arXiv:1506.05729v2 [quant-ph] 1 Oct 2015

Characterization and measurement of qubit-environment entanglement generation during pure dephasing

Katarzyna Roszak^{1, 2} and Łukasz Cywiński^3 1Department of Theoretical Physics, Wrocław University of Technology, 50-370 Wrocław, Poland 2Department of Condensed Matter Physics, Faculty of Mathematics and Physics, Charles University, 12116 Prague, Czech Republic 3Institute of Physics, Polish Academy of Sciences, 02-668 Warsaw, Poland (Dated: January 21, 2020)

We consider the coupling of a qubit in a pure state to an environment in an arbitrary state, and characterize the possibility of qubit-environment entanglement generation during the evolution of the joint system, that leads to pure dephasing of the qubit. We give a simple necessary and sufficient condition on the initial density matrix of the environment together with the properties of the interaction, for appearance of qubit-environment entanglement. Any entanglement created turns out to be detectable by the Peres-Horodecki criterion. Furthermore, we show that for a large family of initial environmental states, the appearance of nonzero entanglement with the environment is necessarily accompanied by a change in the state of the environment (i.e. by the back-action of the qubit).

When a quantum system, a qubit (Q) in the context of this paper, is coupled to an environment (E), an initial pure state of the qubit evolves into a mixed state. It is widely recognized that there is an intimate relation between this process of decoherence [1, 2] and creation of qubit-environment entanglement (QEE). A precise statement can be made for E initialized in a pure state: the establishment of QEE is then equivalent to the reduction of purity of the reduced density matrix of Q. However, in the case of an initial mixed state of E, the situation is more complicated: the state of Q can lose its purity while no QEE is established [3]. This should not be surprising, since QEE should be associated with decoherence, understood as a process in which information is transferred from Q to E (i.e. E is in some sense “measuring” Q), not with the bare fact that the state of Q is becoming mixed. The latter can happen when there is no influence of Q on E. For example, when the self-Hamiltonian Ĥ_E of E commutes with the qubit-environment interaction V̂_{QE}, and when the initial state of E fulfills ρ̂_E(0) = f(Ĥ_E) (e.g. it is a thermal state determined by Ĥ_E), there is no back-action of Q on E, while E is simply a source of random, classical, and quasi-static fields acting on Q [4–7]. In this case of so-called random unitary (RU) evolution, the purity of Q decays while no QEE is established.

A natural question to ask is whether the RU case is the only one for which QEE does not accompany the loss of purity of Q. While specific kinds of environments and qubit-environment couplings were investigated in this context (e.g. quantum Brownian motion [3, 8] or pure dephasing due to a bath of noninteracting bosons [9]), the general answer to this question seems to be lacking. This is to a large degree caused by the fact that quantification (or even checking for presence) of QEE is a very hard problem when mixed states of the total system are considered, and when the dimension of Hilbert space of E is larger than 3 [10–13]. The existence of bound entanglemet [14, 15] (which is not detected by the Peres- Horodecki criterion [16, 17] of negativity of a partially transposed matrix of the total system) severely hampers the task of general understanding of QEE [18].

In this paper we present a complete characterization of conditions for the appearance of QEE in a less general, but physically well-motivated situation. Specifically, we focus on the case of pure dephasing (PD) of the qubit, defined by condition that [Ĥ_Q, V̂_{QE}] = 0 (where Ĥ_Q is the self-Hamiltonian of Q). The PD case is not only the paradigmatic example for relation between decoherence of Q and establishment of QEE [1], it is also often encountered in experiments, when the energy splitting of Q is tuned to values for which the exchange of energy between Q and E is suppressed either because of diminished coupling, or because of diminished density of states of E with matching energies. In such a constrained setup we derive the necessary and sufficient condition for nonzero QEE. This condition is that for the initial state of the environment ρ̂_E(0)= ∑ n c_n |n⟩ ⟨n|, QEE is absent at time t iff for any states |i⟩ and |n⟩ for which c_i ≠c_n the qubit-induced evolution evolution of E does not couple these states (see below for a more precise formulation). This condition shows the lack of QEE for a completely mixed ρ̂_E(0) (this statement is not trivial, as one may think, since there exist non-pure-dephasing evolutions that lead to QEE when the initial density matrix of the environment proportional to unity, see Appendix for an example), for the RU case, and also for a family of cases which correspond to a mixture of the former two (i.e. when both ρ̂_E(0) and V̂_{QE} are nontrivially constrained). Furthermore, QEE is always detected by the Peres-Horodecki criterion, i.e. only “free” entanglement can be created in the PD process.

