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Abstract

M, (C) denotes the set of n by n complex matrices. Consider
continuous time quantum semigroups P; = €', t > 0, where £ :
M,(C) — M,(C) is the infinitesimal generator. If we assume that
L(I) =0, we will call e!#, t > 0 a quantum Markov semigroup. Given
a stationary density matrix p = pg, for the quantum Markov semi-
group P, t > 0, we can define a continuous time stationary quantum
Markov process, denoted by X;, ¢ > 0. Under the detailed balance con-
dition, given an a priori Laplacian operator Lo : M, (C) — M, (C), we
will present a natural concept of entropy for a class of density matrices
on M,(C). Given an Hermitian operator A : C"* — C" (which plays
the role of an Hamiltonian), we will study a version of the variational
principle of pressure for A. A density matrix p4 maximizing pressure
will be called an equilibrium density matrix. From p4 we will derive a
new infinitesimal generator £ 4. Finally, the continuous time quantum
Markov process defined by the semigroup P; = et%4, t > 0, and an
initial stationary density matrix, will be called the continuous time
equilibrium quantum Markov process for the Hamiltonian A. It cor-
responds to the quantum thermodynamical equilibrium for the action
of the Hamiltonian A.
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1 Introduction

We are interested in continuous time stationary quantum Markov process
which corresponds to equilibrium for a quantum bath (interacting with a
quantum system) under the action of a certain given Hamiltonian. Therefore,
our results concern continuous-time quantum channels.

In [5] the authors present a detailed study of a nice version of the de-
tailed balance condition for a continuous-time quantum Markov semigroup
on M,(C), n € N (see also [9], [8] and [16] for related results). In Theorem
4.2 in [5] it is explained that the detailed balance condition for a classical
continuous-time Markov Chain, with values on a finite state space, corre-
sponds to the commutative part of the dynamical evolution of the continuous-
time quantum Markov semigroup. Results of [5] and the detailed balance
condition are used here in an essential way:.

On page 75 in Section 9 in [10], and also on page 114 in Section 5 in [17],
for a classical continuous-time Markov Chain - with infinitesimal generator
L - satisfying the detailed balance condition, a deviation function (which is
a form of entropy) is introduced and a variational principle (in some sense
a form of maximizing pressure) is considered (see expression 9.18 in page
76 in [10]). We would like to extend the results obtained for the classical
commutative setting to the non-commutative setting of quantum Markov
semigroups satisfying the detailed balance condition as described in [5].

We will present a natural concept of entropy for a class of density matrices
(see Section 3). We point out that the dynamics of the flow in the set of
matrices is encapsulated on the infinitesimal generator £ and the entropy we
consider here is at the level of this linear operator. In this sense, this concept
of entropy has no direct dynamical content. Our setting is the quantum
channel version of the classical ones considered in [10] and [17].

After introducing entropy we will study a version of the variational princi-
ple of pressure and its relation to an eigenvalue problem for a certain type of
transfer operator (see Section 5 and expression (32) in Section 6). In classical
Thermodynamic Formalism, the Ruelle operator plays this role. The Ru-
elle Theorem describes a relation of equilibrium states with a corresponding
eigenvalue problem (see [15]). The Ruelle operator is an infinite-dimensional
version of the Perron-Frobenius operator. The transfer operator we consider
here is not exactly an extension of the concept of Ruelle operator. A density
matrix maximizing pressure will be called an equilibrium density matrix. We
will provide examples in Section 5.

Our results are in some sense the quantum analogous of the reasoning
delineated in [2], [13] and [11], which considered the dynamics of continuous-
time dynamics (a flow) in the Skorohod space.



Our definition of entropy is also different from the ones in [3] and [4]
which considered quantum channels in discrete-time dynamics.

Taking into account the concept and the notation described in section 5 in
[5] we will denote by Ly (the Laplacian) the generator of the heat semigroup.
We will choose a special Ly (see Definition 4) which will play the role of the
a priort Laplacian. Our special choice of Ly is the analogous of taking the
normalized counting probability as the a priori probability in the classical
definition of Kolmogorov-Shannon entropy (see discussion in [14]).

From this £y (which is fixed from now on) we will be able to define the
detailed balanced condition (as described in [5]) and the Laplacian-entropy.

Definition 1. Given a density operator p define the Laplacian-entropy (en-
tropy for short) by
h(p) = Tr [p'*Li(p'?)], (1)

where we set Lo by Definition 4.

Our definitions of entropy and pressure are quite natural. They are the
non commutative extension of the concepts considered in the classical setting
of continuous-time Markov chains as described by M. Kac in expressions
(9.16) and (9.18) in Section 9 in [10] and by D. W. Strook in Section 5 in
[17].

Expression (5.12) in [17] defines the so-called rate function I in the setting
of classical continuous-time Markov Processes taking values on the compact
metric space E. If L is the infinitesimal generator, then (5.12) means

) =— inf / L,

u>0 ueC(E

where C'(E) is the set of real continuous functions defined on E.

Later, for reversible processes, the above formula simplifies to expression
(5.18) in [17], which claims

1) == [ 916, 6=

In [17] it is used the term symmetric operator but in other contexts, this
would correspond to conditions like reversibility or the detailed balanced
condition.

