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We explore algebraic and dynamical consequences of unraveling general time-local master equations. We
show that the “influence martingale”, the paramount ingredient of a recently discovered unraveling framework,
pairs any time-local master equation with a one parameter family of Lindblad-Gorini-Kossakowski-Sudarshan
master equations. At any instant of time, the variance of the influence martingale provides an upper bound on
the Hilbert-Schmidt distance between solutions of paired master equations. Finding the lowest upper bound
on the variance of the influence martingale yields an explicit criterion of “optimal pairing”. The criterion
independently retrieves the measure of isotropic noise necessary for the structural physical approximation of
the flow the time-local master equation with a completely positive flow. The optimal pairing also allows us to
invoke a general result on linear maps on operators (the “commutant representation”) to embed the flow of a
general master equation in the off-diagonal corner of a completely positive map which in turn solves a time-local
master equation that we explicitly determine. We use the embedding to reverse a completely positive evolution,
a quantum channel, to its initial condition thereby providing a protocol to preserve quantum memory against
decoherence. We thus arrive at a model of continuous time error correction by a quantum channel.

PACS numbers: 03.65.Yz, 42.50.Lc

I. INTRODUCTION

A consequential result of stochastic analysis is the rep-
resentation of solutions of semi-linear differential equations
as Monte Carlo averages over random paths via Feynman-
Kac type formulae [1]. The result has ubiquitous applica-
tions because both in classical and quantum physics Monte
Carlo methods often provide the only viable integration strat-
egy when the number of involved degrees of freedom becomes
large [2].

In the theory of open quantum systems, the representation
of state operators as Monte Carlo averages over pure state op-
erators generated by classical stochastic processes is called
unraveling in quantum trajectories [3]. Different forms of
unravelings have been discovered in connection to quantum
measurement [4–9], possibly with delay and retrodiction [10–
12], to microscopic state reduction [13–16], in addition to
the scope of developing efficient computational algorithms in
high dimensional Hilbert spaces [17–20]. We refer to [21, 22]
for an overview of further recent applications.

A theoretical result on the dynamics of open system state
operators on finite dimensional Hilbert spaces supports the
generic existence of unravelings. Namely, it is possible
to prove that solutions of the Nakajima-Zwanzig integro-
differential equation [23] also satisfy a time-local master
equation almost everywhere in time [24–28]. The proof re-
quires the existence of a pseudo-inverse of the Nakajima-
Zwanzig solution map and is non-constructive. Nonetheless,
theoretical considerations permit to infer a unique and thus
canonical form of the time-local master equation [29] but not
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its explicit expression given a microscopic dynamics. Explicit
expressions are typically obtained by means of asymptotic ex-
pansions around scaling limits.

The most well known, and mathematically rigorous deriva-
tion [30] relies on the weak-coupling scaling limit, and leads
to the master equation derived by Lindblad [31], Gorini,
Kossakowski and Sudarshan [32] from the necessary and
sufficient conditions to generate a completely positive lin-
ear flow [33] on operators. Beyond weak coupling, time-
convolutionless perturbation theory [34–41] yields a system-
atic way to explicitly derive time-local master equations.

In the presence only of regularity assumptions, a time-local
master equation generates a completely bounded [42] flow i.e.
an infinitely divisible family [43] of linear maps on opera-
tors. Completely bounded flows may describe positive and
even completely positive dynamical maps when restricted to
subsets of initial conditions [44].

Very recently [45], we introduced a framework for unravel-
ing (solutions of) the general time-local and sufficiently reg-
ular master equation. The conceptual point of the unravel-
ing is to enforce the Wittstock-Paulsen canonical form of a
completely bounded map [46, 47]. To achieve this goal, we
included in the Monte-Carlo average pure states compatible
with the most general, non-linear with respect to the initial
data, physically admissible Kraus-type form [48, 49]. A mean
preserving martingale of the stochastic process generating the
dynamics - the influence martingale, as we called it - attributes
the proper weight and sign to each pure state in order to re-
cover a completely bounded map, on average.

In this paper, we explore algebraic and dynamical conse-
quences of unravelings based on the influence martingale and
obtain three main results.

We start from the universal canonical form of the time-local
master equation whose properties we recall in section II. We
prove that it is always possible to construct the unraveling us-

ar
X

iv
:2

20
9.

