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We experimentally implement the Sz.-Nagy dilation algorithm to simulate open quantum dynam-
ics on an nuclear magnetic resonance (NMR) quantum processor. The Sz.-Nagy algorithm enables
the simulation of the dynamics of arbitrary-dimensional open quantum systems, using only a single
ancilla qubit. We experimentally simulate the action of two non-unitary processes, namely, a phase
damping channel acting independently on two qubits and a magnetic field gradient pulse (MFGP)
acting on an ensemble of two coupled nuclear spin-1/2 particles. To evaluate the quality of the
experimentally simulated quantum process, we perform convex optimization-based full quantum
process tomography to reconstruct the quantum process from the experimental data and compare
it with the target quantum process to be simulated.

I. INTRODUCTION

In 1982, Richard Feynman proposed the idea of simu-
lating quantum systems using a universal quantum com-
puter [1], which received a lot of attention from the sci-
entific community [2–4]. Over the following decades, this
led to efforts to build quantum computers which could
solve computational problems exponentially faster, as
compared to their classical counterparts [5]. The main
building block of a quantum computer is the underly-
ing physical system and its time evolution under a given
Hamiltonian [6], while the main obstacle in building such
a quantum computer is its unwanted and inevitable in-
teraction with its environment, generally referred to as
decoherence [7]. This led to studies of open quantum dy-
namics, whereby the time evolution of a quantum system
was studied using different approaches [8, 9].

The physical implementation of quantum algorithms
mostly relies on unitary quantum gates. However, in
real situations, the physical system under consideration
is continuously interacting with its environment, causing
its time evolution to be non-unitary. In some cases, the
noise from open dynamics can contribute significantly to
errors in the computational output, leading to lower ex-
perimental fidelity and a reduction in the quality of the
quantum device [10]. A duality quantum algorithm for
simulating Hamiltonian evolution of an open quantum
system was proposed where the time evolution is realized
using Kraus operators [11, 12]. A quantum algorithm
was proposed to simulate a general finite-dimensional
Lindblad master equations without needing to engineer
system-environment interactions [13]. A method for effi-
cient quantum simulation of open quantum dynamics for
various Hamiltonians and spectral densities was recently
proposed [14].

Several techniques have been proposed to simulate spe-
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cific types of quantum channels and have been experi-
mentally realized using different physical platforms. A
control technique to drive an open quantum system from
the Markovian to the non-Markovian regime was demon-
strated on an optical setup [15]. A model was designed
that precisely controls the strength of non-Markovian ef-
fects by changing the degree of correlation and qubit-
environment interaction time on an NMR system [16].
Non-positive dynamical maps the decoherence dynam-
ics of a qubit were experimentally demonstrated using
photons [17]. A technique to simulate Markovian and
non-Markovian dynamics was proposed on a cavity-QED
setup [18]. Multiqubit open dynamics was simulated
on an IBM quantum processor for several quantum pro-
cesses including unital and non-unital dynamics as well
as Markovian and non-Markovian evolution [19]. A dila-
tion procedure was employed to simulate non-hermitian
Hamiltonian dynamics using ancilla qubits [20].

Recently, promising quantum algorithms to simulate
arbitrary non-unitary evolutions on quantum devices
have been reported, which are primarily based on the
dilation technique namely, the Stinespring dilation algo-
rithm [21] and Sz.-Nagy’s dilation algorithm [22]. The
basic tenet of these algorithms is to construct a uni-
tary operation in a higher-dimensional Hilbert space,
which simulates the desired non-unitary evolution in a
lower-dimensional Hilbert space. The Stinespring dila-
tion algorithm requires a larger Hilbert space dimension,
which makes it computationally and experimentally ex-
pensive, as compared to the Sz.-Nagy algorithm. The
Sz.-Nagy algorithm has been used to experimentally sim-
ulate the single-qubit amplitude damping channel on the
IBM quantum processor [23].

In this work, we experimentally implemented the Sz.-
Nagy quantum algorithm to simulate open quantum dy-
namics on an ensemble NMR quantum information pro-
cessor. In order to simulate the given quantum dynamics
of an open quantum system, the Sz.-Nagy algorithm re-
quires prior knowledge of the corresponding complete set
of Kraus operators. However, in a realistic scenario, the
Kraus operators might not directly available. In such
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cases, one has to first compute the complete set of Kraus
operators before proceeding with the implementation of
the Sz.-Nagy algorithm. We used process tomography
to first compute the process matrix which characterizes
the given quantum process [24]. Using unitary diago-
nalization, we then compute the complete set of Kraus
operators corresponding to a general quantum channel,
using Lindblad generators. To demonstrate the efficacy
of the Sz.-Nagy algorithm, we experimentally simulated
two non-unitary quantum processes acting on a two-qubit
system: a phase damping channel acting independently
on the two qubits where the Kraus operators are already
known, and a magnetic field gradient pulse (MFGP),
where the Kraus operators are not directly available and
need to be computed. Further, to validate the quality of
the experimentally simulated quantum channel, we per-
form convex optimization-based full quantum process to-
mography [25, 26].

This paper is organized as follows: The details of the
Sz.-Nagy dilation algorithm are given in Section II. The
details of using the Sz.-Nagy algorithm to simulate two-
qubit non-unitary quantum processes are given in Sec-
tion III, with the experimental parameters detailed in
Section III A. The experimental implementations of the
Sz.-Nagy algorithm to simulate an independent phase
damping channel and to simulate an MFGP acting on
two NMR qubits are described in Section III B and III C,
respectively. Section IV contains a few concluding re-
marks.

