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Abstract

We discuss the generation and the long-time persistence of entangle-
ment in open two-qubit systems whose reduced dissipative dynamics is
not apriori engineered but is instead subjected to filtering and Marko-
vian feedback. In particular, we analytically study 1.) whether the lat-
ter operations may enhance the environment capability of generating
entanglement at short times and 2.) whether the generated entagle-
ment survives in the long-time regime. We show that, in the case of par-
ticularly symmetric Gorini-Kossakowski-Sudarshan-Lindblad (GKSL)
it is possible to fully control the convex set of stationary states of the
two-qubit reduced dynamics, therefore the asymptotic behaviour of
any initial two-qubit state. We then study the impact of a suitable
class of feed-back operations on the considered dynamics.

1 Introduction

Quantum entanglement is a fundamental, yet fragile resource in quan-
tum informational tasks [1, 2]. Indeed, it is easily depleted by the
presence of noise, typically due to unwanted weak interactions of quan-
tum systems with the environment within which they are immersed.
If, though weak, such interactions cannot be neglected, these quan-
tum systems are treated as open and are subjected to dissipation and
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decoherence. In the absence of initial correlations between them and
the environment, a reduced dynamics for the open quantum systems
alone can be derived through the so-called weak-coupling limit tech-
niques. These latter provide master equations ∂tρ(t) = Lρ(t) of GKSL
type [1, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7], where ρ(t) denotes the system state (density ma-
trix) at time t ≥ 0. The generator L = H + D at the right hand side
gives rise to an irreversible, dissipative Markovian dynamics, namely a
semigroup of linear maps, formally γt := exp(tL), that show no mem-
ory effects. The generator consists of (−i) the commutator H of the
system Hamiltonian HS , perturbed by a Lamb-shift HLS , with ρ(t),
plus a linear dissipative term D. This latter embodies the noisy and
damping effects due to the environment by means of a typical matrix,
known as Kossakowski matrix, whose entries are related to the Fourier
transforms of the environment two-point time-correlation functions.

If the weak-coupling limit techniques are rigorously applied, on one
hand the commutator and the dissipator must commute, H◦D = D◦H,
and on the other hand the Kossakowski matrix results positive semi-
definite, which is a necessary and sufficient condition for the generated
time-evolution γt to be completely positive.

This latter property guarantees that the reduced open dynamics,
described by γt, remains physically tenable when lifted to the dynamics
γt ⊗ id of the open quantum system statistically coupled to a dynam-
ically inert ancilla of any possible finite dimension. Concretely, the
complete positivity of γt, and thus the positive semi-definiteness of
the Kossakowski matrix in the generator L, are necessary and suffi-
cient conditions for the entangled states of the open quantum system
coupled to a generic finite-level ancilla to remain bona fide quantum
states under the factorized joint time-evolution γt ⊗ id. Namely, for
their spectrum to remain positive at all (positive) times and thus for
their eigenvalues to keep their interpretation as probability amplitudes.

Typically, the dissipative reduced dynamics of bipartite open quan-
tum systems tends, sooner or later, to destroy any amount of initial
entanglement. Indeed, initially separable states are generically sent to
separable asymptotic states. However, it was shown that, by an ad hoc
suitable engineering of the coupling of two qubits to the environment,
one could entangle initially separable states [4, 8, 9, 10]. This most
desirable effect can be achieved by purely dissipative means, namely
without any environment induced direct dynamical coupling among
the single constituents of the bipartite system due to the Lamb-shift
Hamiltonian. Moreover, the generated entanglement can be made sur-
vive the long-time limit [4, 10].

In the following, we assume a different stance with respect to en-
gineering the coupling of two qubits to their environment; namely, we
study whether and how gathering information about the time-evolving
open quantum system allows one to operate adjustments to the re-
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duced dynamics that are able to generate entanglement at short times
that be also robust against dissipation in the long-time regime. These
protocols are currently being investigated and are known as filter-
ing [11, 12, 13, 14] and feed-back [14, 15, 16]; they consist in moni-
toring the environment, via e.g. homodyne detection, based on whose
outcomes modifications of the generator L are operated.

In practice, instead of engineering an ab initio appropriate gener-
ator L, in this manuscript we analytically investigate case-studies in
order to provide insights into the structure of Markovian feed-back
protocols able to dissipatively generate entanglement when the given
reduced dynamics is not. And, further, to keep it in the long-time limit
in those cases where, without external intervention, it would rather dis-
appear.

Since, in the case of Markovian feedbacks as those studied in what
follows, the final effect is to modify the generator to get a physically
convenient Kossakowski matrix, the procedure might appear to be a
realization of environment engineering; however, one has to notice that
the procedure is based on a given environment which is never altered in
the course of time, but only monitored. It is only after the monitoring
outcomes and according to them that an external intervention on the
reduced dynamics of the open system is operated. Though the chosen
case-studies are not the most general ones, which would be impossible
to handle analytically in a readable manner, in particular for what
concerns the stationary states and their entanglement properties, they
nevertheless offer a rich phenomenology of different possibilities and
help to shed light on how to obtain entanglement enhancing through
feed-back protocols.

The paper is subdivided as follows: in the first part of Section 2 we
shortly overview the necessary tools underlying the reduced dynamics
of two open qubits, while in the second part we briefly touch upon
the basics of filtering and feed-back applying them in the concrete
case of a Hamiltonian Markovian feed-back without direct two-qubit
interactions.

Section 3 consists of various sub-sections; in the first one, we resume
what is known about short-time two-qubit entanglement generation; in
the second one, we resort to a particular class of symmetric generators
of the dissipative dynamics that allows studying entanglement genera-
tion at short times under feed-back protocols that preserve that sym-
metry. In the third and fourth parts of the section, the Hamiltonian
contribution H is chosen such that two-qubit states of the so-called X
form remain of this form in the course of time.

Finally, in Section 4, the asymptotic fate of the entanglement gen-
erated at short times is studied by characterizing the stationary states
of the dissipative dynamics with feed-back considered in the previous
section, thus extending the results already present in the literature [17].
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The Conclusions summarize the findings presented in the previous
sections putting them into perspective.

2 Markovian quantum feed-back for a two-
qubit dissipative dynamics

In this section we shortly review the case of a two-qubit system in-
teracting with an environment. Later we analyze the dynamics of the
open quantum system when it is also subjected to a suitable Marko-
vian feed-back based on the external monitoring of the environment.
As emphasized in the Introduction, our purpose is the study of feed-
back protocols that enhance the role of the environment in generating
two-qubit entanglement and in ensuring its long time persistence.

2.1 Two-qubit master equation without feed-back

We begin our discussion by introducing the general setting of two un-
coupled qubits interacting with the same environment.

We consider the following Hamiltonian,

H = HS ⊗ IB + IS ⊗HB +Hint, (1)

where HS is a two-qubit Hamiltonian, HB the environment Hamilto-
nian, IS,B are the identity operators of the system and the environment
respectively, while Hint is an interaction Hamiltonian of the form

Hint =

3∑
α=0

((
σα ⊗ I2

)
⊗ Φα +

(
I2 ⊗ σα

)
⊗Ψα

)
. (2)

In the above expression, I2 = σ0 is the qubit identity operator, σj ,
j = 1, 2, 3, the Pauli matrices, while Φα, and Ψα are suitable Hermi-
tian environment operators that couple the qubits to the environment,
possibly not in the same way. We assume such a coupling to be weak
and we absorb the dimensionless coupling strength λ � 1 into the
environment operators, for simplicity.

