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Quantum Markovian Subsystems:
Invariance, Attractivity, and Control
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Abstract—We characterize the dynamical behavior of quantum control community at large. It is one of the goals
continuous-time, Markovian quantum systems with respectd a  of this paper to take a step in this direction, by offering a
subsystem of interest. Markovian dynamics describes a widelass  |inaar-algebraiccharacterization of the subsystem idea, which
of open quantum systems of relevance to quantum information . . .
processing, subsystem encodings offering a general pathyao allows ef_;l5|er_contact with st_a}ndard system-thgoretlcemsc
faithfully represent quantum information. We provide explicit ~Such as invariance and stability. We focuscaamtinuous-time
linear-algebraic characterizations of the notion of invaiant and Markovian quantum dynamics [10], which both accurately
noiseless subsystem for Markovian master equations, undetif-  describes a wide class of open quantum systems and presents
ferent robustness assumptions for model-parameter and itial-  §istinctive quantum stabilization challenges comparedtgo

state variations. The stronger concept of an attractive quatum Markovi t t In th lucidage th
subsystem is introduced, and sufficient existence conditis are non-Markovian countérpart. In theé process, we eluc

identified based on Lyapunov's stability techniques. As a ma Key role played by differentodel robustnesgroperties in
control application, we address the potential of output-fedback ensuring that desired dynamical features may emerge, and in
Markovian control strategies for quantum pure state-stablization  influencing the interplay between Hamiltonian and dissyeat
and noiseless-subspace generation. In particular, expltcresults components. Beside leading to a streamlined derivation of
for the synthesis of stabilizing semigroups and noiselessisspaces Markovian DES d NS diti hich h | tiall
in finite-dimensional Markovian systems are obtained. ar OV|an_ B gn - condrions whic av_e on y_ parually
appeared in the literature [8], [11], our analysis motigatee
concept ofattractive subsysteras a strategy for “dissipation-

assisted” asymptotic initialization in an intended sulays

Quantum subsystems are the basic building block for dgg 5 main application of our work, we begin exploring the po-
scribing composite systems in quantum mechanics [1]. Fraghia) of Markovian, output-feedback techniques for thisust
both a conceptual and practical standpoint, renewed BHerg nihesis of pure states and NSs in finite-dimensional syste
toward characterizing quantum subsystems in a variety chomplementing the above-mentioned open-loop dynamical

c_ontrol-theor_etic settings i; mptivated by Quantum Infafrm gchomes [9] as well as closed-loop feedback approaches usin
tion Processing (QIP) applications [2]. In order for abstlie. ., ntinuous-time state estimation [12].
defined QIP protocols to be useful, information needs to be

represented by states of a physical system, in ways whigh Notations
minimize the impact of errors and decoherence due to the . . .
interaction of the system with its surrounding environmenﬁ Consider a separable Hilbert spaver the complex field

I. INTRODUCTION AND PRELIMINARIES

Subsystem encodingsovide the most general mathematical” B(H) represents the set of linear boundgd operatorstpn-
structure for realizing quantum information in terms of phy (#) de_notlng the real subspace of Hermitian operators,_ with
cal degrees of freedom, and a main tool for achieving a unifi Q be_mg th? |deTnt|ty an_d _the Zero operator,_ resgectlvely.
understanding of strategies for quantum error contrapen c _mdlcate withA' the adjoint of A € %(H)’_ with c* the
guantum systems [3], [4]. In particular, the idea that n{)isgonqu"’lte ofc € C. The cpmmutatorand anti-commutator
protected subsystems may be identified in the overall staﬂfe X,Y € B(H) are defined aé@(, Y] = XV - .YX’
space of a noisy physical system under appropriate symmeq’ln X Y} = X.Y + Y.X’ respecuvely. In the special case
conditions underlies the method of passive quantum staﬁj‘— eret Is two-d|men5|onal_, a _convenlent operz_;ttor basis for
lization via decoherence-free subspad@FSs) [5], [6] and e traceless sectqr @CH) 'S given b,y the Pauli operators,
noiseless subsysteniSs) [3], [7], [8]. In situations where 72 = © ¥ 2 salisfying[oa, 0s] = 2icay05, {00, 08} =

no such symmetry exists, open-loop dynamical decouplirﬁgo‘ﬂg’ €,0 (li(enc(;tlrlltg the corrlpleltelil/vantlﬁymm?;nc ttensorgnd
techniques can still ensure active protection through oyoal e Kronecker delta, respectively. We choose the stanegrd r

i — (01 _ (0 —2 —_ (10
NS synthesis [9] in th@on-Markovianregime. resentation where, = (14), oy = (7 '), 0: = (6 %)

While substantial progress has been made toward defin:

Throughout the paper we shall use the Dirac notation [1].
; o s the inner product, ) in #, a natural isomorphism
ing and exploiting subsystems within general quantum errg\“_/en AN
correction theories (see also Section II-A), the subsysteerﬁ'jtﬁ betvx;een _vectlor_s rﬂh (((Jljentl)tedw), an cal(ljed ake%
notion and its implications have not yet reached out to yfd linear functionals in the dual spaie (denoted(y], an
called abra), so that{y|e) = (¥, ). If A € B(H), letting
F. Ticozzi is with the Dipartimento di Ingegneria delllnfoazione, Aly) := A(y) and (p|A = (AT(),-) yields (y|Alp) =

Universita di Padova, via Gradenigo 6/B, 35131 Padova,ly Ita _ T “ ”
(t tomazicded . aning. it) (9, A(p)) = (AT(d), ). The “outer” product/y)){p| stands

L. Viola is with the Department of Physics and Astronomy, Bar for (¢, W’ € B(H). Moreov_er, if |(Yly)| = 1, |1/’><¢| =
mouth College, 6127 Wilder Laboratory, Hanover, NH 03755SAU (%),-)1 is the orthogonal projector onto the one-dimensional

(Lorenza.Viola@Dartmouth.edu). Subspace Spanned W>


http://arxiv.org/abs/0705.1372v2

B. Basic notions of statistical quantum mechanics (i) 7(-) is completely positive:

In the standard formulation of quantum mechanics [1], a
quantum systemQ is associated with a separable Hilbert T(pr) 20, (Im®T)(p1e) =0,

space?, whose dimension is determined by the physics for everym-dimensional ancillary spack z joint to #;,
of the problem.Physical observablesre modeled as self- and for everyp;p € D(H; @ Hg) .

adjoint operators or#{, the set of possible outcomes they o .

. . A more concrete characterization of the dynamical maps of
can assume in a von Neumann measurement process belrggr ti ided by the followina:
their spectrum. In what follows, we consider only obsereabl e cot IS provided by the Toflowing: .
with finite spectrum, that can be represented as HermitianTheOrem 1 (Hellw_lg-Kraus representatlon.theorerﬁ){-]
matrices acting orH{ ~ C%, d < co. Our (possibly uncertain) "> & TPCP map of iff for every pr € D(#r):
knowledge of the state @ is condensed in density operator _ T
p, with p > 0 and trac€¢p) = 1. Density operators form a Tler) = zk:EkaE’“’
convex setO(H) C $H(H), with one-dimensional projectors
corresponding to extreme pointsufe statesp;yy = [¢) (). Where {E,} is a family of operators infB(?{;) such that

If Q comprises two quantunsubsystemsQ;, Q,, the >, E Ey =1
corresponding mathematical description is carried ouh] t  As a consequence of the above Theorem, every TPCP map
tensor product spacé{;; = H; ® H: [1], observables and 77(.) on ®(#;) may be extended to a well-defined linear,
density operators being associated with Hermitian, p@siti positive, and TP map on the whotg(#;).
semidefinite, normalized operators 6., respectively. In

particular,_ a jo_int pure statpi2 = |1)12(¥)| which cannot C. Quantum dynamical semigroups
be factorized into the product of two pure states on the
individual factors is callecentangled Let X be an element A relevantclass of open quantum systems obeys Markovian
of B(H,2). The partial trace over #, is the unique linear dynamics [10], [16], [17]. Assume that we have no access
operator tracg(-) : B(H12) — B(H1), ensuring that for every 0 the.qugntum environment sur_rou_nduTg and that the
X, € B(H), X2 € B(Ho), trace (X;0X,) = X tracd X,). dynamics m@(?—h) is continuous in time, the state change
If p12 represents the joint density operator@f the state of, &t eacht > 0 being described by a TPCP map(.). A
say, subsysten®; alone is described by theeduced density differential equation for the density operator Bf may be
operator p; = trace (p12) € $(H1), so that trac, X;) = derived provided that a forward composition law holds:
tracdp12 X1 ® Iy), for all observablest; € §(H). Definition 2 (QDS):A quantum dynamical semigroup a

We consider quantum dynamics in the Schrodinger pictui@)e-parameter family of TPCP mag¥:(-), t > 0} that
with pure states and density operators evolving forward fitisfies:
time, and time-invariant observables. The evolution of arfi) 7; =1,
isolated(closed) quantum system is driven by the Hamiltonianji) 7; o 7, = T, Vt,s > 0,
H, according to the Liouville-von Neumann equation: (iii) trace(T;(p)X) is a continuous function df Vp € D (H;),

d , VX € B(Hr).
—p(t) = —Z[H,p(t)], s . .
dt Due to the trace and positivity preserving assumptions, & QD

in units whereh = 1. Thus, p(t) = U;p(0)U;, where the is a semigroup of contractiafisit has been proved [16], [18]

In general, in the presence of internal couplings, quantup§ cast in the following canonical form:
measurements, or interaction with a surrounding envirarime 2ol
the evolution of a subsystem of interest is no longer unitary ¢ D = L(o(t)) = —ilH. o(t

