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Abstract

The application of open quantum systems in biological processes such as photosynthetic
complexes has recently received renewed attention. In this paper, we introduce a quantum
algorithm for simulation of Markovian dynamics of the Fenna-Matthew-Olson (FMO) complex
that exists in photosynthesis using a “universal set” of a one-parameter semigroup of generators.
We investigate the details of each generator that has been obtained from spectral decompo-
sition of the Gorini-Kossakowski-Sudarshan (GKS) matrix by using linear combination and
unitary conjugation. Also, we present a simple quantum circuit for the implementation of
these generators.
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1 Introduction

In recent years, the study of biological systems in which quantum dynamics are visible, and the
theory of open quantum systems is applied to describe these dynamics have attracted much at-
tention [1]. One of these biological systems in plants is a group of prokaryotes like green sulfur
bacteria that utilize photosynthesis as a process to produce energetic chemical compounds by free
solar energy. Harvesting of light energy and its conversion to cellular energy currently are mainly
done in photosystem complexes present in all photosynthetic organisms [2]. The photosystem is
mainly constructed of two linked sections: an antenna unit includes several proteins referred to as
light-harvesting complexes (LHCs) which absorb light and conduct it to the reaction center (RC).
Both the LHCs and RC consist of many pigment molecules that increase the available spectrum
for the photosynthesis process. After absorbing a photon, the FMO antennae complex transfers
it to the RC and acts as a quantum wire between the antenna and RC [3]. The FMO complex
structure is relatively simple, consisting of three monomers. Each monomer environment includes
seven bacterial proteins or molecules called bacteriochlorophyll (BChl). The essential process in
photosynthesis is the interaction of light with the electronic degrees of freedom of the pigment
molecules, which must be studied using quantum mechanics. Furthermore, long-lived quantum
coherence among the electronically excited states of the multiple pigments in the FMO complex
has been shown by 2D electronic spectroscopy [4, 5, 6, 7, 8]. After the pigment molecule absorbs
the light energy, it goes from a ground state to an excited state and also behaves like a two-level
system. Several researchers have studied the electronic excitation transfer by diverse methods such
as Forster theory in weak molecular interaction limit or by Redfield master equations derived from
Markov approximation in weak coupling regime between molecules and environment [3, 9, 10, 11].
Effective dynamics in the FMO complex is modeled by a Hamiltonian which describes the coherent
exchange of excitations between sites and local Lindblad terms that take into account the dissipa-
tion and dephasing caused by the surrounding environment [12].

It is believed that efficiently simulating quantum systems with complex many-body interactions
are hard for classical computers due to the exponential growth of variables for characterizing these
systems. Quantum simulation was proposed to solve such an exponential explosion problem using
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a controllable quantum system as initially conjectured by Feynman [13, 14, 15]. The dynamical
evolution of closed systems is described by unitary transformation and can be simulated directly
with the quantum simulator. In the real world, all quantum systems are invariably in contact
with an environment and are an open quantum system. Therefore, the dynamic evolution of these
systems in the presence of decoherence and dissipation are non-unitary operations. Generally, the
dynamics of an open quantum system is very complex and often used to describe the dynamics
of proximity like the Born and Markov approximations are used [16]. A lot of analytical and
numerical methods have been employed to simulate the dynamics of open quantum systems like
composition framework for the combination and transformation of semigroup generators, simula-
tion of Markovian quantum dynamics by logic network and in particular simulation of arbitrary
quantum channels [17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22|. However, in these methods, there exists no universal set
of non-unitary processes through which all such processes can be simulated via sequential simu-
lations from the universal set, but they are applicable in many problems. Rayn et al. introduce
an efficient method to simulate a Markovian open quantum system, described by a one-parameter
semigroup of quantum channels, which can be through sequential simulations of processes from
the universal set. They used linear combination and unitary conjugation to simulate Markovian
open quantum systems [23].

