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We introduce an operational framework to analyze non-adial#Abelian and non-Abelian, cyclic and non-
cyclic, geometric phases in open quantum systems. In codentove the adiabaticity condition, we generalize
the theory of dynamical invariants to the context of opertesys evolving under arbitrary convolutionless
master equations. Geometric phases are then defined thtbaglordan canonical form of the dynamical
invariant associated with the super-operator that govér@snaster equation. As a by-product, we provide a
sufficient condition for the robustness of the phase agaigsten decohering process. We illustrate our results
by considering a two-level system in a Markovian interattidth the environment, where we show that the
non-adiabatic geometric phase acquired by the system ceoris¢ructed in such a way that it is robust against
both dephasing and spontaneous emission.

PACS numbers: 03.65.Vf, 03.65.Yz, 03.67.-a, 03.65.Ta

. INTRODUCTION lar case of Markovian interaction with the environment, véhe
the system is described by a master equation in the Lindblad

. . . form [14], GPs have also been analyzed through quantum tra-
Geometric phases (GPs) provide a remarkable mechamngctor[ies] [15 16, 17] (see also Reef.)/[18] for a?ur%er discu

for a quantum system to keep the memory of its motion as it.. ; : :
evolves in Hilbert(-Schmidt) space. These phase factors de lon of GPs via St_OChaStIC unravellr?gs)._ . )
pend only on the geometry of the path traversed by the system More recen_tly, in the_ case of adiabatic evolution, Abelian
during its evolution. In the context of quantum mechanics 2Nd non-Abelian GPs in open systems have been generally
GPs were first obtained by Berfyl [1], who considered the adid€fined in Ref.I[19]. This approach was based on an adia-
abatic cyclic evolution of a non-degenerate quantum systerR@tic approximation previuosly established for convaloti
isolated from the contact with a quantum environment. Afterl€SS master equations [20] (see also Refl [21] for an appli-
the seminal work by Berry, the concept of GPs has been gerf,:_atlon of .thIS adiabatic approximation in adiabatic quamtu
eralized in a number of distinct directions, e.g., degeteera COMputation under decoherence and Refl [22] for an alter-
systems![2], non-adiabatic [3] and non-clyclic evolutigis native adiabatic approach in W(_eakly cou_ple_d open systems).
etc. Besides its conceptual importance in quantum mechafiowever, although the adiabatic behavior is usually a very

ics, GPs have also attracted an increasing attention diede t welcome feature in theoretical models, it can be unsuitible
proposal as a tool to achieve fault tolerance in quantunrinfo decoherence times are small. Therefore, it would be rather d

mation processing[5] 6]. sirable to have a general formalism to deal with non-adiabat
. " L . . . GPs for systems under decoherence. In closed systems, a

Motivated by the applications in quantum information, asefy] tool to remove the adiabaticity constraint of geomet

great effort has been devoted to analyzing GRspien quan- i phases[[23] 24, 25, 26] is the theory of dynamical in-

tum systemsi.e., quantum systems subjected to decoherencg, jants [27] to treat time-dependent Hamiltonians. Inbee
due to its interaction with a quantum environment [7]. The as dynamical invariants were recently used in a proposal of an

sumption that a quantum system is closed is always an idegerferometric experiment to measure non-adiabatic @Ps i
ization and therefore, in order to implement realistic agzpl cavity quantum electrodynamics [28].

tions in quantum mechanics, we should be able to estimate the The aim of thi Kis t lize the th fd
effects of the surrounding environment on the dynamicsef th . 1€ aim of this work IS to generalize the theory ol dynam-
system. For a number of physical phenomena, the open sykc-al Invariants to the context .Of open guantum systems and
tem can be conveniently described by a convolutionlesaljoc to shov;/ how th'ﬁ fgenerallzatlgnt_cagbb?_ useddto eStZE“?h a
master equation after the degrees of freedom of the envirori€Neral approachfornon-adiabatic, Abelian and non-Anet
ment are traced out|[7] 8]. In this context, several treatmen cyclic and non-cyclic, GPs acquired by the components of the

