adjacent
sites, and any observable Y € B(H) with support S,

TrfoXY] = Tr[oX]Tr[oY]| < C|IX||Y]||S]e™ %,
where d is the distance between the supports of X and Y .

A proof is provided in Section 5.3. We note that decay of correlation for Gibbs states were
previously only proved for a limited number of settings, typically for 1D systems or for high
temperatures [36-38], whereas our result is not constrained by the geometry of the lattice or by the
temperature, but is instead constrained by the non-quadratic interaction strength.

From the above we can see that, at any constant temperature, our mixing time result allows
us to efficiently prepare the Gibbs states of a wide range of non-integrable fermionic Hamiltonians
on a quantum computer. On the classical side, we are not aware of any such rigorous result. This
then raises the question: is this a place where we can demonstrate significant quantum advantage?
There are many reasons to be cautious in this regard. First of all, the weak interaction regime we are
studying is generally considered easy for classical heuristic algorithms. Commonly used algorithms
such as Hartree-Fock achieve good empirical performance even though they generally cannot achieve

2We thank étépan Smid for pointing it out.



arbitrarily high accuracy. The recent result on the lack of entanglement for high-temperature Gibbs
states of quantum spin systems in [29] also raises concern that in the weak interaction regime the
Gibbs states may have structures that enable efficient classical simulation. All of these lead to an
intriguing question: can we design a provably eflicient classical algorithm to simulate Gibbs state
properties in this regime, or can we prove that no classical algorithm can do so? Either outcome
would significantly advance our understanding of the simulability of such systems and quantum
advantage in general.

Notations. We write A = B to indicate that A — B is positive semi-definite. We use the following
convention for Fourier transforms for a function f(¢):

flw) = o= / e ()t (3)

This leads to the corresponding definition of the inverse Fourier transform for a function h(w):

= 7 / e h(w)dw (4)

For an operator W, we use W (t) to denote its time evolution in the Heisenberg picture: W (t) =
ciHE o —iHt

Organization. The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we introduce the basic
setup, and in particular the Lindbladian for which we prove the mixing time bound. In Section 3 we
introduce several theoretical tools that will be needed in the proof: third quantization, the stability
of free-fermion Hamiltonians, and the Lieb-Robinson bound. In Section 4 we construct the parent
Hamiltonian using third quantization, and study its properties (e.g., locality and how its spectrum
reflects that of the Lindbladian). In Section 5 we state the results about the quasi-locality and the
spectral gap of the parent Hamiltonian, which imply fast mixing. Sections 6, 7, and 8 are devoted to
proving these results. In Section 6 we compute the spectral gap for the non-interacting part of the
parent Hamiltonian. In Section 7 we prove the quasi-locality of the part of the parent Hamiltonian
corresponding to the dissipative part of the Lindbladian, and in Section 8 we deal with the coherent
part. The appendices contain a table of symbols used in this work (Appendix A), and proofs of
several technical lemmas.

2 Problem setup

The quantum system we consider is a D-dimensional cubic lattice A consisting of n sites. We use
d(x,y) to denote the Euclidean distance between sites z and y. The Hilbert space we denote by H,
and the operator algebra by B(H). The operators on B(H), which we call super-operators, also form
an algebra which we denote by B(B(H)). The set of quantum states we denote by D(H), i.e.,

D(H) ={p e B(H): p =0, Tr[p] = 1}. (5)
On each site we have one Dirac fermion corresponding to 2 Majorana modes. This gives rise to

2n Majorana operators v;, j = 1,2, -- -, 2n, satisfying the anti-commutation relation
{is e} = 20k (6)



These Majorana operators can be combined to define the fermionic creation and annihilation operators

through
1

1 . ;
cj = 5(723'71 + i725), c} = 5(723’*1 — i72;)- ™

For a Majorana mode j, we denote by s(j) its corresponding lattice site. Therefore the distance
between two Majorana modes j, k is d(s(j),s(k)).

2.1 The Hamiltonian

The Hamiltonian we focus on takes the form

H=Hy+V, (8)
where
Hy = Z Bk, 9)
ik

and V is a general fermionic operator that preserves parity. In other words V only contain terms
that are products of an even number of Majorana operators. Moreover, we assume that Hy and V'
are (1, rg)-geometrically local and (U, ro)-geometrically local respectively, as defined in Definition 1
For Hj this means that h;, = 0 if d(s(j),s(k)) > ro.

2.2 The Lindbladian

We use the Lindbladian £ : B(H) — B(#) constructed in [10] that was also used in [27].

£ = =ilBl+ S [ denfe) (4,@pa0) - S @A), 0

where 1 oo
Aj(w) = \/ﬂ/ v, (t)e ™t f(t)dt, (11)
and B =3, Bj,
Bj = / by (1) / by ()75 (Bt = 1)) (=B(t +1). (12)
In the above v;(t) = 6th7j67tha and
F) = ———c ", () = 2vmet (o sin(t)e
- 26 o ) = avime cosh(27t) ts ¢ ’
B/ (13)
1 g2 _ (Bw+1)?
balt) = 5 53¢ W p(w) =€ 2

Here *; denotes convolution in the variable .

This Lindbladian is designed to satisfy the KMS-detailed balance condition (KMS-DBC), which
we will introduce below. The KMS-inner product corresponding to a full-rank quantum state o is
defined as

(X, Y ) gns = Tr[ot/2XTol/2Y], (14)



for any X,Y € B(H). A super-operator X satisfies the KMS-DBC if

<X(X)aY>KMS = <X>X(Y)>KMS’ (15)

i.e., it is self-adjoint under the KMS-inner product. For the Lindbladian £ in (10), LT is self-adjoint
under the KMS-inner product and therefore satisfies the KMS-DBC.

3 Background

In this section we will introduce some tools that are needed in the proof of our main result.

3.1 Third quantization

Third quantization is a useful method to map a Lindbladian super-operator to an operator in an
enlarged Hilbert space [31]. It was originally used to study quasi-free Lindbladians, i.e., those with
jump operators that are linear in the Majorana operators, and coherent parts that are quadratic.
Here we extend it to more general Lindbladians.

We define a 22"-dimensional Hilbert space H’ spanned by vectors v,, where a € {0,1}?". Define
map ¢ : B(H) - H',

(5% V2" ) = Voo (16)
We let v, form an orthonormal basis by defining the inner product (-, ) through
<’Ua, Ua’> = 5(10/ . (17)
This ensures that )
(p(X), 0(V) = 5 XY, (18)
for any X,Y € B(H). Define a new set of creation and annihilation operators through
&% = 01,0, 01111152 152" )s Eva = Bo,0, 0 (115 - YeR")- (19)

One can check that they satisfy the canonical anti-commutation relation. Following [31], we call the
fermionic particles defined through these creation and annihilation operators a-fermions. From these
operators we then define the corresponding Majorana operators:

Anjo1 =&+ b Aoy =i(eh — ). (20)

Remark 1 (a-fermions on the lattice A). There is an underlying geometry in this new set of fermionic
operators. For each site x in the original lattice A associated with Majorana operators v; and vy, we
associate ¢; and ¢ with the same site. Therefore each site contains 2 a-Dirac fermion modes and 4
a-Majorana modes. We use '(j) to indicate the site in A that corresponds to the a-Majorana mode j.

¢ induces a representation of the super-operators on B(#), where each super-operator X is
represented by ¢ o X o ¢!, which is an operator on H'. In particular, we consider the left- and
right-multiplication with an operator A defined as

Ls(X)=AX, Ra(X)=XA. (21)
We have the following rules for the their multiplication

Lap=LaLp, Rap= RpRa. (22)



From [31], and more directly from (19) and (20), we have

woL,,0p ' =%, 1, poR, op ' =—ify (-1, (23)

where n = Zle é;éj is the a-fermion number operator, which implies that (—1)" is the a-fermion

parity operator. From this we can get the corresponding representations of more general operators:

-1 _ » . A
QDOL,le...,ij oY = V251—1"" V2 —1>

B " - (24)
®o R'Yj1 Vi oY b= —Zk’Y2jk T Y25 (_1)

kn

The locality of the operators obtained through the above mapping depends crucially on their
parities, for which we give a precise definition.

Definition 2. We define Heyen and Hoaq to be the 1-eigenspace and (—1)-eigenspace of the parity
operator iy - - - Yo, Tespectively. We say that the states in Heven have even parity while those in
Hodd have odd parity.

/
even

We can similarly define H
can also define

and H. 4, for the enlarged Hilbert space as well. For operators, we

Definition 3. We define B(H)even to be the subspace of B(H) spanned by vi*v52 - - - va2™ for even

aq ., 02 Q2n

|| Similarly we define B(H)oda to be the subspace spanned by y{ 52 -+ - v52™ for odd |al.

Remark 2. These two notions of parity are related, as v € H' has even/odd parity if and only if
0 1(v) € B(H) has even/odd parity. One can see this from the mapping @ defined in (16) and by

observing that M. ., and H, 44 are spanned by v, for even |a| and odd |a| respectively.

We will focus on super-operators that are parity-preserving, as defined below

Definition 4. We say X € B(B(H)) is parity-preserving if X (B(H)even) C B(H)even and X (B(H)oda) C
B(H)odd~

We then use third quantization to build a map that preserves locality and also preserves the
spectrum for the even sector.

Definition 5. We define a linear map ® : B(B(H)) — B(H’) such that, for any W, W' € B(H),

®(Lw)=¢oLwoyp

R -1 if Wi
(I)(RW):{QDO wop if W is even,

(poRwop " )(=1)" if W is odd,
®(Lw Rw) = ©(Lw )®(Rw).

Remark 3. Because Ly Ry with even/odd W and even/odd W' span disjoint subspaces of B(B(H)),
the above map is well-defined. Because Ly Ry for W and W’ with even/odd parities span the entire
B(B(H)), the above definition uniquely defines the map ®(X) for all X € B(B(H)).

Remark 4. ¢ defined in Definition 5 strictly preserves locality. We can see this by computing

(I)(L"/jl "/jz""yjk) = ’3/2]'1’3/2]'2 e ’A)/ij’

— ’k/\ . - . PR 5, .
(I)(R’le’ng""ij) = =25, Y25k 1 V251 -

10



Note that @ is not a homomorphism between algebras because even though Ly and Ryyr commute
with each other, ®(Ly ) and ®(Ry-) do not necessarily commute with each other. However, it still
preserves part of the spectrum, as stated in the following lemma:

Lemma 1. ® satisfies
(X)lry,,, =poXop

even even

Moreover, when X is parity-preserving, ®(X)|y:

even

and X|g(#).... share the same spectrum.

Proof. Note that for v € H' with even parity, (—1)"v = v. Therefore ®(Ly Ry )v = ®(Lw )®(Ry)v =
(p o Ly Ry o ¢~ Y)v. From this the equality follows by linearity. Because ¢ preserves parity as
discussed in Remark 2, we can then see that ®(X')|3 _ and &|g(y)..., must share the same spectrum

1

if X preserves parity. O

3.2 Stability of free-fermion Hamiltonians

We will introduce the stability result for the gap of free-fermion Hamiltonians proved in [30]. It relies
crucially on notions of locality, which we will discuss below.