II. TIME EVOLUTION OF OPEN QUANTUM
SYSTEMS AND THE SZ.-NAGY ALGORITHM

The Sz.-Nagy algorithm allows the density matrix of
the system to evolve from its initial density matrix ρ to
a density matrix ρ(t) at time t, under a given evolution
model. To mathematically represent the framework of
the Sz.-Nagy algorithm, consider the operator-sum rep-
resentation form for the time evolution of the density ma-
trix (also called the Kraus operator representation) [27]:

ρ(t) =
∑
i

AiρA
†
i (1)

where the Ais are Kraus operators satisfying
∑
iA
†
iAi =

I. In order to implement the Sz.-Nagy algorithm to simu-
late any given open quantum dynamics, one requires the
complete set of corresponding Kraus operators given in
Eq.1.

The Sz.-Nagy algorithm states that, for any contrac-
tion operator W acting on a vector v in a Hilbert space
H1, one can construct a corresponding unitary dilation
unitary operator Uw in a larger Hilbert space H2, such
that [23]:

Wm = PH1
Umw PH1

, m ≤ N (2)

where PH1
is the projection operator which projects the

output vector into the spaceH1, dim(H2)> dim(H1), and
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FIG. 1. (a) Molecular structure of 13C-labeled diethyl flu-
oromalonate used as the three-qubit quantum system. The
spectra shown in (b), (c) and (d) correspond to the 1H, 19F
and 13C spins respectively, obtained after applying a 90◦ read-
out pulse on the |000〉 pseudopure state. The J-couplings be-
tween different nuclei are: JHF = 47.5 Hz, JHC = 161.5 Hz
and JFC = −191.7 Hz. The spin-lattice relaxation times mea-
sured for different nuclei are: TH1 = 3.0± 0.34 s, TF1 = 3.3±
0.15 s and TC1 = 3.2 ± 0.38 s, while the spin-spin relaxation
times measured for different nuclei are: TH2 = 1.3 ± 0.24 s,
TF2 = 1.4± 0.22 s and TC2 = 1.2± 0.18 s.

m and N are integers. Note that the operator W is said
to be a ‘contraction’ if it preserves or shrinks the norm of

any vector i.e. ‖W‖ = sup‖Wv‖
‖v‖ ≤ 1. Eq.2 implies that

the action of the contraction W , applied up to N times in
space H1 can be simulated via the corresponding unitary
dilation Uw applied up to N times on space H2, given
that the input vector lies in H1 and the output vector is
projected into H1.

Consider the set of Kraus operators {Ai} (Eq. 1), cor-
responding to a given quantum process, which evolve the
initial density matrix to ρ(t). The Kraus operator A has
to be a ‘contraction operator’, in order to find its corre-
sponding unitary dilation operator. For a general proof
that any Kraus operator satisfies all properties to be a
‘contraction operator’ see Reference [23]). For simplicity,
consider an n-qubit system with a corresponding Hilbert
space H of dimension 2n, and let the initial density ma-
trix ρ be in a pure state i.e. ρ = |φ〉〈φ|. In this case, the
steps to implement the Sz.-Nagy algorithm to simulate
Eq.1, are as follows [23]:

1. Prepare the pure input state |Φ〉 = |0〉 ⊗ |φ〉 in
a larger Hilbert space of dimension 2n+1 with the
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FIG. 2. (a) Quantum circuit to simulate the action of the Kraus operator A1 of the phase damping channel on the initial state
|00〉 using the Sz.-Nagy algorithm. The unitary dilation operator UA1 is realized using eight CNOT gates and eight single-qubit
rotation gates Rθφ. (b) NMR implementation of the quantum circuit given in (a). Gray and black filled rectangles represent
π/2 and π pulses, respectively. The angles of the pulses represented by unfilled rectangles are shown above each pulse, where
θ1 = 0.3737∗ π

2
. The dashed rectangular blocks consist of a set of pulses which have been expanded and represented in panel (c).

The phases are written below the corresponding pulse. The free evolution time periods are set to τ = 0.0078 s, τ1 = 0.0105 s
and τ2 = 0.0031 s, respectively. The measurement box is indicated by a decaying time-domain NMR signal.

help of one ancillary qubit.

2. Apply the unitary operation UAi operation on the
input state |Φ〉, where UAi is the minimal unitary
dilation of Ai (with N = 1) given by:

UAi =

(
Ai DA†

i

DAi −A
†
i

)
(3)

where DAi =
√
I −A†iAi [23].

3. Project the output vector UAi |Φ〉 into a smaller
Hilbert space H, using the appropriate projection
operator PH, the dimension of H being 2n.

4. Repeat the above steps for the remaining Kraus
operators, and sum over all output density matrices
obtained after Step 3, in order to compute the effect
of the given quantum process on the input state ρ.

Note that if the initial density matrix is in a mixed
state i.e. ρ =

∑
j pj |φj〉〈φj |, then one has to the repeat

Sz.-Nagy algorithm for all |φj〉, in order to obtain the
effect of a given quantum process on the initial mixed-
state density matrix.