Under the detailed balanced condition, in the quantum channel context,
one should replace the role of L by the generator of a QMS, which is usually
denoted by L (the Lindbladian). Probabilities are replaced by densities p
(states). In this case, (5.12) in [17] corresponds here to

_ -1
I(p) = — inf Te(p U™ Lo V),



where the infimum is taken over the positive matrices U € M,,.
In [17] (see also [10]) the variational principle is taken as

A(V) = sup (/ Vdv — I(v)),
prob v
where A(V') is the main eigenvalue of a certain operator.
Denote D,, = {p > 0: Tr(p) = 1}.
In section 5 we consider an analogous problem: given an Hermitian op-
erator A : C" — C", we consider the variational problem:

Py = sup {h(p) + Tr(4p) }. (2)

pEDy,

A matrix p4 maximizing P4 will be called an equilibrium density the
operator for A. We call P(A) the Laplacian-pressure (pressure for short) of
the Hermitian operator A : C* — C™.

A connection of P4 of expression (2) with the eigenvalue of a certain
linear operator is described in expression (32) in Section 6 (see also (33)).
In this way we get all elements for establishing a continuous time quantum
channel version of the classical Ruelle operator (see [15], [14], [2], [13]).

Our definition of entropy has a difference of sign when compared with the
setting of [17], so we wonder if there exists a connection between h(p) and
—1(p). In section 7 we will show this connection in the special case of the
heat-semigroup with the a priori generator Ly defined on section 3. We will
show that:

Theorem 2. Given the density matriz p, then

h(p) = inf Tr(p A™" Lo(A)).

Following [5], we will present in Section 8 the classical Markov Chain
associated with a continuous-time quantum channel and we will provide ex-
amples.

The present work is part of the PhD. thesis of J. Brasil and J. Knorst in
Graduate Program in Math. in UFRGS.

2 An outline of the main prerequisites
Given a linear operator A : C — C, its dual (with respect to the canonical
inner product), is denoted by A* : C — C.

Denote by M, (C) = M, the set of n by n complex matrices with the GNS
inner product < A, B >= Tr (A* B). Given a linear operator T : M,, — M,,,
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its dual with respect to this inner product is denoted by Tt : M, — M,,.
That is, for all matrices A, B we get

<T(A),B>=< AT\ (B) > .

We denote by 1 the diagonal matrix with entries % Then, 1 is a density
matrix and also the unity of the C*-algebra M,,(C). We denote by &, the
set of invertible density matrices (operators) p : M, — M,.

We will consider continuous time quantum semigroups (QS) the ones
given by P, = e t > 0, where £ : M,(C) — M,(C) is the infinitesimal
generator (see Definition 5.5.1 and also Section 9.3.2 in [6]). The linear
operator £ should satisfy the conditional complete positivity property (see
section 5 in [6] or section 6 in [18]). We assume that L£(A*) = (L(A))*,
for all A € M,(C). Given a selfadjoint matrix A € M, (C), the dynamical
evolution t — e*“(A) is called the Heisenberg dynamical evolution. Given a
density matrix p € M, (C), the dynamical evolution t — etU(p) is called the
Schrédinger dynamical evolution.

If we assume that £(I) = 0, we will call P, = e¢'*, t > 0, the continuous
time quantum Markov semigroup (QMS) associated to £ (see Definition
5.5.2 and also section 7 in [6]). It is known that in this case e!*(1) = 1, for
all t > 0. Continuous time quantum Markov semigroups provide a convenient
mathematical description of the irreversible dynamics of an open quantum
system.

If p = p is such that £1(p) = 0, then for all t > 0, we get /£ (p) = p and
we say that p is the stationary density matrix for the continuous time
quantum Markov semigroup with infinitesimal generator £. Section 9.4
in [6] presents a discussion on the uniquenes of the stationary matrix p.

We call X;, t > 0, the continuous time quantum Markov process
(QMP) associated to the infinitesimal generator £, the process associated to
the pair (e'“, pz), t > 0. We can ask questions about ergodicity for such
process (see Section 11 in [6]).

Given the (QMP) associated to £ and the stationary density operator p,
take an observable (a self-adjoint matrix) A € M,,. Then, we get that

t — Tr(pe“(A))

describes the time evolution of the expected value of the observable A.

We say that L is irreducible if for every non-zero matrix A > 0, and every
strictly positive ¢ > 0, we have e'#(A4) > 0. We will also assume that £ is
irreducible (see Sections 10 and 11 in [6]).

Given o € &, consider the inner product <, >, in the set of matrices
in M,, given by < A, B >,=Tr(A*Bo) =< A, Bo > .
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Definition 3. Given o € &, we say that the QMS e'* t > 0, satisfies the
o-detailed balance condition if L is symmetric with respect to <, >,. That
is, for all matrices A, B € M, we get

< L(A),B >,=< A, L(B) >, .

Given o € &, if the QMS e**,¢t > 0, satisfies the o-detailed balance
condition, then, o is stationary for the evolution of the semigroup et >0
(see Lemma 10).

The explicit form of the infinitesimal generator of a continuous-time quan-
tum Markov semigroups satisfying the detailed balance condition is described
by expression (3.4) in [5] (see our expression (13)).

Definition 4. We denote Ly the infinitesimal generator satisfying d.b.c.
where we take 0 = 1. Ly will be called the Laplacian (see Section 3 in

[5])-

The semigroup P, = e, t > 0, describes the unperturbed continuous
time quantum channel.

Given the a priori Laplacian operator Ly : M, (C) — M,(C), we will
present a natural concept of entropy for a class of density matrices p on
M,,(C) (see Definition 5).

Given a Hermitian operator A : C* — C" (which plays the role of minus
the Hamiltonian), we will consider in Section 5 a variational principle of
pressure for A, which is given by Definition 12.