Definition 6 (Quasi-locality around z). Let © € A be a lattice site. We say an operator W is
(C, w)-quasi-local around x if ||W| < C, and for every integer r > 1, there exists W,. supported on
the ball of radius r centered at x such that

W =W, || < Ce™,
for some constants C,r > 0.

We adopt the same definition in [30] of the decay property of an operator, which characterize the
quasi-locality of an extensive operator in the following way

Definition 7 (Decay of operator). We say an operator W has (C, p)-decay if W can be decomposed

as
W=3 > W

r>1 BeB(r)

where B(r) denotes the set of balls of radius r and W, g is an operator supported on a ball B and
where

max ||W, g|| < Ce™"",
BeB(r)

for some constants C,r > 0.
Naturally, an operator that is the sum of quasi-local terms has nice decay property:

Lemma 2. For any C,u > 0, if an operator W can be written as W =
(C, u)-quasi-local around x, then W has (2Ce*, u)-decay.

Proof. Since W ="

zea Wz where each Wy, is

Wy, and Wy, is (C, u)-quasi-local around z, we have

W = Z Z(Wm,r - Wx,r—l)a

r>0zx€A

zEA

where |W, — W, || < Ce™#", and we let W, _; = 0. Note that W, , — W, .1 is supported on the
ball with radius r centered at z, and |[Wy,, — Wy r—1]| < 2Ce#("=1) by the triangle inequality. This
tells us that W has (2Ce*, u)-decay. O

11



For quadratic operators Ref. [30] defined a somewhat different notion of decay, which we state
here

Definition 8 (Decay of coefficient matrix). For a matric B = (Bji) where each j and k is associated
with a lattice site x € A, and no more than ng j or k is associated with the same site, then we say B
has [K,v]-decay if

1By || < Kemn ),

where x,y € A, and By is the submatriz of B whose rows and columns are associated with x and y
respectively. Here ng is a constant that is independent of |Al.

We remark that in this work we only need to have ng < 4. With the above notions of locality, we
will state the main result in [30]:

Theorem 2 (Corollary 1 of [30]). Let Hpp = ). Ajyj vk be a Hamiltonian on lattice A with
spectral gap A. We assume that A = (Aji) has [K, Vf-decay. Let H = Hpp +V, where we assume V
has (C, u)-decay. Then there exists constants Cy,c1 > 0 depending only on K,v, u, A, D such that
when C' < Cy, the spectral gap of H is at least A — c1C.

Note that in this work we focus on the spectral gap between the top eigenvalue and the second
largest eigenvalue as explained in Fn. 1, while [30] was about the gap between the ground state and
the first excited state. These two are however equivalent as one can simply consider —H rather than
H.

3.3 The Lieb-Robinson bound

The Lieb-Robinson bound was used extensively in [27,30] and is also needed in our proof. We state
the version used in [35, Lemma 5], which follows [33,39-42], with modification:

Lemma 3. Let H be a fermionic Hamiltonian on A with even parity that is (€, 70)-geometrically
local (Definition 1). For an operator Ox supported on X C A, and Q C X, we let

= |min{d(z,y):x € X,y € A\ Q}].
Then
(2J]t])*
o
where H' consists of the terms in H that are supported within Q, J < C¢rEP for some constant
C > 0 that depends only on D.

| Ox et — O 7| < |X][|Ox|

We remark that we adapt [35, Lemma 5] to the fermionic setting, which, as commented in
[35, Section 4], works without needing any modification. J is sometimes known as the Lieb-
Robinson velocity. When H is (&, rg)-geometrically local, then by Definition 1 we can write it as
H= ZBEB(T‘Q) Hp with ||Hgl|| < &. Then

= < D D _ 2D
J r;léﬁ(f;ﬁ |B||H|| < & x Ciry x Cory = Cérg (25)

We have used the fact that each term involves at most |B| < Cir{ sites and each site is involved
in at most C’gréj terms, for constants Cy,Cs > 0 that depend only on D. We will also use the
Lieb-Robinson velocity for the non-interacting part Hy, for which we can get a tighter bound:

Jo = mgchZ |BI|l(Ho)sl <1 x2x Cyrf =C'érf). (26)
ST
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In the above because Hy only contains terms that act on two Majorana modes, B for which the
corresponding term (Hp)p is non-zero can have at most |B| = 2, and ||(Hp) gl < 1.

4 Constructing the parent Hamiltonian

Even though third quantization provides a way to map the Lindbladian to a operator, we still do not
have a Hamiltonian because the resulting operator may not be Hermitian. In this section we will
use the stationary state o to construct a Hermitian parent Hamiltonian. We define super-operator
I' € B(B(H)) as follows:

[(X) =o'/4X o1/ (27)

We then define the map
p=pol, (28)

This map is an isometry, i.e. it satisfies

(B(X), $(V)) = 3 THP(X)'T(Y)]
2%'1‘1“[01/4XT01/2Y01/4] (29)
= 2% <X’ Y>KMS ’

where the first equality comes from (18). We then define, for any X € B(B(H)),
P(X) =BT oX ol ). (30)
By the definition of ® in Definition 5, we have

D(X)|pr, =@oX 0@ u

(31)
This immediate implies the following:

Lemma 4. Let X € B(B(H)) be a super-operator that preserves parity according to Definition 4,
then ®(X)|3,  and X|p)..., share the same spectrum.

In particular for left- and right-multiplication we have

B(La) =B (Lyrjang-1/1), P(RA)=PB(Ry—1/1451/1). (32)
We are now ready to define the parent Hamiltonian through
HP¥ e = & (L), (33)
where £ is the Lindbladian defined in (10) that satisfies the KMS-DBC as defined in (15).
Lemma 5. The parent Hamiltonian HP*°** has the following properties:
(i) HPae s self-adjoint in H'.

(it) 0 is an eigenvalue of both HP*™™ and LT|p)..... Let A and A be the gap between 0 and the
largest non-positive eigenvalue for HP™ gnd £T|B(H)mn respectively. Then A < A'.

13



Proof. For (i), note that by (31) and the fact that £ satisfies KMS-DBC (as defined in (15)), we can
see that HP*|y;, s self-adjoint. This implies

Hparent |’H’

even

= (HP" ")y, - (34)
We consider enlarging the Hilbert space H by one Dirac mode, but not adding anything to the
Hamiltonian H. Then going through the same mapping from H to £ (through (10)) and then ®(LT),
we obtain a new parent Hamiltonian HP#*°" in an enlarged Hilbert space H’ involving 2n + 2 Dirac
modes. By (24) and the fact that o does not involve the modes 2n + 1 and 2n + 2, we can see that
H’ only acts on the Dirac modes 1 to 2n, and is of exactly the same form as HP3*°" when written as
a multivariate polynomial of Majorana operators, even though they act on different Hilbert spaces.
Moreover, by the same argument as for HP#°" we have
Hparenth_ll — (ﬁparent)T ‘7__[/

even even

(35)

We revert back to the creation and annihilation operators in (20), where é; = (Y21 + #92;)/2.
This also gives us a vacuum state [vac) for 7’ that is in the kernel of every ¢; for j =1,2,---,2n.
For H’', we can likewise get a vacuum state |[vac) that is also in the kernel of és,,41 and éa,42. For
any state

v=" 3 wa(@)™ (@, jvac) €

we define B
o= > walel) () ) € 7.
ae{0,1}2n

Because HPa™"t and HPae™ are represented by the same polynomial of Majorana operators, we have
<,07 Hparent,w> — <1—),Hparentw> , (36)

for any v,w € H'.

Then we consider v, w € H/

o]

aa- Note that &b, ,éh, . 1w € HLyen. We then have

even'

<U, Hparentw> — <,E7Hparentw> = <é£n+1@’ Hparenté£n+lw>

= (hy 1@ (HPM) e, @) = (0, (HP ") T0) = (v, (HP")Tw),

where in the third equality we have used (36), and in the second and fourth equalities we have used
the fact that HP2*" and o, w do not involve any operator on Dirac mode 2n + 1. This then implies
parent _ parent\ T
H |, = (H M-
! ven and H/ ,, are both invariant subspaces of HP***™*  the above equation combined with
(34) yields HParent = (fparent)f,
For (ii), let A” be the gap between 0 and the largest non-positive eigenvalue of HP™ |y, .

Since the spectrum of H pamntméven is a subset of the spectrum of HP2™®* and 0 is an eigenvalue of

both of them (corresponding to eigenvector v = p(0'/?) € H...), we have A < A”. By Lemma 4
we have A” = A’. Therefore A’ > A. O

Because H!

The spectral gap of L] B(H)even 18 sufficient for establishing the convergence towards to stationary
state.
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Lemma 6. We assume that LT satisfies the KMS-DBC (15), the spectral gap between 0 and the
second largest eigenvalue of LT|g(3).... is g >0, and ker(LT|g()....) = span(I). Let Y € B(H) be

self-adjoint with even parity (Definition 3) satisfying Tr[oY] = 0, then, denoting Y (t) = ett! (Y),
1Y (t)[[kms < e '|[Y [[kus,
where for any X € B(H), | X||xkms = <X7X>%</1315'

Proof. Because LT satisfies the KMS-DBC (15), and that ker(LT|5(3)....) = span([), for the spectral
gap we have the variational form

X, ct X
_g — Sup < |B(H)even >KMS )

XEB(H)even (X, X)xms
<X1[>KMS:0

Therefore when (X, I) s = 0, we have

<X’ £T|B(H)evenX>KMS < -9 <X X>KMS
The inequality we want to prove follows immediately from

S0, Y (Dreuss = 2V (0, £V () s

2(Y(t),L7|p (H)even Y (1)) enrs
< =29 (Y(1),Y(")xms »
where we have used the fact that (Y'(¢), I)xg = TrloY (t)] = Tr[oY] = 0 for all ¢. O
Corollary 4. We assume that L satisfies the KMS-DBC (15), the spectral gap between 0 and the
second largest eigenvalue of LT|3).... 15 g > 0, and ker(LY|p(3)....) =span(I). Let X € B(H) be

self-adjoint with even parity (Definition 3). For an initial state p € B(H)eyen (i-€., satisfying the
fermion superselection rule), we have

—gt

[Te[X (¢)p] — Tr[Xo]| < X1,

where omin 18 the minimum eigenvalue of o.
Proof. We let Y = X — I (I, X) s Then Tr[Y o] = 0. By Lemma 6 we have
1X () = I (I, X)es | = 1Y (t)llcms < e X,

where we have used [|Y||xkms < || X |lkms < || X||. Note that

T X (£)p] — Tr[Xo] = (X(8) = I (I, X)yes -0/ 200 )y
by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality we have

I Tr[X (t)p] = Tr[Xo]| < [lo™"/2po ™"/ [licnase™ || X |-

The result follows by

_ _ 1
12061 /2|2 6 = Tr[po ™/ 2po /%] < o~V 2p0 /2| Tx(p] <

llo
Omin

15



Corollary 5. We assume that L satisfies the KMS-DBC (15), the spectral gap between 0 and the
second largest eigenvalue of LT p3).... is g >0, and ker(LT|g(3)....) = span(I). For an initial state
p € B(H)even (i-e., satisfying the fermion superselection rule), we have

e 9t
lp(t) — ol < :
Omin
where p(t) = et*(p), Omin is the minimum eigenvalue of o, and || - ||; denotes the Schatten-1 norm.