Then, considering initial factorized states ρ⊗ ρE , where ρ is a two-
qubit density matrix and ρE is an equilibrium state of the environment,
the rigorous application of the so-called weak-coupling limit procedure
yields a GKSL master equation [4, 8, 9]:

∂ρ(t)

∂t
= Hρ(t) + Dρ(t) ≡ Lρ(t) . (3)

The generator L consists of a Hamiltonian term

Hρ(t) = −i [H, ρ(t)] , (4)
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where H = HS +HLS , with

HLS = −1

2

∑
ij

(
H

(11)
ij (σiσj ⊗ I2) +H

(22)
ij (I2 ⊗ σiσj) +H

(12)
ij (σi ⊗ σj)

)
(5)

a Lamb-shift environment-induced correction of order λ2 that, if some

of the coefficients H
(12)
ij 6= 0, may induce a dynamical coupling of the

two qubits even if HS does not contain any interaction term between
them. Instead, D in (3) is a purely dissipative contribution, also of
order λ2 to the generator L that mixes the degrees of freedom of the
qubits,

Dρ =

6∑
α,β=1

Kαβ

[
Fβ ρFα −

1

2
{FαFβ , ρ}

]
, (6)

where {· , ·} denotes the anti-commutator and

Fα := σα⊗ I2 , α = 1, 2, 3 ; Fα := I2⊗σα−3 , α = 4, 5, 6 . (7)

The coefficients Kαβ are the Fourier transforms of the environment

two-point equilibrium time-correlation functions Tr
(
ρEΦαΨβ(t)

)
and

constitute a 6 × 6 positive-semi-definite (Kossakowski) matrix K =
[Kαβ ] ≥ 0 [3]. This latter property ensures the full physical consistency
of the generated semigroup, namely the so-called complete-positivity
of the maps γt = etL. The Kossakowski matrix can be conveniently
put in the form

K =

(
A B
B† C

)
≥ 0 , (8)

by means of the 3×3 matricesA = A† ≥ 0, C = C† ≥ 0 and B. If B 6= 0,
it gives rise to a mixing of the different qubit degrees of freedom that
may thus be responsible for the dissipative generation of entanglement.
Indeed, when B = 0 and without couplings between the qubits, the
dissipative dynamics would factorize: γt = etL = etL1 ⊗ etL2 , with
single qubit generators L1, L2.

Remark 2.1. Besides the complete positivity of γt, another conse-
quence of the rigorous application of the weak-coupling limit [18] is
that the Hamiltonian contribution (4) and the dissipative one (6) to
the generator L must commute:

H ◦ D = D ◦H . (9)

By diagonalizing K = [Kαβ ] = UDU† in (6), with a positive semi-
definite diagonal matrix D = diag{λ1, · · · , λ6}, λj ≥ 0, and U unitary

such that Kαβ =
∑6
µ=1 λµUαµU

∗
βµ, one gets a diagonal expression for
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the dissipative part of the generator:

Dρ =

6∑
µ=1

D [Lµ] ρ , D [Lµ] ρ := Lµ ρL
†
µ −

1

2
{L†µLµ, ρ} (10)

with so-called Lindblad operators Lµ given by

Lµ :=
√
λµ

6∑
α=1

Uαµ Fα . (11)

To summarize, we briefly analyzed the physics behind the structure
of a two-qubit Markovian master equation obtained by means of the
weak-coupling limit, pointing out which of its terms may be responsible
for the statistical coupling of the two qubits, even in the absence of a
direct dynamical interaction between them. In the following we show
how the master equation changes when we add a measurement-based
quantum feed-back protocol.

2.2 Two-qubit master equation with feed-back

In the following, the open two qubit dynamics described in the pre-
vious section will be further subjected to a quantum control protocol
consisting of two steps; the first one, known as quantum filtering, has
the environment constantly monitored in order to harvest information
about the qubits; the second one, known as quantum feed-back, uses
the information gathered from the environment monitoring in order to
externally drive the system dynamics.

Concretely the monitoring plus feed-back procedure can be sum-
marized as follows: for the sake of simplicity, consider a generator L
with a single Lindblad operator L1 := L in (10); then, one knows from
Quantum Itô calculus [19] that such a dissipative generator can be ob-
tained from coupling the two qubits to an environment consisting of a
specific Bosonic bath that induces a quantum Brownian dynamics on
them. Then, one constantly monitors the Bosonic environment through
homodyne detection. This action introduces a further noise term in
the environment induced master equation that takes into account the
conditioning of the state of the two qubits upon the measurement out-
comes [11]. Let ρc(t) denote the conditioned two-qubit state.

Concretely, the output of the measurement is the so-called homo-
dyne photocurrent I(t), which is a real-valued stochastic variable such
that [20]

I(t) dt = Tr
[
(L+ L†)ρc(t)

]
dt+ dW (t), (12)

where L is the Lindblad operator characterizing the disspative be-
haviour and dW (t) is the Wiener stochastic increment with expectation
E[dW (t)] = 0 and variance E[(dW (t))2] = dt.
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Introducing the white noise ξ(t) = dW (t)/dt, the master equation
for the conditioned state of the system subjected to continuous moni-
toring via homodyne detection takes the form

ρ̇c(t) = −i[H, ρc(t)] +D [L] ρc(t) +
√
η ξ(t)S [L] ρc(t) (13)

with D [L] ρc(t) as in (10) and a non-linear term

S [L] ρc(t) := Lρc(t) + ρc(t)L
† − Tr

[
(L+ L†)ρc(t)

]
ρc(t). (14)

The parameter 0 ≤ η ≤ 1 takes into account the efficiency of the
measurement process: in the ideal case η = 1, while η = 0 retrieves an
ordinary master equation without detection.

The monitoring of the environment which leads to the previous
stochastic master equation is then followed by a feed-back protocol; it
consists in adding to the generator on the right hand side of (13) a fur-
ther contribution, [ρ̇c(t)]f , given by an arbitrary super-operator F that
may generically depend on all the previous homodyne outcomes [14]:

[ρ̇c(t)]f ≡ F
[
t, I[0,t[

]
ρc(t) , (15)

where I[0,t[ = {I(τ) | τ ∈ [0, t[} is the collection of all the previous
measurements.

Remark 2.2. Among the different types of feed-back protocols, the
most common ones are the so-called Bayesian and Markovian feed-
backs [14, 20]. The Bayesian feed-back is time non-local in the sense
that it drives the open quantum system according to the whole informa-
tion gathered during a certain interval of time and takes into account
the delay between the measurement process and the consequent feed-
back action. It is called Bayesian because the state of the subsystem
is constantly updated as soon as more information are gathered. In-
stead, in the Markovian feed-back, the driving is based only upon the
last measurement outcome.

In the following we shall adopt instantaneous Markovian feed-backs,
with no delay with respect to data acquisition from monitoring the en-
vironment; furthermore, the feed-back will be implemented in Hamil-
tonian form. Namely, the correction to be added to the right-hand side
of (13) will be of the form

[ρ̇c(t)]f = I(t)K [ρc(t)] , K [ρ] = −i[F, ρ], (16)

where F = F † is an arbitrary Hermitian two-qubit operator.
Using stochastic calculus techniques [15], one recovers a master

equation where the conditional state ρc(t) is statistically independent
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from the white noise ξ(t). Then, averaging over the white noise fi-
nally yields the following linear master equation for the density matrix
ρ(t) := E [ρc(t)]:

ρ̇(t) = −i [H +HFB , ρ(t)] +D [L− iF ] ρ(t) +
1− η
η
D [F ] ρ(t), (17)

where

HFB ≡
1

2
(L†F + FL) (18)

is a feed-back correction to the open system Hamiltonian, while the
standard dissipator D[L] changes to D[L − iF ] (see (10)) and, in the
non ideal case, acquires a further dissipative term D [F ].