: ) —p(t) = = —i[H, + Li(p(t 1

and reversible, and the general formalismagfen quantum  dt ®) (1)) ilH, p(t) Z k(L)) @
systemss required [13], [10], [14]. The physically admissible P
discrete-time evolutions for a quantum system may be char-_ _i[H, p(1)] +1 Z a (
acterized axiomatically and are callgdantum operationor B ’ M
completely positive (CP) maps [15]. L&tdenote the physical

quantum system of interest, with associated Hilbert spage \yhere {Fk}dz,l is a basis ofB(#;), the space of linear

k=1

2F;Cp(t)FlT - {F;IFla P(t)}) ’
k=1

. . k=0
dlm(H_I) :_d. The class of trace-preserving (TP) quantugperators ori;, with F, = I. The positive definitdd? — 1)-
operations s relevant to our purposes: _ dimensional matrixA = (ay;), which physically specifies
Definition 1 (TPCP ”?aP)A_ TPCP-map7(-) on 7 is @ he relevant relaxation parameters, is also called therGori
map on®(H;), that satisfies: Kossakowski-Sudarshan (GKS) matrix. Thanks to the Hermi-
(i) 7() is convex linear: given statgs € D (), tian character ofd, Eq. [1) can be rewritten in a symmetrized
) — . . J— S n
T( szpz) ZPZT(M)’ sz L pi 20, ¥ 1The CP assumption is necessary to preserve positivity dtfamp purifica-
v v v tions of states o, including entangled states, see e.g. [2] for a discussion
(ii) 7’() is trace-preserving: of a well-known counter-example, based on the transposeatipe.

2A map f from a metric spacedt with distanced(-,-) to itself is a
trace7T (pr)) = tracép;) = 1; contractionif d(f(X), f(Y)) < kd(X,Y) for all X,Y in 9, 0 < k < 1.



form, moving to an operator basis that diagonaliZes Lindblad operators or the admissible GKS descriptions to a

2ol reduced formwhich incorporates the existing constraints. A

. aradigmatic QIP-motivated example is the following:
L(p(t)) = ~ilH, p(t)] + 3 wD(Lu p(1)) (2) Paradigmatic QIP-m ple s 9
1 Example 2: Consider aquantum registerQ, that is, a
d2-1 1 guantum system composed hy two-dimensional systems
. H H H — 2 2 —
= —i[H, o]+ 3 (Lkp(t)LL _ §{LLL’“’ p(t)}), (qubits, with associated stao = C)) ®---©C?,), d = 2.
Pt For an arbitrary Markovian error process, combined errors o

any subset of qubits may occur, corresponding to an error
basis{F}} which spans the full traceless sector®{#¢) or,
equivalently, thed?—1)-dimensional Lie algebrau(d). Under

with {~x} denoting the spectrum of. Theeffective Hamilto-
nian H and thelLindblad operatorsL;, specify the net effect

of the Markovian environment on the dynamics. In genefal, . .
y g the assumption thdinear decoherenctakes place, errors can

is equal to the isolated system Hamiltonidty, plus a cor- . . . .
rection, ., induced by the coupling to the environment (SO|_ndependentIy affect at most one qubit at the time, reducing

called Lamb shift). The non-Hamiltonian term®(Ly, p(t)) the relevant error set to operators of the form [6], [3]:
in (Z) account for non-unitary dynamics induced by. F, =10 g...1-D g C,l(k) @I g...0 1@,

D. Phenomenological Markovian models and robustness wherek = 1,...,¢, and! = z,y,xz. Completing theselq

In principle, the exact form of the generator of a QDS ma?,rthonormal generators to the above basis for the traceless
be rigorously derived from the underlying Hamiltonian mbdé?Perators inB(#q), Eq. (1) formally holds. Clearly, the

for the joint system-environment dynamics under apprcl)qaria(rjt?suIt'n_g m?tt;'l)(Akd";fef from zero only in ag’g,* 3‘13'
limiting conditions (the so-called “singular coupling lithor imensional block. If the noise process is additionally re-

the “weak coupling limit” respectively [10], [14]). In mbs stricted to obey permutational symmetry (so-caltedlective

physical situations, however, carrying out such a procedsir decoherencg the re_levant error set is further reduced to
unfeasible, typically due to lack of complete knowledge gf°mMPletely symmetric generators of the form

the full microscopic Hamiltonian. A Markovian generator of a

the form [1) is then assumed on a phenomenologicalfbasis Fi = Z]I(l) - ® O’l(k) ®-- @I, 1=uy,z

In practice, it is often the case that direct knowledge of the k=1

noise effect is available, allowing one to specify the Maika in which case spaiFy} ~ su(2), and A may effectively be
generator by either giving a GKS matrix ial (1) or a set ofaken as @ x 3 positive-definite matrix.

noise strengths; and Lin_dblad operatorsy, (no_t necessarily The above examples show how, in practice, a compact
orthogonal or complete) i {2). Each of the noise operafqrs version of [1) typically suffices, in terms of (orthonormeijor

may be thought Orf].aﬁ (_:ofrrespo_nding toa dgt":mske cfhannerz]I generatorq F;.} spanning an-dimensionakrror subalgebra
D(Lg, p(?)), by which information irreversibly leaks from t ©m < d® - 1. The corresponding Markovian generator [ih (1)

system into the environment. is then completely specified by mduced GKS matriof
Example 1:Consider a two-level atom, with ground andyimensionm x m.

excited stategy,), |¢e), respectively. Assume that there is |n the following sections, we are interested at charadtegiz

an average rate of decay from the excited to the ground stg{ghamical properties of finite-dimensional QDSs in terms of

v > 0, that is, the survival probability of the excited st@#e) their generator. As in most situations only limited or apo

decays ag~"". The resulting dynamics is well described bynate knowledge about the model is available, we are nagurall

a semigroup master equation of the form led to consider two kinds dtructured robustnesg1], [22]:

d . 0 Definition 3 (Model robustness)Assume that a syste
Ep(t) = —iwlow, p(®)] + 5(204)@)0* —{ovo, p(t)})’ undergoes QDS dynamics, under a nominal generator of the

wherew > 0 determines the energy splitting between th#rm (@) or [2), with uncertain knowledge of the parameters
ground and excited state, and. = [1h,) (¢, oy = of are A = (@k)jk—y OF T = (71,...,7m). Let A andV denote
pseudo-spin lowering and raising operators, respectivaly the uncertainty sets, that is, the sets of parameters fyliengi
fact, computing the probabilit®. (£) = tracep(0)p(t)), with the admissible models in the foril (1) amd (2), respectivily.
initial state p(0) = [tb.) (1|, yields P (t) = e~ property3 is said to be

In the above example, a single noise chanfily_, p(t)), () A-robustif it holds for every A = (a;;) € A;
is relevant. In physical situations, it often happens thrann (i) y-robustif it holds for everyl’ = (71,...,vm) € V.
properties of the error process naturally restrict theverle The study of A- or ~-robustness is important to establish
whether a desired feature of the model (e.g. invariance of a

3The Markovian generator can be inferred from experimentaltailable subsystem, existence of attractive states) may be ensured b

data via quantum process tomography, see e.g. [2]. By miagsile effect L . . .
of the environment on known states for fixed times, one mapnstcuct avoidingfine-tuningon the noise parameters [6].

the corresponding set of CP maps and the underlying infinissgenerator. Remarks:A-robustness implies-robustness. However the
Special care must be paid to the fact that this procedure @y fo non- converse is not true. In facty-robustness corresponds to
CP maps in the presence of measurement or numerical er@fslfizsome . . .

situations, approximate models may be obtained upon foguahtization of robustness Only with respect to variation in the SpeCtrum'Of

a classical master equation, e.g. the so-called Pauli megteation [10]. While studyingA-robustness, we shall always imply a reduced



description as explained above, with= {A = (ax;)},_;} Wwhere, in generalXsr # Xs ® Xr. LetIIgr be the projec-

denoting the set of relevant reduced GKS matrices. Clearligpn operator ontd{s ® Hp, that is,Ilgp = ( Isp | 0 )

only properties that are completely independent of theigart For a noisy systen?, the goal ofpassivequantum error

ular noise model can bd-robust if A is the wholeB(#;).  controlis to identify subsystems @fwhere the dominant error

events have minimum (ideally no) effect. Loosely speaking,

[I. THEORY each error operator belonging to the fixed error set for which

A. Quantum subsystems and their role in QIP protection is sought must have an “identity action” once ap-

In order for the physical systeffito implement a QIP task, Propriately restricted to the intended subsystem. His&diy,

it is necessary that at every point in time well-defined “@adi  the first kind of subsystems considered to this purpose have

degrees of freedom exist, which carry the desired quantdfiennoiseless subspaces the system’s Hilbert space, often

information and support a basic set of control capabilitie§alled DFSs in the relevant literature [5], [6]:

Within the standard quantum network model [2], such set must

include the ability to:

« Unitary control : Implement a set of control actions thatwhich corresponds to a special instance of decompositipn (3

Hr = Hprs © Hr,

ensure universal control. with one-dimensional “syndrome” co-subsystemH r ~ C.
« Initialization : Realize a quantum operation that prepareghe possibility for genuinaoiseless subsysteemcodings to
the system in an intended pure state. exist and be useful was recognized in [3], in which case we

« Read-out Perform measurements of appropriate syspecialize the notation of(3) to
tem’s observablés