The simulation dynamics of light-harvesting complexes are highly regarded, and a large number
of various experimental and analytically studies have been conducted on them. Finding spectral
density by molecular dynamics and numerical method has been studied in [24, 25, 26]. The system
dynamics simulation has been done with different platforms for implementing quantum simulators,
such as two-dimensional electronic spectroscopy [27], superconducting qubits [28], and nuclear
magnetic resonance [29, 30].

In this paper, we use a linear combination and unitary conjugation to simulate Markovian non-
unitary processes in photosynthetic FMO complex. Also, we consider constructing efficient quan-
tum circuits based on quantum gate model for the quantum dynamics simulation subject to dissi-
pation and dephasing environment.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. In, Section 2, we give a brief description of
the affective dynamics of FMO complex and describe the universal simulation of Markovian open
quantum systems and the simulation of non-unitary processes in photosynthetic FMO complex
will be studying. We finally express our results in Section 3.

2 Simulation of Non-unitary Dynamics

We assume that the quantum system coupled to an environment with the Hilbert space Hg = C¢
(d-dimensional complex vector). The state of this system can be described by density matrix
p € My(C) = B(Hs), where Tr[p] = 1 and B(Hg) is the algebra of bounded operators on the
Hilbert space. The density matrix evolves according to a Markovian quantum master equation

@ p(t) = £(1), (1)

where £ is the generator of one parameter semigroup of quantum channels {T'(¢)} [16]. At time
t > tg, the state of the quantum system obtained from p(t) = T'(t — to)p(to). In this case, we
almost can write Lp(t) as follows:

d?—1

£(p) = ilp H] + Y Aue(FipF| — L {(FLFL o)), )
1k

which is known as the Gorini, Kossakowski, Sudarshan, and Lindblad (GKSL) form of the quantum
Markov master equation. Note that H is, in general, a Hermitian operator, A € Mg2_;(C) is the
GKS matrix with the matrix elements A; ;, and {F;} is basis for the space of traceless matrices in
M,(C). By diagonalization of the GKS matrix, we obtain Lindblad master equation as

n

£l0) = il H] + 3wl Eapt] 3 (EL L)) 3)

where n is the number of non-zero eigenvalues of A. We begin by transforming the Lindblad
master equation into the GKS form. And after, we decompose A into a linear combination of



rank one generators through the spectral decomposition. Then, each constituent generator Zikd’L

decomposed into the unitary conjugation of a semigroup from the universal set. See reference
[18, 23] for details and proof of Theorem.

2.1 FMO Complex

Light-harvesting complexes seem particularly suitable as biological systems to understand quantum-
mechanical effects. Their lengthscales and energyscales are on the order where we would expect
quantum-mechanical laws to apply but what remains less clear is if they can still see quantum
effects such as entanglement even at physiological temperature. So light-harvesting complexes
like the photosynthetic FMO complex exhibit such as quantum system. The many studies such
that[31, 32, 33] and so on suggest that it might be possible to observe spatial quantum correlations
in the FMO light-harvesting protein complex. Based on these experimental observations, quan-
tum coherence across multiple chromophoric sites has been suggested as the probable cause of the
highly efficient energy transfer in photosynthetic systems. Experimental studies of the exciton dy-
namics in such systems reveal rich transport dynamics consisting of short-time coherent quantum
dynamics which evolve, in the presence of noise into an incoherent population transport which
irreversibly transfers excitations to the reaction center. The FMO complex is generally constituted
of multiple chromophores which transform photons into exactions and transport to an RC. As
already mentioned that efficient dynamics FMO complex express by combining Hamiltonian which
describes the coherent exchange of excitations between sites, and local Lindblad terms that take
into account the dephasing and dissipation caused by the external environment as non-unitary
evolution [12]. However,in some of studies on the photosynthetic system, these quantum effects
have been neglected and classical method such as the Hierarchical Equations of Motion(HEOM)
have been used to investigate this system[34, 35, 36].

