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We introduce a quantum decomposition algorithm (QDA) that decomposes the problem

∂ρ
∂t

= Lρ = λρ into a summation of eigenvalues times phase-space variables. One interest-

ing feature of QDA stems from its ability to simulate damped spin systems by means of

pure quantum harmonic oscillators adjusted with the eigenvalues of the original eigenvalue

problem. We test the proposed algorithm in the case of undriven qubit with spontaneous

emission and dephasing.

I. INTRODUCTION

Stochastic processes are omnipresent in all areas of science such as game theory, finance, prob-

ability theory, physics, chemistry (chemical kinetics), biophysics and others [1–6]. The standard

equation that describes the time evolution of stochastic processes is called the master equation. It

assumes the form

∂ ~P (t)

∂t
= M · ~P (t), (1)

where the vector ~P is a column matrix in general and M is (possibly time-dependent) transition

matrix. The Chapman–Kolmogorov equation in probability theory, Fokker-Planck equation in

quantum optics, Langevin equation for Brownian motion (Wiener process) take the form of master

equation 1. In some cases ~P is not vector but a square matrix. For example P is a 2× 2 matrix in

the quantum master equation for two-level systems with spontaneous emission. In this work, we

propose new decomposition algorithm to express the time evolution of the square matrix say ρ as

a product of eigenvalue times a phase-space variables i.e. ∂ρ
∂t

≡ λρ̃(z, w). In case of 2 × 2 density

matrix say σ+,
∂σ+

∂t
is just the eigenvalue times one-dimensional operators in the phase-space (

creation and annihilation operators of harmonic oscillators) not a square matrix.
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II. SOLUTION OF THE QUANTUM MASTER EQUATION IN DAMPING BASIS

The time evolution of open quantum system in Markov approximation is determined by a

Born-Markov quantum master equation of the form [7–13]

∂ρ(t)

∂t
= Lρ(t), (2)

Where the Liouville operator L is

Lρ =
1

i~
[HS, ρ] +

∑

k

γk
2
D[Xk]ρ (3)

with set of bounded operators Xk and real numbers γk ≥ 0 and with HS being the system Hamil-

tonian . Here we define the superoperators of Lindblad form as

D[X]ρ = 2XρX† −X†Xρ− ρX†X. (4)

For a time-independent Liouville operator, the solution of 2 for initial density matrix ρ(t = 0) ≡
ρ(0) is of the form

ρ(t) = eLtρ(0) (5)

In order to solve quantum master equations of the form 2, one could use the so-called damping

basis approach introduced in [14] which enable us to express 2 as an eigenvalue problem

Lρ = λρ (6)

Consider the space of linear operators L(H) on a Hilbert space H. For ρ1,ρ2 ∈ L(H), the inner-

product is

(ρ1, ρ2) ≡ ≪ ρ1|ρ2 ≫ ≡ Tr{ρ†1ρ2} (7)

This definition of inner-product induces an outer-product between two operators whose action is

given by

[ρ1 ⊗ ρ2]ρ3 = ρ1(ρ2, ρ3) = Tr{ρ†2ρ3}ρ1. (8)

Since L is non-Hermitian operator with respect to the inner-product 7 i.e.

(ρ1,Lρ2) = (L†ρ1, ρ2) 6= (Lρ1, ρ2) (9)
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it can be associated with left and right eigenvectors [15]

L|φk ≫= λk|φk ≫, (10)

≪ Lϕk| =≪ ϕ|λk, (11)

L†|ϕk ≫= λ⋆
k|ϕk ≫ . (12)

The spectral analysis of non-Hermitian operators is complicated in general. However, for sake of

simplicity we assume the eigenvalues to be non-degenerate and both left and right eigenvectors to

form an orthonormal basis. That is

≪ ϕk′ |φk ≫= δk′,k (13)

We can expand the density operator using the two sets of eigenvectors

|ρ(t) ≫=
∑

k

rke
λkt|φk ≫, (14)

|ρ(t) ≫=
∑

k

ske
λ⋆

k
t|ϕk ≫, (15)

here the coefficients are

rke
λkt =≪ φk|ρ(t) ≫, (16)

ske
λ⋆

k
t =≪ ϕk|ρ(t) ≫ . (17)

From physical considerations, there must be a steady-state ρss corresponds to eigenvalue λss = 0.