Remark 2.3. Notice that although the measurement process is per-
formed on the environment, yet the interaction of the latter with the
qubit system induces a mixing of their degrees of freedom. Indeed, one
sees that the actually measured homodyne photo-current operators in
(12) also depend on the Lindblad operator L of the qubit system. In
the general case of several Lindblad operators, gathering information
about the two qubits through monitoring the environment in the course
of time would then immediately be hampered by non-commuting photo-
current operators. This problem is avoided by restricting the entire
protocol to involve only one, say the first, Lindblad operator.

With such a proviso, the generalization of (17) is straightforward:

ρ̇(t) = −i
[
H +

1

2
(L(1)†F + FL(1)), ρ(t)

]
+D

[
L(1) − iF

]
ρ(t)

+
2− η
η
D [F ] ρ(t) +

6∑
µ=2

D
[
L(µ)

]
ρ . (19)

We know from (11) and (7) that the Lindblad operators Lµ are of the
form

L(µ) =

3∑
i=1

`
(µ)
i σi ⊗ I2 +

3∑
i=1

r
(µ)
i I2 ⊗ σi. (20)

The entries of the matrix K in (8) are related to `
(µ)
j , r

(µ)
j by

Aij :=

6∑
µ=1

`
(µ)
i `

(µ)∗
j , Bij :=

6∑
µ=1

`
(µ)
i r

(µ)∗
j , Cij :=

6∑
µ=1

r
(µ)
i r

(µ)∗
j , (21)

and are insensitive to the global phase changes

`
(µ)
j 7→ eiϕµ `

(µ)
j , r

(µ)
j 7→ eiϕµ r

(µ)
j . (22)
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In order to inspect the entangling properties of the dissipation as a
reaction to the feed-back, we choose the latter so that it cannot directly
couple the two-qubits; namely:

F =

3∑
i=1

fi σi ⊗ I2 +

3∑
i=1

gi I2 ⊗ σi with fi = f∗i , gi = g∗i . (23)

Then, we obtain a master equation of the same form of (1), where the
Hamiltonian part is given by the commutator in (19) and the dissipator

takes the same form as in (6) with a new Kossakowski matrix K + K̃,
where

K̃ =

(
Ã B̃
B̃† C̃

)
. (24)

The feed-back induced entries are explicitly given by

Ãij :=
1

η
fifj + i`

(1)
i fj − ifi`(1)∗j ,

B̃ij :=
1

η
figj + i`

(1)
i gj − ifir(1)∗j , (25)

C̃ij :=
1

η
gigj + ir

(1)
i gj − igir(1)∗j .

With no feed-back, fi = gi = 0, i = 1, 2, 3, certainly K̃ = 0; moreover,
unlike the original Kossakowski matrix K, the feed-back correction
K̃ is sensitive to the phase-changes (22). Furthermore, the feed-back
correction to the Hamiltoninan contribution explicitly reads

HFB =

3∑
i,j=1

(
2 Re{`(1)i } fj + εijk Im{`(1)i } fj Σk + Re{`(1)i } fj Sij

)
.

(26)

Therefore, a feed-back protocol, besides single qubit corrections, gener-
ically introduces a dynamical coupling,

H̃(12) ≡
3∑

i,j=1

Re{`(1)i } fj Sij , (27)

of the two qubits that is able to generate two-qubit entanglement and
is also sensitive to global phase-changes.

Remark 2.4. Because of the diagonal Lindblad structure of (19),

the new Kossakowski matrix K + K̃ is automatically positive semi-
definite. However, despite the fact that the positive pre-factor 1/η
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in (25) can become large in the case of too rough homodyne detec-

tions, the correction K̃ need not in general itself be positive semi-

definite. Indeed, with |u〉 = (u1, u2, u3)T , |`〉 = (`
(1)
1 , `

(1)
2 , `

(1)
3 )T ∈ C3

and |f〉 = (f1, f2, f3)T ∈ R3, where T denotes transposition, one gets

〈u|Ã|u〉 =
1

η

∣∣∣〈f |u〉∣∣∣2 + 2 Im
(
〈f |u〉 〈`|u〉

)
.

Therefore, given any η > 0, by suitably choosing |u〉, with |f〉 of suffi-
ciently small norm, the imaginary part can be made negative and larger
in absolute value than the first contribution; hence, Ã is not positive
semi-definite.

Before discussing entanglement generation, we briefly summarize
Section 2. We first described the generalities of two-qubit master equa-
tions in Section 2.1 and we proceeded in Section 2.2 explicitly showing
how a suitably chosen quantum driving control protocol modifies such
master equations. Moreover, we analysed the new terms arising in the
master equation due to the feed-back action, showing which ones may
contribute to the entanglement generation between the two qubits.

We continue in Section 3 by providing the formalism and the tools
to actually check the entanglement formation, applying them to a par-
ticular example.

3 Short-time bipartite entanglement

For two-qubit states ρ evolving according to a dynamics γt = etL,
the presence of entanglement is identified by the lack of positivity
of the partial transposition of the state γtρ and the amount of two-
qubit entanglement is quantified by the so-called concurrence [21]. The
terminology short-time entanglement generation stems from the lack
of positivity of the partial transposition in the small-time expansion
γtρ ' ρ + tLρ or, equivalently, from a positive first order derivative
of the concurrence at time t = 0, for states whose initial concurrence
vanishes.

The structure of this Section is as follows: firstly, in Section 3.1,
we implement the mathematical conditions for the entanglement gen-
eration at short-times, studying how the feed-back action can improve
it. Secondly, in Section 3.2, we discuss an analytical instance where
the entanglement is enhanced by the feed-back action, considering the
dynamics generated by a symmetric generator. It turns out that such a
generator preserves the structure of a particular set of initial states, the
so-called X-states, that we later characterize in Section 3.3. We finally
briefly consider the preservation of the entanglement in the long-time
regime, which will be the main topic of the last Section of this work.
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3.1 Short-time entanglement generation

The aim of this section is to provide the mathematical conditions for
entanglement generation at short-times. As a matter of fact, if entan-
glement is not generated at short-times, it will never be generated. We
firstly consider the dynamics generated by (3) without any control and
feed-back. Then, later in the Section, we show how the entanglement
generation conditions change due to the feed-back action.

In order to study the ability of the environment to generate entan-
glement, one starts with an initial separable pure two-qubit state.

Remark 3.1. Notice indeed that, if the environment is not able to
entangle any initial state of the form ρS(0) = |ϕ〉〈ϕ| ⊗ |ψ〉〈ψ|, then,
because of the semi-group structure of the dynamics, it surely can not
entangle separable mixed states at either t = 0 or at any later time.
Indeed, these latter states are, and cannot but evolve into, convex com-
binations of pure separable states.

Given two ortho-normal bases {|ϕ〉, |ϕ̃〉} and {|ψ〉, |ψ̃〉} of the first,
respectively second qubit, one can always obtain them by an appro-
priate rotations of the standard basis {|0〉, |1〉} of eigenvectors of the
Pauli matrix σ3:

|ϕ〉 = U |1〉, |ϕ̃〉 = U |0〉, (28)

|ψ〉 = V |1〉, |ψ̃〉 = V |0〉, (29)

where U and V are unitary operators inducing orthogonal transforma-
tions U and V of the Pauli matrices:

U†σiU =

3∑
j=1

Uijσj , V †σiV =

3∑
j=1

Vijσj . (30)

Then, as shown in [4], the semi-group γt = etL generates short-time
entanglement in the initial state |ϕ〉〈ϕ| ⊗ |ψ〉〈ψ| if and only if

〈u|A|u〉
〈
v
∣∣CT ∣∣ v〉 < ∣∣∣〈u ∣∣∣(Re(B) + iH(12)

)∣∣∣ v〉∣∣∣2 , (31)

where Re(B) :=
B + B†

2
, while |u〉 and |v〉 are 3-dimensional complex

vectors with components

ui =

3∑
j=1

Uij 〈0 |σj | 1〉 , vi =

3∑
j=1

Vij 〈1 |σj | 0〉 . (32)

As already observed, from (31) one notices that the entanglement
generation depends on the initial state through the vectors u and v.
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Therefore, the 3× 3 matrix B which statistically mixes the two qubits
can be responsible for the entanglement generation, as well as the
Hamiltonian couplings of the two qubits.