08
95

8v
1 

 [
qu

an
t-

ph
] 

 1
9 

Se
p 

20
22

mailto:brecht.donvil@uni-ulm.de
mailto:paolo.muratore-ginanneschi@helsinki.fi


2

ing only pure-states whose evolution law corresponds to the
completely positive Kraus form [37]. In other words, we re-
strict the generation of the statistics to pure states whose av-
erage in the absence of the influence martingale specifies a
completely positive flow. In such a formulation of the unravel-
ing, the influence martingale pairs a completely bounded mas-
ter equation to a one-parameter family of completely positive
master equations (section III). It is thus possible to introduce
a notion of optimality of the pairing (section IV) based on the
minimization of the Hilbert-Schmidt distance of a snapshot of
the solution of the completely bounded master equation from
that of an element of the completely positive family. Namely,
the variance of the influence martingale always provides an
upper bound on the Hilbert-Schmidt squared distance. The
dynamics of the influence martingale is always enslaved to
that of random pure-state operators whose contribution to the
Monte Carlo average it weighs. Nevertheless, it is possible
to find a lowest upper bound to the variance of the influence
martingale universal with respect to the state of the stochastic
process and thus providing an “optimal pairing” criterion. Re-
markably, the optimal criterion implies that the growth rate of
the influence martingale must be proportional to the minimum
rate of quantum isotropic noise that must be added to a com-
pletely bounded flow over an infinitesimal time step to recover
a completely positive evolution [29, 50]. Quantum isotropic
noise is described the maximally mixed state generated by the
depolarizing map. Adding a depolarizing channel to a positive
flow serves the purpose of engineering entanglement witness
operators suited to laboratory implementation. The procedure
is referred to as the structural physical approximation [51].
Thus, the optimal pairing criterion recovers physical informa-
tion specifying a well known indicator of the deviation of a
flow on operators from a completely positive evolution [52].
Altogether, these results constitute the first main contribution
of the paper.

In section V, we derive an algebraic property of the op-
timal pairing. Namely, optimally paired completely positive
and completely bounded flows, the latter rescaled by a uni-
versal factor, specify the blocks of a two parameter family
of completely positive maps on operators acting on the ex-
tended Hilbert space C2 ⊗ H. The embedding family is in
turn solution of a Lindblad-Gorini-Kossakowski-Sudarshan,
or completely positive, master equation which we explicitly
determine. We thus introduce a notion of optimal embedding
of a completely bounded map which is a second main result
of this work. The existence of the embedding is guaranteed by
a corollary to the proof of existence of the “commutant” rep-
resentation of completely bounded maps [53]. We also con-
trast (section V A) the optimization we introduce with the one
interwoven with the definition of the “triple norm” of a com-
pletely bounded map [53].

The optimal embedding paves the way to a protocol to re-
cover the initial state of an open quantum system by means
of a measurement on another completely positive evolution.
Namely, in section VII we consider the dynamics of the in-
verse flow of a completely positive evolution. Next, we use
the results of section V to embed the inverse flow into a com-
pletely positive flow on operators on C2 ⊗ H. Physically,

the embedding corresponds to coupling a completely positive
evolution in the Hilbert space of the original system to an an-
cillary qubit. If the input to the quantum channel on C2 ⊗H
is the tensor product of an adapted state operator operators of
the ancillary qubit with the value of the state operator onH at-
tained over a completely positive evolution, the output is such
that a measurement on the ancilla retrieves the initial value of
the state operator on H. We emphasize that this reversal pro-
tocol can be also applied to a completely positive evolution
due to the action of a completely bounded flow on a special
initial data, and therefore not described by a Lindblad-Gorini-
Kossakowski-Sudarshan completely positive master equation.
Reversal is exact for any initial data. This is at variance with
protocols based on the Petz recovery map that can only recon-
struct exactly a reference state but have the advantage of not
requiring an ancilla [54].

In the theory of continuous time error correction [55–59]
(see e.g. [60] for a general overview of quantum error correc-
tion), decoherence operators in the master equation model un-
wanted interactions with the environment of a quantum com-
puting device. We thus conclude section VII by briefly dis-
cussing potential application of the recovery-by-embedding
protocol to quantum error correction.

The application of the influence-martingale-induced em-
bedding to the reversal of a quantum evolution is the third
main contribution of this work.

Finally, in section VIII we comment on the application of
the influence martingale framework to certain non-canonical
forms of the time-local master equation. We use section II and
the appendices to fix the notation and recall some auxiliary
results.

II. CANONICAL FORM OF THE TIME-LOCAL MASTER
EQUATION

Our starting point is the discussion of the unique canoni-
cal form of time-local master equations in section II of [29].
We summarize the points relevant to the present work. We
suppose that the open system is defined on a Hilbert space H
of finite dimension d. The space B(H) of bounded operators
acting onH then reduces to the set of d × d dimensional ma-
tricesMd. We regardMd as a Hilbert space with respect to
the Hilbert-Schimdt inner product [61]. Any time-local mas-
ter equation governing the evolution of the open system state
operator ρt is amenable to the form

∂tρt = −ı [Ht ,ρt] +

L∑
l=1

wl;t DLl;t
(ρt) (1a)

DLl;t
(ρt) =

1

2

([
Ll;t ,ρt L†l;t

]
+
[
Ll;t ρt ,L

†
l;t

])
(1b)

The existence proof of (1) has a long history see e.g. [24–26].
It can be simply obtained from the Nakajima-Zwanzig equa-
tion (see e.g. [23]) under the hypothesis that the solution map
from an initial time t0 has a continuous inverse in an interval
of finite duration [27, 28]. The existence proof thus implies
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a parametric dependence of (1) upon t0. Multi-scale pertur-
bation theory typically involve a coarse-grain of time scales
[62]. Hence, in explicit derivations by time convolutionless
perturbation theory [34–41] t0 can be approximated to zero.