According to thesubsystem principld7], [4], the most Hi=(Hns @ Hr) & H, )
general structure which can faithfully embody quantum irby explicitly identifying the noiseless factor with v 5 8.
formation is a subsystem df. Intuitively, a subsystem may pEs and NS theory has received extensive attention to date.
be thought of as a “portion” of the full physical systemp rejatively straightforward characterization is possitfbr
whose states, in the simplest setting, opeyfectlythe criteria grror sets which are effectivelyclosed, in which case elegant
apove. Logical subsystems may or may not dire.ctly c_oinciq!gsuhs from the representation theory of C*-algebras vppl
with physically natural degrees of freedom. If is noisy, The operator-algebraic approach is suitable for invesitiga
in particular, it suffices that the action of noise be eitha(ss within both a Hamiltonian formulation of open-system
negligible or correctable on subsystem where the infomatidynamics and a large class of TPCP maps, see e.g. [3],
resides. Thus, protecting information need not require the3] However, explicit characterizations for arbitranyamtum
full state of the physical system to be immune to noisgperations and Markovian dynamics are more delicate and, to
although this typically involves encodings which are egted  some extent, less consolidated. While a number of defirsition
with respect to the natural subsystem degrees of freedomgfq results are provided in [8], [11], [24], the increasjng|
paradigmatic example is the protected qubit encoded irethigrominent role that quantum subsystems play within quantum
spin-1/2 particles subject to collective decoherence [3], [7].error correction theory [25], along with continuous expeei-

Forma”y, the fO||0Wing definition is suitable to QlP Segm tal advances in imp]ementing DFSs [26], [27], [28] and NSs

Definition 4 (Quantum subsystemX quantum subsystem[29], heighten the need for a fully consistent system-tagor
S of a systemZ defined on#; is a quantum system whoseapproach. It is our goal in the remaining of this Section to
state space is a tensor factdi of a subspacé{sr of H;, provide such a framework for the case of Markovian dynamics,

by paying special attention to the key role played by model
Hr=Msp ®Hr = (Hs @ Hrp) & Hr, (3)  robustness notions as stated in Definition 3.

for some factof{ » and remainder spadér. The set of linear )

operators onS, B(Hs), is isomorphic to the (associative)B- Invariant subsystems

algebra onH; of the form X; = Xg ® Ir & Og. Definition 5 (State initialization):The systeniZ with state
Let n = dim(Hs), f = dim(Hr), r = dim(#z), and let P € D(Hp) is ir_1itia|ized in H g with stateps € D(Hg) if the

{lo5) 3 {loEyH_,, {l¢f)}7_, denote orthonormal basesPlocks of p satisfy:

j=1°
for Hs, Hr, Hr, respectively. Decompositior](3) is then (i) psr = ps @ pr for somepr € D(HF);
naturally associated with the following basis f;: (i) pp=0,pr=0.
{|‘Pm>} = {|¢39> ® |¢5>}?7kf:1 U {|¢IR>}IT:1 5In principle, multiple NSs may exist for a given dynamicastm. While

we do not explicitly address such a scenario, generalizatigpossible along
This basis induces a block structure for matrices acting{@n the lines presented here.
6A C*-algebra is a complex normed algebsa with a conjugate linear
Xsr | Xp involution (* or t, anadjoint operation), which is complete, satisfigd B|| <
X = Xo | Xz )’ (4) IAIIB], and ||[ATA|| = ||A||2, for all A,B € A. Any norm-closed
subspace of bounded operators Hhis a C*-algebra if it closed under the
usual adjoint operation. Up to unitary equivalence, evemjtefidimensional
4In the simplest setting, the ability to effect strong, voruNenn projective operator *-algebra is isomorphic to a unique direct sum oplated full
measurements is assumed, which together with unitary alomtplies the matrix algebras. Such a decomposition directly revealsstiygported NSs,
ability to initialize the state. whenever.A represents aerror algebrafor the noisy systent [3].



Condition (ii) in the above Definition guarantees thigt= where

tracqm(HSFpHTSF) is a valid state ofS, while condition (i) . 1 t
ensures that measurements or dynamics affecting the factof-s7(p) = —illsp, psr] + 2 Z (2LSF7’“pSFLSF-,k
Hr have no effect on the state iHgs. We shall denote by ; ’:
Js(H1) the set of states initialized in this way. The larger set - {LSRkLSF,k + LQ_’kLQ,kapSF}) ;
of states obeying condition (ii) alone will correspondingle ot 1 ;
denoted byJgp(H). Lq(p) = —iHppsr + 3 Z (2LSF,kPSFLQ,k
k
Definition 6 (Invariance):Let Z evolve under TPCP maps. ; ; T
S is aninvariant subsystenif the evolution ofp € J5(H;) — psp(LgpLpk + LQJCLRJC)) ;
obeys: 1
Lp(p) = ipsrHp + 3 Z (2LSF,kPSFLTQ7k
T (ps) ® T," (pr) | O g
= >
p(t) ( 0 | 0 ) t>0, (6) _ pSF(LTSRkLPJC +LTQ7;€LR,1@) 7
1
—— T
Vps € D(Hs), pr € D(Hr), and with T5() and TF (),  Fr(P) = 3 ;2’3@»’””’3@#@'

t > 0, being TPCP maps ol s andH r, respectively.

In order to satisfy[{7), it must be 3>, 2Lq kpsrL), , =
%? for every psp = ps ® pp. Consider for example pure
product stategpsr = 1) (1| @ |¢)(¢|. Then, by observing that
LQ,kPSFLZM is positive for everyk and by using Lemmia 1, it
must beLg , = 0 for everyk. Next, to ensure thaip(t) =0
for everyt, the remaining contribution t@ »(p) must vanish,
that is, by using Lemm@l 1 again, it must be:

Thus, a subsystem is invariant if time evolution preserv
the initialization of the state, that is, the dynamics isfawed
within Jg(Hy). For Markovian evolution ofZ, Definition[2
requires boti{7,°} and{7,7'} to be QDSs on their respective
domain. We begin with the following elementary Lemma:

Lemma 1:Let a linear operatod., : Hi ® Ho — Hs be
different from the zero operator. Then there exist factatiz 1
pure states i{; ® Ha © ker(L). iHp — B X:LTSR,CLPJc =0. (10)
Proof. Assume thaf.|¢)) = 0 for all factorized|v)) € H1Q@Ho. k
Since suchy)’s generate the whol#; ® H-, then by linearity This leaves & F-block of the form:
it must beL = 0 and we conclude by contradiction. ] ilHsp psE] + %Z (QLSF,kPSFLTSF,k

k

Theorem 2 (Markovian invariance)}}{s supports an in-

variant subsystem under Markovian evolution #&n iff for _ {LT I })
every initial statep € Js(Hp), with ps € D(Hs), pr € SFELSER: PSEf )
D(Hr), the following conditions hold: which indeed satisfied (7). To see this, notice that we may

always writeLsp, = Y, My ; ® Ny ;, With M}, ; (N}, ;) being

d Lsr(psr(t)) | 0 operators ortis (Hr), respectively (this follows e.g. from the
Ep(t) - 0 | 0/’ vt 20, @ operator Schmidt-decomposition [30]). Thus, we obtain
tracer [‘CSF(pSF(t))] = ‘Cs(ps(t))a vVt >0, (8) 2LSF,kpSFLT5F_,k - {LTSFﬂkLSF,kapSF} =
whereLgr andLs are QDS generators dis © Hr andH.s, => (2MkaipSMlI,j ® NiiprN}
respectively. i,J (12)
Proof. Since Definitior[® is obeyed, computing the infinitesi- —(M] ;M ips @ N} ;Niipr

mal generator of (6) (at = 0) yields
g f(6) (at=0) i +psM] ;Mis ® prN{ ;Nis) ).

(Ls @1p+1s®@ LF)(ps @ pr) | 0 By tracing overH ¢, and using the cyclic property of the (full)
- 0 | 0 trace, we obtain:
9)

T _ 1 _
Then the time-invariant generator must have the fdim (BeTa 2% [2LSF”“pSFLSF=k {LSkaLSF”“pSFH
the partial trace ove#, and observe that trager) = 1, bej (2Mk,ipSM]I,j — (M} My ps + PSM;Z,ij,i)) ’
J

%p(t)

t=0

tracd Lr(pr)) = 0. Then [8) holds.

To prove the opposite implication, assume tthat (7) énd (\E/%)n

- N S i
hold, andp € J5(H;). Sincep evolves under a QDS generatorindireebniée_nbtfrace{pLFNk-,jn]:[l’j;g 'tai:]((:)?le\zlvgf ;ﬁgﬂgﬁgﬁi)ntotvsg
that can be written in the forni](2), with Hamiltoniaf P PE: HSEE 9

and noise operators;, partitioned as in[{4), computing theformS:

i,J

generator at a generic tinteby blocks yields: Lspy = Z My ; ®1p = Lsi ®1F,
j

ip: ( Lsr(p) | Lr(p) ) Lspr=» Is®Nij=15® Lpg.
dt Lo(p) | Lr(p) )’ 7



A similar reasoning shows thdf is constrained to
H=Hs®Ip+1s® Hp.

Thus, the generator has the form declaredn (9). ]

As a byproduct, Theorefd 2’s proof gives explicit necessary
and sufficient conditions for the blocks &f and L, to ensure

invariance. We collect them in the following:
Corollary 1 (Markovian invariance):Assume thatH; =

2FSF,jPSFF;F,k - {FngFSF,jvaF} =
= (QMj,lPNSM;I,m ® NjaprN|,,
lm
— (M}, M;ipns @ Nf Njipr
+ pnsMf M, @ PFN;I,mNj,l)) :

By tracing overHr and using cyclicity yields

(Hs @ Hr) ® Hr, and letH, {L;} be the Hamiltonian and
the error generators of a Markovian QDS as[ih (2). Théan
supports an invariant subsystem ‘ff:

Ly = Lsik® Lk | Lpy
0 | Lry )’
1
. T T _
iHp - 3 ;(Ls,k ® Lk )Lk =0,
Hsr =Hs®Ip+1s® Hp,

> b Muons MY = (M, Mjipns + prsM] M)
lm

where b7 = tracdpr N, N;;). Since we wish[{8) to be
independent ofr, it follows that for everyk, Fgp; takes
one of two possible forms:

Fspy = Z]INS ® Nk = Ing @ Frg,

(12)

Fspp = ZMk,z ®lp = Fys i @1p,
where for eachk either Lg , = Ig or Lrj;, = Ir (or both). l
If we require parametric model robustness, as specified Which establishes the conditions fdrrobustness.