A density matrix p4 maximizing pressure will be called an equilibrium
density matrix for A. This matrix (in fact pz/ 2) will satisfy an eigenvalue
property for a certain linear operator £, to be described in Section 6. From
pa we will derive a new infinitesimal generator £4. Finally, the continuous-
time quantum Markov Process X;, t > 0, associated to P, = et#4, t >
0, and pa, will be called the continuous-time equilibrium quantum Markov
semigroup for the Hamiltonian A. This new process describes a continuous-
time quantum channel after the perturbation by the selfadjoint operator A.

3 The heat semigroup and entropy of density
operators

In this section the inner product in M, is < A, B >= Tr (A* B).
Denote by e;, j = 1,...,n, the canonical base in C", and by

V:i,j: |€i><€j|ICn—>Cn,
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where 4,7 = 1,...,n. Note that V", = | e; )(e; .

We denote by V; ; the matrix which is zero in all entries, up to the entry
1,7, where it has the value 1.

We denote by 1 the operator identity I times % The matrix 1 describes
an invertible density operator.

Ly denotes the infinitesimal generator satisfying d.b.c. for ¢ = 1.

One can show that V;;, ¢,7 = 1,...,n, is an orthonormal basis for £,
associated to the eigenvalue 0.

Following section 5 in [5] we call £y (the Laplacian) the generator of the
heat semigroup (the Laplacian)

A Lo() = 3 (Ve [AVig) + (Vi AVS) 3)

i,j=1

This operator is negative-semi definite. (see page 1827 in [5] and also (13)
and (15) of next section. Note that Ly(I) = 0.

One can show that £§ = £y and Tr (1 Ly(A)) = 0, for all A € M,

Note that

n

Li(p) = Z (Viip, Vil + Vi, p V51 (4)
ij—1
o = 1 is invariant for the dow et£h.

Definition 5. Given a density operator p define the Laplacian-entropy
hp) = Tr(p"Ly(p"?)] (5)

This definition is consistent with expression (5.18) on page 113 in [17].
Our main result in this section is the explicit expression for entropy to
be described by Proposition 7.

First, we want to show the following Lemma:
Lemma 6. h(1) = 0.
Proof. From (4)

n

L(p'?) = Z ([Vig 02 Vi + Vigs 02 VD).

ij=1
Then,

L) =" (Vi 2Vl + Vi, 12 Vs]) =122 (Vi Vil
i,j=1 i,j=1



Note that
[‘/2 NE V;*j] =

lei)(eil —lej) (el

For each pair (7, j) there is a correspondent (j,7). From this follows that

Lh(1?) V?zZm il —|ej) e | =0.

i,j=1

Then, h(1) = 0.
[

Consider now a general density operator p € G,. We want to estimate

h(p).
Denote p'/2 = Y77 ¢rs | e ) (e .
For i, j fixed

n

Vs 02, Vi] = [V ( ; Crslen)(es]), Vi) =
Vi ( ilcm|er><es|)v;;— v;fjw,j<ilcrs|er><es|>=
v@-,j<§crsrer><es|)v:j—rej><ej\<§cm\er><esr)—
vi,j(élcm|er><es|)|ej><ez-|— gcjs|ej><es| -

lei){e; | D enilen) el = Y cjale ) el
r=1 s=1
cijlei)(ei| — chs\ej>(es\.
s=1
On the other hand, for 7, j fixed

[V;,ﬁ p1/2 V* = z] s Z Crs | er es ’Lj:| =

r,s=1



n

WJ(ZCM‘BTM%’)V:]‘_ (Zcrsyerﬂesnv:jv;j =

r,s=1 r,s=1
n
gilen) (el = (3 arslenies] es)es] =
r,s=1

n
cijle)(eil = > enjlen) (el
r=1

Finally,
£i(0"?) =Y (Vag o' Vsl + Vago 0P Vi) ) =
ij=1
> (sledlel = 3 enles) el +
2,5=1 s=1
tejilen)(enl = Y elen)e;]) =
r=1
QchjI—Z (Zc]s|ej (es| + Zcm\er e >:
7=1 7,7=1 s=1
23 e T-n3 (enleienl+ Pesledlel).
j=1 j=1  s=1 r=1
Then,
PR =
> cwlea)en] 2> eyl
u,v=1 j=1
n Zcuv‘eu 61} (Z 26]8’6] es‘—l—ZZcr]’er e; >:
u,v=1 5= j=1 r=1
Z Cuv | €0 ) (€| 2 Z ciil—
u,v=1 j=1
n Z cm,|eu)<z cvs<es|> +n Z cw|eu><ZcU] (e, |) =
u,v=1 s=1 u,v=1 7j=1



n

Zcuv\eu ey | 220]]1—271 Zcuv]eu (ch(esoz

u,v=1 u,v=1 s=1

2 Z Cj Z Cuv | €u) (€| —2m Z Zcuvcvs|eu (es].
u,v=1 u,v=1 s=1
The diagonal of p is p11, pag, o prn and Y7, ¢j5 = D71 \/Aj, where A,
j = 1,...,d, are the eigenvalues of p. Note that sup(Z;L:1 V)2 = n and

inf(3°7 ) /A)? = 1.

Therefore, for fixed n and a given p

h(p) =Tr|p 1/2£T 1/2 QZCHZCM—QnZchcvS:

v=1 s=1

2(;cﬂ> —2anss—2<Z\/_> —on <o,

Note h(p) can be very negative if n is large. We get the following propo-
sition by looking at this last inequality:

Proposition 7. The entropy h depends only on {\;} the eigenvalues of p
and

h(p) = 2Tr (p'/?)? — 2n = 2 (Z \/,\_Z) —

Note that as > 7 ; A\; = 1, the maximal value of h(p) is zero, and this
happens when all eigenvalues A\; = 1 are equal to 711 The maximal value of

entropy is attained by the density matrix 1.