In (1a) we denote by H the self-adjoint Hamiltonian opera-
tor, eventually time dependent. In the absence of the “dissipa-
tor” D, the commutator in (1a) is the generator of an unitary
dynamics. The dissipator encapsulates non conservative inter-
actions with the environment. In the canonical form (1b), D is
manifestly trace and self-adjointness preserving. Distinguish-
ing traits of the canonical form are [29]:
i the sum ranges over L= d2−1 addends corresponding to a

collection {Ll;t}Ll=1 of decoherence, or Lindblad’s, opera-
tors. At any time t, the union of the collection together with
the normalized identity operator, constitutes an orthonor-
mal basis ofMd with respect to the Hilbert-Schimdt inner
product:

Tr Ll;t = 0 & Tr
(

L†l;t Lk;t

)
= δl,k (2)

ii the completeness relation inMd implies , that the decoher-
ence operators satisfy the positive operator valued measure-
ment type condition

L∑
l=1

L†l;t Ll;t = g1H (3)

with g = (d2 − 1)/d. We prove (3) in appendix B;
iii the decoherence operators are unique modulo unitary trans-

formations. The time dependence in general cannot be re-
moved by unitary transformations unless d = 2;

iv the time dependent functions {wl;t}Ll=1 in (1b) are
uniquely determined by the canonical representation. They
are referred to in [29] as canonical decoherence rates a ter-
minology that we adopt here too at variance with [45] where
we called them “weights”;

v the canonical decoherence rates in (1b) are not sign definite.
In the present work we also surmise that canonical rates are
sufficiently regular bounded functions. The latter assump-
tion is expected to generically hold over finite time intervals
[63]. From the mathematical point of view, (1) is equivalent
to a system of d2 − 1 linear ordinary non-autonomous non-
homogeneous differential equations as as can be verified by
adopting the coherent vector representation [29]. Under the
regularity assumptions we hypothesize, existence and unique-
ness theorems of ordinary differential equations [33] ensure
that we can construe any solution of (1) as the application on
the initial data of a two parameter linear flow

Bt,s : Md 7→ Md

enjoying by definition in a time interval I the group properties

Bt,s = Bt,vBv,s ∀ t, v, s ∈ I
Bs,s = Id ∀ s ∈ I

Id being the identity map on Md. The uniqueness of
the canonical rates (property iv) permits to rephrase the

result of the axiomatic derivation of the Lindblad-Gorini-
Kossakowski-Sudarshan master equation [31, 32] by saying
that the flow is completely positive if and only if the canon-
ical decoherence rates are positive definite. In such a case,
the flow is always amenable to the canonical Choi-Stinespring
form [64–66]

ρt = Bt,s(ρs) =

N∑
a=1

Ba;t,s ρs B†a;t,s

for some N ≥ 0 and a collection of two parameter families
of operators B also satisfying

N∑
a=1

B†a;t,s Ba;t,s = 1H

to enforce trace preservation.
Here, we only suppose that the canonical decoherence rates

are bounded functions of time with at least one of them taking
negative values over the time horizon of interest. In such a
case, the flow is a completely bounded linear map [42]. In the
finite dimensional setup this means that completely bounded
maps are the most general linear maps between matrix spaces
[67]. The Wittstock-Paulsen decomposition [46, 47] yields
the canonical form

ρt = Bt,s(ρs)

=

N(+)∑
a=1

B
(+)
a;t,s ρs B

(+)†
a;t,s −

N(−)∑
a=1

B
(−)
a;t,s ρs B

(−)†
a;t,s (4)

as the difference of complete positive maps. In this case be-
comes

N(+)∑
a=1

B
(+)†
a;t,t0 B

(+)
a;t,t0 = 1H+

N(−)∑
a=1

B
(−)†
a;t,t0 B

(−)
a;t,t0

The Wittstock-Paulsen representation may also be interpreted
as the diagonal form of the “commutant” representation [53]
(see also appendix D)

Bt,s(ρs) =

Ñ∑
a,b=1

Ca,b;t,s B̃a;t,s ρsB̃
†
b;t,s

The physical relevance of completely bounded master equa-
tions, i.e. canonical master equations with non-positive def-
inite canonical rates stems from the following observations.
Completely positive evolution maps may be described as spe-
cial solutions of a completely bounded master equation. This
is a situation encountered in models where the partial trace can
be exactly evaluated see e.g. [68, 69]. We recall the general
mechanism in appendix A. More generally, complete positiv-
ity is only a sufficient condition [70] that a linear operator map
should satisfy in order to preserve positivity. In other words,
positivity preserving maps overMd, referred somewhat mis-
leadingly as positive maps, do not need to have a positive
spectrum when regarded as linear maps on a d2-dimensional
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vector space. In particular, a positive map always admits the
representation (4) although the representation does not deter-
mine a-priori whether the map is indeed positive [61]. It is,
however, fair to add that from the foundational point of view,
the interpretation of non-completely positive maps as dynam-
ical maps is contentious see e.g. [71, 72] although their phe-
nomenological use is widely accepted [73].