Definition[3, additional constraints emerge from imposinatt For ~-robustness, it suffices to specialize the above proof to

(@) and [8) hold irrespective of parameter uncertaintiee Tdiagonal4, that is, to consider only = k. This let us identify
results may be summarized as follows: the L;’s with the F3’s, and the result follows. n

Theorem 3 (Robust Markovian invariancédssumeX; =
(Hs @ HFp) ® Hg. (i) Let { F;} be the error generators inl (1).
ThenH s supports and-robust invariant subsysteiiff Vj, &,

- Fsi @ Fry | Fpy
k= 0 | Frr )’

F} (Fsj ® Fpj) =0,
Hsp=Hs®1p+1s® Hp,

C. Noiseless subsystems

As remarked after Definitio]5, givep € D(H;), the
reduced projected state:

ps = tracer (s ppIlk 1),

need not be a valid reduced state &fif pr # 0, since

its trace might be less than one. Still, to the purposes of
defining noiseless behavior, there is no reason for requirin
that the evolution has to be confinedXg(#;), as long as the
information encoded in the intended subsystem is preserved
i.e. it undergoes unitary evolution. This motivatesvaaker
definition of initialization:

Definition 7 (Reduced state initializationfhe systemZ
with statep is initialized in Hgr with reduced stateps €
> D(Hs) if the blocks ofp satisfy:
(i") tracer(psr) = ps;
(i) pp=0,pr=0.

Remark:The above definition is equivalent to state initial-
ization as in given in Definitiof]5 if we restrict foure states
in Hg, but it allows for entangled states otherwise.

Proof. Consider case (i). Given Theore 2, conditiohs (7)- pefinition 8 (Noiselessnesset Z evolve under TPCP
(B) must hold irrespective off = (a;x) in (). The lower- 305 A subsystens is a NS for the evolution if for every
diagonal block is Nowy> , ;i Fo ;psrFy, ;- Considering initial statep(0) of Z initialized in S with reduced statgs (0):
only the diagonal termg = k, we are again led to require
Fo.x = 0 for every k. Thus, condition[{ZI0) must be replaced pns(t) =Ut)ps(OU @), t>0, (18)
by iHp — ¥, a1 Flp,Fr,; = 0, which is true for every whereU(t) is a unitary operator oft{s, independent of the
A= (az,) iff Hp andF},, (Fs;®Fr,;) vanish independently, initial state on ;. If #r ~ C, the NSS reduces to a DFS.

(17)

(13)
Hp =0, (14)
where eithetFs ,, = L5 for everyk, or Fp ), = I for everyk,
or both. (ii) If {L,} are the noise operators il (2), thefi s
supports ay-robust invariant subsysteiff Vv k,

I, — (Lsk®Lrk | Lp
k= 0 | Lrx

L;k(LS,k@LF,k) =0,
Hsr =Hs®Ilp+Is® Hp, Hp =0,

(15)
(16)

and for eachk, eitherLg , = Ig or Ly = Ir (or both).

as stated in[{13)[(14).

To complete the proof, as before we writ€sr;, =
>k Myy @ Ny, with My, (Ny ;) operators ort{ s (M),
respectively. Then we have:

Following [11], we shall say thgberfect NS initialization
occurs when () and (ii) are obeyed, and call subsystem
S imperfectly initialized whenever (i) or (ii) is violated.
Physically, Definition 8 requires the state compongrts



carried by# s to evolve unitarily independently of the rest.implies N, ; = 0 for every!l # 1, thus yielding to the desired
The following proposition establishes how, in fact, a pelsfe conclusion:
initialized NS is a special case of an invariant subsystem: F
Proposition 1: Let H; = (Hys ® Hr) ® Hr. ThenHys T2 (ps ® pr) = U)psU (1) @ ZNWFNII'
supports a NS for some given TPCP dynamics iff for all F u
initial condition p € Jxgs(Hr), With pns € D(Hns), pr € On one hand, as a consequence of the above Proposition,
D(Hr), the evolved state of obeys if reduced state initialization is assumed (as in Definifn
the factorH ys supports an NS only if it is invarian©On the
ot) = ( Ut)pnsUt(t) @ T, (pr) | O ) >0, (19) Other hand, under the stronger condition of initializatioi
0 A Definition[B, if Hg is invariant and unitarily evolvingthen
it supports a NS. Accordingly, most of the results concegnin
NSs may be derived as a specialization of conditions for
invariance. Remarkably, this also implies that in the patér
case of a NS, the invariance property is robust with respect
to the initialization in the NSF-block, that is, condition
(i) may be effectively relaxed to’ji This is not true for
general invariant subsystems. Explicit characterizatiohthe
Markovian noiseless property may then be established as
summarized in the rest of this Section.
Corollary 2 (Markovian NS):Let H; = (Hys ® HFp) &
_ Hr. Then Hys supports a NS under Markovian evolution
= ZU(t)S’“UT(t) trace(ﬁF(Fk)) = U()pns(0)U'(1). on H; iff for every initial statep € Jns(Hr), with pys €
F D(Hns), pr € D(Hr), and¥t > 0:

whereU () is a unitary operator of ;s and{7,”'} are TPCP
maps onH g alone.

Proof. Assume?H s to support an NS and to be initialized
with reduced statepys, where it could bepnsr(0) #
ﬁNS(O) ® pF(O) Let PNSF(O) = Zk Si ® Fy, with S, and
F}, operators or{s and H, respectively. Thuspns(0) =
>, tracgF;)S;.. Notice that, by linearity:

tracer (s rp(t)I1L ) = trace- {Z U(t)Sp U (t) @ T, (Fy)
k

Thus, the condition is sufficient.

d
To prove the other implication, notice that if the evolution —p(t) = ( 'CNSF(%NSF(t)) I 8 > ) (20)
of png is unitary, it preserves the trace. By the properties of _
partial trace and by (17), it then follows that trgsgs(t)) = tracer [Lnsr(pnse(t))] = —i[Hns, prs(t)], (21)

tracgpn sk (t)). Thereforepr = 0 must vanish at all times in where £y 5 and Lyg are QDS generators oH s @ Hr
order to ensure TP-evolution in theF'-block and, similarly, and7, 4, respectively.

pp = 0 in order to guarantee positivity of the whole stite proof. Given Propositiofill and Theordmh 2, we need to ensure

Then for everyt > 0 the evolution must take the form: that the evolution it ys is unitary. That is, theV.S F-block
TNSE (prsr) | 0 must be driven by an generator of the form[H s, pns] ®
p(t) = ( L 0 0 ) ) pr + pns @ Lr(pr), which replaced{9) and ensures unitary

evolution on the NS-factor, while allowing for general non-
where T,V5F is a TPCP map orHys @ Hr. Now use unitary Markovian dynamics o# . The proof of Theorerml2
the Kraus representation theorem and the operator-Schn@giplies, with the noise operators constrained to have tire fo

decomposition, by employing a basis f(#s), say {}M;}, - o
such thatV pns € D(Hns), pr € D(HF), Lusrr= ZHS ® Nij =1s @ L.

J |
TN (pns @ pr) = ZMleSMr];@ ® NpiprN,| . Accordingly, the necessary and sufficient conditions on the
Kim ’ matrix blocks of H and L, for NS-behavior are modified to:
Thus, Corollary 3: AssumeH; = (Hns ® Hr) ® Hr, and let
H, {L;} be the Hamiltonian and the error generators of a
T _ 78 _ T
tracer [linsrp(t)lysp] = T (pns) = Zo‘llipNSMm’ Markovian QDS as in[{2). Thef{ys supports a NS iffrk:
lm
where a;,,, = trace( >, N) Ni,pr) is a positive matrix. Ly = Ins ® Lrk | Les ,
i o . . 0 | Lrx
By exploiting the fact tha{/,} is a basis, and decomposing 1
S5 N Nis in Hermitian and skew-Hermitian parts, one iHp — 5 Z(]INS ® LL ) Lpsr =0, (22)
can see that a necessary and sufficient condition in order for k
7,5 to be independent ofp is that 3", N | Ny = anulp Hysp = Hys @ lp +1Ins ® Hr.
for every j, k. By imposing that tracle[HSFp(t)HgF] = While derivations differ, Corollari]3 provides the same NS-

U(t)ps(0)UT(t), (ajr) must have rank one, thus;, = ajoy,  Characterization of Theorem 5 in [11]. Beside more directly
for some{a;}. If we additionally choose the operator basitying to the CP context, our approach shows how the NS
{M;} so thatM; = U(t), then a;; is the only non-zero notion may emerge as a specialization of the conditions for
entry, in particular,y ", N;I,lNk.,l = 0 for everyl # 1. This invariance. Following the same lines as in Section II-B, we
next proceed to a general result forand~-robust NSswhich

TThis follows from the fact that i = (ps;) > 0, then |pi;| < \/FE777- completes the partial conditions proposed in [8]:



Corollary 4 (Robust Markovian NS)Assume that#; = definition presented in [31]. In fact, the definition of DFS
(Hns @ Hp) ® Hg. (i) Let {Fi} be the error generators inproperty invoked there imposes more constraints than our

(@). ThenH s supports and-robust NS iffVj, k: Definition[d: it requires the Hamiltonian to preserve the DFS
Ine & F | r independentlyrom the dissipative component of the generator.
F, = ( NS 5 Fk prk > This may be regarded as a yet different kind of robustness,
| Rk weaker than both- and A-robustness investigated here.
Ff, (Ins ® Frj) =0, (23)