Finally, we show that for a physically well-motivated family of ρ̂_E(0) states, generation of nonzero QEE at time t occurs iff the reduced state of E changes: ρ̂_E(t)≠ρ̂_E(0). Thus, measurement of change of any environmental observable can be a witness of creation of QEE. This is an interesting example how the common lore of the impossibility of bipartite entanglement detection by measuring one party only, turns out not to hold when some prior knowledge on the initial state and the character of intersystem coupling is available.

We begin with the most general form of the Hamiltonian of Q and E which describes the PD case:

Ĥ = Ĥ_Q + Ĥ_E + |0⟩⟨0| ⊗ V_0 + |1⟩⟨1| ⊗ V_1 . (1)

The first term of the Hamiltonian describes the qubit and is given by H_Q = ∑ i=0,1 εi|i⟩⟨i|, the second describes

the environment, while the remaining terms describe the qubit-environment interaction with the qubit states written on the left side of each term (the environment operators V_0 and V_1 are arbitrary).

Since entanglement between two subsystems is unaffected by local unitary operations on either of the subsystems [10–13], the full qubit-environment evolution operator Û(t) = exp(−iĤt) resulting from the Hamiltonian (1) may be transformed into

Ũ(t) = e^{i(Ĥ}Q^{+Ĥ}0^{)t}Û(t) = |0⟩⟨0|⊗1_E +|1⟩⟨1|⊗ŵ(t) , (2)

where Ĥ_i =Ĥ_E + V̂_i and we have defined the operator

ŵ(t) = exp(iĤ_0t) exp(−iĤ_1t) . (3)

Note that while Ĥ_Q commutes with all the other terms in Ĥ, this is not necessarily the case with Ĥ_E.

To find out what the conditions for the generation of QEE via pure dephasing are, let us study the joint state of a qubit and an environment which are initially in a product state σ̂(0) = ρ̂_Q(0) ⊗ ρ̂_E(0) and evolve according to the operator (2). The qubit is initially in a pure state |ψ⟩ = a|0⟩ + b|1⟩, with |a|^2 + |b|^2 = 1 and a, b ≠ 0 (a superposition is needed for dephasing to occur), so the density matrix ρ̂_Q(0) = |ψ⟩⟨ψ| (the issue of QEE becomes more complicated when initial purity of Q is not maximal [9], and we exclude this case here). At this stage we impose no restrictions on the initial density matrix of the environment and write it in terms of its eigenstates, ρ̂_E(0) = ∑ n c_n|n⟩⟨n|. The time-evolved qubit-environment density matrix in the evolution picture described by the operator (2) takes the form

σ̃(t) = ( |a|^2 ∑ n c_n|n⟩⟨n| ab^∗ ∑ n c_n|n⟩⟨n^′(t)| a^∗b ∑ n c_n|n^′(t)⟩⟨n| |b|^2 ∑ n c_n|n^′(t)⟩⟨n^′(t)| ) , (4) where the matrix is written in the basis of the eigenstates of Q, and |n^′(t)⟩ = ŵ(t)|n⟩ with ŵ(t) given by Eq. (3).

Firstly, let us study the simplest situation when the initial state of the environment is completely mixed (i.e. ρ̂_E(0) = 1/N where N is the dimension of the environment). Using Eqs. (2) and (4) we arrive at

σ̃(t) = 1 N ( |a|^21 ab^∗1ŵ^†(t) a^∗bŵ(t)1 |b|^21 ) . (5)

Now we use the complete mixedness of E: the unity can be written as a sum of projectors over any basis set, including the basis spanned by eigenvectors of a Hermitian operator ĥ(t) defined by ŵ(t) ≡ exp[−iĥ(t)]. With ĥ(t) |k(t)⟩ = χ_k(t) |k(t)⟩ (note that the eigenvectors and eigenvalues evolve with time), we have

σ̃(t) = 1 N ∑ k ( |a|^2 ab^∗e^{iχk (t)} a^∗be^{−iχk (t)} |b|^2 ) ⊗ |k(t)⟩⟨k(t)| (6) which is by definition separable [19] and no QEE is created, even though the whole system can evolve in a complicated manner.