We refer to [42, 44, 61] for further properties of completely
bounded maps.

III. UNRAVELING-PAIRED COMPLETE POSITIVE MAP

In [45] we prove that unraveling of a state operator solution
of (1) is amenable to the form

ρt = E
(
µtψtψ

†
t

)
(5)

where the expectation value is over a classical piecewise-
deterministic process [37]. The logic underlying the proof of
the unraveling is as follows. The interpretation of ψt in (5) as
a physical state vector requires it to take values on the Bloch
hyper-sphere

‖ψt‖2 = 1

with probability one. As a consequence, trace preservation
imposes that µt must be a mean value preserving martingale
adapted to the natural filtration {Ft}t≥ t0 [74] of the process{
ψt,ψ

†
t

}
t≥ t0

. In other words, µt is a functional of ψs, ψ†s
for any time s up to but no greater than t. As a consequence,
at any instant of time it is always possible to define

µ
(±)
t = max (0 ,±µt)

in order to recover at statistical level a Wittstock-Paulsen de-
composition (4)

ρt = E
(
µ
(+)
t ψtψ

†
t − µ

(−)
t ψtψ

†
t

)
We now show that the proof of the unraveling holds true even
under the more restrictive hypothesis than in [45] that the ex-
pectation value

ρ̃t = Eψtψ
†
t (6)

is itself the solution of a Lindblad-Gorini-Kossakowski-
Sudarshan master equation. We refer to (6) as the completely
positive “unraveling-paired” state operator. We require ψt to
exactly satisfy a non-linear, Bloch hyper-sphere preserving Itô
stochastic Schrödinger equation of the form [6, 8, 17]

dψt = dtft +

L∑
l=1

dνl;t

(
Ll;tψt
‖Ll;tψt‖

−ψt
)

(7a)

ft = −ı Htψt −
L∑
l=1

rl;t
L†l;t Ll;t−‖Ll;tψt‖2 1H

2
ψt

(7b)

ψt0 = z (7c)

with z†z = 1 and

rl;t ≥ 0 ∀ l= 1, . . . ,L (8)

positive definite rate functions whose explicit value will be
determined below. The dynamics of ψ†t straightforwardly
follows by applying the dual conjugation operation to (7).
The influence martingale process {µt}t≥ t0 satisfies the Itô
stochastic differential equation

dµt = µt

L∑
l=1

(
wl;t

rl;t
− 1

)
dιl;t (9a)

dιl;t = dνl;t − rl;t ‖Ll;tψt‖2 dt (9b)
µt0 = 1 (9c)

In (7a), (9b) the {dνl;t}Ll=1 denote the increments of the in-
dependent unraveling processes [21, 37]:

dνl;tdνk,t = dνl;tdιk;t = δl,kdνl;t (10a)

E
(
dνl;t

∣∣ {ψt ,ψ†t} ∩ Ft
)

= rl;t ‖Ll;tψt‖2 dt (10b)

for l,k = 1, . . . ,L. The stochastic differential in (9a) are the
compensated increments of the counting process (9a). This
fact together with boundedness assumptions on the rates rl;t
ensures that {µt}r≥ t0 enjoys the martingale property.

According to these definitions, it is an immediate con-
sequence of [3, 6, 17, 75, 76] that the Lindblad-Gorini-
Kossakowski-Sudarshan master equation governing (6) is

∂tρ̃t = −ı [Ht , ρ̃t] +

L∑
l=1

rl;t DLl;t
(ρ̃t) (11)

In order to ensure that (5) indeed satisfies (1) we impose the
unraveling conditions

wl;t = rl;t − ct (12)

The self-consistency of (12) hinges upon the requirement that
the positive-definite function ct must fulfill the inequality

ct > − min
l=1,...,L

wl;t ≡ |wl?;t| (13)

Figure 1a yields a graphical proof of the self-consistence of
the unraveling conditions.

If we now insert (12) into the drift (7b) and use (3) on the
Bloch hyper-sphere we recover the form of the drift hypothe-
sized in [45]

ft = −ı Htψt −
L∑
l=1

wl;t

L†l;t Ll;t−‖Ll;tψt‖2 1H

2
ψt

(14)

A straightforward application of Itô lemma as done in [45]
completes the proof. For readers’ convenience we reproduce
the steps of the calculation in appendix C.

Some remarks are here in order. First, time dependence of
decoherence rates and operators does not play any role in the
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proof. Second, the unraveling (7) models a continuous time
record of indirect measurements of the system gathered by
means of decoherence channels consistent with the orthonor-
mal conditions (2). We emphasize, however, that only the
weaker condition (3) is needed for (5) and (6) to hold simul-
taneously true. Hence, the unraveling also holds when the
time-local master (1) is not in canonical form (i.e. L is ar-
bitrary and the conditions (2) are not satisfied) if (3) is sat-
isfied. In fact, in section VIII we show how to release (3) in
the non-canonical setup. The drawback of non-canonical mas-
ter equations is that the signs of the rates do not immediately
characterize the properties of the flow as linear operator map
[29].