III. EXPERIMENTALLY SIMULATING
TWO-QUBIT NON-UNITARY QUANTUM

PROCESSES

We now proceed towards experimentally implementing
the Sz.-Nagy algorithm in order to simulate a two-qubit
pure phase damping channel and an MFGP process on
an NMR quantum information processor, with the help
of one ancillary qubit.

A. Experimental details

We used 13C-labeled diethyl fluoromalonate dissolved
in an acetone-D6 as the three-qubit system, and assigned
the 1H, 19F and 13C spins as the first, second and third
qubit, respectively (see Fig. 1 for experimental param-
eters). The Hamiltonian for a system of three spin-1/2
nuclei in the rotating frame is given by:

H = −
3∑
i=1

ωiIiz +

3∑
i,j=1,i>j

JijIizIjz (4)

where ωi is the chemical shift of the ith spin, Jij is the
scalar coupling strength between the ith and jth spins
and Iiz represents the z-component of the spin angular
momentum of the ith nucleus. State initialization was
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achieved by preparing a pseudopure state (PPS) corre-
sponding to |000〉 from the thermal state the using spatial
averaging technique [28]. The density matrix ρ000 corre-
sponding to |000〉 PPS is given by:

ρ000 = (
1− ε

8
)I8 + ε|000〉〈000| (5)

where ε ≈ 10−5 denotes the bulk magnetization of the
spin ensemble at room temperature and I8 is the 8 × 8
identity matrix.

We performed convex optimization based quantum
process tomography to reconstruct the experimental pro-
cess matrix that characterizes the given quantum process.
The process and state fidelity is calculated using the mea-
sure F(χexpt, χtheo) [29]:

F(χexpt, χtheo) =
|Tr[χexptχ

†
theo]|√

Tr[χ†exptχexpt]Tr[χ†theoχtheo]
(6)

where χexpt (ρexpt) and χtheo (ρtheo) define the exper-
imental and theoretical process (density) matrices, re-
spectively.

B. Simulating a two-qubit phase damping channel

The phase damping channel is well known and plays
an important role in solution NMR, where it is responsi-
ble for the transverse relaxation of the spin ensemble. In
some real-life situations, the low experimental fidelity of
certain quantum gates (with long implementation times)
can be ascribed to the deleterious effects of the phase
damping channel. Several studies have focused on pro-
tecting fragile quantum coherences in the presence of
phase damping[30–33].

We use the superoperator form to describe the open
quantum dynamics of a system evolving under the action
of a phase damping channel, where the generator of the
phase damping process is available [34]. Let Z1 and Z2

denote the generators corresponding to the phase damp-
ing channel acting independently on qubit 1 and qubit 2,
respectively. The matrix form of the generators Z1 and
Z2 is given by [33, 34]:

Z1 = diag [0, 0,−γ1,−γ1, 0, 0,−γ1,−γ1,−γ1,−γ1, 0, 0,

−γ1,−γ1, 0, 0]

Z2 = diag [0,−γ2, 0,−γ2,−γ2, 0− γ2, 0, 0,−γ2, 0− γ2,

−γ2, 0,−γ2, 0]

where γ1 and γ2 are the phase damping rates for qubit
1 and qubit 2, respectively. The resultant process is de-
noted by the superoperator Ξ which consists of the si-
multaneous action of phase damping channel indepen-
dently acting on qubit 1 and qubit 2 and has the gen-
erator Z = Z1 + Z2. The time evolution of the initial
two-qubit density matrix ρ can be written as [34]:

ρ(t) = Ξ(ρ) = eZt(~ρ) (7)

In order to simulate Eq. 7 using the Sz.-Nagy algorithm,
one requires the complete set of Kraus operators cor-
responding to the phase damping process. We used the
standard quantum process tomography (QPT) technique
to compute Kraus operators as follows:

1. Construct the complete set of linearly independent
initial input density matrices.

2. Estimate output density matrices by evolving each
input density matrix using Eq. 7.

3. From knowledge of the input and output density
matrices, compute the process matrix χ using the
standard QPT protocol.

4. Using unitary diagonalization of χ matrix as [29]:
χ = V DV †, compute the complete set of Kraus
operators as:

Ai =
√
di
∑
j

VjiEj (8)

where Ais are the Kraus operators, dis are diagonal
elements of the matrix D, Vjis are elements of the
matrix V and the Ejs form a fixed operator basis.
The diagonal elements of matrix D are eigenvalues
of the χ matrix and the columns of matrix V are
the corresponding normalized eigenvectors of the χ
matrix.

Note that the Kraus operators corresponding to the two-
qubit phase damping channel are already known in litera-
ture and one could have directly use them here. However
we have used the superoperator form given in Eq. (7), in
order to illustrate our method which is general and can
be used to describe quantum processes where the Kraus
operators are not directly available (such as correlated
phase damping channels [34]). The unitary dilation oper-
ators {UAi} corresponding to each Kraus operator {Ai}
were computed using Eq. 3. We set the values of the
phase damping rates to be γ1 = 1.4 and γ2 = 1.5, and
evolved the initial density matrix for a time t = 2 s using
Eq. 7. We note here that the time required to imple-
ment a unitary dilation operator on two NMR qubits
depends crucially on the implementation times of the
CNOT gates, which for our system turns out to be in
the range of 3-11 ms. The total time required to imple-
ment all the four unitary dilation operators required to
simulate the phase damping channel is hence ≈ 80 ms.
The spin-spin relaxation times (T2) of the three NMR
qubits (which characterizes the natural phase damping
channel active in the NMR system) are: TH2 = 1.3 s,
TF2 = 1.4 s, TC2 = 1.2 s, respectively. Since the time
required to implement the unitary dilation operators is
much smaller than the natural phase damping rates of
the system, the experimental implementation of the sim-
ulated phase damping channel is largely unaffected by
the natural NMR noise.