Hysrp = Hyns ®Ip +1Inys ® Hp, Hp=0.(24) D. Imperfect initialization

(i) If {L;} are the error generators i (2), thihy s supports Thus far, we have addressed model robustness of the

a y-robust NS iff vV: invariance and the noiselessness properties. As the ntleva
subsystem dynamics also depends on the initial state, it is
Ly = ( Ins ® Lk | Lpk ) vk (25) natural to ask how critical initialization is to the purpesaf
0 | Lrr )’ ’ ensuring a desired behavior. This motivates the introdacti
LLk(HNS ® Lpy) =0, (26) of a different robustness notion:

_ _ Definition 9: Assume that{; Hs @Hp)®DHg, and let
Hysp = Hys ®lr +Ins ® Hp, Hp =0. (27) 7 undergo QDS dynamics with a(generator) of the fdfin (1) or
@) Let a given propertyl3s hold for the dynamical model
initialized in H g, according to Definitiof15. If3s holds for
ps = trace-(Tlgppllgr) for everyp € D(H;), thenPBys is

Proof. Given Theorem 3, it suffices to ensure that evolution i
‘H s be unitary (as in Corollafyl2), for every. This is true iff

Hp =0andF}, (Iys® Fr;) = 0 independently. Froni(17),
Fsrr =1Ig ® Frj must hold for everyt. The specialization said to bep-robust

to a~y-robust NS follows from similar observations. This approach leads to the same conditions for imperfect-
Clearly, anA-robust NS may exist only if th¢ F} } do not jnitialization Markovian NSsifitialization-free N$ obtained

generate the whol& (%), that is, we are restricting to a sefj [11]. By Definition[9, considering{; = (Hnxs®@Hr)SHr,

of possible noise generators as remarked in Sefioh I-D. RpEubsystem supported Gt s is a p-robust NS if for every

applications, it may be useful to further specialize thailtes ¢ > o, v (0) with reduced stat@ys(0) € D(Hys):
to the case of a-robust DFS, for whichH ¢ is trivial:

Corollary 5 (y-robust DFS): AssumeH; = Hprs ® Hp.  pns(t) = tracer(nspp(t) I gp) = Ut)ns(0)UT (),
Let {Lx} be the error generators il(2). Thé&hprs is a

: . hereU (t) is unitary onH{ ys. This means that the dynamics
-robust DFS iffVk: w . :
7 of the NS F-block cannot be influenced by, pr. Notice that
Hp —=0. L.— cklprs | Lpk (28) Propositior 1l has already clarified how imperfect initiation
r ’ g 0 Lri )’ in the NSF block does not affect the unitary character of
with Lp, = 0 if e # 0. the evolution of the reduced state of the NS. Computing the

generatorC(p) by blocks, by inspection one sees that for all
kit must beLpy = 0, Lo = 0, henceHp = 0. By the
proof of Theoreni}, it also follows thatysrr = I ® M.
Thus, the main difference with respect to the perfect NS-

Proof. In Corollary[4 above, setr = C. ]

An alternative formulation of Corollary]5 also holds:
Proposition 2 (Alternativey-robust DFS condition):

_ DFS e . . . .
Hprs = spaf{|¢;"”)} is a y-robust Markovian DFS iniialization case is the constraifitp ;, = 0, which decouples
subspace of{; iff VJ, k the following conditions hold: the evolution of theV.S F-block from the rest. Notice that this
Hp =0, Lk|¢JDFS> _ Ck|¢§)FS>7 also automatically ensuresrobustness in our framework.
L} Li| P9 = |ex]?oPFS). E. Attractive subsystems
Proof. Assume thavk, Ly|¢P"%) = cx|¢P"®). Thenitmust  The analysis developed so far indicates how initialization
be requirements may be relaxed by requiripgobustness. How-
I I ever, this implies in general tighter conditions on the aois
Ly = ( Ck_DFS | ZPk ) . operators, which may be demanding to ensure and leave less
0 L.k room for Hamiltonian compensation of the noise action (see
Since Section1II-B). In order to both address situations wherehsu
enciIpps | Lpg extra constraints are not met, as well as a question which is
LiL, = k s ) , interesting on its own, we explore conditions for a NS to be
L ( CkLL,k ‘ LL,kLP,k + LI%,kLR,k

not only invariant, but also attractive:

thenLLLk|¢JL_)FS> _ |Ck|2|¢§7FS> is true iff the conditions of  Definition 10 (Attractive Subsystemissume _that”H,I =
Hs @ Hr)®Hr. ThenHs supports an attractive subsystem

with respect to a family 7; },>o of TPCP maps if/p € ©(H;)

the following condition is asymptotically obeyed:

the proof of Corollanf b are obeyed. ]

Remark:According to the above Corollary,-robust DFS-
states are joint (right) eigenvectors bbth each Lindblad
operatorL; and each “jump” operatoL;rCLk. Such charac- ps(t) @ pr(t) | 0

izat - - lim (7i(p) - =0, (29)
terizations ofA- and y-robust DFSs link our analysis to the t—00 0 | 0




where pg(t) = traces [HSFﬁ(p)HLF], pr(t) = thus the desired conclusion follows. ]
traces ([sp 77 ()11 ). In the mathematical-physics literature, QDSs with a unique

An attractive subsystem may be thought of as a subsystegfractive stationary state are calleglaxing and have been
that “self-initializes” in the long-time limit, by somehow mostly studied in the '70 in the context of rigorous appragch
reabsorbing initialization errors. Although such a désd#a to quantum thermodynamics. Useful linear-algebraic condi
behavior only emerges asymptotically, for QDSs one can sggns for determining whether a generatff(-) is relaxing
that convergence is exponential, as long as some eigesvalgee presented in [32], [33]. The uniqueness of the statjonar
of £ have strictly negative real part. state turns out to baecessarywhen considering NSs:

We begin with a negative result which, in particular, shows Proposition 5: AssumeH; = Hs @ Hp, (Hr = 0), and
how the initialization-free and attractive characteiiaas are | Hs support a NS under a QDS of thé form ’

mutually exclusive.

Proposition 3: AssumeH; = (Hns@Hr)®Hr, Hr # 0,
and letH, {L;} be the Hamiltonian and the error generators
as in [2), respectively. Let{ys support a NS. IfLp;, =
LIQ, . = 0 for everyk, then? yg is not attractive. attractive
Proof. Consider a block-diagonal state of the form: :

Proof. It suffices to construct a state of the form:

_ < psr | O >
PB = 0 .
p (1) @ o (2

(1)
. . = & + (1 - & ,
It is straightforward to see that the generator has the form p=pps’ ®pp’ + (L =Plps” ® pr

L=LsRlp+Is® Lp.

If Lr(-) admits at least two invariant states, thHR is not

ipB - < Lsr(psr) | - 0 ), where p(Sl),p(SQ) are orthogonal pure states oHg, and
dt 0 | Lr(pr) P, p?) are the two invariant states fdtr, and0 < p < 1.
which preserves the trace pk. Thus, if pr # 0, pp does again, by using the linearity of the evolution,

not satisfy Eq.[(209). |

Remark: The conditions of the above Proposition ar _ €] 1) _ (2) (2

obeyed, in particular, for NSs in the presence of pukymi- %(t)_[p%(ps(l))Q@TTF(pF ()IJ)F(l P)Ts(ps )(Qf) T};(pF ) @
tian noise operators, that i€;, = L!, k. As a consequence, =pUs(t)ps Ug(t) @ pp’ +(1 = p)Us(t)pg Ug(t) @ p
attractivity is never possible for this kind ohital Markovian

noise, as defined by the requirement of preserving the fullp it follows that the state does not factorize for @ny 0. m
mixed state. Still, even if the conditiohp ), = LTka =0

- ; -aQ, Note that proper initialization plays a more critical role
condition holds, attractive subsystems may exist in th&pur, he DES- than in the NS-context, as a consequence of

factor case, wher@{z = 0. Sufficient conditions are provided pygpositiorL. I} + C and the initial state is not factorized
by the foI.I(_)wmg: on the NSF-block, the reduced state dH g still evolves
Proposition 4: AssumeH; = Hs @ Hp (Hr =0), and 16t niarily provided that the generator satisfies the calit

s be invariant under a QDS of the form given in Corollary[B. Practically, this means that there @ n
L=LsRp+1s®LF. actual need to require a (factorized) subsystem-initaliztate,

If £Lr(-) has a unique attractive staie, then?{s is attractive. as long as a bounded error on the NS-component can be

Proof. Let p be a generic state oy = Hs ® Hp. p may tolerated. For an imperfectly-initialized DFS, unitaryo&tion

always be expressed (recall the proof of Theofém 2) in 78 the_ |_ntended bloc_k can iny_occurHRk = 0, making
form p = 3, P, ® Q;. Without loss of generality, we mayattractlwty a compelling option if the latter does not hold

take theQ; to be Hermitian. If this is not the case, decompo ccordingly, our main emphasis is on attractivity in the BFS

0, = OF +iQA into Hermitian and skew-Hermitian parts scase, which may be guaranteed by invoking a specialization
K2 3 ’

that P, © Q; = P, @ Q" + (iP,) @ QA. Each of theQ 4 of the Krasowskii-LaSalle invariance principle (see e3#]].

may be further decomposed in a positive and a negative part] "€0rem 4 (Attractive Subspacdjet H; = Hs © Hr

which one may normalize to unit trace. To do so, considéftr = C), and let#s support an invariant subspace under
the spectral representation of each, separate the positiveAssume that there exists a continuously dlfferenuablelﬁon

and negative eigenvalues, and partition the matrix in a suff?) = 0 on D(%r), such thatV(p) < 0 on imperfectly
of two Q; = Qf + Q;. NormalizeQ;, Q; to tracel, —1, initialized states i (#;) \ Js(Hr). Let

respectively, and reabsorb the normalization coefficiamis

the minus sign, inP;. Thus, we can writp = 3, P; ® pr.;, W = {peDH)|V(p) =0},
andpns = Y, P;. By applying the above generator to such Z = {peD(Hj)|tracdllzL(p)] = 0},
a state and using the linearity of the evolution,
lim p; = Z lim (7'515(}31.) ®7}t(pF,i)) wherellr is the orthogonal projector o#{r. If W N Z C
free e Js(Hr), thenHs is attractive.

