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Quantum and classical dynamical semigroups of superchannels and semicausal channels
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Quantum devices are subject to natural decay. We propose to study these decay processes as the Markovian
evolution of quantum channels, which leads us to dynamical semigroups of superchannels. A superchannel is
a linear map that maps quantum channels to quantum channels, while satisfying suitable consistency relations.
If the input and output quantum channels act on the same space, then we can consider dynamical semigroups
of superchannels. No useful constructive characterization of the generators of such semigroups is known. We
characterize these generators in two ways: First, we give an efficiently checkable criterion for whether a given
map generates a dynamical semigroup of superchannels. Second, we identify a normal form for the generators
of semigroups of quantum superchannels, analogous to the GKLS form in the case of quantum channels. To
derive the normal form, we exploit the relation between superchannels and semicausal completely positive
maps, reducing the problem to finding a normal form for the generators of semigroups of semicausal completely
positive maps. We derive a normal for these generators using a novel technique, which applies also to infinite-
dimensional systems. Our work paves the way to a thorough investigation of semigroups of superchannels:
Numerical studies become feasible because admissible generators can now be explicitly generated and checked.
And analytic properties of the corresponding evolution equations are now accessible via our normal form.
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I. INTRODUCTION AND MOTIVATION

Anybody who has ever owned an electronic device knows: These devices have a finite lifespan after which they stop working
properly. At least from a consumer perspective, a long lifespan is a desirable property for such devices. Thus, it is important
for an engineer to know which kind of decay processes can affect a device, in order to suppress them by an appropriate design.
Certainly, these considerations will also become important for the design of quantum devices. We therefore propose to study
systematically the decay processes that quantum devices can be subject to.

In this work, we take a first step in this direction by deriving the general form of linear time-homogeneous master equations
that govern how quantum channels behave when inserted into a circuit board at different points in time. This leads to the study
of dynamical semigroups of superchannels. Here, superchannels are linear transformations between quantum channels [1].
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FIG. 1. Estimating the transmissivity of a material under the influence of an influx of particles into the regions between the components.

Let us consider a concrete example, see Fig. |. Suppose we are trying to estimate the optical transmissivity of some material
(M), which we assume to depend on the polarization of the incident light. A simple approach is to send photons from a light
source (S) through the material and to count how many photons arrive a the detector (D). We model the material by a quantum
channel Ty, acting on the states of photons described as three-level systems, with the levels corresponding to vacuum, horizontal,
and vertical polarization. In an idealized world, with a perfect vacuum in the regions between the source, the material, and the
detector, we can infer the transmissivity from the measurement statistics of the state Tj; (o), where o is the state of the photon
emitted from the source. However, in a more realistic scenario, even though we might have created an (almost) perfect vacuum
between the devices at construction time, some particles are leaked into that region over time. Then, interactions between
the photons and these particles might occur, causing absorption or a change in polarization. Hence, the situation is no longer
described accurately by Ty, alone, but also requires a description of the particle-filled regions.

To find such a description, we us argue that the effect of particles in some region (here, either between S and M; or M and D)
can be modeled by a quantum dynamical semigroup, parametrized by the particle density 8. If the particle density is reasonably
low and Qg is the quantum channel describing the effect of the particles on the incident light at a given &, then, as explained in
Fig. 2, Qs satisfies the semigroup property Qs, 15, = Os, © Os,. Furthermore, if there are no particles then there should be no
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FIG. 2. If the particle density is low, then the incident photon interacts with the particles in the region sequentially and independently.
The effect of a single interaction can be described by a channel AQ. Hence, the state after the first interaction is AQ(0), the state after
the second interaction is AQ(AQ(05)), and so forth. The number of interactions is given by the product of the particle density 6 and the
volume V. Hence, the effect of an region with fixed volume is described by the channel Q5 = (AQ)‘W. It follows that if 0 = &; + &,, then
05,45, = (AQ) aV(AQ)%Y = 05, ©Qs,- The semigroup property for real § can then be obtained in the continuum limit.

effect. Hence, Qg = id. After adding continuity in the parameter § as a further natural assumption, the family {Qjs } s> forms a

quantum dynamical semigroup. That is, we can write Q5 = ¢, for some generator L in GKLS-form.

If we assume in our example that particles of type A are leaked into the region between S and M at a rate J4 and that particles
of type B are leaked into the region between M and D at a rate 7yp, then the overall channel describing the transformation that
emitted photons undergo at time ¢ is given by

$i(Tu) = e8! 0 Ty o e,

where L4 and Ly are the generators of the dynamical semigroups describing the effect of the particles in the respective regions.



We note that at any fixed time, S, interpreted as a map on quantum channels is a superchannel written in ‘circuit’-form. This
means, that S, describes a transformation of quantum channels implemented via pre- and post-processing. Furthermore, S; (7))
can be determined by solving the time-homogenous master equation

d

ST =LT0)),

where L(T) = yaLa o T + y3T o Lp, with initial condition T'(0) = Tj,. In other words, we have
Sl — eLf

and thus the family {S’,},Zo forms a dynamical semigroup of superchannels.

By inductive reasoning, we thus arrive at our central physical hypothesis: Decay-processes of quantum devices with some sort
of influx are well described by dynamical semigroups of superchannels. It follows that such decay-processes can be understood
by characterizing dynamical semigroups of superchannels. Such a characterization is the main goal of our work.

In particular, we aim to understand dynamical semigroups of superchannels in terms of their generators. We characterize these
generators fully by providing two results: First, we give an efficiently checkable criterion for whether a given map generates
a dynamical semigroup of superchannels. Second, we identify a normal form for the generators of semigroups of quantum
superchannels, analogous to the GKLS form in the case of quantum channels. Interestingly, we find that the most general form
of dynamical semigroups of superchannels goes beyond the simple introductory example above.

We arrive at these results through a path (see Fig. 3) that also illuminates the connection to the classical case. We start by
studying dynamical semigroups of classical superchannels, which (analogously to quantum superchannels being transformations
between quantum channels) are transformations between stochastic matrices. We do so by establishing a one-to one correspon-
dence between classical superchannels and certain classical semicausal channels, that is, stochastic matrices on a bipartite system
(AB) that do not allow for communication from B to A (see Definition ). We can then obtain a full characterization of the
generators of semigroups of classical superchannels by characterizing generators of semigroups of classical semicausal maps
first and then translating the results back to the level of superchannels. The study of (dynamical semigroups of) classical super-
channels and classical semicausal channels is the content of Section
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FIG. 3. Schematic of the concepts studied in this work.

Armed with the intuition obtained from the classical case, we then go on to study the quantum case. We start by charac-
terizing the generators of semigroups of semicausal [2] completely positive maps (CP-maps) — our main technical result, and
one of independent interest. This characterization can be obtained from the classical case by a ‘quantization’-procedure that
allows us to see exactly which features of semigroups of semicausal CP-maps are “fully quantum.” Dynamical semigroups of
semicausal CP-maps are discussed Section . Finally, in Section , we use the one-to one correspondence (via the quantum
Choi—Jamiotkowski isomorphism) between certain semicausal CP-maps and quantum superchannels to obtain a full characteri-
zation of the generators of semigroups of quantum superchannels. While the classical section (I'V) and the quantum section (V)
are heuristically related, they are logically independent and can be read independently.

This work is structured as follows. In the remainder of this section, we discuss results related to ours. Section [l contains an
overview over our main results. In Section III, we recall relevant notions from functional analysis and quantum information, as



well as some notation. The (logically) independent sections I'V and V comprise the main body of our paper, containing complete
statements and proofs of our results on dynamical semigroups of superchannels and semicausal channels. We study the classical
case in Section [V and the quantum case in Section V. Finally, we conclude with a summary and an outlook to future research
in Section

A. Related work

The study of quantum superchannels goes back to [1] and has since evolved to the study of higher-order quantum maps [3-5].
A peculiar feature of higher-order quantum theory is that it allows for indefinite causal order [6, 7]. However, it was recently
discovered that the causal order is preserved under (certain) continuous evolutions [8, 9]. It therefore seems interesting to study
continuous evolutions of higher-order quantum maps systematically. Our work can be seen as an initial step into his direction.

The study of (semi-)causal and (semi-)localizable quantum channels goes back to [2]. By proving the equivalence of semi-
causality and semilocalizability for quantum channels, [10] resolved a conjecture raised in [2] (and attributed to DiVincenzo).
Later, [ 1] provided an alternative proof for this equivalence, and further investigated causal and local quantum operations.

II. RESULTS

We give an overview over our answers to the questions identified in the previous section. In our first result, we identify a set
of constraints that a linear map satisfies if and only if it generates a semigroup of quantum superchannels.

Result 1.1 (Lemma - Informal). Checking whether a linear map L : B(B(Ha); B(Hg)) — B(B(Ha); B(Hp)) generates a
semigroup of quantum superchannels can be phrased as a semidefinite constraint satisfaction problem.

Therefore, we can efficiently check whether a given linear map is a valid generator of a semigroup of quantum superchan-
nels. We can even solve optimization problems over such generators in terms of semidefinite programs. Thereby, this first
characterization of generators of semigroups of quantum superchannels facilitates working with them computationally.

As our second result, we determine a normal form for generators of semigroups of quantum superchannels. Similar to
the GKLS-form, we decompose the generator into a “dissipative part” and a “Hamiltonian part,” where the latter generates a
semigroup of invertible superchannels such that the inverse is a superchannel as well.

Result 1.2 (Theorem - Informal). A linear map L : B(B(Ha); B(Hp)) — B(B(Ha); B(Hp)) generates a semigroup of
quantum superchannels if and only if it can be written as L(T) = D(T) + H(T ), where the “Hamiltonian part” is of the form

A

H(T)(p) = —i[Hp, T (p)] —iT ([Ha, p]),

with local Hamiltonians Hg and Hy, and where the “dissipative part” is of the form D(T)(p) = trg [D'(T)(p)], where

D'(T)(p) =U(T ®idg)(A(p © 6)AT)UT -~ %(T@idg)({A*A, pRC}) (la)
+B(T ®idg)(p © 0)B" — % {B'B, (T ®idg)(p® o)} (1b)
+[U(T®ide)(A(p®0)), BT +[B, (Twidg)((p26)ATUT], (1)

with unitary U and arbitrary A and B.

The “dissipative part” consists of three terms: Term (1 2) itself generates a semigroup of superchannels (for B = 0), with the in-
terpretation that the transformed channel (§;(7')) arises due to the stochastic application of 7+ tr [U (T ®idg)(A(p ® 6)AT)UT]
at different points in time (Dyson series expansion). Term (1b) itself generates a semigroup of superchannels (for A = 0) of
the form S’,(T) = elB' o T, where Lp is a generator of a quantum dynamical semigroup (and hence in GKLS-form). Term (I¢)
is a “superposition” term, which is harder to interpret. It will become apparent from the path taken via the ‘quantization’ of
semicausal semigroups that this term is a pure quantum feature with no classical analogue. Therefore, the presence of (Ic) can
be regarded as one of our main findings. It is also worth noting that the normal form in Result is more general than the
form of of the generator we found in our introductory example. Hence, nature allows for more general decay-processes than the
simple ones with an independent influx of particles before and after the target object. We also complement this structural result
by an algorithm that determines the operators U, A, B, H4 and Hp, if the conditions in Result are met.

The proof of these results relies on the relation (via the Choi-Jamiotkowski isomorphism) between superchannels and semi-
causal CP-maps. Our next findings — and from a technical standpoint our main contributions — are the corresponding results for
semigroups of semicausal CP-maps.



Result 2.1 (Lemma V.5 - Informal). Checking whether a linear map L : B(Ha @ Hp) — B(Ha @ Hp) generates a semigroup of
B 4 A semicausal CP-maps can be phrased as a semidefinite constraint satisfaction problem for its Choi-matrix.

Based on this insight, we can efficiently check whether a given linear map is a valid generator of a semigroup of semicausal
CP-maps.

Since semigroups of semicausal CP-maps are in particular semigroups of CP-maps, our normal form for generators giving
rise to semigroups of semicausal CP-maps is a refining of the the GKLS-form.

Result 2.2 (Theorem V.6 - Informal). A linear map L: B(Ha @ Hp) — B(Ha @ Hp) generates a semigroup of B /+ A semicausal
CP-maps (in the Heisenberg picture) if and only if it can be written as L(X) = ®(X) — K'X — XK, where the CP part ® is of the
Sform

OX) =V (X®1g)V, withV = (14 @U)(A®15)+ (14 ®B),

with a unitary U € B(Hg @ Hp; Hp @ HE) and arbitrary A € B(Ha; Ha @ Hi) and B € B(Hp; Hp @ HE), and the K in the
non-CP part is of the form

1
K=(1,2B'U)(A®13) + 514 @B B+ Ky @15+ 14 ®iHg,

with a self-adjoint Hg and an arbitrary Ky.

This characterization has both computational and analytical implications: On the one hand, it provides a recipe for describing
semicausal GKLS generators in numerical implementations. On the other hand, the constructive characterization of semicausal
GKLS generators makes a more detailed analysis of their (e.g., spectral) properties tractable. It is also worth noting that in Result

we can allow for (separable) infinite-dimensional spaces. In the finite-dimensional case, we also provide an algorithm to
compute the operators U, A, B, K4 and Hp, if the conditions of Result are met.

Let us now turn to the corresponding results in the classical case. Here, instead of looking at (semigroups of) CP-maps and
quantum channels, we look at (entry-wise) non-negative matrices and row-stochastic matrices (see Section [/ and Section
for details) that we assume to act on R, for (finite) alphabets X € {A,B,E}.

The following result is the classical analogue of Result

Result 3 (Corollary - Informal). A linear map Q : R* @ RE — RA @ R® generates a semigroup of (Heisenberg) B /> A
semicausal non-negative matrices if and only if it can be written as

|A| )
0=(A®1p) (1 @U)—Ks@1p+ Y |a;){ai| @ BV,
i=1
with a row-stochastic matrix U € B (RB;RE ® RB), a non-negative matrix A € B (}RA ® RE;RA), a diagonal matrix Ky and maps
BYeB (RB) that generate semigroups of row-stochastic matrices.

We will discuss in detail how Result 2.2 arises as the ‘quantization’ of Result 3 in the paragraph following the proof of Lemma
. Here, we highlight that in both the quantum and the classical case, the generators of semicausal semigroups are constructed
from two basic building blocks. In the quantum case, these are a B /4 A semicausal CP-map @, with & (X) = V‘L (X®1g)Vi
and V;c = (1, ®U)(A®1p); and a GKLS generator of the form idg ® B. And in the classical case, they are a B 4 A semicausal
non-negative map ®,. = (14 ® U)(A ® 13); and operators of the form |a;)(a;| @ BY), where B') generates a semigroup of
row-stochastic maps. The difference between the quantum case and the classical case then lies in the way the general form is
constructed from the building blocks. While we simply take convex combinations of the building-blocks in the classical case, we
have to take superpositions of the building-blocks, by which we mean that we need to combine the corresponding Strinespring
operators, in the quantum case.
As our last result, we present the normal form for generators of semigroups of classical superchannels.