for GPs acquired by the density operator have been propos nsity operator of a system evolving unde.r a copvolutmlg
(see, e.g., Refs.|[2. 10,111, 12] 13]). Moreover, in the pasti master equation (see also a related work in Ref. [29], which
TEr B ' ' introduced a relationship between GPs and dynamical invari

ants for a master equation in the Lindblad form). Within our

formalism, we will be able to provide a sufficient condition
*Electronic addres§ TSarandy @R, br to ensure the robustness of the phase against a given deco-
tElectronic address; duzzioni@df.ufscar. br hering process. As an illustration of our result, we will eon
Electronic addres$: miled@ifsc.usp.br sider a two-level quantum system (a qubit) interacting \a&ith
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evironment through a Lindblad equation. Then, we will find where|D§fl)>> =0 and<<5&"Q)| = 0, with the indexa enu-
that this system is robust against both dephasing and spontmerating each Jordan block and the indeenumerating the
neous emission. This generalizes the results for the robesst  basis vectors inside each Jordan block, with 0, ...,n, — 1
against these decohering processes found in the adiabaéc ¢ (n,, is the dimension of the bloak). Moreover, left and right
in Ref. [20]. Furthermore, in the case of spontaneous emisvectors satisfy the orthonormality condition

sion, robustness of the non-adiabatic GP is a new feature of @) 119(3) y

our approach, which should positively impact geometric QC (&5 |D5 )) = 6apd" . (6)
(see, e.g., Refi [17] for difficulties in the correction obspa- T eigenvalues off(¢) are denoted by\, and the left

neous emission). and right eigenvectors df(¢) are denoted b)rD&O))) and
<<5é"“_1)|, respectively. Taking the derivative of EQ] (4) with

II. DYNAMICAL INVARIANTS IN OPEN SYSTEMS respect to time (denoted by the dot symbol below), we obtain
-  ZDD)) +ZIDE)) = XalDD)) + Xa D)) +DETY)).
For a closed quantum system, a dynamical invadatitis 7)
an Hermitian operator which satisfies|[27] Projection of Eq.{7) ir(<géj)| yields
aI 1 . . . . .. ; . .
o0 =0 W (PP = Aabasd® + (3 = 29) (€5 1DD)
whereH is the Hamiltonian of the system. Dynamical invari- +<<5[(j)|1')gf‘1))) _ <<géﬂ+1)|p&i)>>. 8)
ants have time-independent eigenvalues, implying thezefo o o _
that their expectation value is constant, id(t)) /dt = 0. On the other hand, from the definition of a dynamical invari-

In order to generalize the concept of a dynamical invarian@nt, given by Eq[(3), we get
to the context of open systems, we consider a general open ) 151y _ ) ()
system described by a convolutionless master equation <<5ﬂ |;Z|Da >_> = (o /\é) f<5f3 |£_|Da 2

ap , +(ES1LIDE)) = (€570 |LIDD)) - 9)
T oot @) By inserting Eq.[(P) into Eq[{8), we obtain
where p(t) is the density operator, which can be taken as : i _ () )
vector in Hilbert-Schmidt space, anflis the (usually non- )‘“6(’6_5 = (Ra = Ag) <<55_ OIDe"))
Hermitian) super-operator which dictates the dynamicsef t +<<géﬂ)|0|pgj—1)>> — <<géﬂ+1) |O|D@))  (10)
system. Given an open system governedlgy), we define
a dynamical invarianf (¢) as a super-operator which satisfies

Lp

where

the equation O=r_ 2 (11)
0T ot
i [£,Z] = 0. () Let us assume, from now on, that, = 1, i.e., the Jor-

dan blocks are one-dimensional (1D). This means that we
are assuming that we were able to find a diagonalizabig

even though it can be non-Hermitian). As we will show be-
ow, Abelian GPs will be associated with the situation where
Z(t) has non-degenerate 1D Jordan blocks while non-Abelian
phases will be associated with the situation whefg dis-

lays degenerate 1D Jordan blocks. For multi-dimensional
ordan blocks, we should proceed by a case by case analysis,
with no general treatment available.
Therefore, assuming 1D Jordan blocks, we have

Similarly to the case of closed systems, the eigenvaludseof t
super-operatofZ (¢t) will be shown to be time-independent,
as expected for a dynamical invariant. However, note th
Eqg. (3) does not uniquely determifiét) nor ensures that such
a super-operator exists. The success of our approach Wyill re
therefore on the possibility of constructing non-trivigir(e-
dependent) dynamical invariants, which can fortunately b%
found in a number of interesting examples.