The complete set of Kraus operators which evolve the
initial density matrix under the action of independent
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phase damping channels on each qubit, for given values
of γ1, γ2 and t, is given in Appendix A. It turns out that
there are four non-zero Kraus operators which character-
ize the phase damping channel for the given parameter
values.

Fig. 2 demonstrates the implementation of the Sz.-
Nagy algorithm to simulate the action of Kraus oper-
ator A1 (see Appendix A) on the two-qubit initial in-
put state |φ〉〈φ| = |00〉〈00|. The initial two-qubit state
|00〉 is encoded in a three-qubit input state as |000〉 =
|0〉a ⊗ |00〉main. The quantum circuit given in Fig.2
(a) represents the action of the unitary dilation opera-
tor UA1 on the input state ρ000, followed by measure-
ment. We used the column-by-column decomposition
(COC) method [35, 36] to decompose three-qubit uni-
tary dilation operators {UAi}. Using the COC method,
UA1

is realized using eight CNOT gates and eight single-
qubit rotation gates Rθφ (where φ denotes the axis of ro-

tation and θ denotes the angle of rotation). The COC
decompositions of the other unitary dilation operators
are given in Appendix A. We note here in passing that
the same quantum circuit one can also be used to simu-
late the action of A1 on arbitrary initial two-qubit states
ρ = |φ〉〈φ|, in which case we merely need to prepare
the three-qubit system in the state |0〉 ⊗ |φ〉. Further,
the arbitrary initial input state |φ〉 of the two-qubit sys-
tem lies in the smaller Hilbert space which is spanned by
the vectors: |000〉, |001〉, |010〉 and |011〉. The action of
projecting the higher-dimensional output state into this
smaller Hilbert space is equivalent to estimating a 4× 4
dimensional partial density matrix (corresponding to the
first four rows and columns of the higher-dimensional
output density matrix). The NMR pulse sequence to
implement the quantum circuit is depicted in Fig.2(b).
Spin-selective high-power rf pulses were used to imple-
ment single-qubit rotation gates. Filled gray and black
rectangles in Fig. 2(b) represent π/2 and π pulses re-
spectively, while unfilled rectangles represent pulses with
their corresponding flip angles given above each pulse;
the value of θ1 was set to 0.3737 ∗ π2 . The three dashed
boxes consist of a set of pulses which have been expanded
and depicted in Fig. 2(c). The phase of each pulse is
shown below every rectangle. The various free evolution
time periods were set to τ = 0.0078 s, τ1 = 0.0105 s
and τ2 = 0.0031 s, respectively. The measurement box
depict the decaying time domain NMR signal (the free
induction decay (FID)) which is Fourier transformed to
obtain the NMR spectrum. Finally, tomographic mea-
surements were performed to compute density matrix el-
ements {ρij , 0 ≤ i, j ≤ 4}. The normalized trace distance
between the experimentally obtained output Hermitian

matrix (A1ρ00A
†
1)exp and the theoretically expected ma-

trix (A1ρ00A
†
1)the turns out to be 0.9885. A similar quan-

tum circuit and NMR pulse sequence is employed to sim-
ulate the MFGP, where the action of the Kraus operator
A1 (Appendix B) on the state |00〉 can be simulated using
the unitary dilation operator U (Eq. B1 in Appendix B),
via the COC method and 9 CNOT gates and 18 local

rotations.

TABLE I. The normalized trace distance between the exper-
imentally obtained output Hermitian matrix (AiρjA

†
i )exp and

the theoretically expected matrix (AiρjA
†
i )the for the phase

damping channel.

A1 A2 A3 A4

|00〉 0.9885 0.9881 0.9911 0.9773

|01〉 0.9769 0.9909 0.9901 0.9804

|0+〉 0.9105 0.9825 0.9877 0.9788

|0−〉 0.8984 0.9905 0.9585 0.9613

|10〉 0.9625 0.9579 0.9873 0.9780

|11〉 0.9071 0.9519 0.9847 0.9747

|1+〉 0.8193 0.9447 0.9538 0.9823

|1−〉 0.7236 0.9212 0.9286 0.9494

|+ 0〉 0.9625 0.9888 0.9251 0.9608

|+ 1〉 0.8733 0.9447 0.9892 0.9856

|+ +〉 0.8697 0.9590 0.9712 0.9814

|+−〉 0.8974 0.9489 0.9506 0.9669

| − 0〉 0.9149 0.9892 0.9205 0.9630

| − 1〉 0.8168 0.9222 0.9946 0.9781

| −+〉 0.8105 0.9363 0.9819 0.9643

| − −〉 0.8233 0.9518 0.9608 0.9594

For the phase damping channel, the normalized trace
distance between the experimentally obtained output

Hermitian matrix (AiρjA
†
i ) and the theoretically ex-

pected matrix is given in Table I. High values of the
normalized trace distance in Table I clearly demonstrates
the successful experimental simulation of the action of a
given Kraus operator on a given initial state. However,
for all the initial quantum states, the values given in the
first column corresponding to A1 are relatively smaller
than the values given in the other columns correspond-
ing to A2, A3 and A4, respectively. This is due to the
fact that the experimental complexity involved in imple-
menting UA1

is relatively larger than UA2
, UA3

and UA4

in terms of the number of CNOT gates which introduces
more experimental errors in the implementation of UA1

.
In addition, it turns out that for some quantum states
such as |1+〉, |1−〉, | − 1〉, | −+〉 and | −−〉 the values of
trace distance are relatively small as compared to other
states, which can be attributed to errors in initial state
preparation.