In the presence of Markovian feed-back as in the previous section,
the condition (31) for initial entanglement generation becomes:

〈u|(A+ Ã)|u〉〈v|(CT + C̃T )|v〉 <
∣∣〈u|Re{B + B̃}

+ i
(
H(12) + H̃(12)

)
|v〉
∣∣2. (33)

In the above inequality, the tilde contributions, namely the terms due
to the feed-back, are explicitly emphasized. Notice that, although the
feed-back action in (23) has been chosen without two-qubit couplings,
it nevertheless induces Hamiltonian couplings of the form (27) that
may contribute to short-time entanglement generation.

To wrap up, entanglement between two non-interacting qubits can
be generated by two actions: 1) the Hamiltonian coupling H(12) be-
tween the two qubits, which spontaneously arises due to the separate
interaction of the qubits with the environment; 2) the correlation func-
tions of the environment embodied in B. However, more interestingly,
(33) shows that even in the absence of the terms H(12) and B, entan-
glement can still be generated by purely dissipative means through a
suitable choice of the feed-back parameters hidden in the tilde elements
in (33). Or still, if H(12) and B do actually produce entanglement, the
feed-back protocol can enhance their action.

Remark 3.2. The possibly large contributions to the mixing compo-
nents B+B̃ of the modified Kossakowski matrix arising from 0 ≤ η � 1
do not contribute to the entanglement generation capability of the en-
vironment. Indeed, using (25), when η ' 0, to leading order, the
inequality (33) reads

|〈u|f〉|2 |〈v|g〉|2 <
∣∣∣∣ 〈u|f〉〈g|v〉+ 〈u|g〉〈f |v〉

2

∣∣∣∣2 , (34)

where |u〉 and |v〉 are vectors in C3 with components as in (32), while
|f〉 and |g〉 are vectors in R3 with components fi and gi given in (23).
One can then rewrite

〈f |u〉 = f̃1 − if̃2 , 〈g|v〉 = g̃1 − ig̃2 ,

where f̃j =
∑3
i=1 Uijfi and g̃j =

∑3
i=1 Vijfi are generic real num-

bers for the matrices [Uij ] and [Vij ] are generic orthogonal matrices.

Then, (34) cannot be satisfied as it amounts to
(
f̃1g̃2 − f̃2g̃1

)2
< 0.

In this Section, we over viewed general conditions for entanglement
generation at short-times (31). These conditions depend on the ini-
tial state of the two-qubit system and on the correlation functions of
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the environment. We discussed how they change in the presence of
a Markovian feed-back, obtaining (33), from which it clearly appears
how quantum control protocols may alter the capability of the envi-
ronment to generate entanglement. In the next two sections we give
an example of this action considering a more specialized dynamics.

3.2 Symmetric two-qubit generators

In order to concretely apply the Markovian feed-back protocol previ-
ously outlined and to analytically investigate the advantages that can
be gained in relation to two-qubit dissipative entanglement genera-
tion, we shall consider the case where the coupling to the environment
is via the same set of environment operators Φα = Ψα in (2). Such a
choice means that the two qubits experience the presence of the bath
in the same way; however, though simplifying, the assumption never-
theless shows entanglement generation and allows for a full analytical
tractability as shown in the case of the Unruh effect in [8]. Then, the
Kossakowski matrix in (6) becomes

K =

(
A A
A A

)
, (35)

with four 3×3 identical blocks A = [Aij ]. This symmetric form arises
because now all the entries of the Kossakowski matrix are the Fourier
transforms of Tr

(
ρEΦαΦβ(t)

)
.

Consequently, the two-qubit dissipative dynamics without feed-
back is generated by the following master equation:

Lρ(t) = −i [H, ρ(t)] +

3∑
i,j=1

Aij
[
Σjρ(t)Σi −

1

2
{ΣiΣj , ρ(t)}

]
(36)

where we have introduced the symmetric single qubit operators

Σi := σi ⊗ I2 + I2 ⊗ σi, i = 1, 2, 3 . (37)

These, together with the symmetric two-qubit operators

Sij := σi ⊗ σj + σj ⊗ σi, i, j = 1, 2, 3, (38)

and their anti-symmetric counterparts, provide a linearly independent
set of Hilbert-Schmidt orthogonal 4 × 4 matrices that span the 4 × 4
matrix algebra M4(C) over C4.

Since the Kossakowski matrix K is positive semi-definite, such must
also be the 3 × 3 matrix A. The latter can be decomposed into the
sum of its symmetric and anti-symmetric parts,

A = A+B , A =
A+AT

2
, B =

A−AT

2
, (39)

13



whereby the positivity of A implies that A is real-symmetric and pos-
itive itself. Furthermore, the anti-symmetric component B can always
be recast as

Aij = Aij + i

3∑
k=1

εijkbk , bk ∈ R . (40)

Remark 3.3. The symmetric matrix A can always be diagonalized
by an orthogonal matrix V = (v1,v2,v3) with vi = (vi1, vi2, vi3) ∈
R3 orthonormal. Then, contributions of the form

∑3
i,j=1AijΣiρΣj

transform into

3∑
i,j,`=1

v`i v`j Σi ρΣj =

3∑
`=1

a` Σ̃` ρ Σ̃` ,

where a` ≥ 0 are the eigenvalues of A and the symmetric matrices Σ̃`
are constructed with the matrices σ̃` :=

∑3
i=1 V`iσi which still satisfy

the Pauli algebra. This means that it is no restriction to consider Kos-
sakowski matrices where the symmetric component of A is diagonal.
Notice that when an anti-symmetric component is present, the matrix
A can be in general diagonalized only by unitary non-orthogonal ma-
trices U , so that the new matrices σ̃` =

∑3
i=1 U

∗
`iσi would not even be

Hermitian in this case. On the other hand, in the absence of an en-
tangling Hamiltonian, the presence of an anti-symmetric component of
A is necessary for entanglement generation with a Kossakowski matrix

as in (35). Indeed, with all H
(12)
ij = 0 in (5) and B = C = A = A, the

condition (31) cannot be fulfilled by any choice of initially separable
pure states. In fact, using the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality and the fact
that Re(A) = A, one obtains

〈u|A|u〉 〈v |A| v〉 < |〈u |A| v〉|2 ≤ 〈u|A|u〉 〈v |A| v〉 .

On the contrary, even when all H
(12)
ij = 0, the presence of B guaran-

tees that entanglement is generated for any initial pure separable state
|ϕ〉〈ϕ| ⊗ |φ〉〈φ| that yields |u〉 = |v〉 in (31). Using that A = A + B
and AT = A−B, condition (31) becomes

〈u|(A+B)|u〉 〈u |(A−B)|u〉 − 〈u |A|u〉2 = −〈u|B|u〉2 < 0 .