IV. AN OPTIMIZATION CRITERION FOR THE
INFLUENCE MARTINGALE

The Itô stochastic differential equation governing the in-
fluence martingale is enslaved to the stochastic Schrödinger
equation (30) and exactly integrable given the solution of this
latter equation. In particular, for any physical path of ψt on
the Bloch hyper-sphere we get

µt = eg
∫ t
t0

ds cs λt

where λt is the step process satisfying the Itô stochastic dif-
ferential equation

dλt = −ct λt
L∑
l=1

dνl;t
wl;t + ct

(15a)

λt0 = 1 (15b)

So far the the positive function ct in the unraveling conditions
(12) is arbitrary and only subject to the constraint (13). The
interpretation of the variance of the influence martingale sug-
gests a criterion to resolve such indeterminacy. Namely, let us
consider

ωt = (µt − 1)ψtψ
†
t

and its variance

0 ≤ Tr E (ωt − Eωt)
2

= Tr Eω2
t − Tr(Eωt)

2

We readily arrive at the inequality

Tr(ρt − ρ̃t)2 ≤ Eµ2
t − 1 (16)

stating that the variance of the influence martingale yields
an upper-bound on the squared Hilbert-Schmidt distance be-
tween the completely bounded and the unraveling-paired
completely positive state operator. From the information-
theoretic point of view we may interpret the variance of the
influence martingale as a χ-squared divergence [77] between
bounded (pseudo-probability) measures.

The dynamics of the second moment of the influence mar-
tingale allows us to delve deeper on the consequences of the

inequality (16). Itô lemma yields

E dµ2
t =

L∑
l=1

c2
t

wl;t + ct
(Eµ2

t ‖Ll;tψt‖2)dt

By (13) (see Fig. 1b) the right hand side is positive definite
and admits an universal upper bound with respect to the state
of the system. Namely, upon using (3) the sum reduces to

E dµ2
t ≤

gc2
t Eµ2

t

−|wl?;t|+ ct
dt (17)

The choice

c?t = 2 |wl?;t| (18)

yields the minimum upper bound in (17) and as a conse-
quence an analytic estimate of the variance of the influence
martingale. Notably, for a completely positive master equa-
tion (18) is consistent with the reduction of the martingale
to a dispersion-less process and thus the vanishing of the χ-
squared divergence.

A further consequence of (18) is the confinement of the step
process (15):

|λt| ≤ 1 ∀ t ≥ t0 (19)

To prove confinement we observe that a jump of the l-
counting processes on the right hand side of (15a) yields

λt+dt =
wl;t

wl;t + 2 |wl?;t|
λt

where by definition (see Fig 1c)∣∣∣∣ wl;t

wl;t + 2 |wl?;t|

∣∣∣∣ ≤ 1 (20)

The confinement in the unit interval of the absolute value
of the step process allows us to invoke the commutant rep-
resentation of a completely bounded map [53] (see also ap-
pendix D) to conclude that the evolution of the stochastic state
operator inM2 d

ςt =
12 +λt σ1

2
⊗ ψtψ†t (21)

is governed by a completely positive trace preserving map. In
(21) and below σi, i = 1, 2, 3 denote the Pauli matrices.

A. Relation with minimum rate of isotropic noise and
structural physical approximation

We can interpret the optimal criterion (18) as the condition
that determines, under the constraints imposed by the unravel-
ing, the closest completely positive flow to that generated by
a given completely bounded master equation. In this formu-
lation, the optimization problem is reminiscent of the quan-
tification of the distance of a snapshot of quantum evolution
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FIG. 1: Graphical proof of the unraveling and its consequences.

from a completely positive map studied in [50]. In order to ar-
rive to a computable quantifier, the authors of [50] introduce
a version of the structural physical approximation [51] which
leads to the definition of the minimum rate of isotropic noise
n?t . To exhibit the connection between these concepts, we re-
fer to the derivation of the minimum rate of isotropic noise
presented in [29]. Over an infinitesimal time interval the flow
of (1) maps an arbitrary state operator ρ as

Bt+dt,t(ρ) = ρ+ dtLt(ρ) (22)

where Lt(ρ) denotes the right hand side of (1). In general,
(22) only describes a completely bounded evolution. To extri-
cate from (22) a completely positive map it is sufficient [51] to
add completely depolarizing channel with a rate large enough
to offset the most negative eigenvalue of the Choi matrix of
(22). Explicitly, this means to determine the minimum value
of nt such that