Note that in order to obtain the final density matrix
ρ(t) evolved under a desired quantum channel one has
to assemble all results from each Kraus operator. For
the phase damping channel it turns out that four quan-
tum circuits corresponding to each UAi need to be im-
plemented to obtain the final ρ(t). For completeness, we
experimentally simulated the action of all Kraus opera-
tors corresponding to the phase damping channel on 16
linearly independent two-qubit density matrices. For all
16 states, the fidelities between the experimentally sim-
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Re(ξthesim) Im(ξthesim)

Re(ξexpsim) Im(ξexpsim)

1

FIG. 3. Process matrices obtained by theoretically and ex-
perimentally simulating phase damping channels acting inde-
pendently on each qubit in a two-qubit NMR system. The
bar plots in the first column represent the real part of the
process matrices of the theoretically simulated (Re(χtheo)),
and the experimentally obtained phase damping channel com-
puted using convex optimization-based QPT (Re(χexpt)), re-
spectively. The bar plots in the second column represent the
imaginary part of the respective process matrices.

ulated state using the Sz.-Nagy algorithm and the theo-
retically simulated state for the phase damping channel
are given in Table II.

TABLE II. Fidelity between the experimentally and theoret-
ically simulated two-qubit states evolving under independent
phase damping channels.

State Fidelity State Fidelity

|00〉 0.9936 |+ 0〉 0.9568

|01〉 0.9950 |+ 1〉 0.9564

|0+〉 0.9734 |+ +〉 0.9673

|0−〉 0.9696 |+−〉 0.9607

|10〉 0.9885 | − 0〉 0.9444

|11〉 0.9821 | − 1〉 0.9343

|1+〉 0.9521 | −+〉 0.9412

|1−〉 0.9409 | − −〉 0.9373

The high values of the fidelities given in Table II
demonstrate the successful experimental simulation of
the action of the phase damping channel on a given ini-
tial quantum state. Since the given set of 16 states forms
a complete basis set, one can simulate the action of the
phase damping channel on an arbitrary quantum state
with fidelities ranging between 0.9343 and 0.9950.

C. Simulating a magnetic field gradient pulse

MFGP are extensively used in NMR and magnetic res-
onance imaging experiments, covering a wide range of
applications, such as studies of molecular diffusion and
spatial encoding for imaging [37–39]. Recently, a time
and space discretization method was proposed to simu-
late shaped gradient pulses [40]. The action of a MFGP
is similar to the phase damping channel, as it effectively
kills the off-diagonal elements (coherences) of the density
matrix in a controlled manner. In this study we employ
the Sz.-Nagy algorithm to simulate two-qubit dynamics
under the action of a shaped MFGP applied for a given
duration.

A shaped MFGP has a strength that varies during its
execution. The gradient pulse is defined by a list of val-
ues, with each element in the list defining the relative
gradient strength during a particular time interval. The
interval length is defined by the length of the entire gradi-
ent shape divided by the number of intervals. The gradi-
ent strength is expressed as a percentage of the maximum
strength. In the NMR hardware, MFGP is applied using
gradient coils. The parameters of the shaped gradient
pulse used are: Sine shaped, duration 1000µs, number of
time intervals =100, and an applied gradient strength of
15%.

In order to simulate the desired MFGP using the Sz.-
Nagy algorithm, we first need to characterize it and then
compute the corresponding Kraus operators. We used
convex optimization based quantum process tomography
to experimentally characterize the desired MFGP and
then computed the complete set of Kraus operator us-
ing Eq. (8). To achieve this, we experimentally pre-
pared the complete set of linearly independent initial
two-qubit quantum states: {|0〉, |1〉, |+〉, |−〉}⊗2 where

|+〉 = (|0〉 + |1〉)/
√

2 and |−〉 = (|0〉 + i|1〉)/
√

2. The
desired MFGP is then applied on the initial input states
using gradient coils. By performing full quantum state
tomography of all output states we compute the process
matrix χ characterizing the MFGP and the complete set
of Kraus operators are calculated using Eq. (8). The
Sz.-Nagy algorithm is finally employed to simulate the
MFGP using only unitary operations. At the end, the
process fidelity is computed between the experimental
process matrix characterizing the MFGP and the experi-
mental process matrix of the simulated MFGP. The com-
plete set of Kraus operators and corresponding unitary
dilation operators for the shaped MFGP are given in Ap-
pendixB.

For the shaped MFGP operation, the normalized trace
distance between the simulated output hermitian matrix

(AiρjA
†
i )

exp
sim using the Sz.-Nagy algorithm and the ex-

perimentally obtained matrix (AiρjA
†
i )

exp
qpt via quantum

process tomography is given in Table III. For the case of
the MFGP process, the Kraus operators which are to be
experimentally simulated are themselves computed from
experimentally constructed process matrix and also have
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TABLE III. The normalized trace distance between ex-
perimentally simulated output hermitian matrix (AiρjA

†
i )

exp
sim

using SND algorithm and experimentally obtained matrix
(AiρjA

†
i )

exp
qpt via quantum process tomography of MFGP im-

plemented on two qubits.