Remark 1. For fized A we denote 0; ;(A) = [VL],A] and GT (A)=[V5, Al
di.j is a version of the momentum operator + ——m acting on the set L* of

functions for the Lebesgue probability on the circle. Indeed, denote by D the

operator g — D(g) = %g’. For fized a : [0,1) — R, take the multiplication

operator g — a g acting on functions g. Then, the operator

1
g — D(ag) —aD(g) = ;a’g,

describes multiplication by %a’ = %%.
We point out that Z ; corresponds to second derivative (Lapla-

cian). On the other hand Z 8 7]0” corresponds to minus second derivative
(minus Laplacian,).

10



4 The general setting for detailed balanced
condition

Before we begin the study of the quantum case we will state results for the
detailed balanced condition when the continuous time Markov Chain takes
values on {1, 2.., k}. Denote by s = (s1, ..., §) the initial invariant probability
for the line sum zero matrix W = (W, ;)i j=1, k.

The detailed balance condition for W is: for all 4,5 =1, ..., k

5iWi,j = 5jo,i'

Consider the inner product in R*

k
<X,y >5= Zijjyj.
j=1
It is easy to see that W satisfies the detailed balance condition, if and
only if, W is self-adjoint for the inner product < .,. >,.
The above is the classical (commutative) setting for presenting the de-
tailed balance condition. We are interested in presenting the non-commutative
version of the concept.

We will be interested here in the C*-Algebra A = M,, of complex n by n
matrices. The inner product in M, is < A, B >= Tr[A* B]. Following the
notation of [5] the associated Hilbert space will be denoted by b 4.

We will fix from now on an element ¢ : C* — C" in &,. A hypothesis
that can be helpful for ergodic properties is to assume that all eigenvalues of
o are simple.

Now, we present some preliminary definitions and properties taken from
[5].

Once we fix the Hamiltonian H we fix the density state o via 0 = e~
in some sense we are considering a “normalized” Hamiltonian). In fact,
0 = 7=y and h = H +log Tr(e™™).

The linear transformation, A, : M, — M,, is given by A — A, (A) =
o Aco~!. Note that A,(0) = 0 and A, (1) = 1.

Assume each eigenvalue of ¢ is simple.

AJY M, — M,, is given by B — A,(B) =0~ ! Bo.

Note that (A,(A4))* = AJ1(A*).

K : M,, — M, is positive preserving, if K(A) > 0, in the case A > 0.

A, is positive but not positive preserving.

h
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We say that K : M,, — M, is self-adjointness preserving, if (IC(A4))* =
KC(AY).
Remember that by definition Kt : M, — M, is the one such that for all
A B
Tr[A*K(B)] =< A,K(B) >=< K'(A), B >= Tr[(K'(A))* B].

K : M, — M, is self-adjoint if K = K.
A, is self-adjoint.
Note that if A,(E) = e " E, then A,(E*) = eV E*.
Assume that n; € C*, j = 1,2,...,n, is an orthonormal basis for h =
—logo,
h(n;) = Ajmj, Vj. (6)
Then, n; € C", j =1,2,...,n, is also an orthonormal basis for o.
h = —log o plays the role of the Hamiltonian.
Then, we get that n; € C", j =1,2,...,n, is an orthonormal basis for o,

a(n;) = e Vn, V. (7)
Aso:C" — C"is in &, we get that

Ze”\j =1. (8)

For a = (aq, ag), where ay, as € {1,2,...,n}, denote
Way 0y = Wa = Aoy — Aay- 9)

If o = 1, then, all wy, 4, = 0.
For each pair a € {1,2,...,n}?, denote

Fo = ‘nm ><77a2 ‘

Note that
Fayaz) = Flazan): (10)
Moreover,
AU(Fa) = 37>\a1+/\a2 F,. (11)
Indeed,

Ao(Fo) =0 Doy )Moy |07 = €71 |00, }(Nay |07 =
e~ Aer T Ae | Toy ><77a2 | = e A1 Aaz F,.

This shows that:
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Lemma 8. The operators Fo, = | Moy ){Nay |, 1,22 € {1,2,...,n}, describe a
natural orthonormal basis of A,. The corresponding eigenvalues are e o1t a2

Note that if 7 represents the normalized trace and o = (aq, ay) is such
that oy # as, then,
T(Fy) =0

and, for o, € {1,2,...,n}?
7'(}7;< Fd) = 5(175[ = (50[175[1(5&2’&2.

Now we denote the different F,, o € {1,2,....n}? by Vi, k = 1,...,n?
(in order to use the same notation as in [5]). In this identification, we also
denote for each k = 1,...,n?, the value wy = Ay, — Aa,, for the corresponding
a = (Ao, Aoy )-

Then, the family Vi, ..., V2 represent the different eigenmatrices (an or-
thonormal basis) for A, associated to the eigenvalues e=™, ..., e~ “»2 where
wp, €R, k=1,...,n% 1 and o are eigenmatrices associated to the eigenvalue
1. The matrices V;, do not have to be self-adjoint, but from (10) we get

Vi, Vi) = (V5 Vi)

Therefore, if wy, is in the above list, there exists a j such that w; = —wy,.
Given the Hamiltonian h = —logo, the modular automorphism «; :
M, — M, t >0, is defined by

A — oy(A) = e"™Ae™™ <  The Heisenberg point of view.