The super-operatdf(t) is in general non-Hermitian, which
means that it will not always exhibit a basis of eigenstates. .
However we can construct a right baﬂ@&”))} and a left )\ada;ﬁij = (Aa — A3) <<5§7)|O|D£j)>> , (12)
basis{((é‘((f)|} in Hilbert-Schmidt space based on the Jordan oo , I i
canonical form ofZ(t) [30]. Here, the double-ket notation is WNere. n(q;/v, the indicesand j appearing in bot{|D5”))}
used to emphasize that these vectors are defined in the spadd {((£5’|} account for degenerate states, namely, states
state of linear operators instead of the ordinary Hilbeacgp ~ Such that\, = g, whichevera and 5. Observe that for
This construction is analogous to the procedure develaped ic = § and: = j, we obtain\, = 0, which implies that the
Ref. [20], but using now the Jordan decompositionZ¢f) dynamical invariant has indeed time-independent eigeegl
rather than’(t). It can be shown (see Ref. [20] or Appendix Moreover, taking indicea: and3 such that\, # Ag, we ob-

A of Ref. [19]) that left and right basis vectors can always betain
chosen such that they have the properties <<5ég)|0|pg)>> — 0 (£ Ag). (13)

D\ i i—1
I|D§y ) = /\a|1?&)>> + |D§v‘ )>>’ (4) Eq. (I3) provides the fundamental condition that will allow
UEDT = ((ED N + ((EFHY], (5) for the definition of non-adiabatic GPs.
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l1l. NON-ADIABATIC GPS VIA DYNAMICAL Observe also that the phases defined above are non-adjabatic
INVARIANTS since no adiabaticity requirement has been imposed in any
step of our derivation.
A. Abelian case

Let us assume that the eigenvalues %ft) are non- B. Non-Abelian case

degenerate, i.e), = A\g = a = . In order to simplify

the notation, we will omit the upper indexof the right and Let us consider now the case of 1D degenerate Jordan
left vectors in the Abelian case. Let us take the densityaper blocks and expand the density operator as

tor p as a vector in Hilbert-Schmidt space and expand it in the

fight basis{[ D))} o) =323 1D, (20)
) = calDa)) (14) Y
o wherem is the number of Jordan blocks apatientifies all the

By inserting Eq.[(TK) into the master equatibh (2) and ptejec right eigenvect0r$D£-Z)>> of Z(t) associated with the eigen-
ing itin ((£3], we obtain value .. Similarly as in the non-degenerate case, we insert

) Eqg. (20) into Eq.[(R) and project the result(i (@ |, yielding

és = cal(€slOIDa)) - (15) o

y ) _ N\ ) 1e® 101l
By using Eq.[(IB), we can get rid of the sum in EqJ(15), which € = Z Z e ((€5710IDF)) - (21)
implies a=lj=1
¢ = c5((E5]0|Dg)) . (16) By making use of Eq[{13), we obtain

Solving Eq. [16), we obtain c'(Bi) = Z cg) <<5[(f)|(’)|Dg)>> . (22)

cs(t) = cs(0)e Jo {ERI DDA o3 (EalLIDN A (17) =t

_ ) ) ) Now let us define the matri®/z, whose elements are given
Therefore, each right eigenvecttPz)) in the expansion by
of p gets multiplied by a phase. The first exponential in
Eq. (I7) gives origin to the geometric contribution of the Mé”) _ ((5;1)|O|Dg))) _ Hé”) i Aga)7 (23)
phase whereas the second exponential generates the dynam-
ical sector. The geometric phase must be gauge invarianyith
i.e. it cannot be modified (or eliminated) by a multiplica-