According to what precedes, let A = diag(a1, a2, a3) and b1,2,3 = 0 so
that the dissipative term D in the generator (3) cannot generate en-
tanglement, while we allow for possible entangling terms in the Hamil-

tonian. Also, because of (21), one can choose `
(1)
i =

√
ai and `

(µ)
i = 0

for µ 6= 1.
Furthermore, as stated in Remark 2.1, the Hamiltonians H arising

from the weak coupling limit must be such that the corresponding
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contributions to the generators, in absence of feed-back, commute with
the dissipative ones. As shown in Appendix B, this can be achieved
only if the diagonal matrix A is a multiple of the identity, namely only
if a1 = a2 = a3 = a, and the Hamiltonian has the form

H = αΣ1 + βΣ2 + γΣ3 + δ S , S ≡ S11 + S22 + S33 , (41)

where α, β, γ, δ are real parameters.
At this point, we modify the non-entangling dynamics by means of

a feed-back protocol that, as explained before, amounts to substituting
the Kossakowski matrix K with a new one, K + K̃, where the tilde
elements are as in (21). In order to keep the symmetric structure (35),
we choose fi = gi in (25), namely we operate a feed-back that acts in
the same way on both qubits. Further, we simplify the feed-back by
choosing f1 = f3 = 0, while leaving f ≡ f2 as a free control parameter.

Altogether, these conditions yield the following dissipator:

DF ρ(t) =

3∑
i,j=1

(Aij + Ãij)
[
Σj ρ(t) Σi −

1

2

{
ΣiΣj , ρ(t)

}]
with

A = [Aij ] = aI3, Ã = [Ãij ] =

 0 i
√
a f 0

−i
√
a f f2 0

0 0 0

 . (42)

Under the same conditions, the feed-back correction (26) to the Hamil-
tonian contribution explicitly reads

HFB = f
√
a
(

2 + S12

)
. (43)

One thus sees that the dissipative contribution to the generator
presents an entangling anti-symmetric part in its Kossakowski matrix
as well as a two-qubit coupling S12 in the Hamiltonian part. Also,
in connection with Remark 2.4, notice that even if Ã is not positive
semi-definite, the full Kossakowski matrix is positive. Indeed

A+ Ã =

 a i
√
af 0

−i
√
af a+ f2 0

0 0 a

 ≥ 0 .

In this section, we considered a dissipative dynamics unable to
generate entanglement, due to lack of off-diagonals terms in the Kos-
sakowski matrix and of two-qubit interaction terms in the Hamiltonian
evolution. We then devised a simple feed-back protocol controlled by
just one free parameter f and obtained the master equation in (42),
where now off-diagonals terms in the Kossakowski matrix are present
and clearly depend on f , together with interaction terms (43) in the
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Lamb-shift corrections to the Hamiltonian, also arising from the feed-
back action. Since entanglement generation clearly depends on the
initial state of the two-qubit system, in the following Section we re-
strict our considerations to a particular set of initial states, namely
the X-states, and to a generator which preserves their structure.

3.3 X-states

In order to be able to analytically discuss various possible scenarios,
we shall restrict to Hamiltonians (41) of the form

H = γΣ3 + δS . (44)

The feed-back driven master equation then reads

∂ρ(t)

∂t
= −i

[
γΣ3 + δS +

√
a f S12, ρ(t)

]
+

3∑
i,j=1

(
Aij + Ãij

)[
Σjρ(t)Σi −

1

2
{ΣiΣj , ρ(t)}

]
, (45)

with A and Ã as in (42).
The reason for setting α = β = 0 in (41) is because then the master

equation (45) maps the class of the so-called X-states into itself making
such states particularly suited for analytical considerations [22]. The
X-states are two-qubit states that, in the computational basis, take
the form:

ρX =


a 0 0 w
0 b z 0
0 z∗ c 0
w∗ 0 0 d

 , (46)

where normalization and positivity of ρX ask for

a+ b+ c+ d = 1 , a, b, c, d ≥ 0 , |z| ≤
√
bc , |w| ≤

√
ad. (47)

Notice that the separable pure states (in the computational basis)

ρ1(0) = |0〉〈0| ⊗ |0〉〈0| , ρ2(0) = |1〉〈1| ⊗ |0〉〈0| ,
ρ3(0) = |0〉〈0| ⊗ |1〉〈1| , ρ4(0) = |1〉〈1| ⊗ |1〉〈1| , (48)

are X-states; while the Bell states,

|ψ1〉 =
|00〉+ |11〉√

2
, |ψ2〉 =

|00〉 − |11〉√
2

|ψ3〉 =
|01〉+ |10〉√

2
, |ψ4〉 =

|01〉 − |10〉√
2

,

(49)

are a set of pure and entangled X-states.
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Remark 3.4. In the so called Fano representation of two qubit states,

ρ =
1

4

I2 ⊗ I2 +

3∑
i=1

ρ0i I2 ⊗ σi +

3∑
i=1

ρi0 σi ⊗ I2 +

3∑
i,j=1

ρij σi ⊗ σj

 ,

(50)

X-states involve the following subset of operators only:

S := {I2⊗I2, σ3⊗I2, I2⊗σ3, σ1⊗σ1, σ2⊗σ2, σ3⊗σ3, σ1⊗σ2, σ2⊗σ1} ,

which is closed under multiplication: SS 7→ S. The remaining 8 tensor
products of Pauli matrices constitute a set

S ′ := {σ1⊗ I2, I2⊗σ1, σ2⊗ I2, I2⊗σ2, σ1⊗σ3, σ2⊗σ3, σ3⊗σ1, σ3⊗σ2}

which is such that SS ′ 7→ S ′ while S ′S ′ 7→ S. Because of this algebraic
properties, the generator in (45) keeps the form of X-states. This is
not true for a more general Hamiltonian as in (41). Such a property
will be useful in the next Sections when we investigate if the entangle-
ment generated at short-times is preserved in the asymptotic limit when
the feed-back is switched off (in this case the short-times entanglement
generation is only due to the mixing Hamiltonian S term).

Let us consider the pure and separable states in (48) as initial
states. By explicit check of condition (33) for short-time entanglement
generation, one gets

1. For ρ1(0) and ρ4(0): a(
√
a − f)2 < 0 which is never satisfied.

2. For ρ2(0) and ρ3(0): −(a f2 + 4δ2) < 0 which is always satisfied.

Notice that a ≥ 0 for the Kossakowski matrix must be positive semi-
definite. Hence, there exists a class of initial states, those that are
convex combinations of ρ1(0) and ρ4(0), that are never entangled by
the dissipative dynamics even when controlled by feed-back, if chosen
the way we did. On the other hand, there are states which become
entangled thanks to the chosen feed-back and the initial Hamiltonian.

In particular, from the expression in the second item above, we see
that there are two contributions to the entanglement generation: one
due to the feed-back action, namely af2, the other one, 4δ2, due to
the initial Hamiltonian (44). Thus, if we set δ = 0, in other words if
we discard the S operator from (44), yet there is still entanglement
generation thanks to the feed-back action.

In line of principle, the feed-back contribution to the entanglement
generation, af2, might be due either to the feed-back correction to the
Hamiltonian

√
af S12 in (43) or to the feed-back correction Ã (42) to

the Kossakowski matrix. However, for the separable initial state we
chose, one finds 〈u|S12|v〉 = 0, so that the af2 contribution can only
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be due to the feed-back modified dissipator, confirming the possibility
of generating entanglement in a dissipative evolution through the feed-
back action.

Here we have focused upon entanglement generation at short times;
in the next Section, we address the question of whether entanglement
can persist even asymptotically in time. Before that, we make a short
digression about the asymptotic properties of a dissipative dynamics
without feed-back.

3.4 Beyond short-times

Some intuitions about the long-time fate of the initially generated en-
tanglement is gained by studying the evolution generated by (45) when
the feed-back free parameter f is set equal to zero for a sub-class of
X-states and for the Bell states that will serve as benchmark states for
the dynamics with feed-back later on.

