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Rotation of Bloch sphere induced by Lamb shift
in open two-level systems*
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From a quite general form of the Lindblad-like master equation of open two-level systems (qubits), we study the
effect of Lamb shift on the non-Markovian dynamics. We find that the Lamb shift can induce a non-uniform rotation of
the Bloch sphere, but that it does not affect the non-Markovianity of the open system dynamics. We determine the optimal
initial-state pairs that maximize the backflow of information for the considered master equation and find an interesting
phenomenon–the sudden change of the non-Markovianity. We relate the dynamics to the evolution of the Bloch sphere to
help us comprehend the obtained results.
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1. Introduction
Quantum non-Markovian dynamics, due to its wide range

of existence such as in the quantum optical system,[1] quan-
tum dot,[2] superconductor system,[3] quantum chemistry,[4]

biological system[5] and some possible applications such as
in quantum metrology[6] and quantum key distribution,[7] has
received a great deal of attention in recent years. Several
suggestions[8–13] for the measure of non-Markovianity have
been presented and various dynamical properties[14–32] of non-
Markovian processes have been investigated. Experimentally,
the simulation of non-Markovianity[33–35] under controlled en-
vironments has been realized.

In the aspect of measuring the non-Markovianity of open
quantum processes, Breuer, Laine, and Piilo (BLP) presented a
physically intuitive method,[8] i.e., by the increase of the trace
distance or distinguishability between pairs of evolving quan-
tum states, which may be interpreted as the recovery of the
lost information (the flow of the lost information from the en-
vironment back to the open system). Unfortunately, there is an
optimization process in the definition, i.e., finding an optimal
pair of initial states to maximize the backflow of information,
which is a formidable task in practice. Though much effort has
been devoted to this problem,[36–38] it is still the main obsta-
cle to studying non-Markovianity. In this paper, we solve this
problem for a quite general non-Markovian master equation of
open two-level systems. Due to the typicality of the dynamical
model under consideration, the result has good applicability.

In the theoretical study of open quantum dynamics, the
effect of the electromagnetic field of the environment will

cause shifts of atomic energies, the very well known Lamb
shift.[39,40] For the time-independent Markovian process, the
Lamb shift is a constant and thus can be removed via the renor-
malization of energy, i.e., by taking the Lamb shift into the
transition frequencies of the open system. For non-Markovian
process, however, the Lamb shift is time-dependent whose ef-
fect needs to be reexamined. The second intention of the paper
is designed for this point.

In order to make our research more concrete, we start
from a specific interaction model which describes a two-level
system coupled to its environment via both amplitude- and
phase-damping ways. In the secular approximation and the
limit of weak-coupling between the open system and its envi-
ronment, we derive a master equation which has a very general
Lindblad-like form. We then expand our research based on this
master equation. Interestingly, the results presented in this pa-
per can be understood intuitively by relating the dynamics to
the evolution of a Bloch sphere.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Sec-
tion 2, we introduce the origin of the general Lindblad-like
non-Markovian master equation used in this paper. In Sec-
tions 3 and 4, we study respectively the effects of Lamb
shift on the evolution of quantum states and on the non-
Markovianity of system dynamics. In Sections 5 and 6, we
discuss respectively the issues of optimal initial-state pairs and
the sudden change of non-Markovianity. Finally, the conclu-
sion is arranged in Section 7.
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2. Establishment of master equation
Consider a two-level atom with Bohr frequency ω0 in-

teracting with a zero-temperature bosonic reservoir modeled
by an infinite chain of quantum harmonic oscillators. The to-
tal Hamiltonian for this system in the Schrödinger picture is
given by

H =
1
2

ω0σz +∑
k

ωkb†
kbk +∑

k
gk

1σx(bk +b†
k)

+ ∑
k

gk
2σz(bk +b†

k), (1)

where σx and σz are the Pauli operators of the atom, ωk, bk,
and b†

k are respectively the frequency, annihilation and cre-
ation operators for the k-th harmonic oscillator of the reservoir.
The atom couples to its environment via both amplitude- and
phase-damping couplings, with coupling strengths gk