Proof. For any observable X € B(H), we can decompose X = Xeyen + Xoad where Xeyen and Xoqq
have even and odd parities as defined in Definition 3. We can readily see that Tr[p(¢) X] = Tr[p(t) Xeven)
because p € B(H)even, and the same is true for o. Also, by the eigenvalue interlacing theorem,
| Xeven|| < ||X|]. Therefore by Corollary 4 we have
e~ 9t e~ 9t

- HXevenH S -
\Y4 Umln Umln
Since this is true for any X € B(#), by the duality between the Schatten 1-norm and the Schatten
oo-norm we have the desired inequality. O

Tr[(p(t) — o) X]| <

X

5 Structure of the parent Hamiltonian

We can write £ in the super-operator form
. > 1 1
£h=i) (Lp,—Rp)+) / dwn(w) (LAj(wﬁRAJ-(w) —glaiae - QRAJ-<w)TAj<w>> , (37)
J j T

This gives us a corresponding expression for the parent Hamiltonian through (33):

FfParent _ (I><Z Z(LBJ- 7 RB;)

J

(38)
1 1
+ Z/dwn(w) (LAJ-(—MRAJ-(—w)* ~ oLa o)A T QRAxw)fAj(—w)*) )
J

where R B
Aj(w) =o' Aj(w)o™ 't By =o'*Bjo /4, (39)

and we have used the fact that A;(w)? = A;(—w), which is a consequence of the hermitianity of ~;.
We then separate the quadratic part from the rest. To do this we first define

,y§ree<t) _ eiH"t’yje_iH"t. (40)

Then corresponding to A;(w) we define

Agree(w) _ 675H0/4 ( ,Y]free(t)f(t)eiwtdt> 65H0/4. (41)

1
Vous /
In other words jlg-ree(w) is the jump operator we would have if we use Hy as the Hamiltonian instead
of H. Similarly, we define

B = el [ o) [ a0 - OB e ()

— 00 —00
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We now have the quadratic parts of both flj (w) and Bj, and this allows us to define the interacting
parts: ~ _ _ . ~ ~
A;-“t (W) =A4;(w) — A§rcc (w), B}nt =B; — B§mc, (43)

We will decompose the parent Hamiltonian into 2 parts, the coherent part and the dissipative
part:

Hparent _ Hgarent 4 Hgarent (44)
where
Hparcnt —d|q L~ — 5 4
C <sz:( B, RB;T)>’ (45)
and

1 1
parent __ _ ~ _ - _ _ = _ _
Hy ™ = ‘I’<Z /d‘””(w) <LAJ(—w)RAj<—w>* 5L A, —wd; ) ~ 34, (w)*Ax—w)f) ) (46)
J

Each part is in turn decomposed into 2 parts, the free part and the interacting part:

parent __ parent parent parent __ parent parent
HC - HC,free + HC,int ) HD - HD,free + HD,int ) (47)

where
rent .
HP = @ (z Z(L Biree — R B§reeﬁ)>, (48)
J

parent __ parent parent
HC,int - HC - HC,free ’ (49)

1 1
arent
Hg,free = CI)< E /dwn(w) (LAéree(_w)Rlagree(_w)f - §LA§ree(_w)A§ree(w) - 2RA§ree(w)fA§ree(_w)f) ),

J
(50)
and
HE" = HE"™™ — HESE. (51)
We then reassemble the parts to get
parent __ parent parent parent __ parent parent
HO - HC,frcc + HD,frcc ’ 4 - HC,int + HD,int : (52)

We can that HP™™ is quadratic. Both HP**™ and HP>*"* are Hermitian by Lemma 5, which
implies that VP2r" is also Hermitian. For HJ™™ we also have the following explicit expression:

ngzent = (l E (Léfrcc — R(B’fm)’r)
X 7 J
J (53)
> 1 1
+ /doﬂ](W) (LAgrcC(w)RA?cc(w)T - §LA~§ICC(7UJ)A§TCC(M) - QRAgrcc(w)TA‘grco(w)-f) >
J
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5.1 Quasi-locality and the spectral gap
We will next prove the following: First, the non-interacting part is gapped.

Proposition 1. For HY™™ defined in (52) corresponding to a (1,70)-geometrically local Hy, 0 is
its non-degenerate top eigenvalue, and is separated from the rest of its spectrum by a constant gap
A > 0 that depends only on (B,rq, D.

A proof is given at the end of Section 6. The non-interacting part also has nice locality:

Proposition 2. For Hgamnt = 2?121 mrY; Yk defined in (52) corresponding to a (1,70)-geometrically
local Hy, its coefficient matriz (m;) has [K,v]-decay as defined in Definition 8. Here K, > 0 are
constants that depend only on 8,19, D.

A proof is given at the end of Section 7.2. Next, we focus on the interacting part VParent and
show that it can be treated as quasi-local perturbation.

Proposition 3. For VPt defined defined in (52) corresponding to a (1,7q)-geometrically local Hy
and (U, rg)-geometrically local V' for U < Uy, it has (CU, u)-decay as defined in Definition 7. Here
C, > 0 are constants that depend only on B,rq, D,Up.

A proof is provided at the end of Section 8. Combining these three propositions, we then have
the following result about the spectrum of the parent Hamiltonian

Theorem 3. For any 3,79 > 0, and integer D > 0, there exists Ug > 0 that depends only on
B,70, D such that when Hy and V in (1) are (1,79)-geometrically local and (U,ro)-geometrically
local respectively, for U < Ug, then the parent Hamiltonian HP***™ given in (33) has 0 as its non-
degenerate top eigenvalue, and the spectral gap separating O from the rest of its spectrum is lower
bounded by a constant A > 0 that depends only on 3,719, D > 0.

Proof. In stead of directly considering H = Hy+ V as in (1), we consider H(u) = Ho+uV, u € [0,1].
We then write HP?**™ and VParent jp (52) as functions of u.

First, Lemma 5 ensures that H5**"™ in (52) and VP (y) are both Hermitian. By Proposition 1,
we know that the spectral gap of H} arent s lower bounded by a constant Ag. By Proposition 2,
we know that the coefficient matrix of HY*™ as a quadratic fermionic Hamiltonian has [K, v]-
decay. By Proposition 3, setting Uy = 1, we know that VP22 (y) has (CUwu, u)-decay for U < 1.
Combining all these results, by Theorem 2, we can then see that there exists U, é > 0, such that
when U < U [’3, the spectral gap between the top eigenvalue and the second largest eigenvalue of
HParent (y) = FPMO 4 yparent () s Jower bounded by Ag — ¢;CUw, for any u € [0, 1].

We will next assume U < min{Up, Ag/(c1C)}, and show that the top eigenvalue of HP**"(u) is
0 and non-degenerate for u € [0,1]. First we observe that 0 is always an eigenvalue of HPa™n®(q,)
for u € [0, 1] (corresponding to ¢(o(u)'/?)). If it becomes degenerate, then because the eigenvalues
can only change continuously as a function of u by Weyl’s inequality, there must exist u, € [0, 1]
such that the spectral gap is smaller than e for any ¢ > 0, which contradicts the gap lower bound
Ay — c1CUu > Ay — ¢;CU > 0. This shows that 0 must be a non-degenerate eigenvalue. If there
is another eigenvalue of HP?*"(y) that is positive for any u € [0, 1], then because 0 is the non-
degenerate top eigenvalue of HP*t(0) = HP**™ by Proposition 1, there must exists u* € [0, 1] such
that 0 is a degenerate eigenvalue of HP¥ % (y*) which contradicts the non-degeneracy of 0 that we
just proved. Therefore 0 is the non-degenerate top eigenvalue of HP 1t (qy) for all u € [0, 1].

Letting u =1, Ug = 0.99 min{Ugs, A¢/(c1C)}, we then conclude that when U < Ug, the spectral
gap of HP#°nt defined in (33) is lower bounded by A = Ag — ¢;CU > 0, and that 0 is the non-
degenerate top eigenvalue of HP2*% In the above C, K, Ué, v, i, c1,Ag > 0 are all constants that
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depend only on 3, D,r9. This implies that Ug, A > 0 are also constants that only depend on
Ba Da To- O

5.2 Fast mixing

The mixing time characterizes the maximal time for a quantum state to converge to the stationary
state in time evolution. In the fermionic setting, however, the superselection rule places a constraint
on what quantum states should be considered. Since no superposition between even- and odd-
parity sectors are allowed, we only need to consider quantum states that can be expressed as linear
combinations of Majorana operators of even parity. They make up the set

D(H)even = D(H) N B(H)evenv (54)

D(H) is the set of all positive semi-definite and trace-1 operators defined in (5). This requires us to
modify the definition of the mixing time in the following way:

Definition 9 (Mixing time for fermions). For a Lindbladian operator L with unique stationary state
in D(H)even, we define its e-mizing time to be

tmix(€) = inf{t > 0: Hesz:(p) —0oll1 <e€,Vs>t,p € D(H)even}- (55)
Here o is the stationary state of L.
We are then ready to prove Theorem 1, which we restate here:

Theorem (Main result). Let H = Hy + V be a Hamiltonian on a D-dimensional cubic lattice A
consisting of n sites. Hy is quadratic in Majorana operators and is (1, rq)-geometrically local, and V
is parity-preserving and is (U,rqg)-geometrically local. Then for any inverse temperature 8 > 0, there
exists Ug > 0 such that when U < Upg, the Lindbladian defined in (10) has a unique stationary state
satisfying the fermionic superselection rule, and the e-mizing time (Definition 9) of the Lindbladian
15 at most

C(n +log(1/e)).

where C,Ug > 0 are constants that depend only on ¢, D, 3.

Proof. By Theorem 3, we know that there exists Ug > 0 such that when U < Ug, the spectral gap of
Hparent g Jower bounded by A > 0, and that 0 is a non-degenerate eigenvalue. This implies that
0 is also a non-degenerate eigenvalue of HP#™"|,, (since ¢(o'/2), which spans the kernel, is in
H.en), and that the spectral gap of HP™|,, s also at least A. By (31) and the definition of
the parent Hamiltonian in (33), we can then see that L B(H)even Das spectral gap at least A, and 0
is its non-degenerate eigenvalue, implying that ker(LT| B(H)even) = SPan(I). This shows that o is the
unique fixed point of £ that satisfies the fermionic superselection rule. Therefore all conditions of
Corollary 5 are satisfied, and it tells us that

—At
e
le"(p) = ox < :

Omin

for all p € D(H)even. The e-mixing time is then upper bounded by

bun(€) < & (; 10g(1/Grmm) + logu/e)) |
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Note that ) ) i
— — o BlH]| —BIHI — —_ 28l H]

Z¢ 2 SueBlHT gn € ’
and ||H|| < C'n for some C’ > 0 that only depends on D, rg, we then have log(1/omin) < nlog(2) +
28C’'n, which yields the mixing time bound in the theorem. In the above A,Us > 0 are both
constants that depend only on 3, rq, D. O

Omin

5.3 Recovering the Gibbs state from the top eigenstate

In this section we will discuss recovering information about the Gibbs state from the top eigenstate
of the parent Hamiltonian. Suppose we want to obtain the expectation value of an observable

X = Z Xa’Yf”VSm o ‘V?ﬁ" € B(H>7 (56)
aE{O,l}m‘
then we will show that we can get it from an observable
XP=@(Lx)= Y Xaria5taindt € BOU). (57)
ae{0,1}2n

Proposition 4. Let o be the Gibbs state of L in (10) and let v be the (normalized) top eigenstate of
the parent Hamiltonian HP**" defined in (33). Then for any observable X € B(H) as expressed in
(56), we have a corresponding X* € B(H') as defined in (57) such that Tr[o X] = (v, X*v).