In the general case, when ρ̂_E(0) is arbitrary, the question of QEE cannot be resolved so simply. The Peres-Horodecki criterion (PHC) [16, 17] of negativity of partially-transposed σ̃(t) detects some, but not all entangled states - the bound-entangled states [14, 15], which have a positive partial transpose, are much harder to detect, even for a constrained case of a system consisting of a qubit and an N-dimensional environment [18]. We proceed now to check for the existence of negative partial transpose QEE. Later it will turn out that states not shown to be entangled by PHC are in fact separable, i.e. the bound QEE is never created in the process of pure dephasing of the qubit.

The positive semidefinite matrix has only nonnegative eigenvalues, or equivalently all of its principal minors are non-negative. Checking for the second condition turns out to be manageable for the partial transpose of the density matrix from Eq. (4). First we treat the case of σ̃(t) which is full-rank (i.e. all c_n ≠ 0). A class of principal minors can be obtained by symmetrically crossing out (N − 1) rows and columns in such a way that only one row and column containing a diagonal density matrix element proportional to |b|^2 is left. They are given by

M_i = det |a|^2c_0 · · · 0 a^∗bc_iy^∗_{i0} . . .. . . . . . 0 · · · |a|^2c_n a^∗bc_iy^∗_{iN−1} ab^∗c_iy_{i0} · · · ab^∗c_iy_{iN−1} |b|^2 ∑ n c_n|y_{ni}|^2 ,

(7) where i = 0, 1, . . . , N − 1 and y_{ni} ≡ ⟨n|ŵ^†(t)|i⟩. A simple calculation leads to M_i = |a|^{2N} |b|^2 ( ∏ k c_k )_{N−1} ∑ n=0 ( c_n|y_{ni}|^2 − c^2_i c_n |y_{in}|^2 ) . (8) When all c_i are equal [ρ̂_E (0) ∝ 1 and entanglement is not generated as shown above], all M_i = 0 (this is obtained after noticing that both ∑ n |y_{ni}|^2 = 1 and ∑ n |y_{in}|^2 = 1). Let us assume now that not all c_n are the same. We choose then the minor M_i corresponding to the largest c_i, so that for all j we have c_i ≥ c_j and at least for one j the inequality is sharp. We have then L_i = ∑ n c_n|y_{ni}|^2 ≤ c_i ∑ n |y_{ni}|^2 = c_i, while P_i = ∑ n c^2_i c_n |yin| 2 > c_i ∑ n |y_{in}|^2 = c_i, in which we assumed that |y_{ij} | ≠ 1 for j corresponding to at least one c_j for which c_j < c_i. In such a case we see that L_i < P_i and consequently M_i < 0 signifying the presence of nonbound (free) entanglement between Q and E.

In the opposite situation, when y_{ij} =0 for each j corresponding to c_j <c_i we repeat the same reasoning for the M_k minor corresponding to the second-largest c_k. Then either we discover that the state is entangled, or y_{kj} = 0 for all j such that c_j < c_k. If iterating this procedure fails to sense entanglement (i.e. if no minors are shown to be necessarily negative), then it means that for any pair of i and j with c_i > c_j we have y_{ij} = 0, which is equivalent to ⟨i| ŵ^† |j⟩ = ⟨j| ŵ |i⟩ = 0, so the evolution due to qubit-environment coupling does not lead out of the subspace corresponding to c_i. In fact, due to unitarity of ŵ, the non-negativity of all the M_i minors is equivalent to ŵ having no matrix elements between states corresponding to different occupations c_n. The evolution for which |n⟩ → e^{iϕn} |n⟩ is a special case of this type when the subspace in which the evolution takes place is limited to the single state |n⟩.