tion of the basis vector§D,))} or {((£.]} by a local (time- ng) = <<5/§i)IEID(B”>>,
dependent) complex factor. Indeed, let us consider thd+ede (i) @ 0 ()
inition |D.)) = x(t)e™®|D,)) (x(t) # 0, Vt). For the left Ag” = (& 51D ) - (24)

vectors, the orthonormality condition, given by Ed. (6)im . ]
poses that(€!,| = ((E.|x~'e~™("). Gauge invariance under Note that_HB plays the role of a non—Abeha_m dynam_lcal
these transformations for an arbitrary (cyclic or non-mjcl Phase whileAs will correspond to a geometrical contribu-
path in Hilbert-Schmidt space is achieved by adding a neWion to the total phase. Moreover, by defining the vector

term in the expression of the GP in EG.I(17), resulting in ¢s = (cg,...c§ )" in Hilbert-Schmidt space, withV de-
noting the degree of degeneracy, we get
0

t
_ _ ’ / / N

s =1 ({(£5(0) D5 (1)))) / (Es(#)] 57 D5 (¢ WZ ) 20— My, (25)
By a direct inspection, it can be shown thas is gauge in- whose formal solution is
variant. This is analogous to the procedure used in Ref. [4] o) = Us (0 (26)
to extend Berry phases for non-cyclic paths in closed system cp(t) =Us ¢5(0),
The contribution coming from the terin (((£5(0)|Ds(t))))  with
may affect the visibility of the phase, sin¢&€3(0)|Dg(t))) is .
not necessarily a complex number with modulus 1. Moreover, o / N g4t
note that for a cyclic path of the basis vectors, [, (t))) = Us =T exp U [Ha(#) + Ag(t)] dt') (27)
|D,(0))), we haveln (({(£3(0)|Ds(0)))) = Inl = 0. There-

fore, for the cyclic GP, no extra term should be added, withvhere T is the time-ordering operator. It is important to
o5 simplifying to note that the matrice/s and Az do not commute in gen-

. eral. This means that, in the non-Abelian case, the dynam-
oyclic / i / p . ical and GPs may not be easily splitted up. This is in-
A /0 {(Ea(t )|6t’ [Da(¢)))dt” (cyclic path. deed a feature which also appears in closed systems for non-

(19) adiabatic non-Abelian phases [25] 26, 31]. By assuming that



[f Ag(t)dt, [ Hﬁ(t)dt] = 0, we can extend the the reason- Therefore £ has & x 2 matrix representation given by

ing in Ref. [29] for the Hilber-Schmidt space, with the non- o2
cyclic non-Abelian GP getting the form L= ( —a _WQ > ) (32)
W =2
t
exp &5 = Ws(t)T exp [/ A,@(t/)dt/] , Let us look for a simple non-trivial super-operafdt), which
0 we propose to take the form
whereWs is the overlap matrix, whose elements are given by a(t) Bt
@) 4y — (g0 %) =1\ i) s | (33)
Wi (t) = ({€5°(0)|Ds"(1))). The presence of the overlap Y(t) 6(t)

matrix ensures the gauge invariance of the non-Abelian GP, —— )
which can be verified by a similar inspection as that disaﬂjsseWherea(t)’ B(1), 7(t), ando(t) are time-dependent well

. ) behaved functions. Now, it follows an important fact about
n Su_bsect|0rtT[_ﬂ7}\. Mqreover, note thavs reduces to the the robustness of the non-adiabatic GP. For arbitrary time-
identity for cyclic evolutions.

dependent functiona(t), 5(t), v(t), andd(t), we have that
the commutatofZ, Z] is independent of the dephasing param-
eteryy. Indeed

—B—7 a—=9§
[E,I]_w(a_5 [3+7>' (34)
bue to this property, we can construct a non-trivial (time-
%ependent) super-operaffyit) that is independent of;. This
operator will generate right and left bases which are alde-in
pendent ofy;. Hence the GP acquired by the density operator
T p will keep the independence af;, exhibitng therefore ro-
5 ~ 0 (28)  pustness against dephasing.
) o ) ) Let us analyze in details the GP acquired during a cyclic
In this case, by taking into account Eg] (3), we will obtain path of the left and right vectors. By imposing EQL (3), we