Proof. By Theorem 3 we know that v o< p(c'/2). We can compute that, by (18),

(0(02), p(cV/2)) = —Tr[o] = QL

2n
Therefore we have v = 2"/2¢(0'/?) (fixing an unimportant global phase). Then we have

(0, X%0) = (1,90 Ly 061 (0)) = 27 ((0/2), p(X01/2)) = Te(o /2 X0V/?] = Tyfo X
O

Remark 5. This mapping X € B(H) — X* € B(H') is an algebra homomorphism. One can easily
check that for X,Y € B(H) we have (XY)* = X*Y*¥. Moreover, we have || X*|| = || X|| by Lemma 25.

As a result of this correspondence we can readily prove correlation decay in the Gibbs state, as
stated in Corollary 3, which we restate here:

Corollary. Under the same assumptions as Theorem 1, there exists C,€ > 0 that depends only only
on B,r9, D, such that for an observable X € B(H) supported on a constant number of adjacent sites,
and any observable Y € B(H) with support S,

Trlo X Y] — Tr[o X|Tr[oY]| < C|| X[V ]||S]e™ "%,
where d is the distance between the supports of X and Y .

Proof of Corollary 3. Let v be the normalized top eigenstate of HP#*" By Proposition 4 and
Remark 5, we have

Tr[oXY] = (v, X*Y*), TroX] = (v, X%), Tr[oY]= (v,Y%).

The exponential clustering theorem for gapped ground states (as stated in [40, Theorem 2] and also
proved in [41]), tells us that

| (v, X*YF0) — (v, X*o) (0, Vi) | < C|I X[V ]]|S]e™ V%
We therefore have the desired inequality stated in the corollary. O
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6 Spectral gap of the non-interacting part

We will first show that the non-interacting, coherent part of the parent Hamiltonian is zero.

Lemma 7. HE'O as defined in (48) is 0.

Proof. Since

H(pjagre(azt == (I) (Z Z(Lé?uc - R(B;rcc)-t )) 5

J
it suffices to show that 3 j B?ee =53 j al/ 4B§reea_1/ 2 = 0, which is equivalent to showing Bfre¢ =
> B§ree = 0. For B™*® we have

Bfree _ Z/ bl(t)e*iBHot (/ bQ(t/)eiﬁHot,"ykeQiﬂHOt,"ykeiﬁHOt/dt/> eiﬂHotdt
PR —oc0
:Z/ dt/ dt’bl(t)bz(t/)eiBHo(t,—t),yke—iﬁHo(t/—t)e—iﬁHo(t/+t),ykeiﬁHo(t/+t).

Using Lemma 23 we then have

= Xk: /Z a /O:o dt'by (£)bs (') Zp: Tp (emﬁh(t'*t»pk Zq: Ve (e—ziﬁh(t’ﬂ))q,k
= k /700 dt[ dt'by ()ba () zp:’yp (62iﬁh(t’ft))p,k Zq:,yq (62iﬁh(t’+t))k
= [m by (¢ )dt/ dt'bs (¢ ZZ ( 4iBht’ )p,q e

»d

=C Z by (4iBh)p,q Vv Vq
P
where C'= [*_by(t)dt and by(z) = [ ba(t')e! dt’. Then we compute the constant C.

0:[ 2/mel/® (Cosh(m)> * sin(—t) exp(—2t%)dt

_ / " / ds2y/rel 8 <cosh(2m)>Si“(‘<t‘5))eXp<‘2<t‘S)2)
=0,

where we have used the fact that [~ sin(—(t — s))exp(—2(t — s)?)dt = 0. This then implies
Bfree — 0, =

This allow us to focus on the dissipative part in HR o (50). We will first analyze it for the
simplest case, supposing that the Hamiltonian acts only on one fermionic mode.

Lemma 8. We consider the free parent Hamiltonian HE“™ defined in (53) generated by

Hy =ie(¢1¢e — ¢261),
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where (1 and (o are two Majorana operators satisfying {;,(x} = 20;,. Then defining the third
quantized a-Majorana modes (j, j = 1,2,3,4, following (20), we have

free

HPATent _ =457 (—z(i”{dg +idbdy — sinh(2B€)d!dy + sinh(28¢)dbdy — cosh(2ﬂe)) . (59)

where dy = (¢ +1iC3)/2, do = (C +iC4)/2, and C is a universal constant.

Proof. Since Hj is non-interacting and only involves one fermionic mode, we can directly compute
¢free(t) and ¢free(t) corresponding to (40). This then allows us to explicitly compute A*®(w) in (41).
The coherent part can be neglected since we know it is 0 from Lemma 7. The explicit expression for

HP™™ = H, g‘?frlfaer;t then follows from straightforward calculation. O

Corollary 6. Under the same setup as in Lemma 8, the top eigenvalue of nggent is 0, and the

spectral gap separating it from the second largest eigenvalue is Ce—48°¢ cosh(28¢), where C is the
same universal constant as in Lemma 8.

Proof. We note that in (59), the part involving fermionic creation and annihilation operators

—idldy + idbdy — sinh(28¢)d! dy + sinh(28¢)d}ds

has single-particle eigenenergies + cosh(23¢). Therefore the top eigenvalue of HE™ is
Ce4F%¢ (cosh(28¢€) — cosh(2f¢)) = 0,
and the second largest eigenvalue of it is
06745262(0 — cosh(28¢)) = —Ce 4 cosh(2p¢).
This then gives us the expression for the spectral gap. O]

Next, we will deal with the more general case where the system consists of more than one fermionic
modes. However, we will see that the general case can be reduced to this simple case. We first rotate
the Majorana operators «y; to turn the non-interacting part Hyo = Jk hjrvjvi into a standard form.
We choose a 2n x 2n real orthogonal matrix @ = (Q;x) and perform the basis transform

V=Y QirCr- (60)
k

It is easy to see that ( = Zj Qjx7;, and that ((x, Cxr) = 20kk and therefore {(;} for a valid set of
Majorana operators. The orthogonal matrix () is chosen so that

Hy =iy €162, (61)
j=1

for €; > 0. Such a @) always exist because the coefficient matrix (ki) is Hermitian and pure imaginary.
We can see that the free Hamiltonian gets decoupled into terms with non-overlapping supports.
Here +e¢; are eigenvalues of the coefficient matrix (h;;). Because Hy is (1,79)-geometrically local as
defined in Definition 1, there are at most Cr{’ non-zero elements on each row of (h;), and therefore

le;| < |H|l < Crf, (62)
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where the constant C' > 0 depends only on ryg.
We will show that this basis transform decouples the free parent Hamiltonian as well. Essentially,
this is true because the free parent Hamiltonian is a quadratic function of ;.
) Recall that the free parent Hamiltonian HP**™ is of the form (53), and because Hga;rcezt =0, we
ave

arent 1 1
Hfli‘ee = @(Z/dwn(w) ( Afxee( w)RAfree( w)t = LAfree( w)/i_?ee(w) - §RA§ree(w)fA§ree(7w)1- 5
J
(63)
We define ‘ ‘
ij_ree(t) _ ezHotheszot. (64)

We then have

free Z Q] free (65)

With this, corresponding to flgree(w) in (41) we define

fj(w) _ efﬁHo/4 (\/T /Cfree zwtdt) 65H0/4, (66)
m

which is related to fl?ee (w) through

Afree Z Q]kfk (67)

Now we can consider how these transformations affect terms in (53). We have

ZLAfrcc( u))RAfrcc( w)t = ZZQ;kQJk’LEk( w) REk/ w)t = ZL&( w)REk( w)ts

7 kK

where we have used Zj Qi1 Qjk = Okpr. Similarly
Z LA?CC(fw)Aﬁ?CO(w) = Z Lﬁk(*w)ﬁk(w), Z Rﬁﬁrcc(w)Tégfcc(—w)T = Z R&k(wﬁfk(*
J k J k

From the above we can see that .

Hf[i:gent Z Hfree (68)
k=1

where

ree 1 1
Hzﬁ =9 (L“kk + RE /dwn(w) (Lfk(_w)REk(_w)T - §L§k(—w)§k(w) - 2R£k(w)T£k(—w)T>> )

(69)
only involves Majorana modes (211 and (o.
In the third quantization, we define
Gojo1 =) Qirdan-1,  Coj = D Qjax. (70)
k k
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Then by (24) and linearity, we have

1 ~ ~
= C2j1—1 e Cij—la

90 Ly, -y, 007
ot = —ifCj, -+ Cojy (D)

po By,

As a result Remark 4 corresponds to
. . o2 .
D(L¢j, ;) = C2jr—17 " Coj—1,  P(Rey,¢5,) = 1 Cojp -+ G2y -

H };ree is therefore supported only on a-Majorana modes Y43, Yak—2, Yak—1, Yak- Moreover, H };ree is
the parent Hamiltonian one get through (53) by replacing Hy with i€;((1(2 — (2¢1). Therefore by
Lemma 8 we have

H]iree — 06_4’626i( — id;k_lczgk + Z'Cgkdzkfl

J o (71)
— sinh(ZBek)dgk,lkoq + sinh(ZBek)d;kdgk — cosh(26ek)),
where dog_1 = (§4k_3 + i§4;€_1)/2, dog, = (é4k_2 + ié4k)/2, éj, j=1,2,--- 4n, are third quantized
a-Majorana operators defined through (20), and C' is the same universal constant as in Lemma 8.
We therefore have the following lemma:

Lemma 9. Let Majorana operators (., k =1,2,--- ,2n, be as defined in (60) so that (61) is satisfied.
Then the parent Hamiltonian of the free part can be written as

Hparent _ Z H]Eree,
k

free

where each H® is given in (71).

We are then ready to prove Proposition 1.

HPMM = S~ HI*® and each H{™® are supported on a non-overlapping
parent
H, free

t . o .
HPZ ™ is the minimum among the

Proof of Proposition 1. Because
set of Majorana operators in the {(;} basis, the top eigenvalue of is then the sum of the
top eigenvalues of each H,ffee, which is 0. The spectral gap g of

spectral gaps of each H,Eree, and by Corollary 6,
g= mkin Ce= < cosh(28¢),

which because of (62) is lower bounded by a constant A > 0 that depends only on 3, D, 7. O

7 Structure of the dissipative part

In this section we will show that both Agree (w) and flij“t (w) defined in (41) and (43) are quasi-local,

and that the norm of jlijnt (w) is small (on the order U). To do this we will first express the jump
operator AfT(w) solely in terms of e'y;e~"H* and avoid having imaginary time evolution e~/
showing up in the expression.