Let us show now that any evolution of this type is nonentangling. If we denote the subspaces by an additional index s in such a way that any state |n_s⟩ belongs to that subspace and all factors c_{ns} = c_s are equal, the qubit-environment density matrix from Eq. (4) can be rewritten as

σ̃(t) = ∑ s c_s ( |a|^2 ∑ n_s |ns⟩⟨ns| ab ∗ ∑ n_s |ns⟩⟨n ′ s(t)| a^∗b ∑ n_s |n ′ s(t)⟩⟨n_s| |b|^2 ∑ n_s |n ′ s(t)⟩⟨n^′_s(t)| ) . (9) Since the subspaces do not overlap, each ∑ n_s |ns⟩⟨ns| is a unity in its own subspace (hence, also ∑ n_s |n ′ s(t)⟩⟨n^′_s(t)| is the same unity), so the sum over s is a sum of density matrices (up to a normalization) in which the restricted environment has an initial density matrix proportional to unity. It has been shown previously that such density matrices remain separable during PD evolution. Hence each of the matrices can be written in the form ∑ p_s qpsρ̂ps (t) ⊗ R̂ps (t) and we get σ̃(t) = ∑ s c_s ∑ p_s q_{ps}ρ̂_{ps} (t)⊗R̂_{ps} (t) = ∑ k p_kρ̂_k(t)⊗R̂_k(t), (10) with p_k = c_sq_{ps} and k numbering all the terms that are part of the summation (meaning that a single index k corresponds to a unique combination of the indices s and p_s). This shows that given the above conditions, the density matrix σ̃(t) is separable. The result concurs with the fact that entanglement between an N dimensional and an M dimensional system will always be free entanglement, if the number of eigenvalues of the joint density matrix is smaller or equal to max(N, M) [20].

To complete the analysis of QEE generation via PD processes, let us study the situation when ρ̂_E(0) has eigenvalues equal to zero (it is not full rank). Obviously, if all states |p⟩ corresponding to c_p = 0 are decoupled from all the other states, meaning that for all n for which c_n ≠ 0 and for all p for which c_p = 0, ⟨n|ŵ^†(t)|p⟩ = 0, the Hilbert space of E can be reduced in such a way that it no longer contains the set of states {|p⟩}. The above procedure for finding entanglement can then be used for such a reduced environment and the same conclusions for when the evolution generates QEE hold. Let us now study the situation when there exists one state |p⟩ for which c_p = 0 but at least one ⟨n|ŵ^†(t)|p⟩ = y_{np} ≠ 0 exists. The minors from Eq. (8) are now given by

M_i = −|a|^{2N} |b|^2 ∏ k≠p c_k c^2_i |y_{ip}|^2, (11)

for i ≠ p and M_p = 0. Hence, M_i corresponding to the non-zero value of y_{ip} is negative and free entanglement is generated.

If there exist K ≥ 2 environment states |p⟩ for which c_p = 0, with at least one y_{np} ≠ 0 for each, all the M_i given by Eq. (8) are equal to zero and they are no longer a good subset of minors for the study of QEE generation, yet there exists K new subsets, which can be used to probe QEE (the subsets are equivalent in the sense that each is sufficient to detect entanglement). These are obtained by symmetrically crossing out the same K − 1 rows and columns from each of the matrices given by Eq. (7) in such a way that only one diagonal element equal to zero is left. If the state corresponding to this diagonal element is labeled as |r⟩, the minors are given by M̃_i = −|a|^{2(N−K+1)}|b|^2 ∏ k≠r c_k c^2_i |y_{ir}|^2. (12)

As in the case of a single c_p = 0, the minor M̃_i corresponding to the non-zero value of y_{ir} is negative and QEE is generated.

This closes the part of the article where we characterize the generation of QEE as a result of the general pure dephasing Hamiltonian (1). We have shown that the appearance of QEE at a given time depends only on the initial state of the environment, ρ̂_E(0), and on the form of the operator ŵ(t) given by Eq. (3). Furthermore the qubit-environment state is separable at time t iff for all eigenstates |n⟩ and |i⟩ of ρ̂_E(0) corresponding to eigenvalues c_i ≠ c_n, we have ⟨n| ŵ(t) |i⟩ = 0. This statement is equivalent to the statement that the qubit-environment state is separable at time t iff

[ρ_E(0), ŵ(t)]=0 . (13)

This is the main technical result of the first part of the paper.