[£,Z] ~ 0. Then, by assuming that botfi andZ are di-  \yj| get a set of coupled differential equations
agonalizable, it follows that they will have a common basis

C. Adiabatic limit

Let us turn now to an observation about the adiabatic
regime. The GPs defined in the previous sections will ge
reduced to the adiabatic case introduced in Ref. [19] for th
choice of a slowly varying dynamical invariant. Indeed,ust
suppose that

of eigenstates. Therefore, under the conditiond (28), the no & = —w(B+7),
adiabatic basis, given by eigenstate<ofill exactly be the B =w (a—4),
same as the adiabatic basis, given by the eigenstatés of 4 = wla—4),
0 = w(B+7). (35)

IV.  NON-ADIABATIC GP FOR A TWO-LEVEL SYSTEM

UNDER DECOHERENGE The solution of this set of equations yields

I ( alt) B > (36)
Let us examine the GP acquired by a two-level system de- Bt)+ec2 —alt)+c )’
scribed by the free Hamiltonian where
H = %gz, (29) a(t) = a1 cos2wt + g sin 2wt + %1 ,
. C
Under decoherence in a Markovian environment, the dynam- B(t) = aisin2wt — as cos 2wt — 52 ; (37)
ics of the system will be governed by the Lindblad equa- . . .
tion [14] with a1, as, ¢1, andc, denoting arbitrary constants. There-

fore, as mentioned before, we can construct the dynamical
invariant such that it is independentof. The super-operator
Z(t) given in Eq. [36) has a basis of eigenvectors as long as
4(a? + a3) # 3. This can be adjusted with no problem since
we are free to set the constants. The operafoy is in gen-

A. Robustness under dephasing eral non-Hermitian, which means that the left and right base
will not be related by a transpose conjugation operatiore Th
cyclic GPsy; andy. associated with the right vectof®; ))
and|D,)), respectively, can be computed as given by EG. (19),

9 _ . 1 t t t
o= —ilH. -5 (FiFZp +plIT; — 2r1pri) . (30)

K3

Let us start by taking the case of dephasing, wlidtg =
~vq40-. In this case, the super-operatdran be written as (see

AppendixA) yielding
t
0
0 0 0 0 oy = _/ (&l DYt (38)
0 —2vF —w 0 0
E: O w _272 O (31) t 8 ,
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Indeed, by choosing a cyclic path for the basis vectors, we sensure robustness for the external submatrix, we must ienpos

t = 27 /w. Therefore, we obtain p = 0 (implying from Eq. [[3) that botly andy are constants)
andg = y — x (implying thatx is also a constant). Since,
cov1 + 2094/ —(v1 /v3)? as given by Eq.[(44), the internal and the external submatrix
pr = =27 V103 ’ are decoupled, only the internal submatrix will contribfate
2 = —p1, (40) the GP (the constant elements of the external submatrix will

desappear in the computation of the GP, due to the time deriva
wherev; = 2ay + ¢2, v = o2 + o3, andus = \/m tive). This means that: (i) the invariant super-operdi@j for
Note that the GP depends on the particular choice of the supegPontaneous emission given by Eq.l(44) will produce the same
operatorZ(t), since it depdends on the valuesaf, a», and ~ GP as that obtained for dephasing; (ii) sitg¢) can be non-
co. Indeed, different choices &f(¢) will imply in distinct  trivially defined as independent of. then the non-adiabatic

right and left bases. An interesting particular case isttwiae ~ GP acquired by in the basis ofZ(¢) is robust against spon-
¢ = 0. In this situation, we obtain taneous emission. The robutness of the geometric phase un-
der spontaneous emission appears here as a consequence of

e the expansion of the density operagoin the basis of a suit-
L=, T sign(az), (41) " ably chosen invariant super-operator (see, e.g., Reff§teh
o] o analysis based on quantum trajectories of a geometric phase
w2 = +27Ta—2 = +imsign(az) . (42)  which is non-robust against spontaneous emission).