Result 4. A linear map Q : B(R*;R®) — B(R*;RB) generates a semigroup of classical superchannels if and only if it can be
written as

R A Al

OM)=UM@1p)A-Y (LaplAa)M|a;) ai| + Y BOM|a;) ail,

i=1 i=1
with a column-stochastic matrix U € B(RE @ RE;R®), a non-negative matrix A € B(R*;R* @ RF), a diagonal matrix Ky, and
a collection of generators of semigroups of column-stochastic matrices B e B (RB).
As in the quantum case, we have two kinds of evolutions: a stochastic application of M — U (M ® 1g)A at different points in

time; and a conditioned post-processing evolution of the form Y, B m |a;){a;]. Note that there are no “superposition” terms,
like (1c).



III. NOTATION AND PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we review basic notions from Functional Analysis, Quantum Information Theory, and the theory of dynamical
semigroups. We also fix our notation for these settings as well as for a classical counterpart of the quantum setting.

A. Functional analysis

Throughout the paper, H (with some subscript) denotes a (in general infinite-dimensional) separable complex Hilbert space.
Whenever H is assumed to be finite-dimensional, we explicitly state this assumption. We denote the Banach space of bounded
linear operators with domain #H4 and codomain #p, equipped with the operator norm, by B(H4;Hp) and write B(H) for
B(H;H). For X € B(Ha;Hp), the adjoint X7 € B(Hp;Ha) of X is the unique linear operator such that (y|X wa) = (X" wp|wa)
for all |y ) € H, and all |yp) € Hp. Here, and throughout the paper, we use the standard Dirac notation.

An operator Y € B(H) is called self-adjoint if YT =Y. A self-adjoint ¥ € B(#) is called positive semidefinite, denoted by
Y > 0, if there exists an operator Z € B(#), such that Y = Z'Z. If Y is positive semidefinite, then there exists a unique positive
semidefinite operator VY, such that Y = VYY [12, p. 196]. The operator VY is called the square-root of Y. The absolute value
|Y| € B(H) of Y is defined by |Y| = VYTY.

We define the set of trace-class operators S; (Ha; Hp) = {p € B(Ha;Hp)|tr[|p|] < oo}, which becomes a Banach space when
endowed with the norm ||p||, := tr{|p|]. We write S;(#) for S;(H;H). The set Si(Ha;Hp) satisfies the two-sided *-ideal
property: If p € S;(Ha; Hp) and Y € B(Ha; Hp), then pT € Si(Hp; Ha), pTY € Si(Ha) and YpT € Si(Hp).

Besides the norm topology, we will use the strong operator topology and the ultraweak topology. The strong operator topology
is the smallest topology on B(#H;Hp) such that for all |ys) € H the map B(Ha; Hp) Y — Y|ya) € Hp is continuous, where
‘Hp is equipped with the norm topology. The ultraweak topology on B(H4;Hp) is the smallest topology such that the map
B(Ha;Hp) DY —tr [pTY] € C s continuous for all p € S} (Ha;Hp). Since H4 and Hp are separable, so is S; (Hpg; Ha). Hence,
the sequential Banach Alaoglu theorem implies that every bounded sequence in B(Ha;Hp) has an ultraweakly convergent
subsequence. Here, we view B(H4;Hpg) as the continuous dual of S;(Hp;Ha). The aforementioned results can be found in
many books, e.g, [12, ch. VI.6], however, usually only for the case 74 = Hp. The general results stated above can be obtained
from this case by considering B(H4;Hp) and S;(Ha;Hp) as subspaces of B(Ha © Hp) and S;(Ha ® Hp), respectively.

An operator V € B(Ha;Hp) is called an isometry if |[V|ya)| = |||wa)| for all |ya) € Ha. The (possibly empty) set of
unitaries, the surjective isometries, is denoted by U (Ha;Hp) and we write U(H) for U(H;H). As a special notation, if H/,
and Hj; are closed linear subspaces of H, and Hp, with (canonical) isometric embeddings 1,4 € B(H);Ha) and 1y _p €
B(Hjs: Hp), respectively, then we will write Up(H}y: Hp) = {1 ,pUL), ,, € B(HaiHp) |U € U(H):Hp)} and, Up(H) for
Up(H;H). Le., this is the set of partial isometries.

B. Flip operator, partial trace, complete positivity, and duality

The flip operator Fa.p € B(Ha ® Hp; Hp @ Ha) is the unique operator satisfying Fa.z(|Wa) @ |wg)) = |Ws) @ |ya), for all
|wa) € H 4 and all |yp) € Hp.

The partial trace w.r.t. the space H4 is the unique linear map try : Sj(Ha @ Hp; Ha @ He) — S1(Hp; He) that satisfies
tr[(Xtra [p]] =tr[(1a ® X)p], forall p € S;(Ha ®Hp) and all X € B(Hc;Hp). If the spaces involved have subscripts, the partial
trace will always be denoted with the corresponding subscript. The partial trace with respect to p € S;(H4) is the unique
linear map trp : B(Ha ®@ Hp; Ha © He) — B(Hp: He) that satisfies tr [otr, [X]] = tr[(p ® 6)X], for all 6 € Sy (Hc;Hp) and all
X € B(Ha®Hp; Ha @ Hc). Proofs of existence and uniqueness can be found in [13, Thm. 2.28 and Thm. 2.30], where we used
again the observation that the results above follow from the usual ones for g = ¢, by looking at operators on Hp ® (Hp B Hc).

Let T € B(B(Hp); B(Ha)). The map T is called positive if T'(Xg) is positive semidefinite, whenever Xp € B(Hp) is positive
semidefinite. For n € Ny, the map T,, : B(C" @ Hp) — B(C" @ H,) is uniquely defined by the requirement that 7,,(X, ® Xp) =
X, @T (Xp) for all X,, € B(C") and all Xz € B(Hp). The map T is completely positive (CP) if the map 7}, is positive for all n € Ny.
A CP-map T is called normal if T is continuous when B(#4) and B(#p) are both equipped with the ultraweak topology. We
denote the set of normal CP-maps by CP(#Hp; Ha) and write CP(H) for CPs(#;#). By the Stinespring dilation theorem (in
its form for normal CP-maps), T is a normal CP-map if and only if there exists a (separable) Hilbert space ¢ and an operator
V € B(Ha; Hp ® H) such that for all Xz € B(Hp) we have T'(Xp) = V' (Xp ® 1£)V. Furthermore, the Stinespring dilation can
be chosen to be minimal, that is, the pair (V,Hg) can be chosen such that span{(Xz @ 1g)V|ya)|Xs € B(Hg),|wa) € Ha} is
norm-dense in Hp ® Hg. Furthermore, if (V’,H};) is another Stinespring dilation, then there exists an isometry U € B(Hg; H),
such that V/ = (15 ® U)V. Another equivalent characterization is the so-called Kraus form: T is a normal CP-map if and
only if there exists a countable set of operators {L;}; C B(Ha;Hp), the Kraus operators, such that for all Xz € B(Hp), we
have T(Xp) = Y, L;(XBLZ-, where the series converges in the strong operator topology. One can obtain Kraus operators from a



Stinespring dilation (V, Hg) by choosing an orthonormal basis {|e;}}; of Hg and defining L; = (15 ® (¢;|)V. A map T is unital
if T(15) = 14 and a unital normal CP-map is called a Heisenberg (quantum) channel.

Let S € B(S1(Ha);S1(Hgp)). The dual map S* € B(B(Hp); B(Ha)) is the unique linear map that satisfies tr[X;S(p)] =
t[(S*(Xp))" p]. for all Xz € B(Hp) and all p € S;(H,). We call S the Schrodinger picture map and S* the Heisenberg picture
map. The map S is called completely positive if S* is completely positive in the sense defined above. In that case, S* is
automatically normal. In fact, 7 is a normal CP-map if and only if there exists S € B(3(H4); B(Hg)), such that S* = T. It follows
that S is completely positive if and only if there exists a separable Hilbert space Hg and an operator V € B(Ha; Hp @ HE), such
that S(p) = trg [VpVT] , for all p € §;(H4). Furthermore, S is completely positive if and only if there exist a countable set of
operators {L;}; C B(Ha;Hg) such that S(p) = ¥,;LipL; and the series converges in trace-norm. A map S is trace-preserving if
tr[S(pa)] = trpa] for all ps € S;(Ha). A trace-preserving CP-map is called a (quantum) channel. The facts in this section are
contained or follow directly from results in [14, 15].

C. Choi-Jamiolkowski isomorphism, partial transposition

In this section, let H4, Hp and Hc be finite-dimensional Hilbert spaces with fixed orthonormal bases {|a;) };, {|b;)}; and
{|cx) }x» respectively. The transpose (w.r.t. {|a;)}; and {|b;)} ) of an operator X € B(Ha;Hp) is the unique linear operator X €
B(Hp;Ha) such that (b;|Xa;) = (a;|XTb;), for all elements of the orthonormal bases. The partial transposition (w.r.t. {|a;)};) of
an operator X € B(Ha ® Hp; Ha ® Hc) is the unique linear operator X4 € B(Ha @ Hp; Ha ® Hc) such that ((a;| @ 1c)X (Ja;) &
1) = ({a;| ® 1¢)X™ (Ja;) @ 1), for all elements of the orthonormal basis.

The (quantum) Choi—Jamiotkowski isomorphism [16, 17], defined with respect to an orthonormal basis {|a;)}; of Hy, is
the bijective linear map €45 : B(B(Ha); B(Hp)) — B(Ha @ Hp), €a.5(T) = (ida @ T)(|Q2)(Q|), and its inverse is given by
@;;g(r)(p) =tra [(p” @ 1)7], where Q) := ¥;|a;) ® |a;). A map S € B(B(Ha); B(Hz)) is completely positive if and only if
Ca.5(S) > 0; S is trace-preserving if and only if trg [€4.5(S)] = 14 and we have the identity try [€4.5(S)] = S(14). We will
occasionally call elements of the image of €4.p Choi matrices.

D. Non-negative matrices and duality

As we provide characterizations for both the quantum and the classical case, we now also introduce the notation and definitions
required for the latter. With a classical system A, we associate a finite alphabet A = {a1,as,...,q5} and a ‘state-space’ RA,

with orthonormal basis {\a,-)}lfi‘l. We define by |14) := Y;|a;) the all-one-vector. A vector |x) € R? is called non-negative
if (alx) >0, for all @ € A. A linear operator M € B(R*;R®) is called non-negative if M|x) is non-negative, whenever |x) is
non-negative (equivalently, all matrix elements are non-negative). A non-negative M is called column-stochastic if (15|M =
(14|; column-sub-stochastic if there exists a non-negative P, such that M + P is column-stochastic; row-stochastic, if M|14) =
|15); and row-sub-stochastic if there exists a non-negative P, such that M + P is row-stochastic. Given |x) or (x|, we denote
by diag(|x)) = diag((x|) the diagonal matrix with the components of x on the diagonal. Finally, we will use the ‘classical
Choi—Jamiotkowski isomorphism’ (also known as vectorization), which is a convenient notation to make the connection to
the quantum case more transparent. The classical Choi—Jamiotkowski isomorphism, defined w.r.t. {|a;)};, is the linear map
(o B(R*;RE) — B(R* @ RE) defined by €S.5(M) = (14 @ M)|Q), where |Q) := ¥,|a;) ® |a;). The inverse (Qfg;B)_l is then
given by (€5.5) 7" (|x)) = ((Q|®15)(14 ® |x)) We will sometimes refer to elements of the range of €., as Choi vectors.

E. Dynamical semigroups

Let X be a Banach space. A family of operators {7; },>0, with 7; € B(X) for all # > 0, is called a norm-continuous one-
parameter semigroup on X, or short, dynamical semigroup, if 7o = 1, T;1, = T, T, for all #,5 > 0 and the map R>¢ 3¢ — T; is
norm-continuous. Norm-continuous dynamical semigroups are automatically differentiable and have bounded generators, that
is, there exists L € B(X) such that T, = 'l forall# > 0 and L = % ’1:0+Tf [18, Thm. 1.3.7].

Lindblad [19] proved that T; € CP4(#) for all # > 0 if and only if there exist ® € CPs(H) and K € B(H) such that 7; = e'%,
with L(X) = ®(X) — K'X — XK. In this case, we refer to {T;},>0 as a CP semigroup. We call the corresponding form of the
generator L the GKLS form [19, 20] and & its CP part. If 7 is finite-dimensional, then 7; = ¢'- € CP&(#) for all # > 0 if and only
if the operator £ := €43 = (id® L) (|Q)(Q|) is self-adjoint and P-£P+ > 0, where |Q) = ¥;|a;) ® |a;), for some orthonormal
basis {a;} of H and P+ € B(H ®H) is the orthogonal projection onto the orthogonal complement of {|Q)} [21, 22]. The
corresponding classical result is as follows: {7;},50 € B(R") is a dynamical semigroup of non-negative linear maps if and only



if there exists a non-negative linear map ® € B(R") and a diagonal map K € B(R") (w.r.t. the basis orthogonal basis {|a;)}:)
such that the generator L has the form & — K [23].

IV. THE CLASSICAL CASE

Before studying the quantum scenario, we consider the classical version of our main question. IL.e., we study continuous
semigroups of classical superchannels and their generators. On the one hand, this allows us to develop an intuition that we can
build upon for the quantum case. On the other hand, a comparison between the classical and the quantum case elucidates which
features of the latter are actually quantum. For the purpose of this section, A, B and E denote finite alphabets as in Subsection

A classical superchannel is a map that maps classical channels, i.e., stochastic matrices, to classical channels while preserving
the probabilistic structure of the classical theory. To achieve the latter requirement, we require that a classical superchannel is
a linear map and that probabilistic transformations, i.e., sub-stochastic matrices, are mapped to probabilistic transformations.
Expressed more formally, we have

Definition IV.1 (Classical Superchannels). A linear map S : B(R*;RB) — B(R*;R®) is called a classical superchannel if
S(M) € B(R*;RB) is column sub-stochastic whenever M € B(R*;RE) is column sub-stochastic and S(M) € B(R*;RE) is
column stochastic whenever M € B(R*;RE) is column stochastic.