The above criterion of course confirms the lack of QEE when ρ̂_E(0) ∝ 1, since the unit operator commutes with any ŵ(t). In the RU case the assumptions that [Ĥ_E, V̂_i]=0 and ρ̂_E =f(Ĥ_E) immediately lead to Eq. (13), with ŵ(t)|n⟩ = e^{iϕnt}|n⟩ (this is the case of a quasi-static E leading to inhomogeneous broadening of the energy splitting of Q). However, it is crucial to note that these examples do not exhaust the {ρ_E(0), ŵ(t)} pairs that satisfy Eq. (13). This condition is fulfilled when ρ_E(0) has subspaces of equal c_n, and ŵ(t) operator is block-diagonal with respect to these subspaces. This means that qubitinduced evolution can be nontrivial within these subspaces in the absence of QEE. For example, one could take a system with ρ̂_E(0) ∝ 1, and then by appropriate measurements on E post-select its states in such a way, that a subspace with altered c_n is singled out. If the qubit-induced evolution due to ŵ(t) does not couple this subspace with the rest of the E states, QEE remains absent, while ρ̂_E(0) is nontrivial and nothing is assumed about commutation of Ĥ_E and V̂_i (except for the condition that there is a subspace closed with respect to evolution generated by ŵ(t)).

It is easy to see now that the transformed reduced density matrix of E,

ρ̃_E(t) = Tr_Qσ̃(t) = |a|^2ρ̂_E(0)+|b|^2ŵ(t)ρ̂_E(0)ŵ^†(t) , (14)

remains constant for any a and b, iff the condition of separability from Eq. (13) holds: the lack of QEE is equivalent to ρ̃_E(t) = ρ̂_E(0). After transforming back to the “laboratory frame” using Eq. (2) we see that when there is no QEE, the actual reduced state of E, ρ̂_E(t) = exp(−iĤ_0t)ρ̂_E(0) exp(iĤ_0t), will remain unchanged iff [H_0, ρ̂_E(0)] = 0. Our second main result is thus the following: if this commutation condition holds, observation of any change in the reduced state of E during the evolution of the coupled qubit-environment system signifies the presence of QEE (note that all the above derivations could be repeated with Ĥ_1 replacing Ĥ_0 in Eq. (2) and the two Ĥ_i exchanging places in Eq. (3), leading to analogous condition involving Ĥ_1). In this case generation of entanglement can be verified by measurements performed only on one of the entangled subsystems (namely the environment), which is much more convenient than any viable joint qubit-environment measurements. Let us stress that in general (even when entanglement between two qubits is studied), without any prior information about the initial state and the Hamiltonian, probing the existence of entanglement via measurements on a single subsystem is not possible. Furthermore, in the discussed case the detection of any change in the state of E is equivalent to the detection of QEE.

The constraint imposed on ρ̂_E(0) that enables the study of QEE via measurements on E only is not a very restrictive one. It means that H_i (with i = 0 or 1) can only have off-diagonal elements [when it is written in the eigenbasis of ρ̂_E(0)] between the states corresponding to equal occupations c_n. This occurs, for example, when ρ̂_E(0) is a function of one of Ĥ_i. The subspaces of equal c_n are then subspaces of equal energy. The most natural physical situation when this occurs is when the environment thermalizes according to Ĥ_i. This can happen when one of the qubit-environment interaction terms, say V̂_0, vanishes (so that Ĥ_0 = Ĥ_E), and E is allowed to reach thermal equilibrium in the absence of the qubit. This is the case for quantum dot excitonic qubit (with |0⟩ corresponding to the optical ground state) coupled to a bath of phonons [21, 22]. Interestingly, in qubits based on the nitrogen-vacancy center in diamond [23] it is possible to realize both V̂_0 = 0 and ≠ 0 cases (by appropriately choosing two qubit levels out of three available states of electronic complex with total spin 1), and observe distinct Q decoherence behavior in the two of them [24, 25]. Alternatively, the qubit can be initialized in its lowestenergy state for a time long enough for E thermalize in its presence [26], then the state of the environment is a function of the Hamiltonian Ĥ_0 without the additional constraint of V̂_0 = 0 (i.e. it reaches the thermal state defined by Ĥ_0 before the qubit is rotated into a superposition state and its dephasing begins). One should note that when thermal states of E are considered, the amount of generated QEE (presumably correlated with the magnitude of change of chosen environmental observable) is expected to be proportional to β, the inverse temperature of E (since for β =0 there is no QEE). This could be useful for thermometry of an environment for which k_BT is large compared to typical energy scale of Ĥ_i, e.g. for a nuclear bath coupled to a spin qubit [27, 28].