A1 A2 A3 A4

|00〉 0.8671 0.9541 0.9704 0.9182

|01〉 0.8919 0.9866 0.9602 0.9884

|0+〉 0.8705 0.8359 0.9164 0.9476

|0−〉 0.9204 0.8132 0.9208 0.8494

|10〉 0.9925 0.8317 0.9225 0.9685

|11〉 0.9732 0.9627 0.9805 0.9345

|1+〉 0.9573 0.7373 0.9715 0.7062

|1−〉 0.9025 0.8016 0.9654 0.6549

|+ 0〉 0.7818 0.6658 0.9220 0.9097

|+ 1〉 0.8430 0.9697 0.8851 0.6822

|+ +〉 0.7669 0.7404 0.8063 0.7433

|+−〉 0.8397 0.7700 0.7414 0.6495

| − 0〉 0.7312 0.7444 0.9365 0.9148

| − 1〉 0.8902 0.9767 0.8799 0.6585

| −+〉 0.8247 0.8123 0.8282 0.7211

| − −〉 0.8410 0.8181 0.8395 0.6690

TABLE IV. Fidelity between experimentally simulated and
experimentally implemented two-qubit state under the action
of a magnetic field gradient pulse.

State Fidelity State Fidelity

|00〉 0.9818 |+ 0〉 0.9069

|01〉 0.9884 |+ 1〉 0.9440

|0+〉 0.9893 |+ +〉 0.9096

|0−〉 0.9619 |+−〉 0.8888

|10〉 0.9719 | − 0〉 0.8946

|11〉 0.9754 | − 1〉 0.9514

|1+〉 0.9577 | −+〉 0.9311

|1−〉 0.9426 | − −〉 0.9097

a relatively high experimental complexity in terms of the
number of CNOT gates required to experimentally im-
plement the unitary dilation operators. This could be
a possible explanation for the smaller values of the trace
distance in Table III for the MFGP process, as compared
to the phase damping channel.

For the MFGP operation, four quantum circuits corre-
sponding to each UAi need to be implemented to obtain
the final ρ(t). For completeness, we experimentally sim-
ulated the action of all Kraus operators on 16 linearly
independent two-qubit density matrices for the MFGP
process. For all 16 states, the fidelities between the exper-
imentally simulated state using the Sz.-Nagy algorithm
and the theoretically simulated state corresponding to

the MFGP operation are given in Table IV. Since the
the set of 16 states given in Table IV forms a complete
basis set, the action of the MFGP can be simulated on
any arbitrary quantum state with fidelities ranging be-
tween 0.8888 and 0.9893.

Re(ηexpqpt ) Im(ηexpqpt )

Re(ηexpsim) Im(ηexpsim)

1

FIG. 4. In the top panel, Re(ηexpqpt ) and Im(ηexpqpt ) denote the
real and imaginary parts of the experimental process matrix
obtained by performing quantum process tomography of the
shaped MFGP applied on two qubits. In the bottom panel,
Re(ηexpsim) and Im(ηexpsim) represent the real and imaginary parts
of the process matrix of the same MFGP experimentally sim-
ulated using the Sz.-Nagy algorithm. The process fidelity
between ηexpqpt and ηexpsim turns out to be 0.8824.

For the phase damping channel, the process fidelity is
computed between (ξexp

sim) obtained via the experimentally
simulated channel and (ξthe

sim) obtained via the theoreti-
cally simulated channel. For the shaped MFGP process,
the process fidelity is computed between (ηexp

qpt ) obtained
via the experimentally simulated shaped MFGP and
(ηexp

qpt ) obtained via quantum process tomography per-
formed on experimentally implemented shaped MFGP.
For the phase damping channel, the computed process
fidelity turns out to be 0.9148 and the respective to-
mographs are compared in Fig. 3, while for the shaped
MFGP process, the computed process fidelity turns out
to be 0.8824 and the respective tomographs are com-
pared in Fig. 4, where the tomographs are plotted on the
same scale. For both the phase damping channel and the
MFGP process, the real part of the process matrix has
only four non-zero elements corresponding to E1 = I⊗I,
E4 = I⊗σz, E13 = σz⊗ I, and E16 = σz⊗σz, which are
the set of Kraus operators [5]. The imaginary part of the
process matrix for both processes turns out to be almost
zero. From Figs.3 and 4 it can be seen that the action
of the shaped MFGP and the phase damping channel is
similar, in effectively destroying the off-diagonal elements
of the density matrix. The deviations in the simulated
process matrix from the desired process matrix arises due
to experimental errors in state preparation, implementa-
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tion of unitary dilation operators and inevitable system-
atic errors. These errors can be reduced using appro-
priate optimization protocols [41]. Particularly for the
MFGP process, the experimental implementation of all
four unitary dilation operators requires 9 CNOT gates
(i.e.9 CNOT gates × 4 Kraus operators = 36 CNOT
gates in total to simulate the MFGP process), while for
the phase damping channel, the experimental implemen-
tation of the unitary dilation operator UA1 , UA2 , UA3

and UA4 requires 8, 3, 3 and 0 CNOT gates, respectively
(i.e.14 CNOT gates in total to simulate the phase damp-
ing channel). Hence the experimental errors are higher in
simulating the MFGP process as compared to the phase
damping channel, which is reflected in lower values of the
process fidelities in Tables III and IV.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