For an operator A € B(#), we introduce the following notation: let {E;} be the eigenvalues of

H, and {II;} be the corresponding eigenspace projection operators, then we denote

A, = Z 11; All;. (72)

ij: B —Ej=v
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There is only a finite set of v for which A, # 0, they are called Bohr frequencies.

Using the decomposition v; = > cp. (7j)v, We have

Aj(w) = \/% Z/6_6”/4ei”t(vj),,e_i“’tf(t)dt.

Now we define )
Fi(v,w) = T /6_5”/4ei(”_w)tf(t)dt,

then we have 5
Aj(w) = Fi(v,w)(3)w
=% [ Bt oy

1 . . .
- / By (b w)ei Mty ey,

. 1 )
Fi(t,w) = Nir /Fl(u,w)eﬂ”tdu

where

1 . / .
_ % dy/dtlefﬁu/4ez(ufw)t f(t/)ef'wt

1/16 .
_ B mit(w—1/(2B)) = Bw/4

\/ B2

Similarly, for Ag_ree (w) we have
; 1 3 . .
Agree(w) = \/Tiﬂ, /Fl(t7w)€zHot’Yj€7’LHotdt.

7.1 Quasi-locality of the jump operator

We will first prove that A;(w) (defined in (39)) can be well-approximated by local operators.

(75)

(77)

Lemma 10. There exists universal constants C, 1, po > 0 such that for any r > 1, there exists an

operator A supported on the ball with radius r centered at j such that

e . 1 2 2
1Ay () — A% < C (ﬁ b emsertion ) et

(78)

where J is the Lieb-Robinson velocity of H on A for which an upper bound is given in (25). This

implies that there exists constants C', u > 0 that depend only on B and J such that

|Aj(w) — Al°°|| < C'eHrem e/t
Proof. We first decompose flj (w) =T+ 11, where

1

1 T , , y . .
I= 7-/ Fl(t,w)e’Ht'y-e_’tht, II= 7/ Fl(t,w)GZHt’Y'e_Ztht.
var Jor ’ [t|>T !

Ver

25
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In the above T > 0 can be arbitrarily chosen. From (76), we can see that

Fi(t,w)| < Cre /B e=Bu/4, 81
1\%, = 1
Therefore we have o
2 2
(|| < 2 T/8 = Pu/t, (82)
VB
We then approximate eth'y e~ with a local operator. Let H' be the Hamiltonian consisting of

terms of H that are supported on the ball around j with radius r, then using the Lieb-Robinson
bound [27, Eq. (Al)], we have
Sy’ S ry/ 2Jt r
H iHt e—th _ ezH t,yje—zH tH < ( |' |) . (83)
r!

Vi

Here eiH/tfyje*iH/t is supported only on this ball with radius r. We then let

Aloc _ Fl t w zH t’Y —iH' tdt (84)
V2T /
This is a good approximate of I:
oc Lt (2Jt)" (2JT)" g
- < o= [ Al < oy B e (35)

Therefore

1 oc oc 2‘]Tr7w 072270‘)
45 (w) = 4] < 1= 45 4+ 0] < Can/BETT el St/ emsatt, (s

Using Stirling’s formula we have r! > v/27r(r/e)” for r > 1, and therefore we further have

”AJ(W) - AlOCH <C (\/? (267:]T)T + \}BeTz//B2> e~ Bw/4 (87)

Since we can arbitrarily choose T, we let T' = r/(2¢2J), and then we have (78) with p; = 1 and
Mo = 1/464. O

7.2 Quasi-locality of the free part
By the exact same way as for Lemma 10 we can prove the following:

Lemma 11. There exists universal constants C, 1, o > 0 such that for any r > 1, there exists an
operator AY(w) supported on the ball with radius r centered at j such that

- 1
HAg_ree(w) _ AIOC(W)H <C <\/:e—/hr + \/Be—uer/(JoBP) e—ﬁw/4’ (88)

where Jy is the Lieb-Robinson velocity of Ho on A for which an upper bound is given in (26). This
implies that there exists constants C', u > 0 that depend only on B and Jy such that

Afree () — Al(w)|| < Cle HreBw/4, 89
j

Moreover, both Agree(w) and A(w) are both linear combinations of Majorana operators.
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Proof. We only need to prove the statement in the last sentence as the rest is the same as for
Lemma 10. We note that because Hy is quadratic and ; is a Majorana operator, eZHUt’yje_ZH"t is a
linear combination of Majorana operators. This ensures that Ag-ree (w) is also a linear combination of

Majorana operators. In the construction of Al°° (w), we restrict the Hamiltonian Hj to a local region,
but it is still quadratic. Therefore the same also holds for A°¢(w). O

We therefore have the following corollary for the coefficients when expanding fl?ee (w) as a linear
combination of Majorana operators:

Corollary 7. The free part of the jump operator as defined in (41) satisfies
Afree Z ChYE

where ¢, € C, and for any r > 0,

Z |Ck|2 < 0/26—2,1”"6—6(0/2-
k:d(j,k)>r

Here C' and p are the same as in Lemma 11.3

Proof. By Lemma 11, we can write Agree (W) = >k kYK, and for any r > 0, we have

Aloc(w) — Z C;C'Yka

kid(j k) <r

such that ||/~1§ree(w) — Al°(w)|| < C'e +re=Pw/4 By Lemma 24, we have

Z |Ck|2 < Z |Ck|2 + Z ‘Ck _CMQ < H‘Zlg'rcc(w) _AIOC(W)”Q < 012672;”"6750‘;/2.

k:d(j,k)>r k:d(j,k)>r k:d(j,k)<r

O

This structure for flg»ree(w) gives us a structural result for Hgafrg;t, i.e., the part of the parent

Hamiltonian corresponding to the free part of the dissipation terms:

Lemma 12. For HSY™ defined in (50), there exists a constant C that depends only on Jy in
Lemma 11 and B such that
parent

D Jfree Z my, l"qu/l’
Ll'=1

where
Iy | < Cemrdls (D:s"1)

Here s'(l) indicate the lattice site in A on which the a-Majorana mode | resides. In the above the
constant p > 0 is the same as in Lemma 11.

3 With a slight abuse of notation, here we use d(j, k) to mean d(s(j),s(k)) where d(-,-) is the Euclidean distance on
lattice A and s(-) maps a Majorana mode to the lattice site it is on.
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Proof. From (50) we can write
HEfow =T+ 114111,

where

= ( Z / dwn(W)LA?ee(_w) RA;ree(_w)T> 5

J
II= 1@ d L
= —5 Z wn(u}) A?ee(_w)Agree(w) 5
J
1
=& Z dwn(W) R givee )1 tree(—uyt |-
J

We can simply prove that each of the above three terms has the structure as stated in the lemma.
Because the proof for each of them is essentially the same, we only prove for the term I. By
Definition 5 we have

- Z/dwn(w)q>(LA§ree(_w))@(RA?%(_W).
J

By Lemma 7, we have

Af
A ree Z ¢ k ')/k,

where Y, ysr (68 (W)[7 < C%e7?memF2/2 This means @(ngree(wﬁ) and @(Rjgree(w)) admit

similar decompositions by (23):

®( Afree( w) Z C] k 721@ 1 @(RAfree( UJ 'l Z Cj k- "}/Qk’ (90)
Therefore
=iy Z/dwn w)ejk(=w)ejpr (—w) Far—192k- (91)
kK j
Let
I= Z m;(.i)kf%k—ﬁzk, (92)
Kk’
then

W\<Z [ e nt—les (-

<o / dun(w)e /2 3 emn(dGRI+AGR)
J (93)
< O S MR+ ) /2)
J
< Qe

Since IT and III have the same structure as can be proved in the same way, we have proved the
statement in the lemma. O

We can now prove Proposition 2:
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Proof of Proposition 2. By Lemma 12, and the bound for the Lieb-Robinson velocity Jy in (26), we
can see that Hg?;g: has [K, u]-decay for some constants K, i > 0 that depend only on 8,7y, D. By

parent _ parent __ parent parent __ parent
Lemma 7 we also know that Hc,frcc = 0. Therefore Hy =~ = HDfrcc + Hc,frcc = Hnfrcc has

[K, p]-decay. O

7.3 The perturbation in the jump operator

In this section we show that the perturbation is also quasi-local and is small in U. We start from the

time evolve operators 7;(t) = et~ ;e~"" as compared to yree(t) = e'Holy; e Hot:
25 (8) = A (0) 47 1), (o1)
where 'yjf»ree(t) is given in (40), and
At () = i/ot G (=8) 7, ¢iHos o~ iHos]o—iH(1-8) g (95)
By (75) and (77), we then have
A (w) = A (w) — AT(w) = V% / AL (1, w)r M (). (96)

Because V' is an “extensive” operator in the sense that it acts on the entire system, we need to make
sure that it does not blow up the approximation errors by a factor that depends on the system size.
Therefore below we will first focus on [V, etHos~;e=Hos],

Lemma 13. Let v™°(s) = 3", cx(s)k, and for some r >0 let

X1(s) = Z cr(8)Vk-

k:d(j,k)<r
Then if r > 2e2Jy|s| where Jy is the same as in Lemma 11, we have
V.57 (s) = Xa(s)]ll < CU(r + 1)Pe,
for some constant C that only depends on the lattice dimension D and Jy.

Proof. By the Lieb-Robinson bound and a derivation similar to Lemma 7 we have

Z er(8) e SM.

"
7/l
k:d(j,k) >/

By Lemma 24 we then have

2Jols)2"
> o <

k:d(j,k)>r"
This further implies
9 r' 9 d(j,k)—1 1 ) d(j,k)—1
lee(s)] < inf ( JO\IS\) < ( Jo\_SD < ( ?TJ0|5| > '
P ELyd(j k) > 1] (d(j, k) — 1)! 2r(d(5, k) — 1) \d(j, k) =1

(97)
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When d(j, k) > 2e2Jo|s| + 1, we have
lew(s)] < Cre™@UH), (98)
for some constant C7 > 0 that only depends on Jy. Therefore
oo
Z len(s)| < CredUR) < Cg/ dr'r’Pe™" < Cy(r + 1)Pe ",
k:d(j,k)>r r

where C5 > 0 and C3 > 0 are both constants that only depend on Jy and D.
Because V is (U, rg)-geometrically local, ||[V, ]| < C4U for some constant Cy > 0 that depends
only on rg. Therefore
IV, 7570 (s) = Xa(s)]ll < CaCaU (r + 1)Pe.

We can therefore set C' = C3C4. O
This directly allows us to bound the norm of [V, etHos;e~iHos],

Corollary 8. There exists constant C', ' > 0 that only depends on rg, Jo, D such that
Vi)l < C'U(Is| + 1) (1 + e 1),

J

Proof. In Lemma 13, we can set r = 2¢2Jy|s| + 1, and then we have
V, Z () ||| =|[Vs 'yjfree(s) - Xi(s)]|| < C'U(|s| + 1)Pewlsl, (99)
k:d(5,k)>r

Then we note that ;. ;0 )<, ck(s)7 commute with all but Cy(r + 1)P terms in V for some constant
C7 > 0 that depends only on ry, and therefore

V., > aml|| = IV X)) < CU(|s|+1)” max e (s)] < C'U(|s| +1)". (100)
k:d(j,k)<r

Here we have used Lemma 24 to obtain maxy |ck(s)| < ||’yjf-r"°(s)|| = 1. Adding up the two parts

yields the desired bound by the triangle inequality. O

This bound is useful because it is independent of the system size.