A Quantum Markov Semigroup (QMS) is a continuous one-parameter
semigroup of linear transformations P, : M,, — M,,, t > 0, such that for each
t >0, P, is completely positive and Py(1) = 1.

It is natural to focus on quantum Markov semigroups that commute with
the modular operator A, associated to their invariant states o.

Consider a QMS P; : M,, — M,,, t > 0, of the form
Pt = etﬁ,

for some linear operator L : M,, — M,,.

The operator £ acts on observables (self-adjoint matrices). Note that
L(1) = 0. The dual operator L' acts on density matrices.

A state o is invariant if Tr [0 £L(A)] = 0, for all A € M,,.

In terms of the possible inner products described on Defnition 2.2 in [5]
we will choose s = 1.
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Remember that given o we consider the inner product <, >, =<, > in
M,,, where
<A, B>,=Tr[cA"B].

From [5] we get:

Proposition 9. Given the density operator o, the the QMS P, : M,, — M,
t >0, of the form P, = e'*, satisfies the o- detailed balance condition, if and

only if,
LoA,=A,0L. (12)

If P, = e'*, satisfies the o-detailed balanced condition, then, for all t > 0,
ProA, = Ay 0Py
Moreover, for any ¢,t" and matrix A we get that
(g 0o P)(A) = (Proay)(A).

It follows from (12) that Vi, ..., V,2 is an orthonormal basis for £ associ-
ated to the eigenvalues e "', ...,e "2, where v; € R, j =1,...,n%

Lemma 10. o s a stationary density matriz for the semigroup with infinites-
imal generator L.

Proof. Note that
Vig o, Vsl = 1ni)nglelng ) (n | = Ing ) Cnillma ) (nj lo
=e M m ) (mi| — e ) (n;]
=e M (|mi){mi| = mi){mil)
and
Vig, o Vil = Ina)(nglalng )il —alng ) (nilln)(n; |
= e M| ) (mi | — e n; ) {(n;|
= e (|m)(ni | = [m ) (m ]).

Using expression (15) we get

£1(o) = 233N e (] = ) ()

—2 Ze‘*j/QZe”iﬁImMM - ZG_M/QZG_A”'/2|773‘><%|
j i 7 J

=0.
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Remember that for each pair i,7 € {1,2,...,n}, we denote

Vii = |mi){n;l,

where 7;, i € {1,2,...,n}, is the orthonormal basis of eigenvectors for h =
—log o associated to the eigenvalues \; (according to (6)). As we mention
before w; ; = \; — Aj, 1,7 € {1,2,...,n}.

Theorem 11. If P, = X, satisfies the o-detailed balanced condition, then
L 1s of the form

n

A= LIA) = e (V2 [A Vi) + [V

Z?]’

AVij), (13)

1,j=1

where Vi j = [n;)(n; | and w;; = N — Aj, 1,7 € {1,2,...,n}, are real numbers
such that (7), (8) and (9) are true (which also means A, (Vi ;) = e Nt2 V).

Note that given o € &, the eigenvetors |n;) and eigenvalues \;, j €
{1,2,...,n}, are determined. Therefore, if P, = e* satisfies the o-detailed
balanced condition, then, L is uniquely determined.

Remark 2. Conversely, given o in &4 and V;, j =1,2,...,n?, such that,
1. AV, = e iV},
2.{V;,j=1,2,..,n*} = Vi i=1.2, oy n?}
then,

2

A L) =Y e (VA + VA AV, (14)

j=1

is the infinitesimal generator of a QMS e'*, t > 0, which satifies de d.b.c.
for the given o. Therefore, o is stationary for ettt > 0.

The dual operator LT satisfies
p— ﬁT(ﬂ) = Z e wial? ([Vijps VZ*J] + Vi, p‘/l*]] ) (15)
ij=1

Remark 3. If P, = ¢'*, satisfies the detailed balanced condition for the
o = 1, then from (12) we get that V;; = J;;, 1,7 = 1,...,n. This is the case
when L = L.
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5 The Pressure problem

Definition 12. Given an Hermitian operator A : C* — C", D, = {p > 0:
Tr(p) = 1}, consider

Pa(p) = h(p) + Tr(Ap) (16)
and
Pa = sup Pa(p)- (17)

A matrix ps maximizing P, is called an equilibrium density operator for

A.

Question: Is there £ such that p, is stationary for £? The converse in
Theorem 3.1 in [5] may be useful.

The expression of entropy we found in Proposition 7 suggests us to look
at the matrices of the form & = p'/2, where p is a density. In order to study
the problem of who maximizes P4, we then define

E.={>0:€D,}, (18)
the set of square roots of density operators and
pa(§) = hija(€) + Tr(AE%), (19)

where hy5(€) := 2Tr(€)* — 2n = h(£?) by Proposition 7. Notice that p,(§) =
Pa(€?).

Proposition 13. If £ maximizes the functional p,, then there exists a k
satisfying

2k =4Tr(€)] + AL + EA. (20)

Proof. We will use Lagrange Multipliers. Let g : M™ — C, ¢g(¢) = Tr(¢?) —1.
The maximal £ then satisfies, for all h € M,(C) and some € R,

9(52) =0, (21)

with Dp4(€)(h) = 4Tr(§)Tr(h) + Tr(A{&, h}) and Dg(€)(h) = 2Tr(hE).