1 and gk
2

respectively. For simplicity but without loss of generality, we
assume the coupling strengths to be real. It is worth mention-
ing that our main intention for the assumption of the combined
noise model Eq. (1) is to produce a more general form of the
Lindblad-like master equation which will be used in this pa-
per. As for its rationality, we may consider this from two as-
pects. From the point of theoretical views, we do not know
in general the actual details of how an open system couples
to its environment and thus assuming a more general decoher-
ence model is appropriate. For the practical examples, we may
think of an excited atom exposed to an electromagnetic field
with phase fluctuation. The atom on the one hand dissipates
energy to the environment (stimulated or spontaneous emis-
sion), on the other hand phase damping occurs induced by the
phase fluctuation.[41] There are also signs that the excitations
in biological systems in nature environments may be suscepti-
ble simultaneously to the amplitude and phase damping.[5]

The time-convolution less (TCL) projection operator
technique[1] is most effective in dealing with the dynamics
of open quantum systems. In the secular approximation and
the limit of weak coupling between the system and its envi-
ronment, by expanding the TCL generator to the second or-
der with respect to the coupling strengths, the non-Markovian
master equation describing the evolution of the open system,
in the interaction picture, can be written as

dρ(t)
dt

=−i[HLS(t),ρ(t)]+D[ρ(t)], (2)

where

HLS(t) = S−(t)σ+σ−+S+(t)σ−σ+, (3)

with σ± the inversion operators of the atom, which is the Lamb
shift Hamiltonian that describes the energy shifts of the eigen-
states of the two-level atom, and

D[ρ(t)] = Γ−(t)
{

σ−ρ(t)σ+− 1
2
{σ+σ−,ρ(t)}

}

+ Γ+(t)
{

σ+ρ(t)σ−− 1
2
{σ−σ+,ρ(t)}

}
+ Γ0(t){σzρ(t)σz −ρ(t)} (4)

describes the dissipation of the system. The Lamb shifts S±(t)
of the levels |0⟩ and |1⟩, and the time-dependent decay rate
Γ (t) may be written respectively as

Sξ (t) =−ξ Ω
2
1

∫ t

0
dτ

∫
∞

0
dωJ(ω)sin[(ω0 +ξ ω)τ], (5)

Γξ (t) = 2Ω
2
1

∫ t

0
dτ

∫
∞

0
dωJ(ω)cos[(ω0 +ξ ω)τ], (6)

Γ0(t) = 2Ω
2
2

∫ t

0
dτ

∫
∞

0
dωJ(ω)cos(ωτ), (7)

with ξ = {+1,−1}. In the above derivation, we have used
the continuum limit ∑k |gk

i |2 → Ω 2
i
∫

dωJ(ω) with i = 1,2
and J(ω) the mode density of the environment. Note that
the integral interval of the frequency integration in Eqs. (5)–
(7) is [0,+∞], not expanded to [−∞,+∞]. Because this kind
of expansion, though it can bring mathematical convenience,
may sometimes lead to nonphysical results. For example,
in the spontaneous emission model of a two-level system in
a Lorentzian spectral density, the expansion could make the
Lamb shift vanish.[42]

The first, second, and third lines of the dissipator D[ρ(t)]
describe respectively the dissipation, heating and purely de-
phasing of the atom to its environment. Equation (2), which
may be viewed as the generalization of the Lindblad master
equation, has a quite general form. In fact, many quantum
dynamics of open two-level systems in the secular approxima-
tions can be cast into this form. The time-dependent decay
rates and Lamb shifts may be different for different micro-
scopic models. But our main results are in principle indepen-
dent of the specific form of these expressions. It is the gener-
ality of the master equation that makes our results applicable.

3. Rotation of Bloch sphere
In this section, we discuss the effect of Lamb shift on the

evolution of quantum states. For this purpose, we first con-
sider the case where the Lamb shift is removed temporarily,
which leads to the very simple Bloch equations

ḃx = −γ(t)bx, (8)

ḃy = −γ(t)by, (9)

ḃz = −γz(t)bz +Γ+(t)−Γ−(t), (10)

where the components of the Bloch vector are defined by
b j(t) = Tr[ρ(t)σ j] with j = x,y,z. The parameters γ(t) and
γz(t) are defined by

γ(t) =
1
2
[Γ−(t)+Γ+(t)+4Γ0(t)], (11)

γz(t) = Γ−(t)+Γ+(t). (12)