Lemma 14. We define X1(s) and Xa(s,t) as follows:

Xis) = Y. a(®)m

k:d(j,k)<r/2

Xo(s,t) = ie'™ I [V, X (s)] e H ),

where H' consists of the Hamiltonian terms in H that are within v distance from j, and cg(s) is
the same as in Lemma 13. Then X,(s,t) is supported on the ball with radius r
centered at j, and there exists constant C' that only depends on ro, D such that

1 X2 (s, 8) = e[V e ()] )| < CU(Js| + 1)Pe™"/2, (101)
if 1 > max{4e?J|t| + 2rq, 2> Jo|s|}. In the above Jo,J > 0 are the Lieb-Robinson velocities defined
in (25) and (26) respectively.
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Proof. By the triangle inequality, we have

||X2 (87 t) _ jetH(t=s) [V', ,y]fTCC(S)]e—iH(t—s) H

< [ Xa(s,t) —ie IV X ()] e Y
: (102)

+ Hez’H(tfs) [‘/, X, (5)}67iH(t75) o 6iH(itfs) [‘/7 ,ijree(s)]efiH(tfs)|| )

II

For I, by the Lieb-Robinson bound, since [V, X1(s)] is supported on the ball of radius r/2 + rq
centered at j, when r > r/2 + ro + 22 J|t|, we have

1< Cre 2|V, Xa(s)]ll < Coe™2U (8| + 1),
where the second inequality comes from (100). For II, by Lemma 13 we have

IL= [V, Xa(s)] = [V, (s)]l| < Cae™"2U (s + 1)P.
We thus have (101) by combining the two inequalities for I and II above. O

Corollary 9. Under the same assumptions as in Lemma 1/, we have

Here fg Xo(s,t)ds is supported on the ball with radius r centered at j, satisfying

C and C' are constants that depend only on ro, D. In the above Jy,J > 0 are the Lieb-Robinson
velocities defined in (25) and (26) respectively.

t
OR / X (s, t)ds|| < Ce™ Ut +1)P+,
0

t
/Xg(s,t)ds <C'U(|t] +1)P+
0

Proof. The first statement is a direct consequence of Lemma 14: one only needs to integrate over s
on both sides of the inequality. The second statement is a direct consequence of (100) likewise after
integrating over s. O

Lemma 15. Let

1 T ¢
Xs3(w) = E/—T Fl(t,w)/o Xo(s,t)dsdt,

where Xo(s,t) is defined in Lemma 14. Then X3(w) is supported on the ball with radius v centered at
j, and with T = (r — 2r¢)/(2€2(2J + Jy)), we have

1X3(w) = APt (W) < CUe™ e/ [ Xs(w)], |47 (W) < C'Ue /4,

for allw € R, and C,C’, . > 0 are constants that depend only on o, D, 8. In the above Jy, J > 0 are
the Lieb-Robinson velocities defined in (25) and (26) respectively.
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Proof. By the triangle inequality,
1X3(w) — AP ()]

< \/12?/“271 Fy(t,w)y(t)dt
I
+ \%/iﬁl(t,w) (/Otx2(s,t)ds—7;m(t)> | .
11

For I, we have I < (4 Ue=T°/8*¢=Bw/4 for some constant C1 that depends only on rg, Jy, J, D because
Corollary 9 tells us that _
Iy @)l < CU (|t + )P+

for some constant C}. For I, when T = (r — 2r9)/(2¢2(2J + Jy)), we know that r > max{4e?J|t| +
2rg, 2¢2Jy|s|}, and therefore by Corollary 9, we have

I < CoUe "/2e=Bw/4,

where C5 is a constant that depends only on ¢, Jy, J, D. Combining the two bounds we have

t
y;nt(t)—/ Xo(s, t)ds|| < CLU(H + 1)Pe"/2e=Pw/4.
0

This the implies

1X5(w) — APt (w)|| < CUe T/ =B/t 4 Couer/2e= P/,

By the fact that T = (r — 2ro)/(2e2(2J + Jp)), there exists constants C, u > 0 that only depends on
8,70, Jo, J, D such that B
| X5(w) — AP (w)|| < CUe e A/,

The bound for || X5(w)|| follows directly from the definition of X3(w) and the norm bound for
fg X5(s,t)ds in Corollary 9. The bound for Hflb“t (w)]| then follows from the triangle inequality. O

7.4 The perturbation in the dissipative part

The above result shows that flij“t (w) can be well-approximated by local operators and can be bounded
parent

linearly in U. We will then use it to study the perturbation Hp; .

We first decompose HE™ | as defined in (51), into three parts:

ngfftm = Hrr+ Hpr + HRr, (103)

where
Hip =Y / dwn(@)@ (L, () R4, (—wyr = Litree () Ritree(—uyt):
j .

1
Hin==52. / dn(@) (L 4, (—u) A () Alpen (- Ao () )

1
Hpp = D) Z/dwn(w)‘l’(R,&j(w)m,-(7w)f,A§ree(w)m§.ﬂ"ee(7w)f)-
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We will focus on Hy i because the other two terms can be dealt with in exactly the same way. For
this term we can further decompose it into three parts

Hip=Hrp1+ Hrro+ Higrgs, (104)

where
HLR’l = Z/dwn(W)cI)(LAijm(iw)Rﬁﬁroo(fw)f),
J

Hpgro = Z/dW’I(W)‘I’(LAyee(fw)RAiJM(—w)f)>
J
Hirsz = Z/dwﬁ(w)‘I’(LA;m(w)RA;M(W)T)

In the above we have used A;(w) = Aij“t (w) + Agree (w) and the linearity of the mappings. We will
again only focus on Hyr 1 because the other terms can be dealt with in exactly the same way.

Lemma 16. Let

Y}(W) = (P(LA";nt(iw)RA"ﬁrcc(iw)T)’
and

}/jﬁ'(w) = q)(LXS(*w)RAloc(fw)T)a

where X3(w) and A®(w) are from Lemma 15 and Lemma 11 respectively, with v chosen to be the
same value and w as given. Then there exists constants C,C’, u > 0 that depend only on 3,19, D
such that

1Y (@) = V(@) < CUe /2 |[Yj(w)|| < C'Ue™/?,

and Y; »(w) is supported on the ball of radius r centered at g4
Proof. We first have

1V (w) = Yjr(w)[| < [[®(Lg Xy () Rt )
+||‘I’(LX3(—w A“ee(—w)f—AlOC(—w)‘r)”
< [1%( Alnt (o)t X5 (~w) )||||‘I>(RAfree( i)l
F N PLxs (—) I PCR ooyt — atoe(—y i)
< AP (—w) — X3(—w)[|[| AT (—w)|
I
+ {1 X5 (—w)[[|AFe (—w) — A (—w)]],

II

where in the third inequality we have used ||®(La)ll,||P(RA)| < ||A]l as stated in Lemma 25.

By Lemma 15, we have ||/~1ijnt(w) — X3(w)|| < CLUeM7Te= B/t and || X3(w)|| < C{Ue P/, By
Lemma 11, we have Hflgree(w) — Al°(w)|| < Cye H2re=Bw/4 By (41) we also have ||/1§ree(w)|| <
Che=Pw/4. Therefore

[ < CLCLUeMTePol2 T < CLC,Ue 2P/,

4More precisely, because Yj,r(w) € B(H') is an operator of a-fermions, it acts non-trivially only on the a-fermion
modes within distance r from Majorana mode j.
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Adding up the two terms we have
I¥(w) = Y ()|l < CUe 7P/
for some constants C, ;1 > 0. From (11) we also have ||f~1j (w)||C3eP/* for some constant C3. Therefore
1Y)l < C'eP/?

for some constant C’ > 0 by Lemma 25. In the above all constants depend only on 8, Jy, J, rg, D,
and Jy, J > 0 defined in (25) and (26) respectively depend only on rg, D. O

Lemma 17. Hpgr1 as defined in (104) has (CU, u)-decay as defined in Definition 7, for some
constants C, p > 0 that depend only on B,rg, D.

Proof. We can write
Hipi= Z Wi,

J

where
W, = [ don@)v; (@)

in which Yj(w) is defined in Lemma 16. We then define

Wir = [ den@)¥s, @),

where Y . (w) is also defined in Lemma 16. Note that W, is supported on the ball with radius r
centered at j. By Lemma 16, we have

W, = Wil < [ dn@)Y;0) = Vi)l < GO,

and [|W;]| < CoU. Therefore W; is (CU/2, p)-quasi-local around j by Definition 6. By Lemma 2, we
have that Hpr1 = Zj W; has (CU, p)-decay. In the above, C,Cq,Cy, > 0 are all constants that
depend only on 3, Jy, J, 79, D. Since Jy,J > 0 in (25) and (26) respectively depend only on rg, D, all
constants only depend on 3, rg, D. O]

Repeating this procedure for Hpg 2 and Hpg 3 allows us to show that Hpg has (3C, p)-decay.
We then repeat it form Hyy and Hrpg in (103), which leads to the following result:

Lemma 18. Hg?;fft as defined in (51) has (CU,u)-decay as defined in Definition 7, for some
constants C, u > 0 that depend only on 3,1y, D.

8 Structure of the coherent terms

In this section we show the coherent terms are quasi-local. The coherent term is given by

B=Y Bj=)_ / bi(t) / by (1) PH (' =1y o= 2BHY y o BHEHD g/ it (105)
jeA jeA —00 —00
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where the functions b (t) and bo(t') are given in (13). We can decompose any operator A € B(H) in
the energy basis and regroup in Bohr frequency:

A= Z PE2APE1 = Z Z .PEQAPE1 = Z A,, (106)
Eq,E>€spec(H) vE€Bohr(H) Ex—E;=v vE€Bohr(H)

where Pg, and Pg, are the projectors on the eigenstates with eigenvalues E; and E3 of H. The
Heisenberg evolution operator A(t) can be expressed as

A(t) = et Aot — Zei”tA,, (107)
Using the decomposition, the coherent term can be expressed as
Bi= [ n@d [ b ()30 - ) (-5 + 1)
7oo.f 7(;.00 . ’ . ’ ’
= / by (t) dt / by () dt' Y e (), Y " e B (), (108)

—00 —

_ Z(W])V(’Yj)y’/ bl(t) dt/ b2 (t/) dt/eiﬂl/(t’_t)e—iﬁyl(t-i-t/)

vl —o00 —o00

As we show in (39), the parent Hamiltonian has as its component B; = o'/Bjo~'/*. Following the
decomposition in (108), we have
oo

(oo}
By = S ullwe e [ (o) ar [ b () dre 0 0 (10
oo

I/,l// - —00

We define Fy(v, ') such that B; = > v B2 (B, BV) (77)0 ()

Fg(l/, Ul) _ eu/4e—l//4/ by (t) dt/ by (t/) dt/eiu(t’—t)e—iu'(t—i-t/)

—00 —00

_ e(ufu')/4\/ bl(t)ei(ulfu)t dt/ by (tl) efi(u+u’)tdt/ (110)
= 2776(1171/)/4?)1 (v—1) by v +v)

We define the function Fg(t, t"), which we call the kernel function, to be the inverse Fourier transfor-
mation of Fy(v,v'):

. 1 ] [ee] ) o,
Fy(t,t") =:§;t/‘ dt/[ dt' Fy(v, v )e™ e (111)
so we have ) - -
. — ) ) 17 N —iBut  —ifr't
Bj= o Z(%)V(%)V/ [m dt[m dt' By (t,t")e PV te
. o (112)

o) dt/m dt' Fy(t, 1)y (B)7; (—Bt)

Below we will show that the kernel function Fy(t,t') decays rapidly as |t], |t/| increases.