A related concept is that of a classical semicausal channel, which is a stochastic matrix on a bipartite space A x B such that
no communication from B to A is allowed. We formalize this as follows:

Definition IV.2 (Classical Semicausality). An operator M € B(R* ® RB) is called column B / A semicausal if there exists
MA € B(R™), such that (14 ® (15))M = MA(14 ® (1p|).
Similarly, N € B(R* @ R®) is called row B /4 A semicausal if there exists N4 € B(R*), such that N(1, ®|1)) = N4 ®|1p).

Clearly, M is column B / A semicausal if and only if M7 is row B / A semicausal. To emphasize the analogy to the quantum
case, we will often refer to a column B 4 A semicausal map as a Schrodinger B /> A semicausal map and to a row B /4 A
semicausal map as a Heisenberg B % A semicausal map. In both cases, the maps M* and N* will be called the reduced maps.

The structure of this section is as follows: We start by establishing the connection between classical superchannels and clas-
sical non-negative semicausal maps, followed by a characterization of classical non-negative semicausal maps as a composition
of known objects; such a characterization is known in the quantum case as the equivalence between semicausality and semilo-
calizability. We then turn to the study of the generators of semigroups of semicausal and non-negative maps and finally use
the correspondence between superchannels and semicausal channels to obtain the corresponding results for the generators of
semigroups of superchannels.

A. Correspondence between classical superchannels and semicausal nonnegative linear maps

We first show, with a proof inspired by the one given in [ 1] for the analogous correspondence in the quantum case, that we can
understand classical superchannels in terms of classical semicausal channels. To concisely state this correspondence, we use the
classical version of the Choi—Jamiotkowski isomorphism. Let us mention here one again that we assume all alphabets (A B, ...)
to be finite for our treatment of the classical case.

Theorem IV.3. Let S: B(R®;R®) — B(R™;R®) be a linear map and define S € B(R* @ R®) via § = QZX;B oSo (Qig;B)’l. Then,
S is a classical superchannel if and only if S is non-negative and (Schrodinger B /> A) semicausal such that the reduced map S*
satisfies S*|14) = |14). In this case, S* is automatically non-negative.

Proof. We first show the “if”-direction, i.e., that if S is non-negative and (Schrodinger B /4 A) semicausal, then § = (Qg B)_l o
So Qﬁg. 5 1s a superchannel. Suppose M is a non-negative matrix. Then S(M) is non-negative, since Qfg, g Maps non-negative

matrices to non-negative vectors, S maps non-negative vectors to non-negative vectors and (@g. B)_l maps non-negative vectors
to non-negative matrices.



Furthermore, if M is column stochastic, then

(15IS(M) = (15] (€5,5) ' 0S50 €55(M)
Q@ (1p]) (La®S (€5.5(M)))
A8 (( nA®<1B\>¢§B<M)>)

(1
(145N (L4 ((16/M))|2)))
(
(

14 ®5%1,))

Q(1a®114))

(
(
=
(
=
<1A |7
so 8 (M) is stochastic. In the preceding calculation, we used that S is semicausal in the third line, that M is stochastic in the fifth
line, and that $4|14) = |14) in the sixth line.

Now suppose that M is sub-stochastic, such that M + Q is stochastic, with Q non-negative. Then S(M+Q) =S(M)+S(Q) is
stochastic and since $(Q) is non-negative, S(M) is sub-stochastic. This proves that S is a superchannel. The claim about the
non-negativity of $4 now follows directly from the semicausality condition.

For the converse, suppose S is a superchannel. Since for all @ € A and all b € B, the matrix |b)(a| is sub-stochastic, it follows by
linearity of S that § (M) is non-negative whenever M is non-negative. Thus, since (€< A 5~ ! maps non-negative vectors to non-
negative matrices, S maps non-negative matrices to non-negative matrices and ng; p Maps non-negative matrices to non-negative
vectors, it follows that S is non-negative.

Next, we want to show that S is Schrodinger B /4 A semicausal. Since S is a superchannel, S maps Choi vectors of stochastic
matrices to Choi vectors of stochastic matrices, that is, (14 ® (1z])S|x) = |14), for all non-negative vectors |x) € R* @ RE that
satisfy (14 ® (1p])|x) = |14). As a tool, we define the set of scaled differences of Choi vectors of stochastic matrices by

Co:= {),(|p> —|n)) ‘ A €R; |p),|n) € RA @ RE non-negative, with (14 ® (15])|p) = (14 ® (1p|)|n) = \1A>}~ (2
We claim that
Co=Ch:={ ) e R* @R | (1, & (15])|¥) =0}

To see this, first note that Cy C C(’) follows directly from the definition. For the other inclusion, Cp 2 C(’), we decompose
I¥') € Clas |¥') = |p’) — |n'), for two non-negative vectors |p'), |n) € R* @ RE. Tt follows that (1, ® (15])|p’) = (14 @ (15])|n’).
Furthermore, for € > 0 small enough, we have that |y') :=|14) — €(14® (15])|p’) is non-negative. But then, for any non-negative
unit |v) € RE, with (13|v) = 1, the vectors |p) := €|p’) + ) ® |v) and |n) := €|n’) + |y') @ |v) are Choi vectors of stochastic
matrices. So |x') = L(|p) —|n)) € Cy.

We define P+ € B(R* @ RE) by P*|x) = |B| [(14® (1p])|x)] @ |1p) and P := T4 — P*+. Then, since (14 ® (1p|)Px) = (14 @
(1g))|x) — (14 ® (1p])|x) = 0, we have that P|x) € Cp, for all |x) € R* @ RE. We define $* € B(R") by $4|xs) = ﬁ(]lA ®

(1p))PES(|xa) @ |15)) = ﬁ(]lA ® (1p])S(|xa) ®|1p)) and calculate

(14 ® (1])Sx) = (14 ® (15])S(P|x)) + (14 @ (1])S(P*|x))
= (L4 ® (15))S(P*|x))

— (L 1a)8 (7 (1w a2 11))

=8*((1a ® (1)) |x)),

where we used in the second line that Cy is invariant under S, a fact that follows directly from (2). This calculation exactly shows
that S is Schodinger A 4 B semicausal.
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It remains to show that S4|14) = |14). This follows easily, since

§'14) = |%@l(m®<1B|>s<|1A>®|1B>>

- |%ﬂ(m®<1B|>e£;goso<e:§;3>*1<|1A>®\1B>>

L& [<1B§ (U;'|13><1A|)] Q)
— (1@ (14])])

- |1A>7
where we used that |f{é||119> (14] is stochastic and that thus SA(®|13> (14]) is stochastic. O
In summary, Theorem tells us that, via the classical Choi—Jamiotkowski isomorphism, we can view classical superchan-

nels equivalently also as suitably normalized semicausal non-negative maps.

B. Relation between classical semicausality and semilocalizability

The goal of this section is to get a better understanding of the structure of semicausal maps. For non-negative semicausal
maps, we have the following structure theorem:

Theorem IV.4. A non-negative map N € B (RA ® RB) is row B /~ A semicausal, if and only if there exists a (finite) alphabet E,
a (non-negative) row-stochastic matrix U € B(RE; R® @ RB) and a non-negative matrix A € B(R* @ R®; R*) such that

N=(A®1p)(La®U). 3)

In that case, we can choose |E| = |A|*.

Borrowing the terminology from the quantum case [2, 10], the preceding theorem tells us that non-negative semicausal maps
are semilocalizable. We formally define the latter notion for the classical case as follows:

Definition IV.5. A non-negative map N € B(R* ® RP) is called Heisenberg B /4 A semilocalizable if it can be written in the
form of Eq. (3).

Similarly, a non-negative map M € B(R* @ RB) is called Schrodinger B /4 A semilocalizable if it can be written as M = (14 ®
U)(A®13), for a (non-negative) column-stochastic matrix U € B(R® @ R®; RE) and a non-negative matrix A € B(R*;R* @ RE).

The requirement that U is stochastic and A is non-negative in the decomposition above is essential. In fact, if one drops these
requirements, then a decomposition M = (14 @ U)(A ® 1) can be found for any matrix M € B(R* @ R®).

Due to Theorem , a non-negative Schrodinger B /4~ A semicausal and column-stochastic map M admits an operational
interpretation. First, note that if M is not only semicausal, but also stochastic, then also the matrix A in Eq. (3) is stochastic.
Thus, the interpretation of the decomposition is: First, Alice applies some probabilistic operation (A) to the composite system
A < E. Then she transmits the E-part to Bob, who now applies a stochastic operation (U) to his part of the system.

Given this interpretation, the idea behind the construction in the proof of Theorem is that Alice first looks the input of
system A and generates the output of system A according to the distribution given by the matrix N4. Then she copies the input
as well as her generated output and sends this information to Bob, who is then able to complete the operation by generating an
output conditional on his input and the information he got from Alice. Given that this construction requires copying, it might be
considered surprising that a quantum analogue is true nevertheless [10].

Proof. (Theorem ) If N is Schrodinger B 4 A semilocalizable, then
N(1,®|1p)) = (Ax1p)(1a®U|1p)) = (A®1p)(14®|1gp)) = (A(1la ® |1E))) ® |1B).

So, N is row B /4 A semicausal.
Conversely, if N is row B /4 A semicausal, we choose E := A x A and define

A= Y (0N ) [0 (@ @l @
ijk

ap, @b Na, @b
< n <a r||NAam> S> |am®an®br><bs‘—‘,— Z |am®an> ®1p.
m,n,r.s n m ]
(an ‘NA )70 (an ‘NA ) =0

U .=
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To show that N = (A® 1) (14 @ U), we calculate

Z <aj|NAak><an®br|Nam®bs>

(A®1p)(1aQU) = (an [ NAay,)

[(laj)(a] @ (@ ® a;| @ 1) (14 © |am © an @ by) (by|)]
i,k
m,n,r,s

(an|NAam)#0

+ Y (aIN ) (|aj)a] @ (@ aj| @ 1p) (1a @ am @ an) © 1p)
)
<an‘NAam>=0

- L
i,j.k,r.s

(aj|NAar)#0

+ Y (@N'a)laj){a] ©1p
ik
(ajIN*a)=0

=N.

(aj|NAak> <aj & b,|Nak X bS>
(| Nay)

|aj)(ax| @ [br) (bs]

For the last step, observe that the second sum vanishes and that one can drop the constraint that (a;|[N*a;) # 0 in the first sum

(after cancellation), because (a; ® b,|[Nay @ by) =0, if (a j|NAak> = 0. To see this last claim, note that, since N is non-negative
and semicausal, we have

0< (aj®br|Nak®bS> < <aj®b,\Nak®1B> = (aj|NAak>(b,|1B> =0.

It is clear, that A and U are non-negative, since N and thus also N4 are non-negative by assumption. It remains to show that U is
row-stochastic. We have

a, @b |Na, @b
v -y @ ‘A ) 4, 0a,0b)+ Y, lan@anb)
MES <an|N am> s
(a,,|NAam)7éO <an‘NAam>:0
(an @b N a, @ 1p)
= Ay Ra, Qb,) + Ay R dy X by
n;r <an|NAam> | " > m,Zn{s ‘ " " S>
<an|NAam>?é0 <an\NAam>:0
= Z |am ®a, @b,) + Z |am ® an @ by)
m,n,r m,n,s
<an|NAam>7é0 <an‘NAam>:0
- |1EB>>
where we used the condition that N is semicausal to obtain the third line. This finishes the proof. O
Remark IV.6. Theorem can be extended to weak-* continuous non-negative maps on the Banach space of bounded real

sequences, but this requires extra care and does not yield additional insight beyond the previous proof.

C. Generators of semigroups of classical semicausal non-negative maps

The main goal of this section is to establish a structure theorem for the generators of semigroups of non-negative semicausal
maps. First, recall that a (norm)-continuous semigroup {N;},~, C B(R* @ R®) has a generator Q € B(R* @ RE) such that
N, = €', A classical result states that N; is non-negative for all ¢ > 0 if and only if the generator Q can be written in the form
Q0 = ® — K, where ® is non-negative and K is a diagonal matrix w.r.t. the canonical basis [24]. A second, crucial observation is
that V; is Heisenberg B /4 A semicausal for all ¢+ > 0 if and only if Q is Heisenberg B 4 A semicausal. To see this, let us first

show that the reduced maps {N,A} />0 also form a norm-continuous semigroup of non-negative maps. Since non-negativity is
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clear, we derive the semigroup properties (N3 = 14, N4 ; = NAN” and continuity) from the corresponding ones of {N; };>0:

Ny = (14 @ (b1])(Ng @ [15)) = (14 ® (b1 )No(14 ® |15)) = (14 @ (b1]) (14 ® | 1)) = 14,
N =140 (i) (VA ®[15)) = (14 @ (b1]) N5 (14 ® [18)) = (14 @ (b1 )N:N (14 © |15))
= (14 ®@ (b1])N: (14 ® [15))N = (14 @ (b1])(1a ® | 15) )N/ N = N/ N,
[Nf =N = sup [|(N} =N = sup [[(N}=NHP) @ [1g)]. = sup || (N = N;)(1x) ® [15)) |

[l =1 xl.=1 [l =1

< sup [[(N; =Nyl = [IN, — N[

[¥llo=1

Thus, we conclude that N2 = ¢/2" for some generator 0 € B(R™). We further have

0(14®@|1p)) = d

T ar
_4
T dt

N;(14® (1))

t=0
(14 ® |1p))N}
=0

= (14 ®|15))0".

Thus, Q is semicausal if N; is semicausal for all # > 0. Conversely, if Q is semicausal, then N; is semicausal, since

ok
=) %Qk(1A®|1B>)
k=0
ok
=¥ Sto) (@)
k=0 %
(Ia® |13>)etQA

Therefore, our task reduces to characterizing semicausal maps of the form Q = & — K. Let us first remark that it is straight-
forward to check (numerically) whether a given map satisfies these two conditions: We just need to check for non-negativity of
the off-diagonal elements and whether (14 ® (b|)Q|a; ® 15) = 0, for all a; € A and all b € {|15)}*. Le., semicausality can be
checked in terms of |A| (|B| — 1) linear equations and |A| |B|(|A||B| — 1) linear inequalities. Thus, a desirable result would be
a normal form for all Heisenberg B 4 A semicausal generators Q, which allows for generating such maps, rather than checking
whether a given maps is of the desired form. The main result of this section is exactly such a normal form.