{me(h) — kDg(€)(h)

Taking h = | e; )(e; | we have

16



2685 = 4Tr(§)0i; + {A, E iy

Since the above is true for every ¢, 7, it corresponds to the coordinate
equations of the matrix equation

2r€ = 4Tr ()1 + A + €A (22)

O

Note that if £ = pz/ ?_ then it follows from (20)

1
wpa = 2T(p*) ol + 5 (Apat i *Api?). (23)
Indeed,

Dipa = 2REE = ATr(E) € + ALE + EAL = ATH(E) € + pa+ EAC.  (24)
Proposition 14. If & mazimizes p,, then the following statements are true
1. Tr(Ag) = (k — 2n) Tr(€);

2. Pa(pa) = Pa(€?) = pa(§) = k — 2n;

Proof. In (21) take h =1 and h = &, respectively. O

Remark 4. The problem of finding the mazimizing density p = & for a
general Hermitian A can be reduced to the study of the diagonal case. In
fact, since A is hermitian, it is diagonalizable. We have UAU* = A, the
later a diagonal matriz, for some unitary matriz U. Multiplying on the left
by U and on the right by U* in the above matrix equation gives us

2k USU* = ATHE)UU® + UAU* UEU* + UEU* UAU*

< 2kn =4Tr(n) + An + nA,

where n = UEU*. We arrive at a particular version of (22) on which the
matrix is diagonal.

Theorem 15. If A = Diag(ay,...,a,), the £ that mazimizes p, is also

diagonal, with
i = ¢

R — a;

17



where k is given implicitly on the data ay, ..., a, and c is such that Tr(€?) = 1.
Consequently, the density that mazimizes the pressure Py is

1
(k—a1)?
1

1 (k—a2)?
Tr(pa)

pa =

1
(k—an)?

Proof. For A diagonal, the expression (22) becomes
2/15@ = 4Tr(§)5i,j + &'j(di + aj). (25)
If we take ¢ = j in the expression above,

k& = 2Tr(&) + §a; = (k — a;)& = 2Tr(§) (26)

We know that Tr(£) > 0, because Tr(§) = 0 leads to & = 0. Then &; # 0
and k > a; for all i. So,

L &
k—a; 2Tr(€)

(27)

and

n

Zﬁ_lai:%. (28)

=1

We need to find k to completely characterize the maximal £. Suppose
that a; = max; a;. Notice that f(z) = >, ——, for  # a; has a vertical

=1 z—a;’
asymptote at ay, lim,_, .+ f(z) = oo, and it decreases to lim, o f(z) = 0.
By the intermediate value theorem, we have a k > ay s.t. f(k) =1/2.
Alternatively, one can find it as one of the roots of the following polyno-

mial, which is the expression (27) rewritten.

%det(nI—A) —zn:det </<I—A+ (ai —ﬁ+1)|ei><ei|) —0.  (29)

i=1

There is just one root that is bigger than all a;, therefore it is k.

Finally we prove the elements out of the diagonal are null. For i # 7, the
expression (28) gives us 2x&;; = &;;(a; + a;), or equivalently,

&ij(2k — (a; + a;)) = 0.

18



We know that x > a;,Vi. Thus 2k > a; + a;. This leaves us with &;; = 0.

To conclude the pressure problem, we write

C

= Di ey Qnn )y W ) 30
§ iag(&i1s - &nn)y € K — ag (30)
where c is the constant that makes Tr(£?) =1, i.e.,
—1/2
—
A\ & (h—a)? '
=1
This way, given aq, ..., a,, we find k, then ¢ and finally &.
m

Corollary 16. If A is diagonalizable, with UAU* diagonal, then the maxi-
mizing density pa for Pa is such that UpsU* is diagonal.

Proof. If A was not diagonal at first, we proceed as in Remark 4 and use
the last theorem to find a maximal n = U&U* which is diagonal. Then
n? = UELU* = Up,U* is diagonal. O

Remark 5. Using (27), we know that if A = ail then &; = &1 for all i.
Since A is diagonal and Tr(£?) =3, &2 = n& =1, it follows that & = \/LEI
18 the only & that mazimizes p,.

Example 1. Let

A=

o = O
o O =
N O O

What is the equilibrium density pa, i.e., the density that mazimizes Py ? Let’s
diagonalize A.

L (1 -1 0 -1 0 0
U=—|1 1 0|, vAU*=[0 1 0
V2 0 0 2 0 0 2

Now we apply Theorem 15. k satifies

1 N 1 1
k+1 k-1 k-2 2
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and k > —1,1,2. We get k = 6.902. Thus, the maximizing density for U AU*

is
1
1 (6.902+1)2

1
PUAU* = T (6.902—1)2

r (pUAU*) 1
(6.902—2)2

0.186
= 0.332
0.482

Finally,
pa=U"pyav-U

0.259 0.073 0
=10.073 0259 O
0 0 0482

Notice that
P(pa) = h(pa) + Tr(Apa)

= 2Tr(pz/2)2 —2n+ Tr(UAUUpaU™)
= 2Tr(UpaU*)Y*)? — 2n + Te(UAU*Up,U*)
= 2(1/0.186 + v/0.332 + v0.482)* — 6 4 (—1-0.186 + 1-0.332 + 2 - 0.482)
~ 0.902 ~ r — 6.

in accordance with Proposition 14.

6 The pressure P, as an eigenvalue problem

Consider the linear operator £4

€ £a(6) = 2TR(EOT + 5(AL +€A) (1)

Suppose p4 is an equilibrium density operator for the selfadjoint matrix

A

From (20) we get that £ = p114/ ? is an eigenmatrix for the linear operator
£4 associated to the eigenvalue k, that is
1/2 1/2
Ea(p?) =k plf (32)

From item 2. in Theorem 14 we get that P4(pa) = k — 2n.
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In this way, the equilibrium density operator is related to an eigenvalue
problem in a similar fashion as in classical Thermodynamic Formalism.
The equilibrium matrix p, satisfies

1
woa = 2o ol + 5 (Apa+ pl{*Aplf%), (33)

but this is not exactly a linear relation.