_ ( lim 735(]51_)) ® pr = lim Td(pns)® pp, Proof. ConsiderVi(p) = tracgllrp) + tracgIlrp)V (p). Itis
1o t—oo zero iff pg = 0, i.e. for perfectly initialized states. Computing
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L(p), we get for theR block: and by invoking the Markovian property, along with the above

. .t - observation, invariance, and Propositidn 4 we may write:
L(p)r =—i[Hr, pr] +ippHp —iHppp

N - . - +
1 Lo Jim psp(t) = lim TsrT” (p(s))11h
Z 2LRkprLE ), {LR,kLR,kv PR} . - e
24 ' — Jim 73 © TF(lim pse(s))
+ Low, pseLly = 2{L}  Lrk, pr} = lim 73(lim pys(s)) @ pr.

Tort T
+2Lrkpplo i+ 2L kPPl The last equality comes from the fact thiat, .. psr(s)
— ph(LLp Lrk — LY Lr k) is certainly bounded, and can be always written in the form
lim S Psi(s) ® by choosing a basis dB(Hr)
(7t i s—oo 2 LSk Pr.k DY g r
(LpyLsrr+ LR,kLka)pP) ' of density operator§pr .} and by following ideas similar to

Therefore, those in the proof of Propositidd 4. [ ]
1 1 I1l. CONTROL APPLICATIONS
tracellrL(p)] = —itrace({ Z L%, Lpk, pR}) _ _ _
& (30) A. Quantum trajectories and Markovian output feedback
= _traCG(ZLTpkLP,kPR)a Building on pioneering work by Belavkin [35], it has been
% ’ long acknowledged for a diverse class of controlled quantum

system that intercepting and feeding back the information
leaking out of the system allow to better accomplish a number
Vi(p) = tracéIIrL(p))(1 + V(p)) + traceIlzp)V (p) <0, of desired control tasks (see [36], [37], [12], [38], [3930]
for representative contributions). This requires theigbtb
for every®(H;), and it is zero only inY N Z U Js(H;). If  both effectively monitor the environment and control theyéd
WNZ C Js(Hs), by applying Krasowskii-LaSalle invarianceevolution through time-dependent Hamiltonian pertudiai
theorem, we conclude. m Wwhich depend upon the measurement record. We begin by re-
The following result immediately follows: ;:allirt:g somz_vyell-e(zjsgablishgd continqoys-lrlnegsurlemege!tﬂoh
. _ _ or the conditioned dynamics, as originally developed ia t
Corollary 6: Assume thabi; = s & Hr (Hr = C), and quantum-optics setting by Wiseman and Milburn [36], [37].
The basic setting is a measurement scheme which mimicks
ZLLI@LP-IC >0, (31) optical homo-dyne detection for field-quadrature measure-
A R ments, whereby the target system (e.g. an atomic clouddtapp
) - ) ) in an optical cavity) is indirectly monitored via measurerse
where > means strictly positive. TheH s is attractive.  of the outgoing laser field quadrature [36], [41]. Let the
Proof. It suffices to note thal(31) guarantees tfiaf (30) in thgeasurement record be denotediby(e.g. a photo-current in
proof of the Theorem above is zero iff = 0. The conclusion the apove setting), and 1éf2, £, P) a (classical) probability
follows by taking aV’(p) constant and positive 0B (H;). m space with an associatedV;,t € R*} standardR-valued
Remark:From considerations on the rank of the I.h.s[of (3MViener process. The homo-dyne detection measurementrecor
and then x r dimension ofLpy, the condition of Corollary may then be written as the output of a stochastic dynamical
may be obeyed only ifi > r, i.e. dim(Hg) > dim(Hg). system of the form:
An application of this result will be given in Sectign 1II-B.

Proposition[# and Theorefm 4 (or Corolldry 6), may be
combined in order to obtaisufficient conditionfor attractivity wherep, = p(t) is the system state at time M is the mea-

is always negative or zero. Hence

let #s support an invariant subspace underAssume that

dY, = ntr(Mp, + peMT)dt + \/ndW,, (32)

in the general NS case. surement operator determining the system-probe interacti
Proposition 6: Let H; = (Hs ®Hr) ® Hg, and letHg be and0 < n <1 quantifies the efficiency of the measurement.
an invariant subsystem undér with The real-time knowledge of the photo-current provides
~ additional information on the dynamics, leading tstachastic
Lp(-) =tracg(lIgpL(-)gF). master equatiofSME) for the conditional evolution:

Assume that there exist a continuously differentiable func dp: = (F(H,p:) +D(M, ps))dt + G(M, ps)dW;  (33)

tional V(p) > 0 on®D(H;), such tha’(p) < 0 on imperfectly . 1

initialize(d )states irfD((HI) \SSF(HI).( Let W, Z be defined - (_ ilH, pi] +n(MpeMT - Q{MTM’ pt}))dt

as in Theoreril4. IL () is relaxing andVN 2 C Jsr(Hr), +\/ﬁ{Mpt + Mt —te(Mp; + ptMT)pt}th.

then?H g is attractive.

Proof. From Corollary(1,Lr(-) is a Markovian generator on Here, F is the Hamiltonian generator, whereB$M, p;) and
‘Hr, thus it makes sense to require that it is relaxing. iet G(M, p;) are the Lindblad noise channel and the “diffusion”
be its unique attractive state. Observe that from Thediemaotntribution due to the weak measurementidf Given an
the state will asymptotically have support only &y ® Hr. initial condition py, the solutionp, exists, is confined to
Let psr(t) = Hspp(t)HTSF: By definingT = ¢/2, s = t/2, ©(H;), and is adapted to the filtration induced bW;,t
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R*}(see e.g. [42], [43]). As the SME(B3) is ab Istochastic  Definition 11 (CHC): A controlled FME of the form[(37)
differential equation, to obtain the average evolutionegator supportscomplete Hamiltonian contrfCHC) if (i) arbitrary

it suffices to drop the martingale paitM, p;)dW;. Thus, the feedback Hamiltoniand” € $(#;) may be enacted; (ii)
“unconditional” evolution obeys a deterministic QDS gemer arbitrary constantcontrol perturbationsg?. € $(#;) may be

tor of the form [2). Notice that the diffusion term plays thedded to the free HamiltoniaH.

role of the innovation part of a nonlinear Kalman-Bucy filter As we shall see, this leads to both new insights and

and that the conditional state follows continuous trajge8) constructive control protocols for systems where the noise
whereby the name ofluantum trajectoriesapproach in the gperator is a generalized angular momentum-type obseryvabl
quantum-optics literature [44]. _ _ for generic finite-dimensional systems. While assuming tha
In what follows, we assume perfect detection, thapis; 1,  the implementation of arbitrary coherent Hamiltoniansgsos

unless otherwise specified (see Tll-E dnd 1V). In [37], it hagy problem is in line with standard universality construc-
been argued that the photo-current can be instantaneoyglys for open gquantum systems [48], [49], from a physical
fed back to further modify the dynamics, still maintainingstandpoim the CHC assumption is certainly demanding and
the Markovian character of the evolution. This motivateshould, as such, be carefully scrutinized on a case by case
considering aHamiltonian feedback superoperatof the form  pasis. In particular, constraints on the allowed Hamikoni

d d contributions relative to the Lindblad dissipator may egeer

Ep{ - @Yt}—(F’ p), F=F, (34) notably in so-called weak-coupling limit derivations of Ma-

which is, however, ill-defined given the stochastic natufe §ian models [10]. A first, interesting consequence of asegmi

Y;. In order to obtain a feedback Markovian evquti(34§HC emerges directly from the following observation:
has been interpreted as an “implicit” Stratonovich stotibas Lemma 2:The Markovian generator

differential equation [37]. Its & equivalent form is: d
; 1 TP = —i[H, pi] + ZD(Lkvpt) (38)
dpl = F(F, p)dY, + 5 F*(F. pr)t. (35) "
Thus, one can consider the infinitesimal evolution resgltiﬂS equivalent to
from the feedback followed by the measurement actips- d . ~
dps = T a1 0 TMe(py), where: 7= —i[H + He, pi] + ;D(Lkapt)v (39)
T at(pe) = pe + F(F, ps)dY; + %JT?(F, pi)dt, where for allk, andc;, € C:
- Iy . ;
T*Mu(pe) = pot (FUH p) + DO p))dt + G(M. pdW,.  Tn=Detel He=—i} (Gili —aly).  (40)
) k
Substituting the definitions and using rule, it yields: Proof. Considerk = 1:
- S 1 -y =
dps = (f(H, pi) +D(M, py) + F(F, Mp, + p,M") D(L,p) = LpL'—A{L'L, p}
1 (36) 1
+ 5]—"2(F’ Pt))dt + (g(Ma pi) + F(F, Pt))th- = LpL'— §{LTL, p} + [¢*L — cLT, p]
Dropping again the martingale part and rearranging the re- = —i[(ic*L —icL"), p] + D(L, p). (41)

maining terms leads to the Wiseman-Milbarkovian Feed-

: Coar Ty o : ,
back Master equatiofFME) [36], [37]: Notice thati(c*L — cL") is Hermitian. Fork > 1, it suffices

to add up the correction parts in {41) for differdrg, and use

1 . N

d_pt _ f(H+§(FM—|—]VfTF),pt) L D(M —iF, p,). (37) the linearity of the commutator. [
t ) ) . Note that for HermitianZ and realc, H. = 0. In general,