Notice that, by measuring time in unit of γ and setting the dissipa-
tive parameter a = 1, we can always reduce to only one free parameter
δ in (45) whose associated two-qubit operator is S. Let us then con-
sider one of the initial pure and separable X states in (48) that gets
entangled at short-times, namely

ρ2(0) = |1〉〈1| ⊗ |0〉〈0| . (51)

When f = 0, the time evolved state ρ2(t) is found to be:

ρ2(t) =


A(t) 0 0 0

0 B+(t) C+(t) 0
0 C−(t) B−(t) 0
0 0 0 A(t)

 , (52)

where

A(t) :=
1

6

(
1− e−12t

)
, B±(t) :=

1

6

(
± 3e−4t cos(8δt) + e−12t + 2

)
C±(t) :=

1

6

(
− 1 + e−12t ± 3ie−4t sin(8δt)

)
.

The amount of entanglement of two-qubit X-states as measured by
their concurrence [21] can be analytically computed. In the present
case it reads:

C(ρ2(t)) =
1

3

√
9e−8t sin2(8δt) + e−24t − 2e−12t + 1

− 1

3

√
e−24t (e12t − 1)

2
. (53)

The following plot shows C(ρ2(t)) for different values of δ
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Figure 1: Concurrence as a function of time.

Entanglement is indeed generated by S at short times, exhibits local
minima and maxima which depend on δ and vanishes asymptotically.
A similar concurrence dynamics characterizes the state ρ3(0).

Analogously, one finds that all Bell states but one are mapped into
separable states, the exception being the projector onto |Ψ4〉 in (49).
The latter is indeed a fixed point of the dynamics and its maximal
entanglement remains unaffected by dissipation.

In the following we shall show that, acting with an appropriate
feed-back, not only ρ2(0) and ρ3(0) get entangled at short-times, but
they also remain entangled in the asymptotic regime.

4 Two-qubit asymptotic entanglement

In this final Section, we analytically study the fate of the entanglement
generated at short time thanks to the feed-back action on the dissipa-
tive dynamics discussed in the previous Section. In order to do this,
the ergodic properties of the semigroup evolution generated by (45)
need to be analyzed.

On general grounds, the effects of decoherence and dissipation that
counteract entanglement production are expected to be dominant at
large times, so that no entanglement is left at the end as indeed shown
in Fig.1. However, this need not always be the case as we show in
this section. Indeed, there are cases where entanglement never en-
tirely vanishes, yielding entangled stationary states. From now on the
asymptotic states will be denoted by ρ̂. They are obtained as solutions
to

∂ρ̂

∂t
= Lρ̂ = 0 . (54)

We shall consider generators L as in the right hand side of (45) where
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we set γ = δ = 1, for sake of simplicity.
It proves useful to work with the Fano representation (50); indeed,

one can easily check that the quantity τ :=
∑3
i=1 ρii, which must

satisfy −3 ≤ τ ≤ 1 for ρ ≥ 0, is a constant of the motion. Moreover,
in Appendix A it is proved that the stationary states of generators
involving only qubit-exchange symmetric matrices Σj and Sij must be
of the form

ρ̂ =
1

4

[
I2 ⊗ I2 +

3∑
i=1

ρ̂i Σi +

3∑
i,j=1

ρ̂ij Sij

]
, (55)

with ρ̂ij = ρ̂ji.
Using [23], the problem of finding the invariant states reduces to

seeking an invertible stationary state ρ̂0 with strictly positive eigenval-
ues. Given the chosen generator, one such stationary state is

ρ̂0 =
1

4

[
I2 ⊗ I2 +M Σ3 −N (S11 − S22) +RS33 − LS12

]
. (56)

The explicit dependence of the real coefficients M,N,R,L on the only
two remaining parameters, the rate a and the feed-back parameter f ,
are given in Appendix A.

Remark 4.1. The stationary state in (56) is not unique: as we already
observed, the Bell projector P = |Ψ4〉〈Ψ4| is γt-invariant, although it
is not invertible. An important result of the theory developed in [23] is
that all initial states ρ(0) tend to a stationary state of the form

ρ̂ =
P ρ̂0P

Tr[P ρ̂0P ]
Tr[Pρ(0)] +

Qρ̂0Q

Tr[Qρ̂0Q]
Tr[Qρ(0)], (57)

where Tr[Pρ(0)] = 1
4 (1 − τ) and Q = I4 − P . This follows since the

so-called commutant set of the Lindblad operators in L coincides with
the commutant set of the Lindblad operators plus the Hamiltonian and
it corresponds to the commutative algebra generated by I and S in (41).
The manifold of asymptotic states is then parametrized by the constant
of motion τ and given by the convex combinations of the orthogonal

projectors P =
1

4

(
I4 −

S

2

)
, 1-dimensional, and Q, 3-dimensional.

Plugging (56) into (57), the coefficients of the asymptotic states in
(55) are found to be:

ρ̂3 =
M(τ + 3)

2R+ 3
, ρ̂12 = −L(τ + 3)

2R+ 3
, ρ̂11 =

−2N(τ + 3)− 2R+ τ

4R+ 6
,

(58)

ρ̂22 =
+2N(τ + 3)− 2R+ τ

4R+ 6
, ρ̂33 =

2R(τ + 2) + τ

4R+ 6
. (59)
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The stationary states depend on the initial condition ρ(0) only through
the value of the parameter τ so that all different initial states with a
same τ tend asymptotically to the same stationary state. This latter
is an X-state whose concurrence can thus be analytically computed:

C[ρ̂] = 2 max{0, D1, D2}, (60)

with D1,2 the following functions of τ :

D1(τ) =
2 |τ − 2R| − (τ + 3)

√
(1 + 2R)2 − 4M2

4(3 + 2R)
, (61)

D2(τ) =
2(τ + 3)

√
4N2 + L2 − |τ(1 + 2R)− 3 + 2R|

4(3 + 2R)
. (62)

Plotting D2(τ) against τ shows that it is nowhere positive indepen-
dently of the parameters a and f , while D1(τ) behaves as shown in
Figure 3.

Figure 2: D1 against feed-back parameter f and constant of motion τ . Red plane:
D1 > 0 becomes bigger than zero (asymptotic entanglement). Blue plane: states
with τ = −1.

In order to unambiguously identify the effects of the feed-back, we
compare the case without feed-back (f = 0) with the near optimal
value1 f = 5, for fixed value of a = 10:

1The optimal value for f lies in the interval [5, 6], as one can see from the Fig. 2 above.
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Figure 3: 2D1 vs τ , for f = 0, f = 5 and a = 10.

From the plot we see that the amount of entanglement in the
asymptotic regime can improve for any value of τ via the feed-back
action. Moreover, the value of τ uniquely determines the amount of
entanglement in the stationary states. Then, given any initial state, it
suffices to calculate τ to know if that state will end up to be entangled
or not.

In Section 3.3, the separable states ρ2(0) = |1〉〈1| ⊗ |0〉〈0| and
ρ3(0) = |0〉〈0|⊗ |1〉〈1| have been shown to become entangled by means
of appropriate feed-backs. We now examine if the entanglement gener-
ated by the feed-back action at short times survives in the asymptotic
regime. Both the states ρ2(0) and ρ3(0) happen to have τ = −1. As
one can see from from Figure 3, when f 6= 0, the entanglement gener-
ated at short times persists also in the long-time regime. Hence, it is
the feed-back itself which is responsible for the entanglement genera-
tion and its preservation.