Note that, besides robustness against dephasing, the Gips gi

by Egs. [41) and(42) display only an oscillating (imaginary C. An example of non-robustness: bit-flip
term. The loss of visibility typical in open systems, whish i
given by the presence of damping real exponentals, is absen'[Robustness will not be present for arbitrary processes. For

for the GP in the case, = 0. Naturally, a loss of visibility instance, consider the case of bit-flip, ile.= ;0. In this

may still come (and indeed it does) from the dynamical phaseCase’ the Lindblad super-operator reads (see App&ndix A)

B. Robustness under spontaneous emission 000 0
00 —w 0
£=10w —292 0 (46)
Now let us analyze the robustness of the GP against spon- 00 0 =292
taneous emission, which is modelled by= ~,.0_, with
o- = o, —1i0y. Inthis case, the Lindblad super-operator is consider that we propose the dynamical invariawiiven by
given by (see Append[xIA) Eq. (43). The commutatdt, Z] now yields
8 20 , VY 8 0 0 0 29%p
L= 4 se —w2 . (43) - 0 —Ew Qﬁﬁ +nw 0
0 w =2y 0 £,1] = 2 )
A2 0 056 e 0 =29, +nw Ew 0
Vse —%Yse _2751- 0 0 0
! : i (47)
_The super-operatal motivates the proposal of the dynamical where, as defined for the case of spontaneous emissien,
invariant ; .
B8+ ~yandn = « — §. Therefore, the requirement of inde-
qt) 0 0 p(t) pendence ofy, yieldsz = 0, p = 0, w(a — §) = —2672,
0 «aft) Bt) 0 andw(a — §) = —2y42. Then, by using Eqs[{87), we ob-
I(t) = 0 ~(t) &t 0 ’ (44)  taina = c1/2 and 8 = —cy/4 which, from Eq. [(3B), im-
z(t) 0 0 y(t) ply that«, 8, v, and§ are constants. Moreover, requiring

Eq. (3) for the dynamical invariant, we also find tlyadndy
where the matrix elemtents are arbitrary time-dependewntfu are constants. Therefofeas given by Eq.[{44) cannot result

tions. The commutatdiZ, Z] is now given by in non-vanishing GPs which are robust against bit-flip, sinc
the robust dynamical invariant obtained is trivially carst
492 p 0 0 4vip Thus, let us turn to the case of time-dependgf) and ex-
£,7] = 0 —fw Nw 0 plicitly analyze the dependence of the geometric phase®n th
’ 0 Nw €ew 0 ’ parametefty,. By takingz = 0 andp = 0 in Eq. (47), we can
432 (q+xz—y) 0O 0 —442p choose the dynamical invariant as
(45)
wheres = 8+~ andnp = a — 4. We observe that the commu- 0 0 0 0
tator is splitted out in two submatrices. The internal sutsixa 7|0 a(t) p(t) 0 48
is identical to that obtained from dephasing [see EJ. (8], Tl 0 () 6() 0] (48)
ing independent of the decoherence paramgterin order to 0 O 0 0



where now the functiona(t), 5(t), v(t), andd(t) satisfy the

following set of differential equations

of ¢, it can be shown that it is independentgffor a given
timet.
We can also consider the dependence of the GP as time is

@ = —(B+y)w (49)  varied for a fixedy,. This is plotted in Fig.R2 and Fif] 3, where
B =282+ (a—8w (50)  Wefixy, = 0.1 (in units such thab = 1). As we can observe
Y = —2972 + (0 — ) (51) in Fig.[2, the imaginary part of the gauge-invariant GP, Wwhic
7= "2 +(e-dw is the sum ofp®clc (See Eq.[(19)) and the logarithmic cor-
0= B+7w (52)  rection, behaves as a step function of time. The origin &f thi
_ ) behavior is thdn term in Eq. [28). Moreover, note that the
The solution of Eqs[(49]=($2) can be written as discontinuities in the imaginary part of the GP are assediat
2et _oet with a pronounced behavior also in the real part, as exlubite
(—e1e®! + epe ™) in Fig.[3
alt) = w +ay, 4
28
5t+0't 2 .I 1 T T .l'lﬁl I IIII T
ﬁ(t)z ()2()7 _/..-ll'II ;‘ '. ,"“T |
04 || Il / || |
e(t) —olt I ! | /
) = ()2 = L ‘ et
6(t) = —a(t) +c, (53) i
wherea, 1, €2, ande; are constantsg, = (v, — w?)'/2 and 4 ]
g(t) = g1%t 4 e % 6 > t
- =a Im (In (<<g(0) | D(t) >>)) >
ere26t _ oo 26t } ) > |
) = (B ) T e _
-10 1 | 1 | 1 | 1
with o satisfyingy2o; + w(2a; — ¢1) = 0. We are free to 0 2 4 6 8 10
set the initial conditions which define the dynamical ingati t