In the following sections, we will tackle state-stabilimat and by exploiting CHC, we may vary the trace of the Lindblad

NS-synthesis problems for controlled Markovian dynamiQ?perators through transformations of the folagylcand, if

described by FMEs. needed or useful, appropriately counteract the Hamiltonia

correctionH, with a constantcontrol Hamiltonian. This may

o _allow to stabilize subsystems that are not invariant for the
The feedback state-stabilization problem for Markov'aﬂncontrolled equationwithout directly modifying the non-

dynamics has been extensively studied for the single-quifitary part In addition to this, restricting to such open-loop,
case [45], [46]. In particular, conditions for achieving @@ constant control Hamiltonians avoids additional diffist

steady state have been identified in [47]. In the existinghich are related to reconcile the Markovian limit with geine
literature, however, the standard approach to design a‘Ma”ﬁme-varying perturbations [10], [50].

vian feedback strategy is to specify both the measuremen
and feedback operato®, F, and to treat the measurement
strength and the feedback gain as the relevant control garam d . 1
ters accordingly. Here we will pretend to have more freedom, dt (8) = —ilo=, p(t)] + (Lp(t)LT B §{LTL’ p(t)})’
considering, for a fixed measurement operatbrboth F and

H as tunable control Hamiltonians.

B. Control assumptions

Example 3.Consider a generator of the form:

8Interestingly, this corresponds, in physical terms, toratian of the local
oscillator in the optical homo-dyne detection setting [37]
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where L = o, + o,. Suppose that the task is to makeure statep, for the FME [37) iff
pa = diag(1,0) invariant. SinceHp = 0,Lg = 1,L, = 1,
invariance is not ensured by the uncontrolled dynamicadJsi [pa, (M + MT)] #£0. (44)

the above result, it suffices to apply a constant Hamiltonian ) i ]
H. = —i(L— L") = o,. The desired state turns out to be als00f- Consider as before a basis where= diag(1,0), and
attractive, see Propositién 7 below. let M* andM“ denote the Hermitian and anti-Hermitian part

of M, respectively. By[[44)M* cannot be diagonal in the
C. Pure-state preparation with Markovian feedback: Twcchosen basis. In fact, assumé’” to be diagonal, then, by
level systems Propositior ¥,M° — F must be brought to diagonal form to

nsure invariance gf;. Hence, by the same result, it follows

As mentioned, the problem of stabilizing an arbitrary pur% ¢ b de attracti H N ¢
state for a two-level atom is discussed in detail in [45] fo al pa Cannot be made atiractive. HOWever, IS no

H = aoy, M = /yo_, andF = Ao, with the Hamiltonian, diagonal, we (?n alvgyi fmchan 'appSr’oprld:fem cc)jrde/r io
measurement, and feedback strength parameters +, A, get an upper |Tagon = M7 + Z(M B F)’ and H .
respectively), treated as the control design parametetsrins H+ (FM ) M F)./2' TO conclude, it sufﬁces_t_o 'de\i|se a
of a standard Bloch sphere parametrization of the state Scﬁq’mpen?agon Ham"“’”'.affc such that the conditiof(H’ +
p=1/2Iy+1/2(z0, + yo, + z0.), With 0 < |(z,y,2)| < 1, c)P—ilSlpzo is satisfied. [ |
it is proved there that any pure state in the plane can be  The above proof naturally suggests a constructive algarith
made invariant and attractive, with the only exception & thfor designing the feedback and correction Hamiltonian re-
states on the equator of the sphere. The possibility of iredax quired to stabilize the desired state. From our analysislae
the perfect detection assumption is also addressed. recover the results of [45] recalled before. For example, th
Our perspective differs not only because we mainly focisates that are never stabilizable within the control agsioms
on continuous measurement Biermitian spin observables of [45] are the ones commuting with the Hermitian part of
but more importantly because we start from identifying what/ = o, that is, M = ¢,. On thezz plane in the Bloch’s
constraints must be imposed to a Lindblad equation for a twm@presentation, the latter correspond precisely to thategal
dimensional system as ifil(2) for ensuring that one of ttpmints. The following example serves to illustrate the basi
system’s pure states is an attractive equilibrium. WitHoes ideas we shall extend to thilevel case.

of generality, let such a state be written @as= diag(1,0), Example 4:The simplest choice to obtain an attractive gen-

and write, accordingly, erator is to engineer a dissipative part determinedZby=
Lo s lep g hs hp or =(345). Let H = @0H2+nmam+nyay+nzaz, with
=\ o len ) “\hs b ) no, g, ny,n. € R. Consider e.gM = o, andF = —1o,.

- _ . Notice that in this cas€ (FM + MTF) =0, thusH' = H.
Proposition 7: The pure state, = diag(1,0) is a glob-  sybstituting in the FMEL{37), one clearly obtain the desired
ally attractive, invariant state for a two-dimensional Quuen  result, provided thafl, = —n,o, — nyoy.

system evolving according t61(2) iff: ) _
The spin measurement models considered above have been

ihp — lzlz sle.p =0, (42) already exploited for stabilization problems (see e.g])[43
2 = although in the context of strategies necessitating a real-
lho=0, Vk, (43) time estimate of the state [12] — so-callBdyesian feedback
- techniques in the physics literature [46]. Assume that it is
and there exists & such thatl; p # 0. N ossible to continuously monitor a single observable,®,dn
Proof. Eqgs. [42){(4B) imply the invariance cqnd|gons Othe above example. Since the choice of the reference frame fo
Corollary [1, hencep, is stable. For the choicd;” = ihe spin axis is conventional, by suitably adjusting thatiet

diag(ls.k, lr,x), every diagonal state would clearly be stationgjentation of the measurement apparatus and the samise, it
ary (directly from the form ofL(-), or by PropositioriB). then in principle possible to prepare and stabilize anyresi

Hence it mgst bég,k # 0 for spmek_. To prove thatp, is the pure state with the same control strategy.
only attractive point for[(R), it suffices to note thiat, # 0

is the two-dimensional version of the sufficient conditiam f
attraction given in Corollarf]6. m D. Extension to multi-level systems

Remark: Observe that, even ip, is stable for the un-
conditional,averageddynamics over the trajectories ¢f {33), The previous two-dimensional results naturally extend to
because it is pure it cannot be obtained as a convex com@gnericd-level systems. This will also provide an example
nation of other states. Thus, must be theasymptotic limit of an attractive state, which does not satisfy the sufficient
of each trajectory with probability ondn fact, any invariant condition of Propositiori]6. Let the pure state to be FME-
set different fromp, alone could not have it as average. Wétabilized be written ap; = diag(1,0,...,0). Under CHC,
provide next a characterization of the stabilizable madifo We may without loss of generality assunieto be diagonal

Proposition 8: Assume CHC. For any measurement opeP-] this basis.
ator M, there exist a feedback Hamiltonidn and a Hamil- Proposition 9: The pure state, is a globally attractive, in-
tonian compensatioi/. able to stabilize an arbitrary desiredvariant state for the FME (37) conditioned over the contimio
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measurement of the operator: the desired convergence feature &archinitial state (in other
words, robustness with respect to errors in the initialestat

O mia O . . .
estimation is guaranteed).
M 11 my O The main advantage with respect to other feedback-design
) . . ’ strategies is represented by the potential ease in prhctica
Md-1 implementations, since virtually no signal-processinggst
0 Md-1 0 is required in the realization of the feedback loop. This
and a Markovian feedback Hamiltonian: should be contrasted with Bayesian feedback strategids [43
0 m 0 [46], whereby an updated state estimate has to be obtained
! ' through real-time integration df (83), and used to tailotedes
r_ i —mi 0 K dependent feedback action on the underlying evolutionhSuc
2 .. .. m ’ a task becomes rapidly prohibitive as the dimensionalityef
' ' =1 target system grows.
0 —mg—1 0

As a potential disadvantage, howewer, the Markovian
with m; # 0, fori=1,...,(d—1). output-feedback we use requires strong control capasiland
Proof. First, observe that. = (I;;) = M — iF, the only perfectdetection. On one hand, an infinite bandwidth is eded
elements different from zero aig; ;1 = m;. By writing p = to feed back the measurement output in real time. On the other

(pij)ij=1,...d, One gets: hand, both the feedback and measurement parameters have to
be accurately tuned, along with both the system Hamiltonian
mimipa - mi_ymipaa 0 and its control compensation, if needed. Neverthelesstéte
. . . stabilization problems, one may assess the role of the @erfe
D(L,p) =4 L A - | = detection hypothesis and the possibility to relax itnl& 1,
mlm‘éflpdi’ md—lwédflpdd 8 the FME is modified as follows [41]:
0 N N %pt = F(H+1/2FM + MTF), )