The above Bloch equations can be solved very easily, which
give the following solutions:

bx(t) = e−Θ(t)bx(0), (13)
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by(t) = e−Θ(t)by(0), (14)

bz(t) = e−Λ(t)
{

bz(0)+
∫ t

0
dseΛ(s)[Γ+(s)−Γ−(s)]

}
, (15)

with Θ(t) =
∫ t

0 dsγ(s) and Λ(t) =
∫ t

0 dsγz(s). It is clear that the
evolutions of the three directions are independent, where bx(t)
and by(t) decay with a time-dependent rate γ(t), while bz(t)
evolves in a more complicated way. The evolved Bloch sphere
is symmetrical with respect to the rotation of the z axis. In
Fig. 1(a), we present a schematic diagram of an evolved Bloch
sphere for the Lorentzian density

J(ω) =
λ 2

2π[(ω0 −ω −∆)2 +λ 2]
, (16)

where λ is the width of the Lorentzian distribution, and
we assume the Bohr frequency ω0 = 10λ , the detuning be-
tween the atom and the central frequency of the environment
∆ = 0.5λ . In the figure, we take Ω 2

1 = 0.1λ , Ω 2
2 = 0.3λ

and the dimensionless time λ t = 5. Note that the intention
of this figure is to provide an intuitive image and the rota-
tion symmetry is independent of the choice of the parameters.
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Fig. 1. (color online) (a) Schematic diagram of an evolved Bloch
sphere at time λ t = 5. The other parameters are ω0 = 10λ , ∆ = 0.5λ ,
Ω 2

1 = 0.1λ , Ω 2
2 = 0.3λ ; (b) time evolution of angular velocity ω(t)

for three detunings ∆/ω0 = 0,±2 with λ = 0.1ω0, Ω 2
1 = 0.01ω0, and

Ω 2
2 = 0.03ω0. The opposite detunings lead to opposite rotations.

From the solutions of Eqs. (13)–(15), one can easily verify that
if and only if both γ(t) and γz(t) are non-negative for all times,
then the three Bloch coordinates decrease monotonously, i.e.,
the Bloch sphere contracts monotonously in all directions.
Otherwise, it will cause temporary expansion to occur in some
directions. In the limit t → ∞, all the decay rates γ(t), γz(t)
and Γ±(t) approach to constants and the Bloch sphere finally
contracts to the stable point (0,0,b∞

z ) with b∞
z = [Γ+(∞)−

Γ−(∞)]/γz(∞).
When the Lamb shift is considered, the Bloch equation

becomes

ḃx = −γ(t)bx +[S+(t)−S−(t)]by, (17)

ḃy = −γ(t)by − [S+(t)−S−(t)]bx, (18)

and the evolution of bz is still given by Eq. (10). Now the
evolutions of bx and by are no longer independent. The sim-
plest way to solve this set of equations is to employ the time-
dependent rotating transformation

b′x = bx cosδ (t)+by sinδ (t),

b′y = −bx sinδ (t)+by cosδ (t), (19)

with a time-dependent rotating angle δ (t) =
∫ t

0 ds[S−(s)−
S+(s)]. This rotating transformation can decouple Eqs. (17)–
(18) and transform them to Eqs. (8)–(9). That is to say, the
effect of the Lamb shift induces a rotation of the Bloch sphere
with respect to the z axis. The angular velocity of the rota-
tion is given by ω(t) = δ̇ (t) = S−(t)−S+(t). In Fig. 1(b), we
present for the Lorentzian density the time evolution of this an-
gular velocity for three different detunings. We find that it is
smaller for vanishing detuning ∆ = 0. The opposite detunings
lead to opposite-direction rotations of the Bloch sphere. By
applying the inverse transformation of Eq. (19) to Eqs. (13)–
(14), one finally obtains the solution of Eqs.(17)–(18),

bx(t) = e−Θ(t)[bx(0)cosδ (t)−by(0)sinδ (t)], (20)

by(t) = e−Θ(t)[bx(0)sinδ (t)+by(0)cosδ (t)]. (21)

The component bz(t) is still given by Eq. (15).
From the above mathematical derivation, we see that the

rotating transformation (19) on the one hand can tremendously
simplify the process of solving the master equation (2), and on
the other hand it shows the Lamb shift has a significant phys-
ical meaning: the Lamb shift induces a rotation of the Bloch
sphere with respect to the z-axis. It is the use of this prop-
erty that will be very convenient for future research of non-
Markovian dynamics.