Pt+dt,t[nt](ρ) = (1− dtnt)Bt+dt,t(ρ) + dtnt
1H
d

≈ ρ+ dt

(
Lt(ρ) + nt

(
1H
d
− ρ

))
(23)

is completely positive. The analysis of the Choi matrix of (23)
detailed in appendix C of [29] proves that

n?t = d |wl?;t| =
d

2
c?t

The optimization (23) corresponds to a structural physical ap-
proximation applied to the infinitesimal increment of a flow.
We recall that in [51] Horodecki and Ekert introduce the struc-
tural physical approximation in connection with the positive
map criterion stating that the state operator ρ of a bipartite
system is separable if and only if

(Id⊗ Λ)(ρ) ≥ 0

i.e. (Id ⊗ Λ)(ρ) is positive definite for all maps Λ positive
but non-completely positive maps of operators acting on the
Hilbert space of one of the constituents. The structural physi-
cal approximation corresponds to the minimal deformation of

(Id⊗ Λ) by a depolarizing map which occasion a completely
positive maps. Hence, the structural physical approximation
opens the way to laboratory realization of entaglement witness
operations. We refer to [78] a recent review of this subject.

V. “EMBEDDING” QUANTUM CHANNEL INDUCED BY
THE INFLUENCE MARTINGALE

The question naturally arises whether the expectation
value of (21) specifies the solution of a Lindblad-Gorini-
Kossakowski-Sudarshan master equation in M2 d. The an-
swer is positive. To see this, we start by observing that the
operator

%t = Eλtρtρ
†
t = e−g

∫ t
t0

ds csρt

satisfies the non-trace preserving master equation

∂t%t = −ı [Ht ,%t]

+

L∑
l=1

rl;t DLl;t
(ρt)− ct

L∑
l=1

Ll;t %t L†l;t (24)

implying

|Tr%t| ≤ 1

Next, we associate to each of the Lindblad operators in Md

two operators inM2 d

V2l−1;t = 12 ⊗ Ll;t

V2l;t = σ3 ⊗ Ll;t

with corresponding rates

v2l−1;t =
√
rl;t cos

θl;t
2

v2l;t =
√
rl;t sin

θl;t
2
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It is straightforward to verify that the operators
{Vl;t}2Ll=1satisfy the canonical relations (2) whereas the
rates are positive for

0 ≤ θl;t ≤ π (25)

As last step, we introduce the Lindblad-Gorini-Kossakowski-
Sudarshan master equation for the state operator γt on C2⊗H

∂tγt = −ı [12 ⊗ Ht ,γt] +

2L∑
l=1

vl;t DVl;t
(γt) (26)

Our definitions imply that

2∑
i=1

v2l−2+i;t V†2l−2+i;t V2l−2+i;t = rl;t 12 ⊗ L†l;t Ll;t

and
2∑

i=1

v2l−2+i;t V2l−2+i;t

[
γ1,1;t γ1,2;t
γ2,1;t γ2,2;t

]
V†2l−2+i;t

= rl;t

[
Ll;t γ1,1;t L†l;t cos θl;t Ll;t γ1,2;t L†l;t

cos θl;t Ll;t γ2,1;t L†l;t Ll;t γ2,2;t L†l;t

]
Hence, we are always entitled to relate diagonal blocks of γt
to the solution of (11) e.g. by setting

γ1,1;t = γ2,2;t =
1

2
ρ̃t

Furthermore, the off-diagonal blocks satisfy (24)

γ1,2;t = γ2,1;t =
1

2
%t

if the compatibility conditions

cos θl;t =
rl;t − ct

rl;t
=

wl;t

wl;t + ct
(27)

hold true. This is the case if ct is equal to the “optimal” value
(18) which implies the confinement condition (20). Further-
more the compatibility conditions (27) admit unique solutions
in the “principal branch” specified by the requirement (25) of
positive definite canonical rates.

To summarize, we have proven the identity

γt ≡
1

2

[
ρ̃t %t
%t ρ̃t

]
= E

(
12 +λt σ1

2
⊗ ψtψ†t

)
(28)

stating that the solution of a completely bounded master equa-
tion and the solution of the influence-martingale-optimally-
paired Lindblad-Gorini-Kossakowski-Sudarshan master can
be always construed as generated by completely positive di-
visible map evolving state operators on an embedding Hilbert
space C2 ⊗ H. Physically, (28) describes the interaction of
the original system with an ancillary qubit stylized in Fig 2.
In this latter Hilbert space, by the known theory e.g. [6, 17]
there also exists an unraveling of the form

γt = E ΨtΨ
†
t (29)

with Ψt a state vector solution of the Itô stochastic differential
equation

dΨt = dtFt +

2L∑
l=1

dNl;t

(
Vl;t Ψt

‖Vl;t Ψt‖
−Ψt

)
(30a)

Ft = −ı 12 ⊗ Ht Ψt

−
2L∑
l=1

vl;t

V†l;t Vl;t−‖Vl;t Ψt‖2 1C2⊗H

2
Ψt (30b)

driven by counting processes now characterized by

dNl;tdNk,t = δl,kdNl;t

E
(

dNl;t

∣∣ {Ψt ,Ψ
†
t

}
∩ F̃t

)
= vl;t ‖Vl;t Ψt‖2 dt{

F̃s

}
s≥ t0

being the natural filtration of
{
Ψs ,Ψ

†
s

}
s≥ t0

.