Im1|?pa 2|ma |2 pas o (Jma P+ ma—1]?) p2a + D(M — iF, p) + D(F, py), (46)
: : . : " where we defined = (1 —n)/n.
In [10], generators of the fornil(1)4(2) are rewritten in a
ima—1*par ([ma*+ma-1*)paz ---  2|ma-1]*pad convenient way by choosing a suitable Hermitian basis in
B(H;) ~ C¥4 In fact, endowingC?*? with the inner
L _ ) (45) product (X,Y) := tracd XTY) (Hilbert-Schmidt), we may
Defined = diag0, 1, ..., (d—1)]. Thus, the functioVy(p) = se a basis where the first elementJsl;, and complete it
tr(Hp) is a valid global Lyapunov function for the target statgyith a orthonormal set of Hermitian, traceless operatohis T
pa inD(H;) [34]. IndeedV (p) > 0andV (p) = 0iff p = pa.  can always be done for finité, for example by employing
ComputingVau(p) = tr(HD(L, p)) using [45), one obtains:  he naturali-dimensional extension of the Pauli matrices [10],

d—1 d—1 [49]. In such a basis, all density operators are represdnted
Va(p) _4{2(1' — 1) |mil®pis1iv1 — Zj|mjj|2pj+17j+1] d?-dimensional vectorg = (po, p1,-- -, pa2—1)", where the
i=2 j=1 first componenpy, relative toﬁ]ld, is invariant and equal to
d—1 Ld for TP-dynamics. Lep, = (p1,. .., ps2—1)T. Hence, any
- 42 [mil®pit,ivr- QDS generator(p) must take the form:
i=1
We conclude by applying Lyapunov stability theorem. Since %ﬁ = < g LO) ) ( 1/p\/3 ) . 47
|m;i|? > 0 andp;; > 0, the derivative is always non-positive Y
and can be zero ifp;; =0,i=2,...,d, i.e. p= pa. m Assume that the dynamics has a unique attractive gtdte
The matrix H in the above proof is essentially a Hamilto-Thus D must be invertible and we obtain:
nian with energy gaps renormalized to one, wherfaand o _ 1 ( 1 )
M play a role analogous to thg, ando, observables of the = Vi -DC )

d = 2 case. Notice that their form is not different from that cgonsider now a small perturbation of the generator depend-
of standard, higher-dimensional spin observables. ing on the continuous parameterwith 1 —§ < < 1, and

§ sufficiently small so thatD + D’) remains invertible. The
generator becomes:

The feedback strategies we consider_ preserve th.e Markovia% B 0 | 0 0 | 0 1/Vd
character of the open-system evolution. Thus, in a sensey, = K 8 | D >+6( Yol | 7 )] ( o ), (48)
the corresponding control problem may then be seen as a ] ) S v
“Markovian environment design” problem [45] — implying tha@nd the new attractive, unique equilibrium state is:

we may write the QDS generatordependentlyf the system (o 1 ( 1 )

state. This, along with the remark in Section TlI-C, ensures Po=a =(D+eD)H(C + )

E. On Markovian-feedback state preparation
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Becauser'®) is a continuous function of, we are guaranteedwith ¢ € R. This is equivalent to ask that the compression
that for a sufficiently high detection efficiency the peredlb of M to some subspace is equivalent to a scalar matrix.
attractive state will be arbitrarily close to the desireccan Let u;, up; be normalized eigenvectors a7 of eigenvalues
trace norm. Therefore, if we relax our control task to a stath, d., respectively. Then by takings = au; + Bus, such
preparation problem with sufficiently high fidelity, this yna that |a|?> + |3|*> = 1, we can construct a vector that is an
be accomplished with a sufficiently high detection efficignceigenvector of\/ ¥ restricted to the one-dimensional subspace
yet strictly less than 1. generated by itself. u3 has then eigenvalue|*d; +|3|%dz,

Insofar as noise suppression is the intended task, we see [fo@Pnvex combination of the former eigenvaluks d,. Take
monitoring a perfectly dissipative environment may be usefthe diagonal elements ab*’ in descending order, and pair
for control process. However, the ability to suppress thiseno the first with the last, the second to last but one, and so on. If
source via feedback is necessarily limited by the fornig).(37 is odd, the eigenvalue in the middle will remain unpaired.
It is apparent that the feedback action is only ablendify Thus, from these pairs and the respective eigenvectors we ca
the skew-Hermitian part of the noise operatbr and even then obtainp new vectors as illustrated above, which are all
in cases where this may suffice, (nearly) perfect detecgon@igenvectors ofV/# restricted to their linear span, with the
needed. Nonetheless, Markovian feedback may prove to $me eigenvalue (in general, will be a convex combination
extremely interesting when only partial noise suppressson of the two middle eigenvalues. For oddit will be the middle
considered, for instance in order to achieve longer colverergigenvalue). From the resulting linear span, we can theaimbt
times. In this spirit, we turn to analyze how our techniqué§e desired DFS, by choosing a feedback Hamiltorfiasuch

may be employed to synthesize DFSs or NSs in the Markovif{tft the@ block of M —iF' is zero. _ m
limit where open-loop control is not an option. RemarksNote that the above proof provides a constructive

F. DFS synthesis with Markovian feedback algorithm _for generati_ng the DFSThe .“.’S“" is_ pqtentially
_ useful in light of ongoing efforts for efficiently finding qoa

As remarked, the feedback loop can only modify the skewm information-preserving structures [4], [23], [51]. tBdhe
Hermitian part of the measurement operafdt, which im-  cHc assumption and the ability to perfectly monitor the aois
poses strict constraints on the non-unitary generatotsaife channel are demanding for present experimental capabiliti
at_>|e to be synthesized. A natural question is to what extent Wowever the promise of a new technique to generate DFSs
might be able to generate DFSs or NSs by closed-loop contiglay prompt further developments in this direction. In par-
In the single-observable feedback setting under exanainatiyjie| further study is needed in order to weaken the above
the DFS notion turns out to be appropriate. requirements, as it is likely to be possible in specific crtste

Theorem 5:Let p = d/2, if d is even,p = (d + 1)/2, From another perspective, it is intriguing to compare The-
if d is odd, and assume CHC fdr {37). Then a DFS of (arem[% to the analysis of continuous-time quantum error
least) dimensiorp can be generated by Markovian feedbackorrection presented in [52]. In that case, the target sysse

for every measurement operatbf. assumed to be a quantum register, and under the assumption
Proof. A DFS for (37) can be generated, under CHC hypotesigiat independent errorsare occurring on different qubits, a
iff there exist a choice of basis such that: Markovian feedback strategy is identified such that theedes

. cprs | P loop behavior implements continuous-time quantum error co
L=M-il = ( 0 R ) rection for a so-called “stabilizer code” [2]. This may bese

Re(c)Iprs | P/2 ( Im(0)prs | —iP/2 as equivalent to the _generati_on_of a DF_S abl_e, in particular,
= ( P12 | RE ) + ( iPT/2 | RA ) , to engode(n -1 I_oglcal qubl_ts in a2” dlmenS|ona_1I space.
i . Even if our analysis follows different lines, the setting @ur
where we have decomposédinto Hermitian (H) and skew- DFS-generation problem is similar, and our result constite

Hermitian (A) parts as before. The skew-Hermitian part C3Bads to the same encoding efficiency fbe= 2" — provided

be arbitrarily modified under CHC hypothesis, by choosinge .o compound the noise effect in a single measurement

the appropriatd?ﬁ Thus, it remains EL? prove that there eXiSt%perator. Interestingly, no assumption is made at thisestag
a basis wher@/™" has the form ofl.™ above, and the block 1 gtrcture of the Hilbert space, neither do we impose any

. X oo . ) e
prc_)pdortu()jnal to _the |der:jt|ty IS b(atdl_easp}d;_me;sbcggag.Mh constraint on the form of the “error”, that is, the measureime
is indeed Hermitian, and can be diagonalized. e the or noise operator in our case.

diagonal matrix of the (real) eigenvaluesif’. Then we are  pafore concluding, we present a simple example of gen-
looking for aU and a Hilbert space decomposition such thagqion of attractive DFS for coupled qubits via Markovian
Realc)lprs | P/2\ Hiyrt feedback, which further illustrates some of our results.
i ) = UD"U :
PT/2 | R Example 4.ConsiderH = H, ® Hq, Hq = spaq|0),|1)},
_ ( Upps | Up )( DY . | 0 )< UJBFS ‘ U(T? ) and a controlled closed-loop evolution driven tay](37), with

U, | Ur 0 | D{{ U} | U}T% H diagonal andM = o, ® o,. Assume that we are able to

) __monitor M and actuate the feedback Hamiltonign= —o, ®

Hence, we want to fingp orthonormal vectors to stack in 0,. ThenL = M —iF = 20_ ®0,. If we considertprs =

(Uprs Up)' such that:

( Uprs | Up ) ( DPrs | 0 ) Uz)FS form (4), whereL is such thatLPFS =0,Lo=0,Lp =0,.
Hence, by Corollary]3 prs is a DFS and by Corollarl]6,

spa |0)®|0), |0)®]|1)}, we obtain block-decomposition of the
o
0 | Dg UITD ) = clprs,
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we can prove it is attractive. Notice that the noise operatorFurther work is needed in order to establish completely gen-
M = o, ® o, does admit noiseless subspaces, #§,s = eral Markovian feedback stabilization results, includfirgte
sparf|+) @ |+), [4+) @ |-)), with |+) = 1//2(|0) & |1)), but  detection efficiency anchulti-channel continuous monitoring
by Propositiorf B, none of them can be attractive. This showsom an algorithmic standpoint, it also appears worthwhile
how the feedback-generated noiseless structure may offerta investigate the potential of the linear-algebraic appho
advantage with respect to existing ones. in problems related to finding NSs for a given generator,
either under perfect or imperfect knowledge. Among the most
interesting perspectives, additional investigation istaiely

We have revisited some fundamental concepts about Markeguired to establish the full power of Hamiltonian contatl
vian dynamics for quantum systems and restated the notidiarkovian feedback in generating NS structures. This may
of a general quantum subsystem linear-algebraic terms. point to new venues for producing protected realizations of
A system-theoretic characterization of invariant and eleiss quantum information for physical systems whose dynamics is
subsystems for Markovian quantum dynamical systems h@escribed by quantum Markovian semigroups.
been provided, with special attention on key model-rolbesgn
issues relevant for practical applications. In particulae V. ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
have showed that, in order to avoid situations where only
ne g of e mitonian and dssate les 4l DES conations under Mkovian dynaics, an Claudo
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