To understand our normal form below, note that there are two natural ways of constructing a generator (remember that the matrix
elements are interpreted as transition rates) that does not transmit information from system B to system A. First, we can leave
system A unchanged and have transitions only on system B. The most basic form of such a map is |a;){a;| @ BY, for some
1 <i<|A| and for some BY) ¢ B(RB) that is itself a valid generator of a semigroup of row-stochastic maps. That means that
B = @) — diag(®?)|15)), for some non-negative matrix &) € B(R®). Second, if we want to act non-trivially on system A,
we can make both of the two parts of a generator Q = ® — K, the non-negative part ® € B(R* ® RP) and the diagonal part
K e B(RA ® RB), semicausal separately. Such a map has the form ®;. — K4 ® 15, where ;. is semicausal non-negative and
K4 € B(R*) is diagonal. The fact that (convex) combinations of these basic building blocks already give rise to the most general
form of semicausal generators for semigroups of non-negative bounded linear maps is the content of our next theorem, which
establishes the desired normal form.

Theorem IV.7 (Generators of classical semigroups of semicausal non-negative maps). A map Q € B(R* ® RB) is the generator
of a (norm-continuous) semigroup of Heisenberg B /~ A semicausal non-negative linear maps if and only if there exist a non-
negative Heisenberg B /> A semicausal map ®. € B(R® @ R®), a diagonal map K, € B(R* @ R®), and linear maps BY) ¢
B (RB) that generate (norm-continuous) semigroups of row-stochastic maps, for 1 <i < |A|, such that

) |
Q=®—Kys@1p+ Y |ai)(ail @B,
=1

=

In that case, @y can be chosen ’block-off-diagonal’, i.e., ®5c = Y. ;la;)(a;| ® CIJAE? ), for some collection of (non-negative) maps
(i) B
D, € B(R®).
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Proof. 1t is straight-forward to check that a generator Q of the given form has non-negative off-diagonal entries w.r.t. the standard
basis and is Heisenberg B / A semicausal. By the above discussion, this means that such a generator indeed gives rise to a
semigroup of semicausal non-negative maps.

We prove the converse. Suppose Q is the generator of a semigroup of non-negative linear maps. Then we can expand it as
0= Zlélzl |a;){a;| ® QU), where the operators QU/) € B(R®) are non-negative for i # j and of the form of a generator of a
non-negative semigroup (i.e., non-negative minus diagonal) for i = j. This decomposition, together with semicausality, implies
that for all 1 <i,j < |A|,

0" 1p) = ((ai| ©15) Q(laj) ®[18)) = (ai|Q*|a;) - [15).

In other words, |1p) is an eigenvector of every Q(/), with corresponding eigenvalue A(/) = (a;|Q%|a;). Hence, if we define
B e B(R®) as B := Qi) — 21, then B' generates a semigroup of non-negative maps (since Q) does and A1 is
diagonal) and satisfies (by construction), B) |15) = 0. So B generates a semigroup of row-stochastic maps.
With this notation, we can rewrite Q as
oAl . A )
0=Ylai)(a;| @0~ Y A |a))(a;|@1p+ Y |ai)(a;| @ BY.
iZ) i=1 i=1

=:dy =Ky

Note that ®y. is semicausal, since it can be written as the linear combination of the three semicausal maps Q, K4 ® 1p and
Y:|a;)(a;| ® BY). Thus, we have reached the claimed form. O

By applying Theorem , we can further expand the ® part:

Corollary IV.8. A map Q € B(R* @ RB) is the generator of a (norm-continuous) semigroup of Heisenberg B /> A semicausal
non-negative linear maps if and only if there exist a (finite) alphabet E, a (non-negative) row-stochastic matrix U € B(RB;RE ®
RE), a non-negative matrix A € B(R* @ RE;R*), a diagonal matrix K, € B(R* @ RE), and maps BY) € B(R®) that generate
(norm-continuous) semigroups of (row-)stochastic maps, for 1 < i <|A|, such that

|A] ,
0= (Ax1p)(1aU) *KA®]13+Z|ai><ai|®B(I).
i=1

In that case, we can choose [E| = |A|*.

One should also note that with the notation of Corollary , the reduced map is given by 0" = (A(14 ® |15))) — Ka. So,
the reduced dynamics only depends on the operators A and K4. Further note that if we require the semigroup to consist of non-
negative semicausal maps that are also row-stochastic, then we obtain the additional requirement that K4|14) = A|14g), which
completely determines K4. For completeness and later use, we write down the form of the generators non-negative semigroups
that are Schrodinger B /4 A semicausal.

Corollary IV.9. A map Q € B(R* @ R®) is the generator of a (norm-continuous) semigroup of Schridinger B /+ A semicausal
non-negative linear maps if and only if there exist a (finite) alphabet E, a (non-negative) column-stochastic matrix U € B(RE @
RE; R®), a non-negative matrix A € B(R*;R* @ RE), a diagonal matrix Kx € B(R* @ R®), and maps BY) € B(R®) that generate
(norm-continuous) semigroups of column-stochastic maps, for 1 <i < |A|, such that

A '
Q=(1aRU)A1p) —Ks@1p+ Y |ai)(ai| @ B
i=1
In that case, we can choose [E| = |A|*.

Similar to the row-stochastic case, B() generates a semigroup of column-stochastic maps if and only if B() = &) — diag((15|®"),
for some non-negative matrix ®() € B(R®)

D. Generators of semigroups of classical superchannels

We finally turn to semigroups of classical superchannels, that is, a collection of classical superchannels {§,} />0 such that

So =1id, §,+S = §,§S and the map 7 — S[ is continuous (w.r.t. any and thus all of the equivalent norms in finite dimensions). To
formulate a technically slightly stronger result, we call a linear map S a preselecting supermap, if Q:g; 5O So (Q:S; B)*1 is a non-
negative Schrodinger B /4 A semicausal map. Theorem then tells us that a superchannel is a special preselecting supermap.
The result of this section is the following:
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Theorem IV.10. A linear map O : B(RA;RB) — B(RA;RB) generates a semigroup of classical preselecting supermaps if
and only if there exists a (finite) alphabet &, a column-stochastic matrix U € B(R]E @ RE;R®), a non-negative matrix A €
BRA;R* @RE), a diagonal matrix Ky € B(R®) and a collection of generators of semigroups of column-stochastic matrices
BY) € B(RB), such that

Al
O(M)=UM@1)A~MKx+ Y. BOM|a;)(al. %)
i=1

Furthermore, Q generates a semigroup of classical superchannels if and only if O generates a semigroup of preselecting su-
permaps and (a;|Kaa;) = (1ag|Aa;), for all 1 <i < |A|. In this case, Q is given by

Al Al
QM) =UM@1p)A—Y (1ag|Aa))M|a;)(ai| + Y, B M|a;)(ai]. 6)
i=1 i=1

Proof. The main idea is to relate the generators of superchannels to those of semicausal maps. This relation is given by definition
for preselecting supermaps and by Theorem for superchannels. For a generator Q of a semigroup of preselecting supermaps
{S:}+>0, we have

Q: p (ch) [Qg;Boﬁto(eg;B)fl} ¢ip

to dto

Thus Q generates a semigroup of preselecting supermaps if and only if O can be written as O = (@g B)_l oQo Qg. 5> for some
generator Q of a semigroup of non-negative Schrodinger B 4 A semicausal maps. Thus to prove the first part of our Theorem,
we simply take the normal form in Corollary and compute the similarity transformation above.

For [Q) = ¥,|a;) ® |a;) € R* @ R and an operator X, € B(R*), the well known identity (X4 ®14)|Q) = (14 ® X])|Q) can be
proven by a direct calculation. Simmilarly, it is easy to show that for X; € B(R*;R* @ RF), the slightly more general identity
(Xa®14)|Q) = (14 ®]FA;EXATA)|Q> holds, where F 4. is the flip operator that exchanges systems A and E. We use these two
identities in the following calculations.

ForA e B(]RA;IRA @RF) and U € B(R* @ RB;RE), we have, for any M € B(RA;R]B),

(€hp) (MA@ U)(AR15)ES (M) = (€55) " (14 ®U) (A2 15)(14 @ M)|Q)
(€hp) (L@ U1 oM)))(Ax14)Q)
= (€5p) (1@ (U(1g®M))) (14 @ Fa2A™)|Q)
= (Qg;g)fl(]lA ®(U(1g @ M)FxzA™))|Q)
(€4.5) J

Ql

(1g ®M)IFA pAT
= (UFB;E)(M(@ ]lE)ATA .

For K4 € B(RA), we get, for any M € B(RA;]RB),

(€5.8) " (Ka @ 15)€5 5(M) = (€5.5) " (Ka @ 1p)(14 @ M)|Q)
= (€55) ' (La@M)(Ky @ 14)|Q)
= (€hp) (La@M) (14 ©K])|Q)
= (€55 (1A @ MK})|Q)
= (€55 €5 p(MKY)
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And finally, for an operator B e B(RB) and for any 1 <i <|A|, we have, for any M € B(RA;RB),
(€55) " (lai) (ai] @ BD)EG 5(M) = (€5.5) " (o) (o] @ BY) (14 @ M) Q)

= (Chp)” I(]1A ®B M)(|ai){ail @ 14)[)

= (Chp) " (L @ BYM) (14 © |} (ai])|2)

= (Cap)~

= (Cap)~

¢§p) (14 @B M|ai><ai|)|9>

€5p) "€ p(B M i) (ai])
=BM|a;) (ai|.
Applying the results of these calculations term by term to the normal form in Corollary yields the first claim, where we
defined A =A™, U = UFp.g, Ky = K} and BY) = BU).
If the semigroup {§t},20 consists of superchannels, that is, preselecting maps s.t. (by Theorem ) the reduced maps S4

of the semigroup of semicausal maps S; := Qfg;B 080 (QfggB)_l (which are defined by the requirement that (14 ® |15))S; =
SA(14 @ |15))) satisfy S4|14) = |14), then differentiating this relation yields

d
SHLa) = —

QA|1A>:i ar

dt|,_g

) =o.

We conclude that O generates a semigroup of superchannels if and only if Q generates a semigroup of semicausal maps and
Q%]14) = 0. We obtain directly from Corollary that 04 = (14 ® |1g))A — Ky. It follows that

(ailp|A1y) = (a;1p|A™14) = (Lag|Aa;) = (ai|Ka1a) = (ai|Kaas), (7)

where we used that K4 = K}, is diagonal in the last step. This is the condition claimed in the theorem. Finally, (6) is obtained by
combining this condition with (5). O
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V. THE QUANTUM CASE

We now turn to the quantum case. As introduced and described in more detail in [!1], a quantum superchannel is a map
that maps quantum channels to quantum channels while preserving the probabilistic structure of the theory. To achieve the
latter, it is usually required that a quantum superchannel is a linear map and that probabilistic transformations, i.e., trace non-
increasing CP-maps, should be mapped to probabilistic transformations, even if we add an innocent bystander. When dealing
with superchannels, we will restrict ourselves to the finite-dimensional case, and leave the infinite-dimensional case [25] for
future work. We follow [ 1] and define superchannels as follows:

Definition V.1 (Superchannels). A linear map S :AB(Sl (Ha); S1(Hp)) — B(S1(Ha);S1(Hp)) is called a superchannel if for all
n € N the map S, = idg(s, (cn)) ® S satisfies that S, (T') is a probabilistic transformation whenever T € B(S1(C" @ H4); S1(C"®
Hp)) is a probabilistic transformation and that S,,(T) is a quantum channel whenever T € B(S;(C" @ H4);S1(C" @ Hp)) is a
quantum channel.

A related concept is that of a semicausal quantum channel, which is a quantum channel on a bipartite space H4 ® Hp such
that no communication from B to A is allowed. Following [2, 10], we formalize this as follows:

Definition V.2 (Semicausality). A bounded linear map L, : S;(Ha ® Hp) — S1(Ha ® Hp) is called Schrodinger B 4 A
semicausal if there exists L : Sj(Ha) — Si(Ha) such that trg [L.(p)] = L1 (trg[p]), for all p € Sj(Ha ® Hp). Similarly,
L:B(Hs®Hp) — B(Ha @ Hp) is called Heisenberg B 4 A semicausal, if there exists LA : B(Ha) — B(Ha), such that
L(XA ®]lB) = LA(XA) ® 1p, forall X4 € B(HA)

The map L. is Schrédinger B /4 A semicausal if and only if the dual map L := L} is normal and Heisenberg B /4 A sem-
icausal. We will often omit the Schrodinger or Heisenberg attribute if it is clear from the context. This section is structured
analogously to the section about the classical case. Namely, we will start by reminding the reader of the connection between
semicausal maps and superchannels as well as the characterization of semicausal CP-maps in terms of semilocalizable maps, as
schematically shown in Fig. 4. We then turn to the study of the generators of semigroups of semicausal CP-maps and finally
use the correspondence between superchannels and semicausal channels to obtain the corresponding results of the generators of
semigroups of superchannels.

Stinespring

Classical/Quantum Choi- Nonnegative/CP Classical/Quantum
superchannels Jamiolkowski semicausal maps semilocalizable maps

\_/
/N

_ ] 1] |3
1| 13 2| |4 p_| Z) p_ 2 _| |4

NS NS

[ w
—
[ wo

~L

FIG. 4. Visualization of the relation between the notions of superchannels, semicausal maps and semilocalizable maps. Superchannels and
semicausal maps are related via a similarity transform with the Choi-Jamiotkowski isomorphism. Schrodinger B /4 A semicausal maps are
those maps whose output, after tracing out system 4, does not depend on input 2 (p or p). Semicausal maps are precisely those maps that allow
for one-way communication only. This is called semilocalizability.

A. Superchannels, semicausal channels, and semilocalizable channels

We first state the characterization of superchannels in terms of semicausal maps, obtained in [1]:

Theorem V.3. For finite-dimensional spaces Ha and Hp, let S : B(S) (Ha);S1(Hp)) — B(S1(Ha);S1(Hp)) be a linear map
and define S = €4.p 0 So Q:X;}B. Then S is a superchannel if and only if S is CP and Schridinger B /> A semicausal such that the
reduced map S satisfies SA(14) = 1a.
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The next result is due to Eggeling, Schlingemann, and Werner [10], who proved it in the finite-dimensional setting. The
following form, which is a generalization of [10] to the infinite-dimensional case, and which has previously been shown in [26,
Theorem 4], can be obtained from our main result (Theorem V.6) by setting K = 0:

Theorem V4. A map ® € CPs(Ha @ Hp) is Heisenberg B /> A semicausal if and only if there exists a (separable) Hilbert space
Hg, a unitary U € U(HE @ Hp; Hp @ Hg) and arbitrary operator A € B(Ha; Ha Q@ HE), such that

OX) =V (XQ1g)V, withV = (1,0U)(Ax1p). 8)

If Ha and Hp are finite-dimensional, with dimensions ds and dg, then Hg can be chosen such that dim(Hg) < (dAdB)z.