In conclusion, we have studied the generation of qubitenvironment entanglement (QEE) via pure dephasing processes and specified the only three classes of situations (specified by the initial state of E and relevant evolution operator which is derived from the Hamiltonian) when QEE will not be generated. These are, the case when the initial density matrix of the environment is proportional to unity, the case when the relevant evolution operator cannot change the occupation of any of the eigenstates of the density matrix (the random unitary evolution due to a quasi-static bath, essentially inhomogenoeous broadening of Q splitting in the context of pure dephasing), and a non-trivial mixture of the two cases which allows dynamical evolution within closed subspaces of equal occupation. Furthermore, we have shown that restricting the initial E states to a class which is very common in any realistic qubit-environment setup, enables the use of a very powerful tool to measure QEE, since the state of E will remain static throughout the evolution if no QEE is generated. Hence, the detection of any change of the state of E is then equivalent to the detection of entanglement.

This work is supported by funds of Polish National Science Centre (NCN) under decision no. DEC- 2012/07/B/ST3/03616. Ł. C. thanks Igor Bragar for assistance with numerical testing of hypotheses at an early stage of reseach, and Cezary Śliwa for useful comments.

APPENDIX

An example of evolution leading to entanglement of a qubit with maximally mixed environment

Let us give a very simple example of a unitary qubitenvironment operation (generated by a Hamiltonian more general than the one correspoding to pure dephasing of the qubit), which leads to creation of QEE at some time t after initialization of a pure state of Q and a completely mixed state of E. We take a two-dimensional environment and take a unitary qubit-environment operation Û_C that transforms a given qubit state |ψ⟩ together with the states |0⟩, |1⟩ of a two-dimensional environment as follows:

Û_C|ψ0⟩ = |01⟩ , (15)

Û_C|ψ1⟩ = (|00⟩ + |11⟩)/ √ 2 , (16) Û_C|ψ_⊥0⟩ = (|00⟩ − |11⟩)/ √ 2 , (17) Û_C|ψ_⊥1⟩ = |10⟩ , (18)

where |ij⟩ denotes the state |i⟩_Q ⊗ |j⟩_E , and |ψ_⊥⟩ is orthogonal to |ψ⟩. In the pure dephasing (PD) case the evolution is such that there exists a unitary operation on the qubit, that brings Û_C to block-diagonal form with respect to states of Q. It is straightforward to check that such an unitary operation does not exist in the abovedescribed case. Under the action of Û_C an initial state of the form |ψ⟩⟨ψ| ⊗ 1_E/2 is transformed into the state (in the qubit-environment basis {|00⟩, |01⟩, |10⟩, |11⟩})

Û_C|ψ⟩⟨ψ| ⊗ 1_EÛ^†_C =

1/4 0 0 1/4 0 1/2 0 0 0 0 0 0 1/4 0 0 1/4 , (19)

which is entangled (the concurrence of this state is equal to 1/2). We have thus shown that there exist such initial states |ψ⟩ of the qubit, and such Hamiltonians of the whole system, that lead to creation of entanglement at some time t after initialization of the qubit and the twodimensional environment in a separable state, with the environment being initially maximally mixed.

[1] W. H. Żurek, “Decoherence, einselection, and the quantum origins of the classical,” Rev. Mod. Phys. 75, 715 (2003).

[2] K. Hornberger, “Introduction to decoherence theory,” Lect. Notes Phys. 768, 221 (2009).

[3] J. Eisert and M. B. Plenio, “Quantum and classical correlations in quantum brownian motion,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 89, 137902 (2002).

[4] J. Helm and W. T. Strunz, “Quantum decoherence of two qubits,” Phys. Rev. A 80, 042108 (2009).

[5] J. Helm and W. T. Strunz, “Decoherence and entanglement dynamics in fluctuating fields,” Phys. Rev. A 81, 042314 (2010).