In fact, the above rotating effect of the Lamb shift is
quite understandable based on the Bloch theory of the evo-
lution of a two-level system.[43] When the dissipator D[ρ(t)]
in Eq. (2) is ignored, the system will undergo a unitary evo-
lution induced by Lamb shift Hamiltonian HLS(t), which up
to a global phase is equivalent to the rotation transformation
U(t) = exp[δ (t)σz/2]. The inclusion of the dissipator only
gives rise to the deformation (expansion and contraction) of
the Bloch sphere.
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4. Non-Markovianity
We now study the effect of the Lamb shift on the non-

Markovianity of the dynamical process. Among a few mea-
sures of non-Markovianity so far, the BLP measure[8] is a typ-
ical one which has physically intuitive interpretations. Note
that Markovian processes always tend to continuously reduce
the trace distance between quantum states, thus an increase of
the trace distance during any time interval signifies the emer-
gence of non-Markovianity. In quantum information science,
the trace distance is related to the distinguishability between
quantum states and its change means the exchange of quan-
tum information between an open system and its environment.
Non-Markovian processes imply the flow of the lost informa-
tion from the environment to the open system.

For a given pair of initial states ρ1,2(0) of the system, the
change of the dynamical trace distance is described by its time
derivative

σ (t,ρ1,2(0)) =
d
dt

D(ρ1(t),ρ2(t)), (22)

where ρ1,2(t) are the dynamical states corresponding to the
initial states ρ1,2(0), and the trace distance is defined as
D(ρ1,ρ2) = tr|ρ1 − ρ2|/2 with trace norm |A| =

√
A+A.

Markovian processes satisfy σ ≤ 0 for all pairs of initial states
ρ1,2(0) and at any time t. If there exists a pair of initial states
such that σ > 0 for some time internals, then the informa-
tion appears as a backflow and the process is defined as non-
Markovian. BLP suggest the quantity

𝒩 = max
ρ1,2(0)

∫
σ>0

dtσ(t,ρ1,2(0)), (23)

as the measure of non-Markovianity of a dynamical process.
In order to reflect the degrees of non-Markovianity of the
whole dynamical process, the time integration is extended over
all intervals in which σ is positive, and the maximum is taken
over all initial-state pairs of the system. Obviously, 𝒩 = 0
for all Markovian processes. The larger the quantity 𝒩 is, the
higher the non-Markovianity of the process is.

For our considered dynamics and by use of the solution
of Eqs. (20) and(21) as well as Eq. (15), we obtain

σ = −1
2

G(t){e−2Θ(t)
γ(t)[(∆bx)

2 +(∆by)
2]

+e−2Λ(t)
γz(t)(∆bz)

2}, (24)

where G(t) = {e−2Θ(t)[(∆bx)
2 +(∆by)

2]+ e−2Λ(t)(∆bz)
2}−1/2

and ∆b j = b1 j(0)−b2 j(0) is the difference of the initial Bloch
components. It is worthwhile noting that equation (24) is in-
dependent of the Lamb shift S±(t); therefore, the Lamb shift
does not affect the non-Markovianity of the system dynam-
ics. This result is interesting but not self-evident, because the
Lamb shift can affect the evolution of quantum states.

Of course, we may understand this result more easily
from the picture of a Bloch sphere. As verified in the previ-
ous section, a Lamb shift only induces a rotation of the Bloch

sphere, which apparently does not change the Euclidean dis-
tance in the Bloch sphere picture. In the qubit case the Eu-
clidean distance of the Bloch vectors is up to a constant the
same as the trace distance between the corresponding quantum
states.[44] Therefore, the Lamb shift does not affect the non-
Markovianity of quantum processes. Another intuitive inter-
pretation may come from the observation of the BLP measure
for non-Markovianity, which involves only the differences of
quantum states. These differences obviously do not change
under Lamb shifts, because the shifts are the same for all quan-
tum states. So the non-Markovianity is also unchangeable.

From Eq. (24), we can easily confirm that the sufficient
and necessary condition for the backflow of information is

γ(t)< 0 or γz(t)< 0, (25)

for some time intervals [Note that G(t) is positive]. Because
if one of the inequalities is satisfied, then we can always find
a pair of initial states so that σ > 0. For example, if γ(t) < 0
it suffices to choose the initial states satisfying ∆bz = 0. Con-
versely, if σ > 0 at given time t, then at least one of the two
inequalities must be satisfied.