The exciton dynamics for the light-harvesting system (e.g., in the FMO complex) is modelled by
a Markovian master equation of the form

p(t) = _i[Hsys; p(t)] + ‘Cdeph(p) + Ediss(/)), (4)

which contains the coherent exchange of excitation and local Lindblad terms [12, 37].

Since the FMO complex is composed of seven chromophores, it should be modelled by a net-
work of seven sites. The quantum coherent evolution of the FMO complex is determined by a
Hamiltonian of the form

7 7
Hyye = hwiofo; + Y hvj(o)o; +o; o)) (5)
i=1 i
where aii are the raising and lowering operators that act on site 4, hw; are the one-site energies,

and v;;represents the coupling between sites i and j. For expressing the dynamics of the non-
unitary part, assumed that the system is susceptible simultaneously to two distinct types of noise
processes, a dissipative process and dephasing process. Dissipative processes pass on excitation
energy with the rate I'; to the environment, and the dephasing process destroys the phase coherence
with the rate 7; of site jt". We approached the Markovian master equation for FMO complex,
dissipative and dephasing processes are captured with local terms, respectively, by the Lindblad
super-operators as:

7
Laiss(p) =Y _Tj(=0f a7 p—pofo; + 207 pot), (6)
j=1
7
Laeph(p) = Z'yj(fo;rcf;p - pJ;rJ; + QU;FU;pJ;rU;). (7)
j=1
Where a;-r = |)(0] and o = |0)(j| are raising and lowering operators for site j respectively and

single excitation basis |j) = |g1) ® ... ® |ej) ® ... ® |g7) denote one excitation in the site j. Finally,
the total transfer of excitation is measured by the population in the sink.



2.2  Dissipative Process
For the dissipative process, we have

7
Laiss(p) = > Tj(—0fo;p—pofo; + 207 poty). (8)
j=1
We use the fact of {F}} is basis for the space of traceless matrices in Mg(C) and {iF}} is a basis
for su(8), has the following form:

l

(FYL, =d, d= Z

T D )G =+ 1)+ 1], 9)

{FiyEs = {0t Yo ljcnss,  o3F = (|J><k|+|k><3|) (10)

%|

{F}256 = {0 Y oiljcnss,  ofF = E(*iljﬂkl +ilk) (1) (11)
Now, we can write O’;_ and o as below

+

1
oj = E(Fjw

. 1 .
—ilFj3s5) , 05 = E(Fjw + iFj135). (12)

So, by substituting in Eq.(8) the GKS matrix can be obtained and nonvanishing elements are

agg =11 ase3s =11 agss=—i'1 ases =11

ag9 =I'2 azr3r =T2 agzr=—tl's azrg =1l
ai0,10 =I's asgss =13 a938 = —il's ass,10 =13
ar111 =y azgzg =14 ar130 = —tl'y agg11 =1il'4
a12,12 =I5 a40,40 =T's  ai240 = —il's a40,12 = il's
a13,13 = '¢  aa1,41 =T'6 a1346 = —il's a46,13 = il'5
a1414 =7 aa2420 =17 ag40 = —il'7 42,14 = iI'7.

Next, we decompose A as:

7
A= A, (13)
k=1
where A\, = 2I'y, and aj have Nonvanishing elements aj7 = fi% and ag435 = % Now, each

generator &'kd'L of the linear combination should be decomposed into the unitary conjugation of a
semigroup from the universal set. In general form, we can write

ey, = cos(Oy)ar + isin(fy)al, (14)

where &k and dk are real and imaginary part of ay, respectively and ) is the phase transformation.
If aff.al = 0 and |af| = |al| = 1 then the phase transformation is 1 = 0 and 6}, € [0, 7/4].