We call a normal CP-map ® € CPq(H4 ® Hp) semilocalizable if its Stinespring dilation can be written in the form of Eq. (8).
With that nomenclature, the above Theorem is exactly the quantum analogue of Theorem

B. Generators of semigroups of semicausal CP maps

The main goal of this section is to establish a structure theorem for the generators of semigroups of semicausal CP-maps, the
proof-structure of which is highlighted in Fig. 5. This is our main technical contribution. To get started, recall that a generator

Semilocalizable
CP-map Py, related to
the CP-part of L

Semicausal CP-map P,
related to CP-part of L

2 s
Semicausal CP Differentiate Semicausal GKLS
semigroup :>: generator
{T >0 Integrate L(X)=®(X)—K'X —XK
~ N

Semicausa} non-CP~
part X —»—K'X — XK'

|

Local structure
(Lemma V.10)

FIG. 5. Overview of the proof structure leading to the normal form for semicausal Lindblad generators (Theorem V.6). We first observe that
semicausality of the CP semigroup is equivalent to semicausality of the corresponding GKLS generator L. The insight is then that we can
construct a CP-map ®y, that is closely related to the CP-part of L and that is semicausal (Lemma ). From the semilocalizable form of ®y,
we then obtain an explicit form for the CP-part of L. This, together with the observation that a semicausal non-CP part has to have a local
form, yields the desired normal form.

L € B(B(Ha ®Hp)) generates a norm-continuous semigroup {7; };>0 € CP(Ha ® Hp) of CP-maps (i.e., T; = /L) if and only
if L can be written in GKLS-form, i.e., if and only if there exists @ € CPs(Hs @ Hp) and K € B(Ha ® Hp) such that

LX)=®(X)—K'X—XK, XecB(Hs®Hs). )

As in the classical case, we continue by showing that 7; is Heisenberg B 4 A semicausal, for all ¢+ > 0, if and only if L is
Heisenberg B /4 A semicausal. We start by showing that the family of reduced maps {7 },>¢ also forms a norm-continuous
semigroup of normal CP-maps. That T is normal and CP follows, since for any density operator pg € S;(Hp), we have

TtA =trpyoT; oD,
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where D € CPg(Ha; Ha @ Hp) is defined by D(X4) = X4 ® 1. So T is a normal CP-map as composition of normal CP-maps.
It remains to check the semigroup properties (T = ida, T4, = T4 TA and norm-continuity). We have

T3 (Xa) = trp, [To(Xa @ 1)) = trp, [Xa @ 1] = Xa,
T, (Xa) = trpy [Tis(Xa @ 1)] = trp, [TH(Ti(Xa @ 1p))] = trp, [T (Xa) @ 1p)] = trp, [(TATA(Xa)) @ 18] = TATA (Xa),

T4 =T = sup [T = T X[ 5gy = sup [T (X) = T (X)) © 18 4 4
[Xall5(21,)=1 XA B(H,) =]
= sup [[T(Xa®1p) — T(Xa @ 1B)| g, 0my) < sup 1T:(X) = Ts(X)| 330, 90) = 1T = Tl
[Xall5(21,)=1 XN 521407 )=]

Thus, we conclude that T4 = ¢!l for some generator LA € B(B(Ha4)) of normal CP-maps. We further have

d
T(Xa@1p) = —| TAXy)®@1p=1L"Xy) ®15.

d
L(Xy®1p)=—
(Xa @ 1s) dt|,_ dt|,_g

Thus, L is semicausal if 7; is semicausal for all # > 0. Conversely, if L is semicausal, then 7; is semicausal for all ¢ > 0, since

T,(Xa ®1p) = L (Xy @ 1p)

I
(aok
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o

L*(Xa @ 1p)
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Therefore, our task reduces to characterizing semicausal maps in GKLS-form, i.e., we want to determine the corresponding
and K. Our main result (Theorem V.6) is a normal form which allows us to list all semicausal generators L.

Before we delve into this, we treat the inverse question: Given some L € B(B(H ® Hp)), is it a semicausal generator? A
computationally efficiently chackable criterion can be constructed via the Choi-Jamiotkowski isomorphism. If H4 and Hp are
finite-dimensional and L € B(B(Ha ® Hp)) is given, then we define £ = Capup(L) € B(Ha, ® Hp, ® Ha, @ Hp,), where the
Choi-Jamiotkowski isomorphism is defined w.r.t. the orthogonal bases {|a; >}dlm(HA and {|b; >}dlm(HB ) of ‘Ha and Hp, respec-
tively, and where the spaces H4, = Ha, = Ha and Hp, = Hp, = Hp are introduced for notatlonal convenience. Furthermore,
define P+ € B(Ha, ® Hp, ® Ha, ® Hp,) to be the orthogonal projection onto the orthogonal complement of {|Q)}, where
Q) = ¥ jlai) @ 1bj) @ lai) @ [bj).

Lemma V.5. A linear map L: B(Ha @ Hp) — B(Ha ® Hp) is the generator of a semigroup of Heisenberg B /> A semicausal
CP-maps if and only if

* £ is self-adjoint and P-£P+ > 0, and
o trp, [£] = L4 @ 1p,, for some (then necessarily self-adjoint) £4 € B(Ha, ® Ha,).

The generated semigroup is unital (i.e., T,(1ag) = Lap, fort > 0) if and only if try, [EA] =0.
Furthermore, a linear map L: B(Ha Q@ Hp) — B(Ha @ Hp) is the generator of a semigroup of Schridinger B /> A semicausal
CP-maps if and only if

o £ is self-adjoint and P+£P+ > 0, and
o (Fa,.p, @1, )trp, [€] (Fa,p, ®1a,) = 1, @ &4, for some (then necessarily self-adjoint) £ € B(Ha, @ Ha,).
The generated semigroup is trace-preserving (i.e., tr[T;(p)] = tr[p], for p € B(Ha @ Hp) and t > 0) if and only if tra, [EA} =0.

Thus, checking whether a map L is the generator of a semigroup of semicausal CP-maps reduces to checking several semidef-
inite constraints. In particular, the problem to optimize over all semicausal generators is a semidefinite program.

Proof. 1t is known (see, e.g., the appendix in [21]) that L generates a semigroup of CP-maps if and only if £ is self-adjoint and
PLL£PL > 0. This criterion goes by the name of conditional complete positivity [22]. Thus, it remains to translate the other
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criteria to the level of Choi-Jamiotkowski operators. If L is Heisenberg B /> A semicausal, then

trp, [£] = trp, [(ida,5, ® L) (|Q)(Q])]
= (ida, ® L)(|Qa)(Qu| ® 1p,)
= (ida, © L) (|Qu)(Qu|) @ 15,
= ®1p,,

where we defined |Q) = ¥|a;) @ |a;) € Ha, ® Ha, and £ = (ids, ® L) (]Q4)(Q4]). Conversely, if tr, [£] = £ @ 1,, define
L4 =¢,,(£"). Then

L(Xs@1p,) =trap, [(X] @ 15,)®@14,8,) £]
= lry, [(XAT ®HA232) trp, [2]]
= tra, [(X] @ Layp,) (L @1p,)]
= try, [(XAT®]1A2)£A} ®1p,
=5 (LN (Xy) @15,
=IA(Xy) @15p.

Finally, it is known that a semigroup of CP-maps is unital if and only if L(14,5,) = 0. But this is equivalent to our criterion,
since a simple calculation shows that

tra, 5, [£] = L(1a,5,)-

This finishes the proof for the Heisenberg picture case. The Schrodinger case can be proven along similar lines, or be obtained
directly from the Heisenberg case via the identity €4p.ap(L*) = F4,5,:4,8, [(’:AB;AB(L)]T Fa,B,:4,8, - O

Let us now return to the main goal of this section: finding a normal form for semicausal generators in GKLS-form. We moti-
vate (and interpret) our normal form as the ‘quantization’ of the normal form for generators of classical semicausal semigroups
(Theorem ). In the classical case, the normal form had two building blocks: an operator of the form Q1 = &, — K4 ® 1,

where @, is non-negative and semicausal and an operator of the form Q, = ):l‘éll la;) (ai @ BY, where the B)’s are generators

of row-stochastic maps, (i.e., Bl generates a non-negative semigroup and BU) |15) =0). It is straightforward to guess a quantum
analogue for the first building block: a generator L € B(B(Ha ® Hp)) defined by

Li(X) =D (X) — (Ka@15) X —X(Ky @ 15p), (10)

where @, € CPs(H4 ® Hp), given in Stinespring form by ®,.(X) = V..(X ® 1g)V;., is semicausal. One readily verifies that L,
defines a semicausal generator. To ‘quantize’ the second building block, note that 0> does not induce any change on system A.
Indeed, since

|A] _ |A]|
(14 ®[1)) = Y |ai)(ai| © (e’B(l)|1B>) =Y |ai)(ai| ®|1p) = 14 ®|[1p), (11)
=1 i=1

i=

the generated semigroup looks like the identity on system A. In the quantum case, semigroups that do not induce any change
on system A are more restricted, since any information-gain about system A inevitably disturbes system A - so there can be no
conditioning as in the classical case. Indeed, if one requires that 7; € CPs(H4 ® Hp) satisfies the quantum analogue of Eq. (11),
namely

T,(Xa®1p) =Xs @1, 12)

for all X4 € B(Ha), then T; = id4 ® ©; for some unital map ®; € CPs(Hp), see Appendix B for a proof. Differentiation of
T, =id4 ® O, at r = 0 now implies that the generator of a semigroup of CP-maps that satisfy (12) are of the form id4 ® B, where
B generates a semigroup of unital CP-maps (i.e., B(1p) = 0). To conclude, the two building blocks are operators of the form of
Ly in Eq. (10) and maps L, of the form

1
Ly(X)=(1,9B) (X®1g)(14®B) — 3 {14+®B'B, X} +i[la®Hp, X],
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with B € B(Hp; Hp ® Hp) and a self-adjoint Hg € B(Hp).

In the classical case, we obtained the normal form (Theorem ) by taking a convex combination of the basic building
blocks. This corresponds to probabilistically choosing one or the other. In quantum theory, there is is a more general concept:
superposition. To account for this, we construct our normal form not as a convex combination of the maps L; and L;, but by
taking a linear combination (superposition) of the Stinespring operators V. and 14 ® B as the Stinespring operator of the CP-part
of the GKLS-form (note here that the coefficients can be absorbed into V,. and 14 ® B, respectively). This means that if L is
given by Eq. (9) with ®(X) = VT(X ® 1)V, then we take V = V. + 14 ® B. It turns out that K can then be chosen such that L
becomes semicausal. Also note that we can further decompose V. = (14 @ U)(A ® 1), as in Theorem

Our main technical result is that the heuristics employed in the ‘quantization’ procedure above is sound, i.e., that the generators
constructed in that way are the only semicausal generators in GKLS-form.

Theorem V.6. Let L: B(Ha @ Hp) — B(Ha @ Hp) be defined by L(X) = ®(X) — K'X — XK, with ® € CPs(Ha ® Hp) and
K € B(Hs ® Hp). Then L is Heisenberg B /> A semicausal if and only if there exists a (separable) Hilbert space Hg, a
unitary U € U(Hg @ Hp; Hp @ HE), a self-adjoint operator Hg € B(Hp), and arbitrary operators A € B(Ha; Ha @ Hg), B €
B(Hp; Hp @ HE) and Kx € B(Ha), such that

OX) =V (X@1g)V, withV = (1, QU)(Ax1p) + (14 @ B), (13a)

1 .
K=(1,9BU)(A21p)+ 511A@B'BH(A<g>113+11A<g>i1LIB. (13b)

If Ha and Hp are finite-dimensional, with dimensions d and dg, then Hg can be chosen such that dim(Hg) < (dAdB)z.

Remark V.7. Note that the characterization in Theorem is for generators of Heisenberg B 4 A semicausal dynamical semi-
groups. There are two special cases of interest: First, if we want the dynamical semigroup to be unital, then we need to further
impose L(14 ® 13) = 0 in the normal form above, which is equivalent to ATA = K, + KZ — a constraint that also appears in the
usual Linblad form. Second, if the dynamical semigroup corresponds (in the sense of Theorem V.3) to a semigroup of super-
channels, then we additionally require that the reduced generator satisfies L4 (14) = 0. We will use this in the “translation step”
in Theorem

Remark V.8. In the finite-dimensional case the proof of Theorem is constructive. In Appendix C we discuss in detail how to
obtain the operators A, U, K4, B and Hp starting from the conditions in Lemma

The remainder of this section is devoted to the proof of Theorem V.6, whose structure is highlighted in Fig.
We begin with a technical observation about certain Haar integrals.

Lemma V.9. Let H, be an n-dimensional subspace of Ha with orthogonal projection P, € B(Ha) and let V € B(Hs Q@ Hp; Ha ®
Hc). Then

1
/ Uele)V (U ©1)dU = Py@ ~trp, [V], (14)
Up () n

where the integration is w.r.t. the Haar measure on Up(H,y). It follows that | B, @ Ltep, [V]|| < [[V]].
Furthermore if H is separable infinite-dimensional, with orthonormal basis {|e;) }ieny and H, = span{|e1), |e2),...,|en)}, then
there exists B € B(Hp; Hc) and an ultraweakly convergent subsequence of (Pn ® %tl'pn [V])neN with limit 14 @ B.

Proof. To calculate the integral, we employ the Weingarten formula [27-29], which for the relevant case reads:

1
U..Ut_/dU:,5../5H,’
/up(H,,) ijYji 000

where U;; = (f;|U f;) and U].T,l., = (f7|U" f#), for some orthonormal basis {|f1),|f2),...,[fa)} of H,. A basis expansion then
yields .

n

[ wetovwiema = 3 |inmle (et v (et |

; 1
UijUj'/i/dU:| :Pn®*trpn [V]
iji,j'=1 (Hn) n

P

For the second claim, we note that a standard estimate of the integral yields H%trpn Vil =[P ® Lirp, V] | <|IV|. Thus the
sequence (%trpn [V])n <y 18 bounded and hence, by Banach-Alaoglu, has an ultraweakly convergent subsequence, whose limit we

call B. The claim then follows by observing that, under the separability assumption, (P,),.y converges ultraweakly to 1, and
that the tensor product of two ultraweakly convergent sequences converges ultraweakly. O
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As a first step towards our main result, we provide a characterization of those semicausal Lindblad generators that can be
written with vanishing CP part.

Lemma V.10. Let L: B(Hs @ Hp) — B(Ha®@Hp), L(X) := —K'X — XK, with K € B(Ha @ Hp). Then L is Heisenberg B /+ A
semicausal if and only if there exist Ky € B(Ha) and a self-adjoint Hg € B(Hp), with K = Ky @ 15+ 14 ® iHp.