In fact, the condition (25) is also intuitive. As mentioned
in the previous section, the positivity of γ(t) and γz(t) is the
sufficient and necessary condition for the monotonous con-
traction of a Bloch sphere, and the contraction leads to the
decrease of the Euclidean (trace) distance between quantum
states, thus the positivity of γ(t) and γz(t) is the sufficient and
necessary condition of Markovian dynamics, or equivalently,
equation (25) is the sufficient and necessary condition of non-
Markovian dynamics.

5. Optimal initial-state pairs
In the calculation of a BLP measure of non-Markovianity,

a key step is to find the optimal initial-state pair so that equa-
tion (23) is maximized. It is a formidable problem in prac-
tice. Here we solve this problem for the quite general non-
Markovian master equation (2). Let us first intuitively ana-
lyze the problem from the picture of a Bloch sphere. It was
already proved that[38] for a qubit system, the optimal initial-
state pair must be located at the antipodal points of the Bloch
sphere. As the increase of the trace distance corresponds to
the inflation of the Bloch sphere, we then infer that the opti-
mal initial-state pair should be such antipodal points for which
the Bloch sphere oscillates most strongly in that direction, i.e.,
the sum of the inflations in that direction in the whole dynam-
ical process is the largest. As the Bloch sphere governed by
the master Eq. (2) is rotation symmetrical with respect to the
z axis, the most strongest oscillating direction is probably ei-
ther the pole direction or any direction in the equatorial plane.
In other words, the optimal initial-state pair is either {|0⟩, |1⟩}
or {|+⟩, |−⟩} with |±⟩ = (|0⟩± eiϕ |1⟩)/

√
2 and ϕ ∈ [0,2π].

For the initial-state pair {|+⟩, |−⟩}, equation (24) becomes
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σ1 =−γ(t)e−Θ(t) and the non-Markovianity Eq. (23) becomes

𝒩1 =−
∫

γ(t)<0
dtγ(t)e−Θ(t). (26)

Similarly, for the initial-state pair {|0⟩, |1⟩}, we have

𝒩2 =−
∫

γz(t)<0
dtγz(t)e−Λ(t). (27)

By comparing the values of 𝒩1 and 𝒩2, we can finally deter-
mine the optimal initial-state pair and the corresponding non-
Markovianity 𝒩 = max{𝒩1,𝒩2}.

The correctness of the above conjecture may be exam-
ined through concrete calculations. As the optimal initial-state
pair must fit (∆bx)

2 +(∆by)
2 +(∆bz)

2 = 4, thus equation (24)
may be viewed as a function of (∆bz)

2. For any fixed time t
yielding σ > 0, equation (24) is maximized either at the end-
points (∆bz)

2 = 0,4, or at (∆bz)
2 = α0, where α0 is a point

for which the derivative of σ with respect to (∆bz)
2 vanishes.

Straightforward calculation shows that there is only one ex-
tremum point

α0 =
4e−2Θ(t)γ(t)

e−2Λ(t)γz(t)− e−2Θ(t)γ(t)
− 8e−2Θ(t)

e−2Λ(t)− e−2Θ(t)
, (28)

which is the minimum point of σ . Thus the maximum of σ

takes place at the endpoints of (∆bz)
2 irrespective of the time

t, which indicates {|0⟩, |1⟩} and {|+⟩, |−⟩} are the possible
optimal initial-state pairs.

6. Sudden change of non-Markovianity
In the previous section, we provided two alternative pairs

of initial states, for which the real choice for optimal initial
states dependends on the structure parameters of the environ-
ment. For some parameter areas, the optimal initial-state pair
may be {|+⟩, |−⟩} and the non-Markovianity is calculated by
𝒩1. While for other parameter areas, the optimal initial-state
pair may be {|0⟩, |1⟩} and the non-Markovianity is calculated
by 𝒩2. On the boundary of the two kinds of parameter ar-
eas, a sudden change of the non-Markovianity 𝒩 may take
place. In order to demonstrate this point, we still take the
Lorentzian density of Eq. (16) as an example and plot the
non-Markovianity as a function of the dimensionless detun-
ing as in Fig. 2, where we take λ = 0.1ω0, Ω 2