We experimentally implemented the Sz.-Nagy algo-
rithm to simulate an independent phase damping chan-
nel and a shaped MFGP acting on two qubits, with the
help of one ancilla qubit on an NMR quantum informa-
tion processor. We designed a protocol to compute the
complete set of Kraus operators using quantum process
tomography and the unitary diagonalization technique.
To validate the quality of the experimentally simulated

quantum process, we performed quantum process tomog-
raphy based on the constrained convex optimization tech-
nique. Our results demonstrate that the experimental
implementation of the Sz.-Nagy algorithm is viable, since
it requires only one ancilla qubit to simulate arbitrary-
dimensional open quantum dynamics. The protocol is
general and valid for arbitrary quantum processes and
can be adapted for other physical platforms to simu-
late complex quantum processes using the Sz.-Nagy algo-
rithm. However, implementing the unitary dilation op-
erator corresponding to a given Kraus operator remains
a challenging task. The need of the hour is hence to de-
velop computationally efficient algorithms to decompose
a given unitary dilation operator into a universal set of
quantum gates.
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Appendix A: Kraus operators & unitary dilation operators for phase damping channel

The complete set of Kraus operators corresponding to an independent phase damping channel, acting on the two-
qubit system with parameter values γ1 = 1.4, γ2 = 1.5 and t = 2 sec, is given below:

A1 =

 −0.4723 + 0.i 0. + 0.i 0. + 0.i 0. + 0.i
0. + 0.i 0.4723 + 0.i 0. + 0.i 0. + 0.i
0. + 0.i 0. + 0.i 0.4723 + 0.i 0. + 0.i
0. + 0.i 0. + 0.i 0. + 0.i −0.4723 + 0.i



A2 =

 0.0181 − 0.4961i 0. + 0.i 0. + 0.i 0. + 0.i
0. + 0.i 0.0181 − 0.4961i 0. + 0.i 0. + 0.i
0. + 0.i 0. + 0.i −0.0181 + 0.4961i 0. + 0.i
0. + 0.i 0. + 0.i 0. + 0.i −0.0181 + 0.4961i



A3 =

 −0.0085− 0.5019i 0. + 0.i 0. + 0.i 0. + 0.i
0. + 0.i 0.0085 + 0.5019i 0. + 0.i 0. + 0.i
0. + 0.i 0. + 0.i −0.0085− 0.5019i 0. + 0.i
0. + 0.i 0. + 0.i 0. + 0.i 0.0085 + 0.5019i



A4 =

 −0.5276− 0.007i 0. + 0.i 0. + 0.i 0. + 0.i
0. + 0.i −0.5276− 0.007i 0. + 0.i 0. + 0.i
0. + 0.i 0. + 0.i −0.5276− 0.007i 0. + 0.i
0. + 0.i 0. + 0.i 0. + 0.i −0.5276− 0.007i


The decomposition of the unitary dilation operators UAi corresponding to the Kraus operators for the phase damping

channel are given below. We have used the column-by-column decomposition method to decompose a given unitary
into single-qubit rotation gates and two-qubit CNOT gates.

1. UA1 : 1Rπx̄ .1R
π
2
ȳ .UCNN.CNOT32.2R

π
2
z̄ .CNOT32.1Rπx̄ .1Rθ1ȳ .UCNN.1Rπx̄ .1R

3π
2
z̄ .UCNN.1R

π
2
z̄

where UCNN = CNOT31.CNOT21 and θ1 = 0.5870

2. UA2
= 1Rπx̄ .1R

π
2
ȳ .CNOT21.1Rθ3x̄ .1Rθ2ȳ . CNOT21.1Rθ1x̄ .1R

π
2
z̄ .CNOT21.2R

3π
2
z̄

where θ1 = 3.0803, θ2 = 0.5329, and θ3 = 1.6059
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http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1007/s12043-020-02027-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.64.012314
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.64.012314
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevA.93.032318
http://arxiv.org/abs/1904.01072
http://dx.doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroimage.2011.11.006
http://dx.doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroimage.2011.11.006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C7AN01031A
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1021/acs.chemmater.1c02891
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3. UA3
= 1Rπx̄ .1R

π
2
ȳ .CNOT31.1Rθ3x̄ . 1Rθ2ȳ . CNOT31.1Rθ1x̄ .1R

π
2
z̄ .CNOT31.3R

3π
2
z̄

where θ1 = 3.1711, θ2 = 0.5193, and θ3 = 1.5536

4. UA4
= 1Rθ3z̄ .1Rθ2ȳ .1Rθ1z̄ where θ1 = 3.1549, θ2 = 2.0299, and θ3 = 0.0133

where iRθφ represents a single-qubit rotation gate acting on the ith qubit with the rotation angle θ and the rotation
axis is denoted by φ and CNOTij represents a two-qubit CNOT gate with the ith qubit being the control and the jth
qubit being the target qubit.