It is worth asking what happens to initial states which are already
entangled. In the case of the Bell states, the first three of them in
(49) evolve asymptotically into separable states regardless the feed-
back action; indeed, they are characterized by τ = 1 (see Figure 3).
They are thus an instance of initially entangled states that lose their
entanglement asymptotically. The same is not true for the fourth Bell
state, |ψ4〉 = (|01〉− |10〉)/

√
2, which needs a separate discussion since

on one hand τ = −3 and on the other hand it is a stationary state for
the dynamics. Indeed, as shown in Appendix A,

P =
1

4

(
I4 −

S

2

)
= |ψ4〉 〈ψ4| , (63)

is a fixed point of the dynamics that projects onto a separate subspace.
Therefore, the maximal entanglement of the fourth Bell state does not
get affected and remains maximal as shown in Figure 3 with τ = −3.

22



Another feature arises from Figure 3 when we consider f = 0 (rep-
resented by the blue line). Namely, all asymptotic states characterized
by τ < −1 are entangled. Since the dynamics is not able to generate
entanglement when f = 0 (as shown in Section 3.4), the one found in
these asymptotic states must be present initially at t = 0. Since every
initial state is mapped into the asymptotic one characterized by the
same constant parameter τ , we conclude that all pure bipartite states
with τ < −1 are entangled states. Of course, this is not a necessary
condition; for instance, apart from |ψ4〉, the other three Bell states are
entangled and have τ = −1. More in general, τ alone is not enough
to fully characterize the entanglement of a generic bipartite two-qubit
state.

5 Conclusions

In this work we addressed the issue of entanglement generation and
persistence in open quantum systems that, beside the dissipative effects
due to the presence of a suitable environment, also undergo feed-back
actions that are implemented based on the monitoring of the latter.

It was already known that, by suitably engineering the environ-
ment, one can entangle initially separable states of bipartite systems
immersed in it and make the generated entanglement to persist despite
decoherence. In this work, instead of engineering the coupling of the
open system to its environment in order to obtain a master equation
with entangled asymptotic states, we studied the possibility of adjust
the dynamics by means of appropriate filtering and feed-back proto-
cols. In both cases, the final result is a GKSL generator with desired
properties, the difference with respect to the first approach is that in
the one pursued in this paper the environment is not modified but mon-
itored and the generator is changed based on the monitoring outcomes.
This change of perspective can take a variety of forms: to start with,
we considered Markovian feed-backs. Other possibilities are however
available, among which Bayesian feed-backs where memory effects are
taken into account.

In the present paper, we focused upon the dynamics of two open
qubits whose interaction with the environment is described by a master
equation of GKSL type that is then altered according to a Markovian
feed-back protocol. This protocol makes the dissipative dynamics ei-
ther able to generate entanglement or to improve the entanglement
generation capability of the environment when the master equation
already allows it.

In practice, the existing theory about dissipative entanglement gen-
eration provides necessary and sufficient conditions for initial separable
pure states to become entangled at short times; these conditions de-

23



pend on the structure of the so-called Kossakowski matrix which char-
acterizes the purely dissipative contribution to the generator of the
master equation. Then, in the first part of the manuscript, we applied
a specific Markovian feed-back protocol to control a non-entangling
open dynamics for two open qubits and showed by means of concrete
examples how to obtain a new Kossakowski matrix that can achieve
entanglement at short times.

Then, we studied the persistence of entanglement in the long-time
regime. In particular, we characterized the convex set of stationary
states of a particular class of dissipative dynamics showing how the
feed-back parameters can be tuned in order for the entanglement gen-
erated at short-times to be preserved asymptotically, when there would
be no entanglement without feed-back.

The results reported thus provide a first series of indications on
how to devise and optimize more structured and complex feed-back
protocols, i.e. with several tunable parameters. Notice that other
kinds of feed-back protocols, called Bayesian, may be implemented such
that the resulting modified master equations become non-Markovian.
Supposedly, such protocols may perform better than the Markovian
ones, since they constantly update the open quantum system states
depending on the continuous monitoring of the environment. Yet, these
feed-back procedures are mostly amenable to numerical studies only
and have not been considered in the present manuscript whose purpose
was instead to provide as much an analytical insight into the matter
as possible.

Acknowledgements: FB acknolewdges financial support from PNRR
MUR project PE0000023-NQSTI.

Appendices

A Stationary states

In this Appendix, we outline the procedure to construct a faithful state,
i.e. without null eigenvalues, of the form (56) which is left invariant by
the dynamics generated by the master equation (45) with Kossakowski
matrix as in (42).

The key observation is that the algebra {Lα}′ consisting of all ma-
trices commuting with the set {Lα} of Lindblad operators in the dissi-
pator and the algebra {Lα , H}′ consisting of all matrices commuting
with the larger set {Lα , H} obtained by adding to the the Lindblad
operators also the system Hamiltonian, both coincide with the com-
mutative algebra M = {P,Q} generated by the two orthogonal pro-
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jections

P =
1

4

(
I4 −

S

2

)
, Q = I4 − P . (64)

It then follows that, given a faithful state ρ̂0 such that L[ρ̂0] = 0, the
dynamics generated by L maps every given initial state ρ(0) into an
asymptotic, thus stationary, state of the form [23]:

ρ̂ =
P ρ̂0P

Tr[P ρ̂0]
Tr[Pρ(0)] +

Qρ̂0Q

Tr[Qρ̂0]
Tr[Qρ(0)]. (65)

Remark A.1. In terms of the Bell basis introduced in (49) of the
main text, the projector P reads:

P =
1

4

(
I4 −

S

2

)
= |ψ4〉〈ψ4| . (66)

Therefore, with respect to the Bell basis, the two orthogonal projectors
are represented by P = diag{0, 0, 0, 1} and Q = diag{1, 1, 1, 0}. Also,
in the convex decomposition (65), the coefficient reads

Tr[Pρ(0)] =
1− τ

4
, (67)

where ρ(0) is the initial state and τ :=
∑3
i=1 ρii is the sum of the

diagonal terms in the Fano decomposition (50).

Substituting ρ(0) = ρ̂0 in (65), one finds ρ̂0 = P ρ̂0P + Qρ̂0Q, so
that the faithful state ρ̂0 decomposes into the orthogonal sum of two
orthogonal matrices:

ρ̂0 =


ρ11 ρ12 ρ13 0
ρ∗12 ρ22 ρ23 0
ρ∗13 ρ∗23 ρ33 0
0 0 0 ρ44

 ≡


0

ρ̂Q0 0
0

0 0 0 ρ44

 . (68)

As a consequence, the search for the faithful state ρ̂0 reduces to that
of the component ρ̂Q0 , the enty ρ44 being then fixed by the normal-
ization. Furthermore, in the 3 × 3 subspace projected out by Q and
linearly spanned by the three Bell states {|ψ1〉 , |ψ2〉 , |ψ3〉}, the opera-

tors {Σi, Sij} are represented by {ΣQi , S
Q
ij}, where:

ΣQ1 = 2

0 1 0
1 0 0
0 0 0

 , ΣQ2 = 2

0 0 0
0 0 −i
0 i 0

 , ΣQ3 = 2

0 0 1
0 0 0
1 0 0


SQ11 = 2

1 0 0
0 1 0
0 0 −1

 , SQ22 = 2

−1 0 0
0 1 0
0 0 1

 , SQ33 = 2

1 0 0
0 −1 0
0 0 1


SQ12 = 2

 0 0 i
0 0 0
−i 0 0

 , SQ13 = 2

0 0 0
0 0 1
0 1 0

 , SQ23 = 2

 0 i 0
−i 0 0
0 0 0

 .
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It then follows that, while ρ44 does not vary in time, the orthogonal
component ρQ obeys a master equation of the same form of (45), with

the substitution {Σi, Sij} → {ΣQi , S
Q
ij}:

∂ρQ(t)

∂t
= −i

[
γΣQ3 +

√
a f SQ12, ρ

Q(t)
]

+

3∑
i,j=1

(
Aij + Ãij

)[
ΣQj ρ

Q(t)ΣQi −
1

2

{
ΣQi ΣQj , ρ

Q(t)
}]

, (69)

where the term δSQ does not appear in the Hamiltonian since SQ acts
as the identity on the sub-space projected out by Q. Such a projected
master equation reduces the parameters needed to specify the faithful
invariant state from 15, imposing unit trace and hermiticity, to 9 for
ρ̂Q0 since normalization is not fixed.