It is worth emphasizing that [79, 80] also introduce an em-
bedding Hilbert space, and specifically C3 ⊗ H, to unravel by
means of (30) the solution ρt of a completely bounded master
equation. The influence martingale has the double advantage
of requiring a smaller dimension of the Hilbert space and to
give direct access to off diagonal blocks thus overcoming the
need to introduce (30).

One motivation to the introduce the embedding representa-
tion is to provide an avenue for a continuous time measure-
ment interpretation [81] even in the case when ρt is non pos-
itive [45, 80]. In the coming section, we analyze the applica-
tion to time reversal of a completely positive evolution.

A. Remark on the Paulsen-Suen “triple”norm and optimal
definition of embedding

In [53] the examination of order theoretic characterizations
of the norm for completely bounded maps leads Paulsen-Suen
to introduce a new norm, referred to as “triple” in [82], for a
completely bounded map B. The definition the norm relies
on the idea of finding an optimal auxiliary completely posi-
tive map and trace preserving P permitting to embed B in a
completely positive map Edefined by

E

([
Y X
W Z

])
=

[
P(Y) B(X)
B†(W) P(Z)

]
Paulsen and Suen triple norm is thus

|||B||| = inf {‖P‖ such that Eis completely positive}
(31)

In the definition the infimum is over the operator norm ‖·‖cb.
In the finite dimensional case, the use of the canonical oper-
ator sum representation of P: Md 7→ Md for some integer
m

P(X) =

m∑
i=1

Ai X A†i
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Engineered
​ Reservoir



System

Qubit

FIG. 2: The master equation in Eq. (26) represents the dynamics of
the system and an auxiliary qubit. The system and qubit do not

interact via a Hamiltonian and the qubit has no internal dynamics.
However they do interact via the Lindblad operators V`;t that could

be realized by a specifically engineered reservoir.

yields

‖P‖ := sup
v∈H | ‖v‖≤ 1

∥∥∥∥∥
m∑
i=1

Ai A†i v

∥∥∥∥∥
A completely positive map satisfying |||B||| = ‖P‖ is called
“dominating” [53].

It has not escaped our notice that the optimization of the
variance of the influence martingale yields a value (18) that
is threshold to satisfy the embedding conditions (27). Larger
values of ct would be consistent with the embedding at the
price of larger values of the rates rl;t and consequently of
the operator norm of the realizations of the completely posi-
tive map in the diagonal blocks. The question naturally arises
whether restricting the optimization in the definition of the
triple norm to flows of master equations is equivalent to the
optimization we consider. We leave proving or disproving this
conjecture to future work.

VI. RECOVERY OF AN INITIAL STATE OPERATOR

The influence martingale framework unravels any com-
pletely bounded master equations. An appealing application
is time reversal of a completely positive evolution in a finite
time horizon [t0 , tf]. We start from the completely positive
canonical master equation (hl,t ≥ 0)

χ̇t = −ı [Ht ,χt] +

L∑
l=1

hl,t DLl;t
(χt) (32a)

χt0 = χι (32b)

and consider the involution of the time parameter

t[ = tf + t0 − t (33)

There are now two avenues to describe the evolution of the
inverse of the flow of (32)

A. Genuine backward dynamics

We define the reverse of the solution of (32) as

χ[t[ = χt

We use the “overdot” notation to indicate differentiation with
respect to the explicit time dependence:

χ̇[t[ ≡
d

dt[
χ[t[ =

dt

dt[
χ̇t = −χ̇t

We thus obtain the backward master equation

χ̇[t[ = ı
[
H[
t[ ,χ

[
t[

]
−

L∑
l=1

h[l;t[ DL
l;t[

(χ[t[) (34a)

χ[tf = χtf (34b)

where

H[
t[ = Ht

h[l;t[ = hl;t

To unravel (34) we introduce the descending filtration{
F[s
}
s≤ tf

of “future events” [83] i.e. a sequence of χ-algebras

increasing as the time t[ decreases from tf to t0. Correspond-
ingly, we consider the backward stochastic differential equa-
tion [84] in the post-point prescription

d[ψ[t[ = ψ[t[ −ψ
[
t[−dt

=

ı H[
t[ −

L∑
l=1

h[l;t[
L†l;t Ll;t−

∥∥Ll;tψ
[
t[

∥∥2
2

ψ[t[dt
−

L∑
l=1

dν[l;t[

(
Ll;tψ

[
t[∥∥Ll;tψ
[
t[

∥∥ −ψ[t[
)

(35)

The differentials

dν[l;t[ = ν[l;t[ − ν
[
l;t[−dt

of the counting processes in (35) satisfy the same differen-
tial algebra relations of forward increments (10a). In conse-
quence of the post-point prescription we require that counting
process differentials are characterized by conditional expecta-
tions with respect to the descending filtration