35



Lemma 19. For the kernel function Fy(t,t') defined in (111), we have
|F2(t,tl)‘ S C’ef)‘(t2+t/2)l/2,

for some universal constants C, A > 0.

For the proof see Section F in the appendix. Recall that in (47) we decomposed the coherent

part of the Hamiltonian into HE™*" = Hgafrrcer;t + Hgiftm. In Lemma 7. Therefore we only need to
show that Hgiftnt has (CU, u)-decay for some C, yu > 0.
For each j, we decompose
Bmt B Bfree (113)
where
Biree = / dt / dt' By (t, t')yiree (Bt)yiree (—t') (114)
Therefore we have
Rin 1 Tee Tee
BiMt = =5/ dt/ dt'F(t,t') (v; (Bt)y; (—Bt) — v (Bt)viree (—Bt)) . (115)

We will first show that B}“t can be well-approximated by an integral on the ball with radius 7.
Lemma 20. For any T > 0, let

1

o [ AP (5805 — (B (-5t
1244/2<T2

Z(T) = 2T

Then
pint 177, —NT
1B = Z(T)| < C'Ue™ 7,
for some constants C', N > 0 that depend only on ro, D, B.

Proof. We first note that

W5 (BE)7; (=B') = 75 (BE)Y;** (= BY))
_,Y;nt(lgt) free( ,Bt)—F’}/Jfree(,Bt) mt( ﬂt)—F’Y;nt(ﬁt) mt( ﬂt/)-

Therefore because H'yfree( )| <1, we have
175 (B8)73(=Bt") =~ (B (=B )| < I (BOI + ™ (=B + I BOII™ (=62
By Corollary 9 we have
Iy B Iy (=Bt < CLU ([t + 1)PF

Therefore

75 (BE)v; (—Bt') — v (Bt)yiree (—Bt)||
< CU(t|+ )P + U (|t') + )P 4+ 202 ()t + D)PH ()Y + 1) P
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/2)1/2

By Lemma 19 we have |F(t, /)| < Ce "+t . Therefore

|B™ — Z(T)||
< / At |F (1, ) (CLU (1] + )PH + U] + 1)+
t241/2>T2

+ C2U2(|t| + VP (| + )P+
1 (||2 312(|| )P (116)
<C dtdt'e D (U ([t + )P+ U]+ 1)PH
t24¢/2>72
+ CFUR(Jt] + )P (|| + 1)P*)
< C/Ue*’\/T,

for U > 0 below any universal constant. A’ > 0 is a constant that depends only on D, and C’" > 0 is
a constant that depends only on 7y, D, (. O

We decompose further the Z(t) introduced in Lemma 20 into three parts, similar to (104),

Z(T) = Z:(T) + Zo(T) + Zs(T), (117)
where,
271y = L / At (¢, ) (Bt~ B)
27T t2+t’2 ST2
1 . .
Zy(T) = 1 / Atdt' (¢, ) (Bt )y (— Bt) (118)
27'(' t2+t’2§T2

1 y )
Z3(T) = — / dtdt’ F(t, t')~ree (Bt)yint (—Bt')
27T t2+t/2 STQ J J

We will show that each of the terms can be well-approximated by local operators. We will start

Lemma 21. Let X;(t) and X3(s,t) be as defined in Lemma 13 and Lemma 14 respectively. We
define
1 - pr
Zl(T) = — / dtdt' F(t,t') | Xao(s, t)dsX1(—ft),
2w t2442<T2 0

which is supported on the ball with radius v centered at j. Then
|Z°(T) — Z1(T)|| < CU(T + 1)P T (r + 1)Pe /2, (119)

and
|Z:1(T)| < C'U, (120)

when r > C1 (T + 1). Moreover, when setting T =r/Cy — 1, we have

1Z°°(T) = Zu(T)|| < CrUe ™. (121)
Here C,Cy,C",C1, > 0 are all constants that only depend on ro, D, f3.
Proof. We first recall that by Corollary 9,
Bt

Bt — [ Xa(s t)ds
0

< Coe 72U (|t 4 1)P T,
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and
Bt
Xo(s,t)ds|| < C3U(Jt] +1)PF1.

0

By the proof of Lemma 13, we also have

I (=6¢) — Xa ()] < Culr +1)Pe
All of the above require 7 > Ji([t| + 1). These results allow us to approximate ~;"(5t)y;* (—5t")
with foﬁt Xo(s,t)dsX1(—pt"). We have

Bt

B (=BE) = | Kals, )dsXa(=Bt)

. pt
v (Bt) — Xo(s,t)ds
0

Bt

= Iy (=)l + Xa(s,t)ds|| [l (=Bt") — X2 (=B

< CsU(T 4+ 1)PH(r 4+ 1)Pe™/2,

when t2 + 2 < T?. Using the fact that fdtdt’|F2 (t,t")| is upper bounded by a constant, we can
integrate the two sides of the above inequality to get (119). (121) follows by setting T = r/J; — 1.

An upper bound for the norm ||Z1(T")|| can be obtained from the norm bound for fyji.nt(t) (available

from Corollary 9 by the triangle inequality) and H’y]i-“t(—ﬂt’)H < 1, which after multiplying to an
exponentially decaying kernel function Fy(¢,¢') and integrating over ¢, #’ yield (120). O

This procedure can be repeated for Zo(T') and Z5(T), yielding
1Z2(T) = Zy*(T)|| < CoUe™ 2", || Z5(T) — Zy*(T)|| < CsU2eHe", (122)

and
1Z2(T)|| < C3U, (| Z3(T)|| < C3Us. (123)

Here ZX°(T) and Z¢(T) are both supported on the ball with radius  centered at j. By adding up
the three approximations to get

Z°(T) = Zy°(T) + Zy*(T) + Z3(T), (124)

we then have
|Z(T) — Z'°¢(T)|| < CUe ™, ||Z(T)| < C'U. (125)
In the above C,C’, Cy, C4, C5, C4 are all constants that depend only on 7, D. We are now ready to

approximate Bj".

Lemma 22. The term B}Ht can be approximated with a local operator B}OC(T). More precisely, we
have _ B
HB}nt _ B;OC(T)

< Ce MU,
Here B}OC(T) 1s supported on the ball with radius v centered at j. Moreover,

Héj <C'U.

C,C', u are positive constants that depend only on rq, D, 3.
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Proof. We define B}OC(T) = Z%(r/J; — 1) where J; is the same as in Lemma 21 and Z°¢(T) is
defined in (124). Combining (125) with Lemma 20 we have the bound for HB}“ - B}Oc(r) by the

triangle inequality. The bound for HB]H can be derived by the first bound and [|Z(T)| < CiU in
(125). O

Corollary 10. The part of the parent Hamiltonian Hgiftnt defined in (47) has (CU, u)-decay as
defined in Definition 7, where C, > 0 depend only on ro, D, 5.

Proof. Since B = > B;, and that B;-m is (C1U, p)-quasi-local around j (Definition 6) as proved in
Lemma 22, by Lemma 2 we know that B has (201U, p1)-decay. Because Hgift“t =®(Lp, — Rpi) and
that locality is preserved in the mapping ® by Remark 4, we have the (CU, p)-decay of H, giﬁftnt. O

We are then ready to prove Proposition 3:

Proof of Proposition 3. By Lemma 18 we know that Hgirrfft has (C1U, p1)-decay, and by Corollary 10
we know that H2™ has (CoU, pz)-decay. As a result, by setting C' = Cy + Ca, pn = min{p1, po},

C,int
parent __ parent parent
we can see that H{,"" = Hg' " + Hpy has (CU, p)-decay. O

9 Discussions

In this work we proved that, at any temperature, when the interacting strength in a geometrically
local fermionic Hamiltonian is below a constant threshold that depends only on the lattice geometry
(ro, D) and the inverse temperature (3), the mixing time of an efficiently implementable Lindbladian
that prepares the Gibbs state can be bounded linearly in the system size. This immediately implies
efficient preparation of the Gibbs state on a quantum computer. In the proof, we obtained a constant
lower bound for the Lindbladian spectral gap restricted to the even parity subspace by mapping the
Lindbladian to a parent Hamiltonian, for which the result from [30] provides a spectral gap lower
bound. The mapping from the Lindbladian to the parent Hamiltonian utilizes the third quantization,
and we paid special attention to ensure that the mapping preserves locality and the relevant part of
the Lindbladian spectrum.

Our result motivates new questions about the competition between classical and quantum
algorithms in the setting of weakly interacting fermions. The provably efficient quantum algorithm
that comes as a result of our mixing time bound makes it natural to ask whether one can compute
Gibbs state properties for weakly interacting fermions on a classical computer to attain arbitrarily
high accuracy with provable efficiency. This may require us to use structural properties of the Gibbs
states akin to what was done in [29].

It is also natural to ask whether one can obtain spectral gap results and hence mixing time bounds
by directly studying the Lindbladian rather than going through the parent Hamiltonian. If possible,
this approach would enable us to deal with Lindbladians that may not satisfy the detailed balance
condition. Such an approach has been studied for Lindbladian satisfying a special set of conditions
in [24], from which the idea of constructing a Lyapunov functional may be more generally useful.

The quantum algorithm for Gibbs state preparation discussed in Corollary 2 also motivates
further development of Lindbladian simulation algorithms. Note that to prepare the Gibbs state we
need to simulate Lindbladian dynamics for a time that is linear in n on a system of size that is also
linear in n. One would naturally expect the gate complexity to be proportional to n2, but we in the
end have a n? scaling because of an additional n factor from normalizing the Lindbladian. This is in
contrast with Hamiltonian simulation algorithms where a gate complexity that is almost linear in the
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space-time volume can be attained [35,43]. This problem also arises in other Lindbladian simulation
algorithms [44-48]. Whether one can attain the space-time volume scaling in Lindbladian simulation
remains an interesting open question.
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A Table of symbols

Symbol Meaning
A The physical lattice whose sites each contain a Dirac fermion
D The physical lattice dimension
d(z,y) The Euclidean distance between lattice sites z and y
o7 The jth Majorana operator
s(7) The lattice site that contains the jth Majorana mode
o] The jth third quantized a-Majorana operator
s'(4) The lattice site that contains the jth a-Majorana mode
H The Hilbert space of n Dirac fermions
B(H) The operator algebra on H
H’ The enlarged Hilbert space of 2n Dirac fermions
B(B(H)) The operator algebra on B(H) (or the algebra of super-operators)
Heven/odd The even/odd-parity sector of H (Definition 2)
B(H)even/oda  The subspace space spanned by Majorana monomials of even/odd degree (Definition 3)
H The fermionic Hamiltonian (1)
15} The inverse temperature
o The Gibbs state o oc e #H
Hy The non-interacting (quadratic or free) part of H
\% The interacting part of H
To The maximal range at which fermions can interact
U The interaction strength
J The Lieb-Robinson velocity for H (25)
Jo The Lieb-Robinson velocity for Hy (26)
L The Lindbladian we study (10)
© The isometry from B(H) to H' used for third quantization (16)
) The third quantization map that preserves locality (Definition 5)
d The map B(B(H)) — B(H') that incorporates o (30)
La/Ra Left /right multiplication with A (21)
[gparent The parent Hamiltonian (33) (explicit form given in (38))
Hprent The non-interacting part of the parent Hamiltonian (52)
J/parent The interacting part of the parent Hamiltonian (52)
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B How not to vectorize fermionic super-operators

A crucial step used in [10] is to “vectorize” a super-operator C : X — AXB into an operator
vec(C) = A® BT. Now we apply it to fermionic super-operators

CltX'—)’}/lX, CQZXHX’)/Q,
They are then vectorized to be
vec(C1) =11 @I, vec(Co) =1® .