Proof. 1f K = K4 @ 13+ 14 @ iHp, then L(Xy © 15) = (=K X4 — KaXs) ® 1+ X4 @ (iHg — iHp) = (—K| X4 — X4Ky) @ 1 5.
Hence, L is semicausal. Conversely, suppose L is semicausal with L(X3 ® 1) = L4(X4) ® 15. Let H, be an n-dimensional
subspace of Hq and U € Up(H,). Then

(LU®1p)(UT®1p) =—K'(F,®1)— (U 1lp)K{U @1p) = (LYU)U") @ 15,

where P, € B(H4) is the orthogonal projection onto #,. We integrate both sides w.r.t. the Haar measure on Up(H,). Lemma
and some rearrangement and taking the conjugate yields

T

1
(Pn®]lB)K:—Pn®;trpn [K'] — L) ® 1, (15)

for some operator Lflx € B(Ha). If Hy, is finite-dimensional, we can take H,, = H, so that B, = 14. Hence K = —Ky21p—-1,4®
B, with B = %trA [K T] and Ky = L. If H, is separable infinite-dimensional, we obtain the same result via a limiting procedure
n — oo as follows: Let {|e;)};en be an orthonormal basis of H, and set H, = span{|e;),|e2),...,|en)}. Then, the second
part of Lemma allows us to pass to a subsequence of (P,, ® %trp" [K T] )n o that converges ultraweakly to a limit 14 ® B.

The corresponding subsequence of ((P, ® 1p)K), .y converges ultraweakly to K, and hence that subsequence of (Lﬁ ®1 3)n N

converges ultraweakly to a limit K4 ® 1. Le., we get K = —K4 ® 13 — 14 ® B. Therefore,
0=L(Xy @1p) — L(Xy @1p) = (L (Xa) — K} Xs — XaKa) @ 13 — X4 @ (B+BY),

which can only be true for all Xy, if B+ BT is proportional to 1. Since B+ BT is self-adjoint, we have B+ B" = 2r1p, for some
r € R. We can then set iHp :=rlp — B and K4 := —K4 —r1, so that Hp is self-adjoint and K = K4 @ 1 + 1 ® iHp. O

If we had restricted our attention to Hamiltonian generators and unitary groups in finite dimensions, an analog of this Lemma
would have already followed from the fact that semicausal unitaries are tensor products, which was proved in [2] (and reproved

in [11]).
As another technical ingredient, the following lemma establishes a closedness property of the set of semicausal maps.

Lemma V.11. Let (V),,cry and (Wy),c be ultraweakly convergent sequences in B(Ha @ Hp: Ha @ Hp @ HE), with limits V
and W. Suppose that for all m,n € N, the map @y, : B(Ha @ Hp) — B(Ha @ Hp), defined by @,,,(X) = Vi (X @ L)W, is
Heisenberg B /+ A semicausal. Then the map ® : B(Ha ® Hp) — B(Ha @ Hp), defined by ®(V) = V(X @ 1g)W, is also

Heisenberg B / A semicausal.

Proof. For X4 € B(Ha) and p € S;(Ha @ Hp) we have that pV, (Xy @ 13 @ 1g) € Si(Ha ® Hp @ Hp; Ha @ Hp), since the
trace-class operators are an ideal in the bounded operators. Hence, by definition of the ultraweak topology,

im tr [p (@), ,,(Xa) @ 1p)] .

—»00

w[pVi(Xa @ 1@ 1p)W] = limu[pVi(Xa © 1@ Lp)W,] = |

Since tr [p 2}, (X4) ® 15 converges as n — oo for every p € S;(Ha @ Hp), the sequence (P, ,(Xa) ® ]IB)nEN converges ul-

m,n m,n

traweakly [30]. We call the limit @4 (X4) ® 1. It is then easy to see that @ (Xy), viewed as a map on B(H,) is linear and
continuous. This tells us that the map ®@,, : B(Ha ®@ Hp) — B(Ha @ Hp), defined by @,,(X) = V) (X @ 1g)W is semicausal
for all m € N. Furthermore, we have that p' WT(XZ R1p@1E) € S;(Ha @ Hp @ He; Ha @ Hp) for all X4 € B(H,) and
p € Si(Ha ®Hp) and thus

w[pVi(Xa@lp@1p)W] =1r {pTWT(Xj ®1p® ]lE)V] = lim tr [p'l'wf(xj ®1p® nE)vm} = lim tr [p V) (X4 @ 152 1) W]
m—roo m-—roo
N H A
= lim tr [p (@}, (Xx) @ 1£)] .
Repeating the argument above then shows that & is semicausal. O

As a final preparatory step we observe that, given a semicausal Lindblad generator, we can use its CP part to define a family
of semicausal CP-maps.



22

Lemma V.12. Let L: B(Has@Hp) — B(Ha@Hp) be defined by L(X) :==V (X @1g)V —K'X — XK, withV € B(Has @ Hp; Ha®
HpR@HE) and K € B(Ha @ Hp). If L is Heisenberg B /> A semicausal, then the map Sy z : B(Ha @ Hp) — B(Ha @ Hp), defined
by

Syz(X)=[V(Z@lp) — (Z213e1)V] (X@lg) V(Y @15)— (Y @130 1:)V],
is Heisenberg B /> A semicausal for every Y,Z € B(Ha).
Proof. For every M € B(Hs ® Hp), we define the map Wy, : B(Ha @ Hp) — B(Ha ® Hp) by

Wy (X) = LM XM) —M'L(XM) — L(M"'X)M + M'L(X)M
=[(M@1g)V-VM]" (X @1g) (MR 1)V —VM].

This map has already been used, for a different purpose, in Lindblad’s original work [19, Eq. 5.1]. It follows from the semi-
causality of L that, if we choose M = M4 ® 1, for some My € B(H4), then W), is semicausal. Furthermore, a calculation shows
that

3
%ZiklpM+ikN(X) =[VN-(No1g)V]" (X®1g) VM — (Mo 1£)V].
k=0

By choosing N = Z® 13 and M =Y ® 1, it follows that Sy 7 is the linear combination of four semicausal maps, and hence is
itself semicausal. O]

We now combine this Lemma with an integration over the Haar measure to obtain the key Lemma in our proof.

Lemma V.13. Let L : B(Hp ® Hp) — B(Ha ®@ Hp) be defined by L(X) := VI(X @ 15)V —K'X — XK, with V € B(Hs ®
Hp; Ha @HpQHEg) and K € B(Ha @ Hp). If L is Heisenberg B /> A semicausal, then there exists B € B(Hp; Hp ® Hg) such
that the map S : B(Ha @ Hp) — B(Ha @ Hp), defined by

SX)=[V-1,0B]" (X®1g)[V-14®B],

is also Heisenberg B /> A semicausal.
Furthermore, if H, is finite-dimensional, then we can choose B = tra [V] /dim(H,).

Proof. Let H,, and H,, be n and m dimensional subspaces of H4 with respective orthogonal projections P, € B(H4) and P, €
B(Ha). Since for every U € Up(H,) and W € Up(H,u), the map Sy w, defined in Lemma is semicausal, also the map

S:B(Hs®@Hp) — B(Ha @ Hp), defined by

= [ [ U)W @ L) awav,
Up(Hy) JUPp(Him)

is semicausal. Writing out the definition of Sy w yields

T
(U®]IB®]IE)V(UT®]IE)dU} (X®1E) {V(Pm@)]ls) —/ Welplp)V(W @15)dW

500 = [Vim o1 |
L{P( L{P(HW)

Hn)
1 i 1

= [V(P,, @1p)— B, ® ~ g, [V]} (X®1E) |:V(Pm ®1p)—Py® —trp, [V]] ,

where the last line was obtained by using Lemma . If Hy is finite-dimensional, we can choose H, = H,, = Ha, so that
P, = P,, =14, and obtain the desired result immediately. If #, is separable infinite-dimensional and {|e;) } ;e is an orthonormal
basis and Hy := span{e;), [e2), ..., |ex)}, then, by Lemma V.9, the sequence (P ® trp, [V]) 4oy has an ultraweakly convergent
subsequence with a limit 14 ® B, where B € B(Hp;Hp ® HE). Furthermore, since (Py), . converges ultraweakly to 14, we
have that the sequence (V (P, ® 1) — P, ® %trpk V1) 4y has a subsequence that converges ultraweakly to V — 14 ® B. Hence, by
passing to subsequences, we can apply Lemma , which yields that S is semicausal. [

Remark V.14. The previous two lemmas are at the heart of our result. They illustrate a (to the best of our knowledge) novel tech-
nique that allows to characterize GKLS generators with a certain constraint, if this constraint is well understood for completely
positive maps. It seems useful to develop this method more generally, but this is beyond the scope of the present work.

With these tools at hand, we can now prove our main result.
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Proof. (Theorem ) A straightforward calculation shows that L, defined via (22a) and (22b) is serrlicausal. To prove the
converse, note that by the Stin~espring dilaEion theorem, there exist a separable Hilbert space Hg and V € B(Ha @ Hp; Ha ®
Hp @ Hg), such that ®(X) = VI(X @ 1g)V. It is well known (see, e.g., [31, Thm. 2.1 and Thm. 2.2]) that if H, and Hp are

finite-dimensional with dimensions d4 and dp, then Hp can be chosen such that dim(#g) < (dAdB)z. By Lemma , there
exists B € B(Hp: Hp ® H) such that the map &y € CPs(H 4 @ Hp), defined by ®y(X) = [\7 — 14 ®1§]T X®1g) [\7 — 14 ®§]
is semicausal. We define V;. = V — 1 ® B and obtain

DXy @1p) = DPg(Xy @1p) + k' (X4 @ 1)+ (X4 @ 1)k,

where k = (1, ® B")V,c + 5 (14 ® B'B). Since L and @ are semicausal, we can write L(X; ® 1) = L*(Xs) ® 1 and ®o (X4 ®
1p) = @‘3(XA) ® 1, for all X4 € B(H,). Hence,

L(X4®1p) —Pp(X4 @1p) = (LA(XA) —‘IJ‘S(XA)) ®1lg=—(K— K')T(XA ®1p)— (X4 ®1p)(K —K). (16)

It follows that the map defined by X — —(K — k)"X — X(K — k) is semicausal. Thus, Lemma implies that there exist
Ky € B(Ha) and a self-adjoint Hg € B(Hp), such that K — k = K4 @ 1 + 1 ® iHp.

What we have achieved so far is that V. = V,, + 1 ® B and K = (14 ®1§T)Vsc + %]l QBB+ Ky ®1+1®iHg. So, if we can
decompose Vi, = (14 ®U)(A®13), then we are basically done. But this decomposition is given (up to details) by the equivalence
between semicausal and semilocalizable channels [10]. Since the conclusion in [10] was in the finite-dimensional setting, we will
repeat the argument here, showing that it goes through also for infinite-dimensional spaces, while paying special attention to the
dimensions of the spaces involved. Since @) € CPs(Ha ® Hp) and Pp(X4 @ 1p) = CID‘(‘)‘(XA) ® 1 g, we also have (138 € CPs(Ha).
By the Stinespring dilation theorem (for normal CP-maps), there exist a separable Hilbert space Hr and W € B(Ha; Ha @ Hr)
such that @) (X4) = W' (X4 ® 17)W and such that span{(Xa @ 1p)W|y) | Xs € B(Ha),|W) € Ha} is dense in Hy @ Hp. The
last condition is called the minimality condition. We then get

VsJE'(XA @1pR@1g)Vee =W® ]lB)T(XA R1p1p)(We1p)

Clearly, span{(X4 @ 1r @ 15)(W @ 1g)|y) | Xa € B(Ha),|y) € Ha®@Hp} is dense in Hy ® Hp @ Hp. Thus, by minimality,
there exists an isometry U € B (Hr @ Hp;Hp @ HE), such that Vi = (14 @U)(W @ 1). In the finite-dimensional case, the fact
that U is an isometry then implies that dim(#r) < dim(#Hg), such that we can think of H as a subspace of Hg. Thus, U can be
extended to a unitary operator U € U(Hg @ Hp; Hp @ Hr). Then, defining Hg = Heg,U=U,B=8B and A = W proves the claim
in this case. In the infinite-dimensional case, we can take Hg = Hr ® Hr. We can now view both Hrg ® Hp and Hr ® Hp as
closed subspaces of Hr ® Hp. Then (U(’Hp ® 7—[19))L and (Hr ® 3‘-[19)L are isomorphic. Hence U can be extended to a unitary
operator U € U(HE @ Hp; Hp @ HE). We finish the proof by defining U = U, B= (1@ 1z ,z)Band A = (I, @ Lp )W
where 1z_, - and 1r_,g denote the isometric embeddings of Hg and Hr into H, respectively. O

As a first consequence, we obtain the analogous theorem for semigroups of Schrodinger B /4 A semicausal CP-maps:

Corollary V.15. Let L: S;(Ha @ Hp) — S1(Ha @ Hp) be defined by L(p) = ®s(p) — Kp — pK', where s € CPs(Ha @ Hp),
with &g(p) = trg [Vp\/w and K € B(Ha ® Hp). Then L is Schrodinger B /> A semicausal, if and only if, K, V and Hg can be
chosen as in (222) and (22D).

As a further corollary, we translate the results above to the familiar representation in terms of jump-operators (by going from
Stinespring to Kraus).

Corollary V.16. A map L: S| (Ha @ Hp) — S1(Ha ® Hp) generates a (trace-)norm-continuous semigroup of trace-preserving
Schrodinger B # A semicausal CP-maps, if and only if there exists {@;}; C B(Ha ® Hp), {B;}; C B(Hg) and Hy € B(Ha)
and Hp € B(Hg) such that {@;}; is a set of Kraus operators of a Schrodinger B #+ A semicausal CP-map and {B;}; is a set of
Kraus operators of some CP-map, such that

L(p) = —i[Hy®1p+ 1, ®Hg, p]

i1
+) (9 +14@B))p(¢j+14®B))" — 3 {11A ®B;Bj+¢f¢/7p} —(14®B)¢;p — po] (14 ® B))
7

Proof. A simple calculation by defining the Kraus operators as (14 ® |e;))V, with {|e;)}; an orthonormal basis of Hg and V
given by Theorem V.6. O

We conclude this section about semicausal semigroups with an example that uses our normal form in full generality.
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FIG. 6. Systems A and B describe 2-level systems, respectively. The allowed interactions are infinitesimally described as follows: If A is in its
excited state, it can emit a photon. Through parametric down-conversion, the photon is converted into two photons (of lower energy). One of
those two photons, k1, is sent to a detector D;. The other, &, is sent to B. If B is in its ground state, it absorbs k;. If B is in its excited state, it
cannot absorb k», so kp passes through B and travels to a detector D,. Additionally, in this case, B can emit a photon, indistinguishable from
ki,toDy.