I(t) Distinct Cho_lces Oﬁ(t)(z\-l)vm imply in different GPS_ ac FIG. 2: (Color online) Imaginary part of the GP for a two-lbsgs-
quired by the basis vectojB. ")) that expand the density op- tem under bit-flip as a function of time. The decoherencemater
erator. In order to consider a concrete example, weset 0, ~y is set t00.1 (in units such that = 1).

which impliesc; = 2a1. Moreover, we take; = —0.5, and

e2 = 1. By adopting these values, we plot in Hig. 1 the real

part of the GRy, given by Eq.[(IB), as a function of the deco- 2

T T T T T T
herence parameter for several fixed times. P Y »"\ ;”»»’n ]
4 % ¥ > ¥ x
> \ }\
e 4
-0.1+- . |
| eet=Tl/W 2
02 == t=31n/w \ E
=Yg »rt=6n/w ‘'
S A V! ! W _
° r t=9m/w J 4 ¥ T V]
x B \ 1e—e Re (@) W |
0.3 n b U Re (In (<<g(0) | D (1) >>))
- i -6 "> Re ((prChC) —
-0.4+ _ 1 ] 1 ] 1 | 1 | 1
i 1 0 2 4 6 8 10
t
-0.5 1 | 1 | 1
02 03 Yo 04 05 FIG. 3: (Color online) Real part of the GP for a two-level syat

under bit-flip as a function of time.The decoherence paramegtis

FIG. 1: (Color online) Real part of the geometric phase fowe-t ~ S€tt00.1 (in units such that = 1).

level system under bit-flip as a function of the decoherercarpeter
~s (in units such that = 1).

This GP is non-cyclic and evaluated for the eigenstatg of D. Dynamical phase under decoherence

associated with the eigenvalae— ,/z1¢5 (the GP is indepen-
dent ofa;). Note that the visibility ofp decreases fasteras we  Concerning the behavior of the dynamical phase, it will
increase the evolution time Concerning the imaginary part usually not exhibit robustness against decoherence. $his i



due to the fact that the super-operatbdepends on the de- robust against both dephasing and spontaneous emissien. Ro
coherence parameters. This is in contrast with the invariarbustness of the non-adiabatic GP against spontaneous emis-
super-operatdf, which can be designed to display robustnesssion is a remarkable feature which may have a positive impact
if [£,Z] is independent of the decohering processes (as previn geometric quantum computation. In this direction, a cer-
ously shown for dephasing and spontaneous emission). Inainly interesting application of our approach is the as@ly
deed, robustness of the dynamical phase can only be achievetinon-Abelian geometric phases in the tripod-linkageeyst
whether the integraf ((£5|£|Ds))dt’ can be made indepen- of atomic states [32, 33, 34,135]. We left this topic for fath
dent of decoherence, which turns out to be a non-generic sitesearch.
uation. As a concrete example, let us consider the dynamical

phase for dephasing. In this case, robustness is not pessibl

choosing the invariant operator given in Subsediion JVA. In

fact, by explicit computation for a cyclic evolution, we abt Acknowledgments
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27w
/0 (E|LIDy))a

27 /w
/0 (E]L|Dy))a’

with v3 defined as in EQL(40). Therefore, notice that no adjust APPENDIX A: LINDBLAD SUPER-OPERATOR FOR A
can be done in order to remove the dependence of the dynam- TWO-LEVEL SYSTEM UNDER DECOHERENCE
ical phase for an arbitrary;. As expected, this dependence
will induce a damping contribution to the visibility of thetal