Appendix B: Kraus operators and unitary dilation operators for shaped MFGP

The complete set of Kraus operators corresponding to the desired shaped gradient pulse with parameter values
given in SectionIII C applied on a two-qubit system were experimentally computed via the convex optimization based
QPT method. The Kraus operators are given by:

A1 =

 0.1231 − 0.0877i −0.0038 + 0.0026i −0.0077 + 0.0085i 0.0023 + 0.0004i
0.0122 − 0.0279i −0.1899− 0.1181i 0.0101 + 0.0085i 0.0097 + 0.006i
−0.0174 + 0.0165i −0.0073 + 0.0042i −0.3573 + 0.4876i 0.0167 − 0.0073i
−0.0036− 0.0034i −0.0056 + 0.0133i −0.0009 + 0.0275i 0.5454 + 0.4572i



A2 =

 −0.0434− 0.4568i 0.0061 + 0.0085i 0.0095 + 0.0121i −0.0055− 0.0064i
0.0329 + 0.0096i 0.181 − 0.4594i −0.0029 + 0.0105i −0.0003 + 0.0002i
0.0017 − 0.0235i 0.0036 − 0.003i −0.35− 0.3762i 0.0141 − 0.0184i
−0.0055− 0.0042i 0.0124 − 0.007i 0.012 + 0.0275i 0.3231 − 0.3787i



A3 =

 −0.4842− 0.5645i 0.0305 + 0.0057i 0.027 − 0.0027i −0.0011 + 0.0033i
−0.0206 + 0.0166i −0.327 + 0.0929i 0.0007 − 0.0019i 0.0034 − 0.0026i
0.0102 + 0.0216i −0.0024 + 0.0064i 0.3035 − 0.2407i 0.0096 + 0.0199i
−0.0005− 0.0058i 0.0024 + 0.0041i 0.015 + 0.006i −0.0094 + 0.4166i



A4 =

 0.4475 + 0.0416i −0.0139 + 0.0256i −0.0099 + 0.0021i 0.0055 + 0.0044i
−0.0239− 0.0035i −0.7081 + 0.2924i −0.0143− 0.0018i 0.0063 − 0.0201i
0.0027 − 0.0084i 0.0055 + 0.0079i −0.1662− 0.4034i 0.0107 − 0.0154i
0.0045 − 0.0062i 0.0167 − 0.0093i −0.0253 + 0.0106i 0.1022 − 0.1527i


The decomposition of unitary dilation operators UAi corresponding to respective Kraus operators are given below

for a shaped gradient pulse. We used the column-by-column decomposition method to decompose a given unitary
into single-qubit rotations and CNOT gates. It turns out that in the case of a shaped gradient pulse, the form of
decomposition of unitary dilation operators corresponding to all Kraus operators is the same. The general form of
the decomposition of unitary dilations is denoted by U and given below.

U = 1Rθ17x̄ .1Rθ16ȳ .CNOT31.
1Rθ15

x̄ .1Rθ14
ȳ .CNOT21.

1Rθ13
x̄ .1Rθ12

ȳ .CNOT31.
1Rθ11

x̄ .1Rθ10
ȳ .CNOT21.

1Rθ9
x̄ .

1Rθ8ȳ .CNOT31.
1Rθ7

x̄ .
1Rθ6

ȳ .CNOT31.
1Rθ5

x̄ .
1Rθ4

z̄ .CNOT21.
1Rθ3

z̄ .CNOT31.
1Rθ2

z̄ .CNOT21.
1Rθ1

z̄ .
3Rθ0

z̄

(B1)

where iRθφ represents a single-qubit rotation gate acting on the ith qubit with rotation angle θ and axis of rotation
φ; CNOTij represents a standard two-qubit CNOT gate with i being the control qubit and j being the target qubit.
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TABLE V. The values of θis (Eq.B1) required to the implement unitary dilation operators UAj .

UA1 UA2 UA3 UA4

θ0 1.5708 4.7124 4.7124 1.5708
θ1 6.2759 0.0486 6.1354 0.1079
θ2 5.7332 0.0306 0.1041 0.8518
θ3 0.5359 0.1169 5.7425 5.6472
θ4 4.2067 1.3599 2.4207 4.9160
θ5 2.8192 3.0589 3.4918 2.6544
θ6 1.8641 1.5181 1.2934 1.2327
θ7 2.2842 1.0045 5.3556 1.0113
θ8 0.4323 0.0979 0.4432 0.5851
θ9 3.1416 3.1416 3.1416 3.1416
θ10 0.4323 0.0979 0.4432 0.5851
θ11 2.2856 0.6158 5.0076 3.7509
θ12 1.0560 0.1859 0.6384 1.1481
θ13 2.3100 2.9610 2.8007 5.0366
θ14 0.6701 0.4389 0.9546 1.3207
θ15 1.1972 0.1460 3.6109 4.3664
θ16 1.6675 1.4041 2.5217 1.8259
θ17 2.9373 2.1115 2.4411 3.8623


	Simulating open quantum dynamics on an NMR quantum processor using the Sz.-Nagy dilation algorithm
	Abstract
	I Introduction
	II Time evolution of open quantum systems and the Sz.-Nagy algorithm
	III Experimentally simulating two-qubit non-unitary quantum processes
	A Experimental details
	B Simulating a two-qubit phase damping channel
	C Simulating a magnetic field gradient pulse

	IV Conclusions
	 Acknowledgments
	 References
	A Kraus operators & unitary dilation operators for phase damping channel
	B Kraus operators and unitary dilation operators for shaped MFGP