Example. We consider the scenario of two 2-level atoms that can interact according to the processes specified in Fig. 6. We can
describe this process either via a dilation (as in Theorem V.6) or via the Kraus operators (as in Corollary ). In the dilation
picture, we introduce an auxiliary Hilbert space Hg := H1 ® Hy, where H,; is for the jth photon. Then, the process is described
by V=(140U)(A®1p)+ (14 ®B), with

A€eBHaHA®HE), A=0)(1[a®[11)E,
BeB(HpHp@He), B=[10)r®|0)(1]3,
UcUMHe@HpHp@HE), U=Frp(ly, ®0),

where U € U (H2 ® Hp) is determined by
U‘OO>'HzB = |OO>7'[237 0‘10>'H23 = |01>’H23a 0‘11>'H23 = |11>’H23

The crucial feature of this example is that the CP-part of the generator (trg [V . VT]) cannot be written as a convex combination
of the two building blocks (®y. and id4 @ B). As mentioned also in the quantization procedure before, this is a pure quantum
feature and stems from the fact that it cannot be determined if a photon arriving at the detector D; came from B or A. Hence, the
system remains in a superposition state.

We can also look at the usual representation via jump operators. This can be achieved by switching from dilations to Kraus
operators. We obtain the two jump-operators

L1 =LQL,+14® L, , Ly:=L.®]|1){(1],
=1 By =
where L, = [0)(1] and L, = L] describe emission and absorption of a photon, respectively. Thus, the usual Lindblad equation
reads:

d 1 +
7’5 = (Le®@La+1a®Le)p(Le®@La+ 14 Le) + (1a®@ Le)p(La @ Le) — 5 {Ia®LIL+LiL.®1p,p}
It is also possible and instructive to consider the reduced dynamics on system A, which can also be described by a Lindblad
equation, since B does not communicate to A (this is not true otherwise):
dpa

P |
=L AL;—E{LZLe,pA},
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where pu (t) = trg [p(¢)]. Not surprisingly (given our model), this describes an atom emitting photons.

C. Generators of semigroups of quantum superchannels

We finally turn to semigroups of quantum superchannels (on finite-dimensional spaces), that is, a collection of quantum
superchannels {S;};50 € B(B(B(Ha); B(H3))), such that Sy = id, S;4s = $;S; and the map ¢ — S, is continuous (w.r.t. any
and thus all of the equivalent norms on the finite-dimensional space B(B(5B(Ha); B(Hg)))). To formulate a technically slightly
stronger result, we call a map § € B(B(B(Ha); B(Hp))) a preselecting supermap if €4.3080¢€, L is a Schrodinger B /4 A
semicausal CP-map. Theorem then tells us that a superchannel is a special preselecting supermap. Again, as for semicausal
CP-maps, we characterize the generators of semigroups of preselecting supermaps and superchannels in two ways: First, we
answer how to determine if a given map L € B(B(B(Ha); B(Hz))) is such a generator. Second, we provide a normal form for
all generators.

The answer to the first question is really a corollary of Lemma together with Theorem V.3. To this end, define 8=

CaBAB (QA.B olLo Qﬁ;_g) € B(Ha, ® Hp, @ Ha, ® Hp,), where we fix some orthonormal bases {|a;) }?inll(HA and {|b; )}dlm( 5)

of H4 and Hp, such that €. is defined w.r.t. {|a; )}dlm(HA> and Cyp.4p is defined w.r.t. the product of the two bases. Furthermore,

we introduced the spaces Ha, = Ha, = Ha and Hp, = Hp, = Ha for notational convenience. Finally, we define PtenB (Ha, ®
Hp, @ Ha, ® Hp,) to be the orthogonal projection onto the orthogonal complement of {|Q)}, where [Q) =Y ;|a;) ® |b)) ®
la;) @ |bj). We then have

Lemma V.17. A linear map L € B(B(B(H):B(Hg))) generates a semigroup of quantum superchannels if and only if
o is self-adjoint and PLEPL >0,
o (Fa,;p, ®14,)trp, [f}} (Fa,:3, ®14,) =15, @ &4, for some (then necessarily self-adjoint) £4 ¢ B(Ha, @ Ha,) and
. tra, [£4] =0.

L is preselecting if and only if the first two conditions hold.

Proof. Theorem tells us that {St}t>0 forming a semigroup of superchannels is eqiuvalent to S; = €4.p 0 S;0¢; ! 4. forming a

semigroup of Schrédinger B /4 A semicausal CP-maps and that the reduced map S4 satisfies S (14) = 14. By Lemma the
semicausal semigroup property is equivalent to the first two conditions in the statement. This proves the claim about preselecting
L.

By differentiation, it follows that S4(14) = 1, is satisfied if and only if L, the generator of {S4},>0, satisfies L (14) = 0. But
since try, [}AZA] = LA(1,), the claim follows. O

We finally turn to a normal form for generators of semigroups of preselecting supermaps and superchannels:

Theorem V.18. A linear map L : B(B(Ha);B(Hg)) — B(B(Ha); B(Hp)) generates a semigroup of hyper-preselecting su-
permaps if and only if there exist a Hilbert space Hg, a state ¢ € B(Hg), a unitary U € U(Hp @ HE), a self-adjoint op-
erator Hg € B(Hg), and arbitrary operators A € B(Ha @ Hg), B € B(Hp ® Hg) and Ky € B(Ha), such that L acts on
T € B(B(Ha):B(Hp)) as L(T) = ®(T) — & (T) — &x(T), with

&(T)(p) =trz [U (T @idg)(A(p ® 6)AT) UT| +trz [B (T ®idg)((p ® 6)AT) U] (17

+tre [U (T @idg)(A(p ® 6)) BY| +trg [B (T ®idg)((p® 0)) B,
&.(T)(p) =t [B'U (T ®idg)(A(p ® 0))] + %trE [B'B(T ®idg)(p ®0)] +T(Kap)+iHpT(p), (18a)
Re(T)(p) = tre [(T ®idg)((p @ 6)AT) UTB] + %trE (T ®idp)(p©0)B'B] +T(pK})—T(p)iHs. (18b)

We can choose G to be pure and Hg with dim(Hg) < (dAdB) where dA and dp are the dimensions of Ha and Hp, respectively.
Furthermore, L generates a semigroup of superchannels if and only if L generates a semigroup of preselectmg supermaps and
trs [ATA] Ky —l—KJr In that case, we can split L into a dissipative part D and a ‘Hamiltonian’ part H, i.e., a part which
generates a (semi-)group of invertible superchannels whose inverses are superchannels as well. We have L(T) = D(T) +H(T),
with

N

D(T)(p) =trg [D/(T)(p)] and A(T)(p) = —i[Hy, T(p)]—iT([H, p]).
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where Hy is the imaginary part of K4, where

R . 1 .
D(T)(p) =U(T ®idg)(A(p ® 0)A")U* —5(T@idg)({a'4, pa o} (19a)
. 1 .
+B(T ®idg)(p ® 6)B' —E{B*B, (T®idg)(p® o)} (19b)
+[U(T®idg)(A(p® o)), B'] +[B, (T®id)((p® 0)ANUT], (19¢)
and where [-,-] and {-,-} denote the commutator and anticommutator, respectively.
Remark V.19. Similarly to Theorem V.6, the proof of Theorem is constructive. In Appendix D we discuss in detail how to

obtain the operators A, U, K4, B, Hy and Hp starting from the conditions in Theorem

As in the classical case, the proof strategy is to use the relation between superchannels and semicausal channels and Theorem
. As this translation process is more involved than in the classical case, we need two auxilliary lemmas.

Lemma V.20. Let S: B(Hs @ Hp) — B(Ha @ Hp) be given by
S(X) = trg [(]1A @ Lp)(La @ 15)X (R, @ 15) (14 ® RL)} , (20)

with Hilbert spaces Hc and Hg, operators Ly,Rs € B(Ha; Ha @ He) and Lg,Rp € B(He @ Hp; Hp ® He). Then, for T €
B(B(Ha); B(Hp)) and p € B(Ha),

(€30S0 €8] (T)(p) = tre [VL(T ®idc) (WLpWR*) VRT} : 21)
with Vi, = LgFp.c, Vr = RpFp.c; and W, = LiA, Wgr = R/{A. Here, the partial transpose on Hy is taken w.r.t. the basis used to
define the Choi—Jamiotkowski isomorphism.

Proof. The proof is a direct calculation. We present it in detail in Appendix A. O

Lemma V.21. Let X € B(HA®@Hci HA®Hp), Y € B(HA@Hp; Ha®Hc), p € S1(Hp). Thentry [XY]T =trc [YTA (T4 ®p)XTA].

Proof. The proof is a direct calculation. We present it in detail in Appendix A. O
We are finally ready to prove Theorem

Proof. (Theorem ) The idea is to relate the generators of superchannels to semicausal maps. This relation is given by
definition for preselecting superamps and by Theorem for superchannels. For a generator L of a semigroup of preselecting
supermaps {S; };>0, we have

R ., d A
L:@A;EOE O[Q:A;BOSzOQ:A;g]onA;B.
=

Thus L generates a semigroup of preselecting supermaps if and only if £ can be written as L = QZ;;}_,; o Lo €y.p for some generator

L of a semigroup of Schrodinger B /> A semicausal CP-maps. Thus to prove the first part of our theorem, we can take the normal

form in Corollary and compute the similarity transformation above. We now execute this in detail. To start with, Corollary
tells us that L(p) = ®s(p) — Kp — pK', where

Ds(p) = trg [VpVT], withV = (14 @ 0)(A® 15) + (14 ® B), (22a)

K:(]1A®B‘U)(A®]1B)+51A®B*B+KA®11B+]1A®I'HB. (22b)

for some unitary U € L!(’HE @ Hp: Hp @ He), some self-adjoint Hy € B(Hp) and some operators A € B(Ha; Ha @ He), B €
B(Hp;Hp®HEg) and K4 € B(Ha). In order to apply Lemma , we fix a unit vector |§) € Hg and define E4 := 14 ®|&) €
B(Ha; Ha@HE) and Zp := |E) @ 1 € B(Hp; He @ Hp), so that 1, @ B = (1, ® BE})(E4 ® 15). We can then write

Ds(p) =tre [(La@0)(A®1p)p(AT @ 1p)(La @ U] +trg [(m QBEL)(Ea@1p)p(E, @15)(14 ®EBBT)}

it (14 @ 0)(A@ 1p)p(E} 0 15) (1 ©ZpB")| 4+t | (La @ BE) (Ea @ 1a)p(A' @ 15) (142U
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which is an expression suitable for a term by term application of Lemma . Doing so yields

(T)(p) := (€450 P50 Ca)(T)(p)
=trg [U (T ®idg)(A(p @ 6)A") U] +trg [B (T ®idg) ((p @ 6)AT) U]
+trg [U (T®idg)(A(p ® 0)) BT +tr [B (T ®ide)((p ® 0)) B],

where we defined U := UFp.g, B:= BEFpr, A:=ATZ] and o := |£)(E|. This proves Equation (17). Similarly, upon defining
K.(p) := Kp we can write [32]

kL(p) = trg [(]IA ®FpsEB U)(A®15)p(E) @ 15)(14 ®FB;E)} +trg [(HA ®@FppEB BEL) (B4 @ 15)p (B} @ 15) (14 @ Fiiz)
+tre [(1a®1p)(Ka @ 1p)p(1a @ 1) (1a ®@ )] +trc [(1a ®iHp)(1a @ 1)p (14 @ 1) (14 © 1p)],

and apply Lemma term by term, which yields

RL(T)(p) := (€40 kLo Cap)(T)(p)

=trg [B'U (T ®idp)(A(p® 0))] + %trg [B'B(T ®idg)(p®0)| +T(Kap)+iHpT(p),

where U, A and B are defined as above and K, := (K4)” and Hp := Hp. An analogous calculation with xz(p) := pK' and
Kr(T) = (Q:X;}e o kg o €4.p)(T) finishes the proof of the first part, since the claim about the dimension of Hg follows form the
corresponding statements in Theorem

To prove the second part, first remember that we have observed above that Theorem implies that L is Schrodinger B /4 A
semicausal, with trg[L(p)] = L*(trz[p]). Furthermore, if we write S, = €430 S, o Q;;g, then Theorem implies that S;

is Schrodinger B /4 A semicausal for all ¢ > 0, with trg [S,(p)] = S*(trg[p]) and also S#(14) = 14 holds. Differentiating
that expression at ¢ = 0 yields the equivalent condition Z*(14) = 0. So, our goal is to incorporate the last condition into the
form of (22). To do so, we determine L* by calculating trg [L(p)], where L is in the form of (22). We obtain trg [L(p)] =

T

trg [Atrp [p] AT] — Ratrg [p] — trg [p] KJ. Thus, the condition LA (1) = 0 holds if and only if trg [AAT] = K4 + K. Transposing
both sides of this equation and using that the definition of A implies that A = ATAZ,, yields (trg [ATA (14 ® 0)(AT)™] )T =
Ka+ KZ. But the left hand side is, by Lemma , equal to trg [A*A]. This proves the claim that [ generates a semigroup of
superchannels if and only if L is hyper-preselecting and trs [ATA] =Ky + KZ. Finally, defining Hy := %(KA — KZ) and a few
rearrangements lead to (19).

O

VI. CONCLUSION

a. Summary The underlying question of this work was: How can we mathematically characterize the processes that de-
scribe the aging of quantum devices? We have argued that, under a Markovianity assumption, such processes can be modeled
by continuous semigroups of quantum superchannels. Therefore, the goal of this work was to provide a full characterization of
such semigroups of superchannels.

We have derived such a general characterization in terms of the generators of these semigroups. Crucially, we have exploited
that superchannels correspond to certain semicausal maps, and that therefore it suffices to characterize generators of semigroups
of semicausal maps. We have demonstrated both an efficient procedure for checking whether a given generator is indeed a
valid semicausal GKLS generator and a complete characterization of such valid semicausal GKLS generators. The latter is
constructive in the sense that it can be used to describe parametrizations of these generators. Aside from the theoretical relevance
of these results, they will be valuable in studying properties of these generators numerically. Finally, we have translated these
results back to the level of superchannels, thus answering our initial question.