Any general quantum state should approach the steady-state preserving the probability interpre-

tation of the density operator. Thus all eigenvalues should have non-positive real part Reλk ≤ 0

[15].

To summarize, we have the following eigenvalue problems for both right and left eigenvectors

Lρλk
= λkρλk

, (18)

ρ̌†λk
L = λkρ̌

†
λk
. (19)

The superoperator D defined in 4 acts on right eigenvectors. For left eigenvectors, we define Ď as

Ď[X]ρ = 2X†ρX −X†Xρ− ρX†X. (20)

For sake of simplicity, we assume the eigenvalues {λk} to be non-degenerate. In this case, we can

write

Tr{ρ̌†
λ′
k

Lρλk
} − Tr{ρ̌†λk

Lρλ
k′
} (21)

= (λk − λk′)Tr{ρ̌†λk
ρλ

k′
} = 0
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which directly shows the left and right eigenvectors can be normalized according to the orthogo-

nality relation

Tr{ρ̌†λk
ρλ

k′
} = δk′,k. (22)

In case the left and right eigenvectors form complete basis, the clouser relation reads

∑

k

ρ̌λk
⊗ ρλk

= 1 (23)

To put these ideas further into practical context, we consider a two-level system with excited state

|e〉 and ground state |g〉[14, 15]. We denote the density matrix by ρ and the transition frequency

between the two levels by ω. The free Hamiltonian for vanishing ground-state energy is

H = ~ωσe (24)

The time-evolution of such an atom undergo spontaneous emission at rate Γ and pure dephasing

at rate Γ⋆ is described by Born-Markov master equation with Liouville operator equals to

Lρ = −iω[σe, ρ] +
Γ

2
D[σ−]ρ+

Γ⋆

2
D[σe]ρ, (25)

where σ− = |g〉〈e| is the lowering operator and its Hermitian conjugate gives the raising operator

σ+ = |e〉〈g|. The steady state is ρss = |g〉〈g| and corresponds to zero eigenvalue λ = 0. The atomic

coherence operators ρ± = σ± correspond to λ± = ∓iω − Γ̃/2 where Γ̃ = Γ + Γ⋆. Finally for the

density operator ρ→ = |e〉〈e| − |g〉〈g| the eigenvalue is λ→ = −Γ.

III. THE ALGORITHM

Spin operators can be represented in terms of uncoupled harmonic oscillators using the Jordan-

Schwinger map [16, 17]

σ0 = a†a+ b†b, (26)

σ1 = a†b+ b†a, (27)

σ2 = −i(a†b− b†a), (28)

σ3 = a†a− b†b, (29)

where the canonical commutators are [a, a†] = [b, b†] = 1 and [a, b] = [a†, b] = [a, b†] = [a†, b†] = 0.

In Schwinger oscillator model of angular momentum, the quantum angular momentum operators

are defined as Ji = ~

2
σi where i = 1, 2, 3 and the total number operator is N = a†a + b†b. In
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this model, the angular momentum eigenstates are |na, nb〉 = a†√
na!

b†√
nb!

|0, 0〉, where the quantum

number j can be identified as j = na+nb

2
and m = na−nb

2
running from −j to j into integer steps[18].

Now we solve the problem of undriven qubit under spontaneous emission and dephasing using

the Jordan-Schwinger map. We find the following relations

L(ρ̃ss) = 0, (30)

L(ρ̃+) =
(

−iω − Γ̃/2
)

ρ̃+, (31)

L(ρ̃−) =
(

+iω − Γ̃/2
)

ρ̃−, (32)

L(ρ̃→) = −Γρ̃→. (33)

where ρ̃ss = b†b, ρ̃+ = a†b/2, ρ̃− = b†a/2, ρ̃→ = a†a − b†b. Now if we compare the last relations

with previous section, we find that both pictures posses the same eigenvalues as expected but now

the density operators are not square matrices but rather operators in the phase space.

Theorem 3.1: Let F,G,H ∈ R and let Lρ = ∂ρ
∂t

=





F G− iH

G+ iH −F



, then the decomposi-

tion of problem Lρ = λρ into summation of eigenvalues λ =
∑

i λi times functions of the operators

a, b and their Hermitian conjugates always exist using the Jordan-Schwinger map defined by the

relations

σ̃1 = Gσ1, (34)

σ̃2 = Hσ2, (35)

σ̃3 = Fσ3. (36)

Proof:

Consider the ansatz ρ+ = σ̃+. Clearly it is always possible to represent σ̃+ = σ̃1+iσ̃2

2
as GHa†b/2

using the transformation mentioned above. Thus it is clear that Lρ+ gives the same eigenvalue as

L(GHa†b/2). The same conclusion applied for all other possible ansatzs.