In the Bell-state representation, the entries of any faithful invariant
ρ̂Q0 in the kernel of the right hand side of (69) can be analytically
computed to be of the form

ρ̂Q0 =

 A 0 W
0 B 0
W ∗ 0 C

 , (70)

where A,B,C ∈ R and W ∈ C, while the real part of W is free: a
convenient ρ̂0 is selected by choosing ρ44 = ρ22. Then, in the canonical
basis, the faithful state becomes a particular X-state:

ρ̂0 =


a 0 0 w
0 b 0 0
0 0 c 0
w∗ 0 0 d

 , (71)

which, in terms of {I4,Σi, Sij}, reads

ρ̂0 =
1

4

[
I2 ⊗ I2 +M Σ3 −N (S11 − S22) +R S33 − L S12

]
, (72)

where the coefficients are given by:

M = −
2
√
af
(
18a3 + 15a2f2 + 2a

(
f4 + 1

)
+ f2

)
36a4 + 60a3f2 + a2 (21f4 + 4) + 2af2 (f4 + 2) + f4

(73)

N =
a2f2

(
6a+ f2

)
36a4 + 60a3f2 + a2 (21f4 + 4) + 2af2 (f4 + 2) + f4

(74)

R =
af2

(
18a2 + 3af2 + 2

)
36a4 + 60a3f2 + a2 (21f4 + 4) + 2af2 (f4 + 2) + f4

(75)
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L =
4a2f2

36a4 + 60a3f2 + a2 (21f4 + 4) + 2af2 (f4 + 2) + f4
. (76)

More in general, using (65) and setting Tr(P ρ(0)) as in (67), the convex
asymptotic manifold consists of invariant states of the form

ρ̂ =
3 + τ

4


A 0 W 0
0 B 0 0
W 0 C 0

0 0 0
1− τ
3 + τ

 , (77)

where

A =

(
36a4 + 72a3f2 + a2

(
23f4 + 4

)
+ 2af2

(
f4 + 4

)
+ f4

)
108a4 + 216a3f2 + 3a2 (23f4 + 4) + 2af2 (3f4 + 8) + 3f4

,

B =

(
36a4 + 24a3f2 + a2

(
15f4 + 4

)
+ 2af6 + f4

)
108a4 + 216a3f2 + 3a2 (23f4 + 4) + 2af2 (3f4 + 8) + 3f4

,

C =

(
36a4 + 120a3f2 + a2

(
31f4 + 4

)
+ 2af2

(
f4 + 4

)
+ f4

)
108a4 + 216a3f2 + 3a2 (23f4 + 4) + 2af2 (3f4 + 8) + 3f4

,

W = −
4
√
af
(
2ia3/2f + 18a3 + 15a2f2 + 2a

(
f4 + 1

)
+ f2

)
108a4 + 216a3f2 + 3a2 (23f4 + 4) + 2af2 (3f4 + 8) + 3f4

.

Any such invariant state is specified by the parameter τ ; for a given τ ,
all initial two-qubit states with that τ are mapped to the corresponding
invariant state which, in the standard representation, are generic X-
states:

ρ̂ =


a 0 0 w
0 b z 0
0 z∗ c 0
w∗ 0 0 d

 . (78)

B Weak coupling limit constraint

In this Appendix, we study the constraints on the unitary and dissi-
pative parts of the Lindblad generator that are imposed by the weak
coupling limit derivation of the master equation within the conditions
specified in the main text. These constraints amount to requesting
that the unitary and dissipative terms commute and guarantee that
the used generator can indeed be obtained by an actual microscopic
coupling of the two qubits with a suitable environment.

The unitary term is generated by the Hamiltonian via

H[ρ] = −i[H, ρ], (79)
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while the dissipative one acts through

D[ρ] =

3∑
i,j=1

Aij
[
ΣjρΣi −

1

2
{ΣiΣj , ρ}

]
, (80)

where Aij = diag{a11, a22, a33} is the Kossakowski submatrix before
feed-back control is performed. Then, for the generator to be compat-
ible with the weak-coupling limit, one must have that[

H,D
]

= 0 . (81)

It is convenient to express the commutator with respect to the sub-
space generated by the first three Bell states {|ψ1〉 , |ψ2〉 , |ψ3〉} as done
in Appendix A. Then, one writes the restriction of a generic density
matrix ρQ(0) to that subspace as

ρQ(0) =

 ρ11 ρr12 + iρi12 ρr13 + iρi13
ρr12 − iρi12 ρ22 ρr23 + iρi23
ρr13 − iρi13 ρr23 − iρi23 ρ33

 , (82)

where ρrab and ρiab stand for Re{ρab} and Im{ρab}. Represents it as
a vector

(ρ11, ρ22, ρ33, ρr12, ρi12, ρr13, ρi13, ρr23, ρi23)T ∈ R9 ,

the action of the dissipative part of the generator (80) on the restricted
state keeps it restricted to the subspace and can thus be represented
by a 9× 9 matrix

DQ9×9 =


−4(a11 + a33) 4a11 4a33 0

4a11 −4(a11 + a22) 4a22 0
4a33 4a22 −4(a22 + a33) 0

0 0 0 R

 ,

(83)

where R is the 6× 6 diagonal matrix R = −2 diag{ri}6i=1, with

r1 = a22 + a33 , r2 = 4a11 + a22 + a33 , r3 = a11 + a22 ,

r4 = a11 + a22 + 4a33 , r5 = a11 + 4a22 + a33 , r6 = a11 + a33 . (84)

On the other hand, given a 3× 3 Hamiltonian

HQ =

 h11 hr12 + ihi12 hr13 + ihi13
hr12 − ihi12 h22 hr23 + ihi23
hr13 − ihi13 hr23 − ihi23 h33

 , (85)
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the same procedure as before can be used to represent the action of (79)
as the following 9× 9 matrix:

H9×9 =

0 A B
C D E
F G H

 where (86)

A =

 2hi12 −2hr12 2hi13
−2hi12 2hr12 0

0 0 −2hi13

 , B =

−2hr13 0 0
0 2hi23 −2hr23

2hr13 −2hi23 2hr23


C =

−hi12 hi12 0
hr12 −hr12 0
−hi13 0 hi13

 , D =

 0 h11 − h22 hi23
h22 − h11 0 hr23
−hi23 −hr23 0


and

E =

 −hr23 hi13 −hr13
hi23 −hr13 −hi13

h11 − h33 hi12 hr12

 , F =

hr13 0 −hr13
0 −hi23 hi23
0 hr23 −hr23

 ,

G =

hr23 −hi23 h33 − h11
hr13 −hi12 hr12
hi13 −hr12 −hi12

 , H =

 0 −hr12 hi12
hr12 0 h22 − h33
−hi12 h33 − h22 0

 .

(87)

Imposing
[
H9×9 , D9×9

]
= 0, one finds that the Hamiltonian compat-

ible with the weak coupling limit must be of the form

HQ = α ΣQ1 + β ΣQ2 + γ ΣQ3 , (88)

with α, β, γ real parameters, and the Kossakowski matrix A must be
a multiple of the identity, namely a11 = a22 = a33.
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