We have also posed and answered the classical counterpart of the above question. I.e., we have characterized the generators
semigroups of classical superchannels and of semicausal non-negative maps. These results for the classical case might be of
independent interest. From the perspective of quantum information theory, they provide a comparison helpful to understand and
interpret the characterizations in the quantum case.

b. Outlook and open questions We conclude by presenting some open questions raised by our work. First, in our proof
of the characterization of semicausal GKLS generators, we have described a procedure for constructing a semicausal CP-map
associated to such a generator. We believe that this method can be applied to a wide range of problems. Determining the exact
scope of this method is currently work in progress.
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Second, there is a wealth of results on the spectral properties of quantum channels and, in particular, semigroups of quantum
channels. With the explicit form of generators of semigroups of superchannels now known, we can conduct analogous studies
for semigroups of quantum superchannels. Understanding such spectral properties, and potentially how they differ from the
properties in the scenario of quantum channels, would in particular lead to a better understanding of the asymptotic behavior
of semigroups of superchannels, e.g., w.r.t. entropy production [33, 34], the thermodynamics of quantum channels [35] or
entanglement-breaking properties [36].

A further natural question would be a quantum superchannel analogue of the Markovianity problem: When can a quantum
superchannel $ be written as e for some L that generates a semigroup of superchannels? Several works have investigated the
Markovianity problem for quantum channels [21, 37-39] and a divisibility variant of this question, both for quantum channels
and for stochastic matrices [40—42]. It would be interesting to see how these results translate to quantum or classical superchan-
nels. Similarly, we can now ask questions of reachability along Markovian paths. Yet another question aiming at understanding
Markovianity: If we consider master equations arising from a Markovianity assumption on the underlying process formalized
not via semigroups of channels, but instead via semigroups of superchannels, what are the associated classes of (time-dependent)
generators and corresponding CPTP evolutions?

Two related directions, both of which will lead to a better understanding of Markovian structures in higher order quantum
operations, are: Support our mathematical characterization of the generators of semigroups of superchannels by a physical
interpretation, similar to the Monte Carlo wave function interpretation of Lindblad generators of quantum channels. And extend
our characterization from superchannels to general higher order maps.

This work has focused on generators of general semigroups of superchannels, without further restrictions. For quantum
channels and their Lindblad generators, there exists a well developed theory of locality, at the center of which are Lieb-Robinson
bounds [43]. If we put locality restrictions on generators of superchannels, how do these translate to the generated superchannels?

Finally, an important conceptual direction for future work is to identify further applications of our theory of dynamical
semigroups of superchannels. In the introduction we gave a physical meaning to semigroups of superchannels by relating them
to the decay process of quantum devices. This, however, is only one possible interpretation. For example, semigroups of
superchannels might also describe a manufacturing process, where a quantum device is created layer-by-layer. We hope that
other use-cases will be found in the future.
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Appendix A: Proof of Lemmas and

In this appendix we provide a complete proof of Lemmas and
Lemma A.1. (Restatement of Lemma ) Let S: B(Ha @ Hp) — B(Ha @ Hp) be given by
S(X) = tre [ (1a @ Lg)(La © L)X (Ry @ 1) (14 2 R)

with Hilbert spaces H¢ and Hg, operators Ly,Ry € B(Ha; Ha @ He) and Lg,Rp € B(He @ Hp; Hp @ Hg). Then, for T €
B(B(Ha); B(Hp)) and p € B(Ha),

(€1l 0S0Cus] (T)(p) = trs [VL(T ®idc) (WLpWR*) V,q :

with Vi, = LgFp.c, Vk = RplFp.c; and Wi, = L/{A, Wr = RgA. Here, the partial transpose on Hp is taken w.r.t. the basis used to
define the Choi—Jamiotkowski isomorphism.

Proof. Let {|e;) }i be the orthonormal basis of H4, w.r.t. which the Choi—Jamiotkowski isomorphism is defined. Let {|c,)}, be
an orthonormal basis of Hc. Then the formal calculation, which is an algebraic version of drawing the corresponding tensor-
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network pictures, can be executed as follows:

(€1 ) 080€u8] (T)(p) =tra [(pT @ 1) trg [(nA ® Lp)(La @ 1p)€a5(T) (R, ©15) (14 ®R£)H
=trg [LB tra [(PT ®1c®1p)(La @ 1p)€a(T) (R} & ]13)] RH
= ZtrE [LB (trA [(PT ® ﬂC)LA|€i><€j|Rﬂ ® T(|ei><ej|> RH
LJ

= ¥ (el (07 @10)Lale (ejIRY) exen) tre (Lo (1ea){en @ T (lei) ;) RY]

i,J km,n

= ¥ (el (Lh(pelen(enRa) e) tre (Lo () (en] T (lei) ;) RY]

i, jmn

=Ytk [ Lo (len) (enl T (L5 (p @ eadlenl)Ra)) R

m,n

=trg

:
LpFpc(T ®idc) ( [Z(]lA ® [en))Lj (14 @ |Cn>)] p {Z(M ® [em))RA (14 ® |Cm>)} ) FB;CRzl

— g V(T @ide) (WepWi ) Vi
O
LemmaA.2. Let X € B(Ha@Hc; Ha®@Hp), Y € B(HA@Hp: Ha@Hc), p € S1(Hp). Thentry [XY]" =tre [YT4 (14 @ p)XT4].

Proof. Let {|a;)}; be the orthonormal basis w.r.t. which the transposition is taken. Using the general identity tr [M” ] = tr[M],
the definition of the trace w.r.t. a trace-class operator and the cyclicity of the trace, we obtain for every 6 € S;(Ha),

tr {O'trp [XY]T} =tr [O'Ttrp [XY]]

= zk:tr [P((ak ®1p)X" <<Z<aj|0ai>|ai><aj|> ®]lc> Y™ (Ja) @ 1p)

i
=t [(La@p)X™(c @)Y ™]
=tr [Gtrc [YTA (14 ®P)XTAH :

This proves the claim. O

Appendix B: No information without disturbance

Here we prove a ‘no information without disturbance’-like lemma that yielded a useful interpretation in the main text.

Lemma B.1. Let T € CPs(Ha @ Hp) be such that
T(XA®1B)=XA®1B, B1)

forall Xy € B(Ha). Then T(X) = (1p@W) (X @1g) (14 @ W), for all X € B(H, @ Hp) and some isometry W € B(Hp; Hp @
HE), where Hp is some Hilbert space.

Proof. This claim follows from the uniqueness of the minimal Stinespring dilation in the same way as the “semicausal = semilo-
calizable” Theorem. Write Eq. (B 1) in Stinespring form as

VIXy@1p@15)V = X4 @ 13,
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for some V € B(Ha @ Hp; Ha @ Hp @ Hc). Then V and 145 are the Stinespring operators of the same CP-map (X3 — X3 ® 1)
and the latter clearly belongs to a minimal dilation. Thus there exists an isometry W € B(Hp; Hp @ Hg) such that V = (14 ®
W)14p. This is the claim. O

Note that the lemma above is just a formulation of the ‘obvious’ fact that if system A undergoes a closed system evolution
(ida), then there is no interaction with an external system B.

Appendix C: Constructive Approach to Theorem

In this appendix, we are going to describe in detail, how one can computationally construct the operators A, U, B, K4 and Hp
in Theorem V.6, if the conditions of Lemma are met.

Since it is important for an actual implementation on a computer, let us be very precise about notation. We introduce in-
dexed copies of H4 and Hp, i.e. Ha, = Ha, = Ha, = Ha and Hp, = Hp, = Hp, = Hp. Furthermore, we fix orthonormal bases
{]a;) }fii , and {|b;) }fj | of Hy and Hp, respectively. We use the symbol Q with some subscript to denote the maximally entangled
state on various systems. For example |Q4,.,) 1= Y;la;) ® |a;) € Ha, @ Ha, and [Qa,p,:4,8,) = X jlai) @|b;) @a;) @ |b;) €
Ha, @ Hp, @ Ha, ® Hp,. We further reserve reserve P € B(?—[A1 @ Hp, @Ha, ® Hp,) for the orthogonal projection onto
span{|Qu,,:4,8,)} (i.e. P = (dadp)™! |4,8,:4,8,) (4, B,:4,8, ) and take P = L4428, = P.

Now, let £€ B (HA1 @ Hp, @Ha, @ ”HBZ) be given as in Lemma then we can compute the operators A, U, B, K4 and Hp
via the following fifteen steps:

1. Compute T = P-£P+.
2. Compute V = (]lAOBO ® \/%)(|QAOBO;AIBI > ® ]lAsz).
. Define Hg :=Ha, @ Hp, @ Ha, @ Hp,, so that V € B(Ha ® Hp; Ha @ Hp @ HE). (identification)

W

N

. Compute B = itrA [V].
. Compute V;, =V -1, ®B.
. Compute Ty = (14,8, @ Vie) (14, 8,:48) (@, 328 @ 1e) (14,8, @ Vie) € B(Ha, @ Hp, @ Ha @ Hp).

. Choose any unit vector |f) € Hp.

e BN e Y|

. Compute TSAC = (1A1A2 ® <[3|)H‘Bl [Tsc] (1A1A2 &® |ﬁ>)
9. Compute Hp = range(+/74.), so that \/ 74 € B(Ha, @ Ha,; Hr) is surjective.
10. Compute A = (1, ® \/T4)(|Qag:a,) ® 14,).

11. Compute U as the solution of the system of linear equations M(U) = V., where the df‘dﬁdg X dpdng-matrix M
B(Hr @Hp; HpR@HE) = B(Ha@Hp; Ha @Hp @ Hg) is defined by M(U) = (1, @ U)(A®1p). Clearly, we must first
represent M w.r.t. some basis.

12. Compute K = —tra, g, [PLP* + 3tr [PL] P|, where we identify Ha, ® Hp, = Ha @ Hp so that K € B(Hs @ Hp)
13. Compute Ky = K — (14 @ B )V, — %llA ®B'B.

14. Compute Ky = itrg [Kic)-

15. Compute Hp = ;—;trA [Kse — Kp @1p].

Note that the procedure above computes an isometry U € B(Hr ® Hp; Hp ® Hg) which can then be extended to a unitary, if
necessary. In that case we also have to embed Hy into Hp and redefine A accordingly. More precisely, we need to execute the
following additional steps

16. Compute 1p_,p = ]lAl (24 |ﬁ>31 ®]1A2 X |ﬁ>32
17. Redefine A +— (14, ® 1rg)A

18. Extend U via the following steps :
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(a) Compute U = U (1}, ®1p).

(b) Compute an orthonormal basis {| ;) }Y | of range(1gs —U'U).
(c) Compute an orthonormal basis {|ri)}¥ | of range(1gr — UUT).
(d) Redefine U < U+ YN, [rH) (.

Let us comment on why the steps above give the right result. In general, we have
1 1
£=PLePt + PSPt + PLLP+ PLP =T+ (PLP + Str[PLIP)+ (PLLP+ Sr[PEIP).

Thus the maps ® and K appearing in the GKLS-form in Theorem can be extracted from the previous equation by applying
the inverse of the Choi-Jamiotkowski isomorphism. One readily obtains ® = Qﬁ;é;A goTand K = —try,p, [P)ZPl + %tr [PL] P] .

 Step 2 computes the Stinespring dilation of a CP-map whose Choi—Jamiotkowski operator is 7. A direct computation
shows that 7= (La,8, @ V)7 (1Qu,8,4,8,) (@4, 8,348, | © 1£) (La,5, @ V).

« Step 4 computes the operator B in the representation. In the proof of Theorem V.6, B was obtained from B, which in turn
was obtained from V and Lemma . In the finite-dimensional setting, Lemma constructs B exactly as is written
down above.

Steps 6,7 and 8 define 7. as the Choi—Jamiotkowski operator of a CP-map with Stinespring operator V.. Thus, according
to the proof of Theorem V.6, 7 is the Choi—Jamiotkowski of a Heisenberg B /4 A semicausal map. And semicausality is
expressed on the level of Choi-Jamiotkowski operators by the existence of an operator 72, such that trg, [7,] = 74 ® 1,
(compare with the proof of Lemma V.5). Using this relation makes clear, that step 8 extracts 72 from 7. and that the result
is independent of the choice of |3).

Step 10 defines A as the Stinespring dilation of the (reduced) map whose Choi-Jamiotkowski operator is t2.. The dilation
constructed in this way is minimal. This is exactly the way in which the operator W = A was constructed in the proof of
Theorem

« Step 11 obtains U by solving the defining relation (for U) in the proof of Theorem . One might wonder why the
solution to this system of equations is unique (even though M is not a square matrix). Uniqueness follows from the
minimality of A ® 1p, that is, vectors the form (X4 ® 1rp)(A® 15)|y) span Ha ® Hp ® Hg. In detail, if U and U’ satisfy
MU)=M(U'"), then0= (1, (U—-U"))(A®1p) and hence 0 = (1, @ (U —U"))(Xs @ 1rp)(A®1p)|¥). By linearity,
this implies U — U’ = 0.

Step 12 computes the operator K in the GKLS-form according to the discussion above.

L]

Step 13 defines an operator K., which according the statement of Theorem and also due to the discussion below Eq.
(16) is of the form Ky ® 15+ 14 ® iHp.

Steps 14 and 15 extract K4 and Hp from K,.. Note that such a decomposition is not unique, since for any A € R, the
transformation K4 — Ky +iAl,, Hg — Hg — Al p leaves K. invariant. This transformation, however, allows us to choose
Hp traceless. In that case steps 14 and 15 determine K4 and Hp.

Appendix D: Constructive Approach to Theorem

In this appendix, we are going to describe in detail, how one can computationally the operators A, U, B, Hy and Hp in Theorem
, if the conditions of Lemma are met. We use the notation from Appendix
Given the operator fe B(Ha, @ Hp, @ Ha, @ Hp,) be given as in Lemma then we can compute the operators A, U, B,
Hy and Hp via the following eight steps:

1. Apply the steps 1-18 in the protocol in Appendix C to £. This yields Hg = Ha, ® Hp, @ Ha, @ Hp,, A € B(Hay; Ha, @
HE), U e B(HE QR Hp; Hp ®7‘[E), Ky € B(HA) and Hp € B(HB).

2. Choose any unit vector |&) € HE.
3. Compute o = |E)(&].
4. Compute A = (]lA—l ®1p® <'QA0;A3 |)(]lA71 ®FA0;EA ® ]lAs)(‘Qle;Aﬁ ®l4,® <§ |)
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5. Compute B = B(1z® (§).

6. Compute U = UFp.f.

7. Set Hg = Hp.

8. Calculate Hy = %I(KAT - I?;{T), where the transposition is w.r.t. the {|a;)} basis defined in Appendix

Let us comment on why the steps above yield the right result:

* Step 1 can be executed, since the assumptions of Lemma are the first two assumptions in Lemma
* Steps 2, 3 define o as in the proof of Theorem

» Step 4 is a more explicit expression for A7 EZ in the proof of Theorem

 Steps 5, 6 and 7 are exactly the definitions of B, U and Hp in the proof of Theorem

* For step 8, we note that the condition try, [QA] = 0 implies L (1) = 0 so that we can follow the last few sentences in the
proof of Theorem
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