7 A connection between h(p) and I(p)

We will present a connection between the concepts of h(p) and —I(p).

Recall that 1 = Id/n satisfies the detailed balance condition, which is the
quantum equivalent of reversibility.

We are going to establish a connection of the Laplacian-entropy of Defini-
tion 5 with the one in (5.18) of [17]. The notion of Radon-Nikodym derivative
is not clear in the quantum setting, but we can consider a natural analogy
in our reasoning and we write j—l’: = A, if

Tr(vU) = Tr(pAU).

This corresponds of writing A in the form A = p~'v. When looking at (5.18),

L is simmetric in L?*(p), and our operator Ly satisfies d.b.c. for 1. Therefore,

here we will address the computation of the corresponding expression %.

Then, it is natural to consider A = 17'v = nv. Therefore, (5.18) in our
setting corresponds to

I(v)=— /(ny)l/zﬁo((nu)l/Q) di

= —nTr(1v2L(v?))
= —Tr(vY2Lo(1Y?)),
and then, —h(v) come up.

Remark 6. Recall that for an A =", an| k) (1],

n

Lo(A) = (VA Vi) + [Vig, AIV;5), for Vij = |i)(j]

4,j=1

= > VjiAVy — ViVijA + VAV — AV,

i,j=1
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=23 VAV, = S5l 1A - ZA! (gl

ij=1 ij=1 ij=1

23 VA, - nZu J|A—”ZA|

1,7=1

ij=1

—2Z|J i|Ali)(j|—2nA

2,7=1

=2 Z aa] ) (|l R)(LE) (G ] = 2nA

i,5,k,1=1

=2 ailj){j] —2nA

ij=1

= QZ%ZUMN —2nA
=1 j=1
=2Tr(A)I —2nA.
The next step is to write the entropy as an infimum. We will show that:

Theorem 17. Given the density matriz p

h(p) = inf Tr(p A~ Lo(A)).

For the proof, we will need the following result:

Lemma 18. In the space M, of matrices n X n, is true that
. 1y _ 2
g;fo Tr(BU) Tr(UB™") = Tr(U)".
Proof. Let B > 0 be a general positive matrix. Let |i) be the orthonormal

basis of eigenvectors of B. Then, we can write B = Y. b;|i)(i|, and in
this basis, U can be written as U = > "7, | wjx |j) (k| Thus,

BU =3 biug|i){illj)(k] ZZbiuikliMk

ijk
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— Tr(BU) Zbu“

UBT =3 SR kIl = 30 1)

ijk bi ij
— Ty(UB™") = “b—

Therefore,

B < b 1~ (b, b
Tr(UB)Te(BU™') = ) | o Wity = > (b—J + F) Uit
o 7 C ? J

Z i UiiUj; = <Z U“> = TI'

ij=1
Notice that we used the fact that x + 1/z > 2, for all z > 0. By now, we
have the lower bound Tr(U)?. To finish, notice that B = Id achieves this

bound, so we conclude that

: ~1y _ 2
é@%Tr(BU) Tr(UB™) = Tr(U)=.

Now we proceed to prove the theorem.
Proof. Using Remark 6, we have
ATL(A) = 2A7 1 Tr(A) — 2nl
= Tr(pA™' Lo(A)) = 2 Tr(pA™"). Te(A) — 2n Tr(p)
= 2Tr(pA " HTr(A) — 2n.

Writing A in the form A = Bp'/?, it will not change the infimum, which
will be now taken over B > 0. This means

oy 9 1/2 p—1 1/2y _
i‘r;fOQTr(pA DTr(A) — 2n 2érif0Tr(p B )Tr(Bp'/*) —2n

= 2Tr(p*?)? — 2n = h(p).

As the infimum was computed by Lemma 18 we proved the claim.
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8 From quantum to classical

Definition 19. Given o and an infinitesimal generator L of the form (13),
we say that the matriz () is the matriz associated to L, if ) is n X n real
matriz with entries Q; ; = Tr[F; ,LF;;], where F;; = |n;)(n; .

This matrix is line sum zero with positive values outside the diagonal
(see [5]). The matrix QT, the transpose of @, has a stationay eigenvector
probability @ € (0, 1)™ associated to the eigenvalue 0.

Lemma 20. Given I, k, the entry Qux = Tr[F; LFy x| is given by

n

Ql,k =2 e_w‘“»lﬂ — 2517,% Z G_wi’l/2. (34)

=1

Proof. Indeed, when, A =V}, = | n ) {(nx | we get
ViSIA Vil = I Y | A Ini ) (ni | ] =

[ ) Cna | C Lo ) Cw | s Y Cng | = T (s | T ) | ) =
Oiie |15 ) (M5 | — O |5 ) (e |
Moreover, when A = Vi, = | ne ) (|

Vi AlVig = [lm Ymi | A] T )(m | =

Cloi Y P ) e | = Do Y | Ty Y )) 1 ) (s | =
ik | )y | — G [ )y |-
Then, when A = Vi = | n ) (1 |

e~/ (VE[A, Vi) + [V

/[/7]7

AlViy) =

e~/ (28, 4| mi Yy | = O3 |y ) (e | — s | i ) (i |)
= e (20, my )y | = 285 [k ) (e |),

and finally
L(A) = e 2 (VE[A Vi) + Vi, Al Viy) =
7,7=1

Zze_wi’j/2(25i,k|77j><77j | =20k [ ) (e ) =

i=1 j=1
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=1

23 e a2 ) (il =2 ) e R ) (|
j=1
Therefore, when A = Vi, = | n;, ) (7 |, given

) (| £CA) =2 m ) | Y e Yy [=2 [ ) (e ] D e e Y |

j=1 i=1

=23 el ) (ol Yny | =2 e 2 ) (o | e ) e |

i i=1
= e ) (| — 2 3 e o]
i=1
From this,
Que = 2e7WR/2 — 25, i e wit/? (35)
i=1
ifl #k