1 = 0.01ω0,
and Ω 2

2 = 0.03ω0. Clearly, 𝒩1 and 𝒩2 intersect at some de-
tuning ∆0. The non-Markovianity is determined by 𝒩1 for
∆ < ∆0 and by 𝒩2 for ∆ > ∆0. At ∆0, the change of non-
Markovianity takes place suddenly. The position of ∆0 may
change with the values of the rest structure parameters such as
the spectral width λ , coupling strengths Ω1 and Ω2. However,
numerical simulation shows that this sudden change only oc-
curs with respect to ∆ , and that it does not occur with respect
to λ . The sudden change of non-Markovianity, which reflects
the properties of both dynamical equations and environmen-
tal structures, is probably a useful property of non-Markovian
processes.

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
0

2

4

6

8

N
/
1
0
-
3

N1

N2

∆/ω0

Fig. 2. (color online) Non-Markovianity as a function of detuning.
The non-Markovianity is represented by 𝒩1 in the left of the cross-
ing point, while it is represented by 𝒩2 in the right of the crossing
point. The crossing point is an intrinsic sudden-changing point of
non-Markovianity. The parameters are λ = 0.1ω0, Ω 2

1 = 0.01ω0, and
Ω 2

2 = 0.03ω0.

It is worthwhile stressing that the sudden change of non-
Markovianity in this model is related closely to the rotation
symmetry of the Bloch sphere with respect to the z axis. It
is the rotation symmetry that makes the optimal initial-state
pairs either along the z axis or in the equatorial plane. Thus
if you change the parameters of the dynamics, eventually you
will find ones for which the optimal initial-state pair jumps
from the z axis to the equatorial plane or vice versa unless the
optimal initial-state pair is unique.

7. Conclusion
In conclusion, by considering a specific interaction

model that describes a two-level system coupling to a
zero-temperature structured environment via amplitude-phase
dampings, in the limit of weak coupling between the system
and its reservoir and by use of the secular approximation, we
derived a non-Markovian master equation for the reduced state
of the open system which has a quite general Lindblad-like
form. Based on this, we found on the one hand that the time-
dependent Lamb shift can induce a non-uniform rotation of the
Bloch sphere and thus alter the evolution of quantum states.
Therefore, in quantum information processing, the Lamb shift
should be taken into consideration. On the other hand how-
ever, it does not affect the non-Markovianity of the open sys-
tem dynamics and thus can be removed from the master equa-
tion.

We also, for the general non-Markovian master equation,
obtained the sufficient and necessary conditions for the back-
flow of information, and found the optimal initial-state pairs
that maximize the backflow of information. There are two
alternative initial-state pairs depending on the environmental
structure parameters, the polar or the equatorial state pair, for
the calculation of non-Markovianity. The change of the opti-
mal initial-state pairs can lead to the sudden change of non-
Markovianity.

One key factor in our study is the use of the rotating trans-
formation which not only tremendously simplifies the solving
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process of the master equation, but also reveals the significant
physical meaning of the Lamb shift, i.e., the Lamb shift in-
duces a rotation of the Bloch sphere with respect to the z axis,
which establishes the foundation of our research work. Almost
all of the results listed in this paper can be explained intuitively
from the rotation and the symmetry under the rotation.

Though the discussion was started from a specific interac-
tion model that describes amplitude-phase dampings of a two-
level open system, the results have good applicability. Be-
cause on the one hand the derived Lindblad-like master equa-
tion has a quite general form, and on the other hand the results
in principle do not depend on specific environmental struc-
tures. We believe our results are very helpful for the study of
non-Markovian dynamics.
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[18] Mäkelä H and Möttönen M 2013 Phys. Rev. A 88 052111
[19] Laine E M, Breuer H P, Piilo J, Li C F and Guo G C 2012 Phys. Rev.

Lett. 108 210402
[20] Deffner S and Lutz E 2013 Phys. Rev. Lett. 111 010402
[21] Shen H Z, Qin M and Yi X X 2013 Phys. Rev. A 88 033835
[22] Zou C L, Chen X D, Xiong X, Sun F W, Zou X B, Han Z F and Guo G

C 2013 Phys. Rev. A 88 063806
[23] Zeng H S, Zheng Y P, Tang N and Wang G Y 2013 Quantum Inf. Pro-

cess 12 1637
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