In our problem, we find, after simplifying: ¢y =0, 0y = 7/4, @F = 0and @ = (a1, .oeevverenne. ,a35)
by a; =7/2, i=1,2,....34 and a35 = 37/2 for k =1,2,....7. So, we can implement

5k5; = Gywm [A( )(Hk, Qg 7a£>]G5(k)a (15)

where A®) (6, al al) represents an element of universal set of semigroup generators and Gy ) €

SO(3) is adjoint representation of SU(2) (see [18] for details). By considering U®*) = U(l)Jf

U, ® Uy, that U, is single unitary operation R (—5) and Uj,, is two-qubit gate. Furthermore if

Ly, is generator of a Markovian semigroup, we can simulate any channel Tj(t) = ezp(tﬁak 41 ) from
k

the semigroup generated by @'kd’i,

Ti(t)(p) = URH (T () [UR pU U ®), (16)



where Tyx) (t) = exp(tL A<k)). We drive this equation for semigroup generated by @'16]{ directly.
For aj, we obtain af* = [36) , al = —|8).

The next step is finding af* and af, for this work we use of map f : su(8) — R® that define as
f(iF) = |j). If define AR = f~1(aF), we have

AR — iy, (17)

by using of the matrix Ul(l)7 the matrix Af” can be diagonalized as

1 1
\/—? ? 0 00 00O
= == 0 0 0 0 00
\(/)E \§ 000 001
Ul(l) 10 0 0O0O0O0OT1O0 , (18)
0 0 00O01O0O0
0 0 001000
0 0 010000
0 0 1 00 O0O0O0
AR = UM ARUMT =P (19)
For imaginary part A
and R }
Al =V AUV = —iFye = Al (21)
we need not to find U2(2) because of Al have desired form. So
FAG) =11),  f(A]) = —[36). (22)

If we define aff = f(AF,) and af = f(Al) we haven’t second unitary transformation because aff

and @! have desired form. So, we can implement

il = Gy [AD (01,38, aD]GT o, (23)

where A1 (0, @, @) is an element of the universal set of semigroup generators, by 6; = /4

alt=0,alf =0and al = (ag, .o, ,azs)T by a; = 7/2, i = 1,2,....34 and azs = 37/2.

Furthermore if £ is generator of a Markovian semigroup we can simulate any channel T7(t) =
il

exp(tﬁdldq) from the semigroup generated by a;aj,

T1(t)(p) = UDH Ty (1) [UD pUDTHU D, (24)

where Ty (t) = exp(tL A<1)). Now, we are designing the quantum circuit for implement of Ul(i).

At first we obtain quantum circuit for implement Ul(l) and for other Ul(i) similarly circuit can be
designed. By finding action of unitary operation Ul(l) on the |g1, g2, g3) where three qubits space

bases, we obtain the following conditions:

1. If the second qubit was in state |1), apply controlled-NOT (CNOT) to gate (X) on the first
and third qubit.

lq1) &P
|QZ>
43) & (Ry(~3)] X]

Figure 1: Quantum circuit for implementing of Ul(l)_diss



2. If first and second qubit was in state |0), apply the rotation gate (Y) on the third qubit.

3. If the first qubit were in state |1) and second qubit in state |0), apply CNOT to gate (X) on
the third qubit.

Given the above conditions, we need two CNOT gate, a single qubit gate(R,(=)) and an X gate.

Quantum circuit for implement of Ul(l) shown in Fig.1

2.3 Dephasing Process

Similarly, in the previous section, we obtain the GKS matrix for this process and decompose it.
So, we have

7
A= A, (25)
k=1

with A\ = 4v, for £k = 2,3,..,7 and A\; = 4\/571. a1 have Nonvanishing elements ajg =
—i(14+v2) _ 1 i - — L(_9; - L
N asg = NIk Nonvanishing elements of a3 are ajg = \/g( 2i) , asr = 7= and

for az: a;o = %(—21’) , Qg0 = % As the same way Nonvanishing elements of aj ,as,d6,a7 are

(a2 = \%Z , Qg7 = %)7(019 = 5t 046 = %5)7(‘116 = &—%Z , (45 = %5)7(‘111 = &—%Z ,a39 = \/Lg)v

respectively. ¢ = 7/2 for k = 1,2,3 and equal with zero for k = 4,...,7. 6; = arccos(\/l%ﬁ) ,
+

0y =03 = arccos(%) and O, = /4 for k =4,...,7.