Lemma 3.1: The previous theorem applies in the case of arbitrary square matrix ρ.

Proof:

Since Pauli matrices form an orthonormal basis, it is always possible to write any square matrix

A in term of Pauli matrices times the entries of A.

Lemma 3.2: The generalization of theorem 3.1 can be done in a straightforward manner using

the suitable Jordan-Schwinger map for higher spin representation.
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It is important to mention that we have considered pure harmonic oscillators in the decom-

position process. These are non-damping and not in connection with any bath. The eigenvalue

problem for damped harmonic oscillators can be found in [14].

Now in order to put these results into more mathematical friendly approach, we may use the

well-known Bargmann representation to express the creation and annihilation operators by com-

plex variables in the Bargmann space. This approach was initiated by Fock observation that the

commutator [ ∂
∂z
, z] = 1 is similar to the canonical commutation relation [a, a†] = 1[19]. The rigor-

ous treatment of the Hilbert space of analytic functions with Gaussian measure was done by Segal

and Bargmann in [20, 21].

Definition 3.1: The Bargmann or Segal-Bargmann spaces HL2(Cn, µ) are spaces of the holo-

morphic functions with Gaussian integration measure µ = (π)−ne−|z|2 and inner-product of the

form [20–24]

〈f |g〉µ = (π)−n

∫

Cn

f(z)g(z)e−|z|2dz, (37)

Where |z|2 = |z1|2 + · · ·+ |zn|2. Moreover, the monomials {zn/
√
n!} form an orthonormal basis in

the Bargmann space since

∫

dzdz

π
e−|z|2znzm = n!δnm. (38)

The Jordan-Schwinger map in the two-dimensional Bargmann space HL2(C2, µ) can be defined as

[25]

σ0 = z
∂

∂z
+ w

∂

∂w
, (39)

σ1 = z
∂

∂w
+w

∂

∂z
, (40)

σ2 = −i

(

z
∂

∂w
− w

∂

∂z

)

, (41)

σ3 = z
∂

∂z
− w

∂

∂w
. (42)

In this case, the eigenstates are f(z, w) = znawnb√
na!nb!

. The equations 30, 31,32,33 can be re-phrased

substituting a → ∂
∂z
, a† = z, b = ∂

∂w
and b† = w. In this way we define the density operators as a

function of these phase space coordinates i.e. ρ̃(z, w).

The Quantum Decomposition Algorithm (QDA):
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1. Determine the quantum master equation for qubits or multi-level systems:

Lρ =
1

i~
[HS, ρ] +

∑

k

γk
2
D[Xk]ρ (43)

2. Write the ansatz ρ as a function of the operators a,b and their Hermitian conjugates using

Jordan-Schwinger map i.e. ρ̃(a, b, a†, b†).

3- Solve the eigenvalue problem Lρ̃ = λρ̃

4- Repeat the procedure for all possible ansatzs and compute the eigenvalues.

To conclude, we have proposed a quantum decomposition algorithm (QDA) that decomposes

the quantum master equation of qubits and any multi-level system under various damping mech-

anisms into eigenvalue problem of the form Lρ̃ = ∂ρ̃
∂t

= λρ̃ where ρ̃ are density operators written

with respect to the phase-space variables. The main advantage of the proposed algorithm is the

possibility of simulating and solving the quantum master equation of any multi-level system by

means of two uncoupled harmonic oscillators only. Moreover, it helps in finding the eigenvalues

of damped spins. One immediate application of the proposed algorithm appears in the study of

the optimal population transfer in a dissipative three-level Λ system since the basis composed of

the dark-bright states and the intermediate lossy state facilitates the solution of the corresponding

optimal control problem [26]. Finally, it would be great to augment the QDA into other algorithms

such as Grover, Quantum Approximate Optimization Algorithm (QAOA) and others to decom-

pose the qubit with possible different dampings [27–34] and also to experimentally test QDA in

the NISQ era[35]. Moreover, the same algorithm can be used in the case of any master equation of

stochastic processes. For example, in the study of a multi-phase truncated Lévy flights which has

slow convergence rate to Gaussian process[36].
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