2 e~ Wki/2 = 9 p(Mi—=Ak)/2

2 e—wl,l/Q -9 Z?:l e—wi,l/2 =2_-92 Z?:l e()‘l_/\i)/2 ifl=k

Notice that:

k: kL

ZQlk =Qu+ Z Qur
k=1

k: k£l

— 2 wi/2 _9 Z e~ Wi /2 +9 Z e Whi/2
i=1
- 9 Ze—wi,l/Q ) Ze—wk,l/2 = 0.
=1 k=1

Note that the expression (34) for the matrix () depends on the eigenvalues
e M, i € {1,2..,n}, and not the specific eigenfunctions n;, i € {1,2..,n}, of
o. This means that many density matrices ¢ can determine the same matrix

Q.

Theorem 4.2 in [5] claims:
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Theorem 21. Assume that L is of the form (13) for o. The matriz Q, given
by Qi; = Tr [F;,LF;;] is line sum zero. The invariant probability for the
classical continuous time Markov chain with infinitesimal generator () is

T = (01,09, ...,00) = (Tr[oF14], TrloFyo), .. Tr[o F,.,]). (36)
The classical detailed balance condition

UiQi,k = Uk@k,i (37)

is satisfied.
Consider the Chapman-Kolmogorov linear differential equation on ?(t) =
(p1(t); pa(t), - pu(t)) € R,

%pl(t) = Z(pk(t)Qk,l — pe(t)Quk)- (38)

This is equivalent to

7t) =€ (7(0)) (39)

The occupation time probability in {1,2..,n} of the continuous time Markov
Chain is described by 7 (t).

7 (t) satisfies (38), if and only if, the quantum continuous time evolution
p(t) in A satisfies

n

Pr(t)
t) = ———— Fi k. 40
p(t) 2 Ty(Fi) ko k (40)
Remember that from (7)
o= e M m)(m . (41)
k=1

Then, from (36), given j

n

o = Trlo|ny ) [ =T [ D2 e bl Imy (g || = e, (42)

k=1
Expression (37) means for k # [
€_>‘k 6)\k/2—>\l/2 — G_Ak/2_>\l/2 — e—)\l 6)\[/2—)\k/2 (43)
From (35) and (36) we get
TQ = (01,09,...,0,)Q = (0,0, ..., 0). (44)
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Example 2. Let

% 0 0
c=10 % 0
00 3
Then
log2 0 0
h=—log o= 0 log 3 0 ,
0 0 log6

so Ay =log2, Ay =log3 and A3 =log6. The Q matriz given by the expres-
sion (34) has entries

1/2
Q12 _ 2€(log2flog3)/2 —9 <2) — 2@
3 V3
9\ /2 1
—9 (log2—log6)/2 _ 2( =2 ) P
Qi3 = 2¢ 6 V3

V2 o1
Qu:?(—%—ﬁ)

1/2
QQI _ 26(10g3—10g2)/2 -9 <§> / — 2@
2 V2
1/2
Q23 _ 26(10g3—10g6)/2 —9 <§) / — 2@
6 V6
V31
Qa2 = 2(—E -7
V6
1/2
1/2
Qs = 2(—V3 - V2)
Thus
V2 _ L V2 1
N V3 73
0=2| v _v_vi v
V2 V2 V6 V6
Vi VI e



We should have that ¢ = (%, %, %) is the invariant vector. In fact,

1, (V2+1) V3 V3
§(UQ)1—— 3 +3\/§+?
_ —V3V2 VB HV2VB VB
6

0.

L V2 (1+V3) V2
§<JQ)2_2\/§_ 52 6
_V2V3-V2-V2VB V2
6

0.

L1 1 (V243
_VB3HV2-V2-V3
6

0.

Example 3. Let

S |

?

8

The eigenvalues of o are %, g and % Then h = —log o has eigenvalues

S N|= O
=S|l O | .

8
A = log8, Ay = logg and A3 = log2. So, the Q matriz given by the

expression (34) has entries

Q1o = 21887108 5)/2 — 9 (3)1/2 = 2/3,
1/2
ng _ 26(10g8—10g2)/2 -9 <§> = 4.

Q11=—2<\/§+2).

1/2
Q21 _ 26(10g%710g8)/2 -9 (%) — i
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1/2
Qo3 = 26(102;%—10%‘2)/2 —9 (é) — i

6
Qa2 = ——=.

S

1/2
le _ 26(10g2—10g8)/2 -9 <1> = 1.

1/2
Q32 = 9eos2-108 3)/2 _ 9 <Z> =3,

Oss = — (1 + \/5) .
Thus
-2(V3+2)  2V3 4
_ 2 _5 4
©= V3 3 V3
1 V3 —(1+V3)

We should have that ¢ = (é, %, %) is the invariant vector. In fact,

1 3 2 1

7Q), = = (—2v3 — 4) 2L 4z

(FQ)1 = g ( V3 t35 73
3 1 3 1
4 2 4 2
ﬁ V3 3V3 23

GQr="p -t =0
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