Furthermore, we can obtain @ft; = 0 and @f ; = (a1, ..cccoveerennn azs)l by a; =m/2, i =1,2,...34
and ass = 37 /2 for da 3 can be written @5y = 0, @} 3 = 7, and for dy 5,6 we obtain @f's ¢ = @} 56 =
Tr.

Now, we consider semigroup generated by 61[1':{ and decompose it into the unitary conjugation of

a semigroup from the universal set. We begin by aff = [10) , a! = |38) and
fHaft) = f71(110)) = iFo = Af,

now by using of U 1(1) we can diagnose the matrix fl{z .

1 1
\/—? 0 0 ? 0 0 0O
—= 0 0 —= 0 0 0 O
\(/)5 0 0 \(/)5 0 0 01
U1(1) |0 00 O OO0 1O , (26)
0 00 O 0100
0 00 O 1 00O
0 00 1 0O0O0O0
0 01 0 00 0O

Then, we’ll have
UV ARUMY =ik = AR,
for an imaginary part .
fHat) = f71(38)) = iFys = AT,

and . 5
UM AUV = P = Al

because Al is desired form, no need to find a matrix U2(1). If we define aff = f(file) = |1) and

al = f(al) = |36). We need not to second unitary transformation because af* and a! are have the

desired form. By consider UM = Ul(l)T and similar to the previous one

d‘ld’{ = GU(U [A(l)(ela 0_2{27 &{)]Gg(l)v (27)
where A (0, @, @!) an element of the universal set of semigroup generators, by 6; = arccos(\/l:iﬁ\/_)
+2v2
alt=0and @l = (a1, .. ,azs)T by a; = /2, i =1,2,...34 and a3s = 37/2. Furthermore



if £ is generator of a Markovian semigroup we can simulate any channel 71 (t) = exp(tL; ;1) from
1

the semigroup generated by d’l(f{,
Ti(t)(p) = UDH Ty )[UD pU DU, (28)

where Ty (t) = exp(tL40)). Note in any case must be calculated Ui(l) and Ui(2) fori =2,...,6
except in case d@j 7 that their calculation is straightforward. Now we design quantum circuit to
implement of Ul(l). We drive the following conditions by finding action of Ul(l) on three qubits

space bases.

1. If the first and second qubit was in state |0) and |1), apply the rotation gate (Y') on the third
qubit.

2. If the first qubit was in state |1) and second qubit in state |0), apply CNOT to gate (X) on
the third qubit.

3. If the second qubit was in state |1), apply CNOT gate to (X) on the first and third qubit.

Furthermore, via two CNOT and single-qubit gates R,(—7%) and a X gate, unitary operation Ul(l)

can be implement. Quantum circuit of Ul(l)

be design analogous Ul(l).

shown in Fig.2. For other Ui(l) quantum circuit can

lq1) D
|Q2>
l45) [Ry(-2)] & [X]

Figure 2: Quantum circuit for implementing of Ul(l)fdep "

3 Conclusion

In this paper, we have investigated the universal simulation of Markovian dynamics of the FMO
complex. At first, we have transformed the Lindblad master equation into the GKS form for
non-unitary processes in the FMO complex. Next, decomposed the GKS matrix into the linear
combination of rank one generators through spectral decomposition. Then each constituent gener-
ator Eikc'iz decomposed into the unitary conjugation of a semigroup from the universal set. Finally,
the quantum circuit had designed for implementing a unitary matrix that applied for simulation
of the structure generators.
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