[6] R. Lo Franco, B. Bellomo, E. Andersson, and G. Compagno, “Revival of quantum correlations without system-environment back-action,” Phys. Rev. A 85, 032318 (2012).

[7] G.-Q. Liu, X.-Y. Pan, Z.-F. Jiang, N. Zhao, and R.- B. Liu, “Controllable effects of quantum fluctuations on spin free-induction decay at room temperature,” Sci. Rep. 2, 432 (2012).

[8] S. Hilt and E. Lutz, “System-bath entanglement in quantum thermodynamics,” Phys. Rev. A 79, 010101 (2009).

[9] A. Pernice and Walter T. Strunz, “Decoherence and the nature of system-environment correlations,” Phys. Rev. A 84, 062121 (2011).

[10] F. Mintert, A. R. R. Carvalho, M. Kuś, and A. Buchleitner, “Measures and dynamics of entangled states,” Phys. Rep. 415, 207 (2005).

[11] M. B. Plenio and S. Virmani, “An introduction to entanglement measures,” Quant. Info. Comput. 7, 1 (2007).

[12] R. Horodecki, P. Horodecki, M. Horodecki, and K. Horodecki, “Quantum entanglement,” Rev. Mod. Phys. 81, 865–942 (2009).

[13] L. Aolita, F. de Melo, and L. Davidovich, “Open-system dynamics of entanglement,” Rep. Prog. Phys. 78, 042001 (2015).

[14] P. Horodecki, “Separability criterion and inseparable mixed states with positive partial transposition,” Phys. Lett. A 232, 333–339 (1997).

[15] M. Horodecki, P. Horodecki, and R. Horodecki, “Mixed-state entanglement and distillation: Is there a “bound” entanglement in nature?” Phys. Rev. Lett. 80, 5239–5242 (1998).

[16] A. Peres, “Separability criterion for density matrices,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 77, 1413–1415 (1996).

[17] M. Horodecki, P. Horodecki, and R. Horodecki, “Separability of mixed states: necessary and sufficient conditions,” Phys. Lett. A 223, 1–8 (1996).

[18] B. Kraus, J. I. Cirac, S. Karnas, and M. Lewenstein, “Separability in 2 × n composite quantum systems,” Phys. Rev. A 61, 062302 (2000).

[19] R. Werner, “Quantum states with einstein-podolsky-rosen correlations admitting a hidden-variable model,” Phys. Rev. A 40, 4277–4281 (1989).

[20] P. Horodecki, M. Lewenstein,G. Vidal, and I. Cirac, “Operational criterion and constructive checks for the separability of low-rank density matrices,” Phys. Rev. A 62, 032310 (2000).

[21] B. Krummheuer, V. M. Axt, and T. Kuhn, “Theory of pure dephasing and the resulting absorption line shape in semiconductor quantum dots,” Phys. Rev. B 65, 195313 (2002).

[22] K. Roszak and P. Machnikowski, ““Which path” decoherence in quantum dot experiments,” Phys. Lett. A 351, 251–256 (2006).

[23] M. W. Doherty, N. B. Manson, P. Delaney, F.

Jelezko, J. Wrachtrup, and L. C. L. Hollenberg, “The nitrogen-vacancy colour centre in diamond,”

Phys. Rep. 528, 1 (2013).

[24] N. Zhao, Z.-Y. Wang, and R.-B. Liu, “Anomalous decoherence effect in a quantum bath,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 106, 217205 (2011).

[25] P. Huang, X. Kong, N. Zhao, F. Shi, P. Wang, X. Rong, R.-B. Liu, and J. Du, “Observation of anomalous decoherence effect in a quantum bath at room temperature,” Nat. Communications 2, 570 (2011).

[26] A. Shnirman, Yu. Makhlin, and G. Schön, “Noise and decoherence in quantum two-level systems,” Phys. Scr T102, 147 (2002).

[27] W. A. Coish and J. Baugh, “Nuclear spins in nanostructures,” Phys. Status Solidi B 246, 2203 (2009).

[28] Ł. Cywiński, “Dephasing of electron spin qubits due to their interaction with nuclei in quantum dots,” Acta Phys. Pol. A 119, 576 (2011).