Let us illustrate the construction of the Lindblad super-
phase.

operatorL by examining a two-level system described by the
free Hamiltonian given by Eq_(29). We will consider the fol-

V. CONCLUSIONS lowing decohering process

3
We have proposed a generalization of the theory of dynam-p4) = o, (t)o, + as (t)oy + as(t)o. = Z a;(t)os, (Al)
ical invariants to the context of open quantum systems. This P
approach can be seen as an alternative way to solve the master
equation, since the construction and diagonalization of-a d wheres, = o,, 0y = 0y, andoy = o.. Note thatl'(t)
namical invariant automatically determines the densigrap  describes an arbitrary single decoherence process for-a two
tor. By using this generalization, we have defined in generajevel system. For instance, for dephasing, we would take:

non-adiabatic GPs acquired by the density operator dutsng i , = . For the density operator, we can take the expression
evolution in Hilbert-Schmidt space. Moreover, we haverdeli

eated a strategy to look for non-adiabatic GPs that are tobus 1 o
against a given decoherence process. Our method consists 2(t) = 5 (I+7-0)= B (I +v102 + v20y + v302)
in looking for dynamical invariants such thgt, 7] is inde- (A2)

pendent of the decohering parameters. As an illustration oivhere! is the two-dimensional identity operator afids the
our approach, we have analyzed the GP acquired by a qubibherence vector. By inserting Eds.1(28), (A1), dndl (A2) int
evolving under decoherence. GP in this case was shown to like Lindblad equatio (30) we obtain

op w ajaj 2 , T 3
a2 (v109 — ’U201) + Z 5 (’Uin + ’UjO'i) — Z |al| V0 — 1€k QL OOk (A3)
0,J 6,3 .5,k
where we have made use of the auxiliary expressions permutation of(1,2,3), —1 if it is an odd permutation, and

0 if any index is repeated). Factoring out the components in
005 = i€ijk0k +0ij1,  EijkEpgk = dipdjq — diq0jp, (A4)  eachs;-direction, Eq.[(AB) can be rewritten as

with the repeated indices summed over and with;;;, de-
noting the Levi-Civita symbol (it isl if (4,7, k) is an even



wv v
{__2 + (alag + alag) 3 + (041043 + alag) 33 — (|a2|2 + |a3|2) vy +1 (a2a3 - agag)} o1
wor t A i — oo
+ - + alag + arad 2 LA a2a3 + o 5 |a1| + |a3| ve —i(ajas —aqal )| o2
v
+ [(oz o3 + ala;) ) + ( ;Oég + OLQOZE) ?2 - (|o¢1|2 + |a2|2) v3 + 1 (OLTOLQ - alag)} o3 (A5)

Taking p(t) as a vector in Hilbert-Schmidt space and usingwhere|p(t))) is expressed in the bas$, o1, 02, 03}. There-
Eq. (A2), we can write fore, by inserting Eq[{A6) and EQ_(A5) (féf) into Eq. [2),
we obtain the Lindblad super-operaibr

1
ooy =5 | (A6)
U3 |
0 0 0

21 (agag — a2a3) (
-2 (alag — a1a3) w + (041042 + alag) -2 (|a1|2 + |a3|2) a£a3 + asard
2 (oﬂiog - alag) (OLTOég + a1a3) (a;ag + a2ag) -2 (|0¢1|2 + |a2|2)

a2| + |as| ) —w + (al{ag + ozloz;) OéIOég + ala;
(AT)

—

Some interesting particular cases of EQ.](A7) can be oldaine the parameters; are real. An interesting case of complex
For instance, for dephasing, we hawg = o, = 0 and is given by spontaneous emission, whaie= v, as = —iv,
a3 = 74, resulting in Eq.[(31). Note that the first column®f  andas = 0. In this case, we obtain the super-operafor
vanishes for dephasing. In fact, this will be the case whenev shown in Eq.[(4B).
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