First for the operation T, we can interpret it as the linear involution in the Clifford algebra (as
opposed to the anti-linear involution t).

We then consider how one should interpret the tensor product ®. One may be tempted to equate
~v1 ® I with 1, and I ® 72 with v,,42, which is the “image” of 75 in an ancillary system. Adopting
this approach, we have

vec(C1) = v1, vec(C2) = Ynta.

Now we have a problem: while C; and Co commute with each other, vec(C;) and vec(Cz) do not; in
fact they anti-commute with each other. Therefore this naive vectorization approach fails to preserve
the algebraic relations between fermionic super-operators.

With a small modification one can make vec(C;) and vec(Cz) commute with each other. Instead
of the what was done above, we define

vec(Cr) =1, vec(Ca) = Yppa(—1)N

where N is the particle number operator and (—1)¥ is the parity operator. This is in fact one of the
insights of the third quantization approach [31]. However, we can see that this mapping maps an
operator that is very local (Ca) to something extremely non-local (y,42(—1)" acts non-trivially on
every mode except for mode n + 2). This will prevent us from applying the result in [30].

The approach used in [31] and in this work is based on the observation that (—1) yields a factor
of 1 when restricted to the even-parity sector. However, this does not mean we can treat (—1)V as
if it does not exist: by applying single Majorana operators one will switch between the even- and
odd-parity sectors. This is why a great deal of effort of Section 4 was made to prove things that seem
obvious (but are not) from [10].

C Transforming the Majorana operators

Lemma 23. Let Hy = ij hjkvive, where the matric (hj,) is Hermitian and pure imaginary, then
n
¢iHot o —iHot _ Z (e4lht) s (126)

gl
=1

Proof. We use the notation ad4(B) = [A4, B],

adp, () = [Hosm] =Y byl e ). (127)
ik
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Using the commutation relation, we can calculate the commutator

(V57 Vil = Vv — NVivk
= VVEVE T ViNYE — ViV — N5k
= ’Yj{%ﬁz} - {W’j»%}%
= 2(0k17v5 — Suk)-

(128)

Therefore

ad g, () = 2 Z hjiy; — Z Py | =2 Z hjiy; + Z by | =4 Z hjiy;. (129)
J k J k j

As a result we have

ady, (v) =Y _ (40)7 7 (130)

j
Using the Baker—Campbell-Hausdorff (BCH) formula we get

n

, A T, i
¢iHotny o= iHot _ Z = adly, (1) = Z (e* ht)jl ¥j- (131)

T j=1

D Linear combination of Majorana operators

Lemma 24. For z = (x;),y = (y;) € R?", let

A= w+iY yy (132)
J J
Then
IAIZ = ll2l3 + llyl3 + 2\/||$H§||y\|§ —(zTy)% (133)
Proof. First introduce vectors a,b € R?" such that ||allz = [|b]a = 1, a"b = 0, and
My Mo
= b .
@ o=@ o (i )
M

Then we define wy and wy to be
w1 = Z aj'yj7 Wo = Z bj’}/j.
J J

We can directly verify that w; and we are Majorana operators satisfying the canonical anti-
commutation relation. We can rewrite A as

A = Myjwi + Maiws + i(Miswr + Maows).
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This allows us to compute

ATA = M| +i (w1 w2) <_ de(t)(M) det(()M)> (Zi)

Therefore we can see that ATA has two eigenvalues || M||% + 2det(M). We can further compute that

.
IMIZ = llzll3 + lyl3,  det(M)? = z[3]lyll3 — (=)

Therefore we have (133). O

E Norm preservation in third quantization

In Section 3.1 we have introduced the super-operators L4 and R4 for an operator A, and how these
super-operators can be mapped back to operators in an enlarged Hilbert space using ® defined in
Definition 5. In this section we will show that the operator spectral norm is preserved in this process.
More precisely, we have

Lemma 25. For A € B(H) with fized parity (even or odd as defined in Definition 3), we have
(LA = [IAll; (134)

and
[2(RA)| < [ A]l- (135)

Before we present the proof we will first prove some useful lemmas:
Lemma 26. For any A € B(H), po Ryt op™t = (poRaop )i
Proof. We can write A =3 1o 1320 AoV 727 - 72" By (23), (22), and ®(R;) = I, we have

poRsop™! = ZAa<poRa2"~ R2R%1 oo~

—ZA |a\”¥2n( 1)a2nﬁ, ,AYZQ( 1)azﬁ;y§l](_1)a1ﬁ.

Therefore
(0 R0 ™)1 = D0 A1) (1 (1)
= ZA* R (S () A (1)
where for the second equality we have used (—1)"4q; = —42,(—1)".

On the other hand,

o R0 = 5 Ao (I o
- ZA* =) () ()T A (1)
We therefore have ¢ o Ryt 0 o™t = (po Rqop~ 1)t -
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Corollary 11. For A € B(H), if A has even parity, then ®(Ra:) = ®(Ra). If A has odd parity,
then ®(R ) = —®(R4)T.

Proof. The even case follows directly from the definition of ® in Definition 5 and Lemma 26. For the
odd case, we have

®(Ra)' = (poRaop  (-1)") = (-1)"¢o Ras 097" = —po Ry 00~ (-1)" = —@(Ra1).
O

Lemma 27. If A € B(H) is positive semi-definite with even parity, then ®(R4) is also positive
semi-definite.

Proof. Since A is positive semi-definite, there exists QQ € B(H) with even parity such that A = QQ'.
Therefore by Lemma 26

®(Ra) =¢oRgiRgop ™ = (poRgiop )(poRgop ) =(poRgop ) (poRgop™)
and is therefore positive semi-definite. O

Proof of Lemma 25. We can write

A= Z Aa,ylal,yélfz . ,72041311,.
ae{0,1}2n

By (24), we can explicitly write down
O(La)= D AT A
ae{0,1}2n

We can see that ®(L 4) simply comes from replacing the Majorana operators in A by a different set
of Majorana operators, and therefore we have (134).
For ®(R4), first we note that || A||2I — AT A is positive semi-definite. Therefore by Lemma 27, we
know that
O(Ryapr—ata) = 1AIPT = ©(Roy1 1) = [AIPT — ®(RA)B(R4)"

is also positive semi-definite. We therefore have (135). In the above, for the case where A has odd
parity, we have used

©(RA)®(RA)" = (poRaoy ™ )(-1)*(~1)"(wo Raoy )l = po RaRs1 09~ = ®(Rata).

F Decay of the kernel function in the coherent part

We will first prove some elementary properties of by (¢) defined in (13). We recall that

1 , o
(Cosh(27rt) g sin(—t)e ) .

ool

bl(t) = 2\/%6

We will need to use the lemma below:
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Lemma 28. If two real functions f(t) and g(t) satisfy | f(t)| < Cre=1* and |g(t)] < Coe™ 21t with
positive constants C1,Ca, A1, Ao, then

e haltl/2 pAuftl/2
(a0l <260 (4 S ). (136)
Proof. The convolution can be bounded by:
+00 +oo
(ool =| [ assiate )| < [ 150 - las
—+oo
:clcQ/ e MlslgmAelt=sl g (137)
= (105 (/ +/ ) e Mlslg=Aalt=slqg
ls—tI<[tl/2  J|s—t|>]t]/2
For the integral for |s — t| < |t|/2, we have
—A1ltl/2
/ e~ Mlslg=Aalt=sl g4 < 67A1|t\/2/642\t73\d8 < 2~ Mltl/
|s—t]<¢]/2 A2
For the integral for |s —t| > |t|/2, we have
—Xalt]/2
/ e HMilslg—alt=sl g < efxzww/z/emmds L 2T
|s—t]>[¢]/2 A
Combining the two parts yields the desired inequality. O

Lemma 29. Let by(t) be as defined in (13), then there exist universal constants C;\ > 0 such that
by (t —id) < C’cosh(é)ez‘sze_)‘t.

Proof. Note that by(t) is the convolution between two parts:

1

s gy, —2t2
cosh(@n)’ ha(t) sin(—t)e™"".

Therefore

by (t — i) = /hl(s)hg(t 6 — 5)ds.
Let hos5(t) = ho(t — i), then b1 (t) = (h1 * hos)(t). Therefore we only need to prove the decay
properties of hi(t) and ho 5(t) and then apply Lemma 28.

For hy(t), we can readily get universal constants Cj,\; > 0 such that |hy(t)] < Cre Ml
Therefore we only need to focus on hsy 5(t). Note that

|ha,s(t)] = | sin(—t + i6)e 2| < cosh(5)e? e 2",

Because e~2t’ decays faster than any exponential function, we also have universal constants Ca, Ay > 0
such that |hy s(t)| < Cqcosh(0)e??” e~*2ltl. The result then immediately follows from Lemma 28. [J
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We are now ready to prove the decay property of Fy (t,t') defined in (111), which we rewrite here
n / 1 > > / N ivt vt
Fy(t,t) = — dt dt' Fy(v,v")e' e™ *.
2m —00 —00
Proof of Lemma 19. We perform a change-of-variable as follows:
v\ i 1 -1 v tl o L 1 -1 t
w) 2\ 1)\ )T el 1)\
This allows us to write

- [ttt ta—1 1/ / <V1+V2 V2—V1> i(v1t14+vats)

F , =— [ dv; | dinF; , etitiTrats

’ ( V2 V2 ) o ] )T UV
:/dylei”l(“*i\/ﬁ/‘l)él(\/ﬁul)/dl/gei”ml;g(ﬁzo)

_ %bl(tl/\/i — i/4)ba(t2/V/2)

Since the exponential decay of by (t1/v/2—14/4) from Lemma 29 and the exponential decay of b (ta/v/2)

from the definition of by(t) in (13), we have the exponential decay of F (tl\g? , %) in [t1] + [ta].

Due to norm equivalence we then have the exponential decay of Fy(t,t') in (t2 4 t'2)1/2. We therefore
have

12y1/2
M

|F2(t,tl)‘ < Cef)\(t2+t

for some universal constants C, A > 0. O]
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