E
(

d[ν[l;t[
∣∣ {ψ[t[ ,ψ[†t[} ∩ F[t[

)
= h[t[

∥∥∥Ll;tψ
[
t[

∥∥∥2 dt

Backwards Itô differential formula

dχ[t[ = E d[
(
ψ[t[ψ

[†
t[

)
= E

(
d[ψt[

)[
ψ[†
t[

+ E
(
ψ[t[d

[ψ[†
t[

)
− E

((
d[ψt[

)
d[ψ[†

t[

)
recovers (34a). The terminal condition (34a) is implemented
by assigning the terminal condition on the state vector from a
probability distribution such that

χtf = Eψ[tfψ
[†
tf
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Clearly paths solution of (35) are not reversed path of the un-
raveling of (32) but realization of a distinct stochastic process
whose connection to (32) resides in the second order statistics:

χt = Eψ[t[ψ
[†
t[

Although mathematically straightforward, from the physical
point of view the existence of the process (35) appears to be
mostly of conceptual interest.

B. Forward implementation of the backward dynamics

In order to describe the reversed dynamics in terms of a
time variable t increasing from t0 to tf we posit

χ[t = χtf+t0−t (36)

In such a case, we arrive at the completely bounded canonical
master equation

χ̇[t = ı
[
Htf+t0−t ,χ

[
t

]
−

L∑
l=1

hl;tf+t0−t DLl;t
(χ[t) (37a)

χ[t0 = χtf (37b)

The use of the influence martingale yields the identity

χ̇[t = eg
∫ tf
t0

ds cs Eλtψtψ
†
t (38)

where the state vector solves the forward Itô stochastic differ-
ential equation (7) once we perform in (7b) the replacement

Ht → −Htf+t0−t,

we impose the unraveling conditions

rl;t = ct − hl;tf+t0−t

with

ct = 2 max
l=1,...,L

hl;tf+t0−t

and we sample the initial condition (7c) from a probability
such that (37b) holds. These requirements entail that the pro-
cess {λt}t≥ t0 in (38) satisfies the equation

dλt = −λt
L∑
l=1

(
hl;tf+t0−t

rl;t
+ 1

)
dνl;t

subject as usual to the initial condition λt0 = 1.
We emphasize that the jumping rates of the forward dynam-

ics unraveling (37) in general differ from those unraveling the
forward dynamics (32) we are reversing:

rl;t 6= hl;t

If however, the microscopic dynamics yields

hl;t = 1 ∀ l= 1, . . . ,L & t ∈ [t0 , tf]

we get immediately

rl;t = 1 ∀ l= 1, . . . ,L & t ∈ [t0 , tf]

This situation maybe encountered for an open system dynam-
ics brought about by an environment described by an equilib-
rium ensemble in the high temperature limit. In this particular
case, and for a purely dissipative dynamics (Ht = 0) the in-
sertion of the martingale process

µt = e2 g (t−t0) λt

in the average maps the unraveling of the forward master
equation (32) into that of the forward representation of the
reversed dynamics (37) according to (36).

VII. RECOVERY BY EMBEDDING IN A QUANTUM
CHANNEL

The embedding the completely bounded flow of (37) in a
completely positive map of section V allows us to design an
operational protocol to reverse a quantum evolution. The pro-
tocol consists of the following steps
i we wish to recover ρt0 given

ρtf = Ptf,t0(ρt0)

where Ptf,t0 is a completely positive map solving for t ∈
[t0, tf] (32) or more generally (1);

ii we couple the system to an ancillary qubit and define the
tensor product state

γtf =
12 +σ1

2
⊗ ρtf

iii γtf specifies the input of a quantum channel of the type (26)
such that the off-diagonal corners of the flow generated by
the channel satisfy

Bt+tf−t0,tf = P−1t,t0 ∀ t ∈ [t0, tf]

iv we obtain in output the initial value of the state operator by
performing a measurement on the ancilla space according
to

ρt0 = e
g
∫ 2tf−t0
tf

ds cs Tr1
(
σ1 ⊗ 1H γ2tf−t0

)
where Tr1 denotes the partial trace with respect to the first
argument of the tensor product.

In order to illustrate the protocol with an actual example, we
consider the completely positive master equation

∂tχt = − ı [Ht,χt] + g Dσ+ (χt) + g eβ ω Dσ− (χt) (39)

which models the evolution of a driven qubit in contact with a
thermal reservoir stylized in Fig. 3. The ladder operators

σ± =
σ1 ± ı σ2

2
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FIG. 3: Stylized description of a qubit-bath interaction

0 1 2
0

0.5

1

t

Forward 〈σ+σ−〉
〈σ−σ+〉

Backward 〈σ+σ−〉
〈σ−σ+〉

Martingale

FIG. 4: Example of a forward evolution described by the master
equation (39), with g = 0.1 and β = ω = 1 and

Ht = σ3/2 + 3 sin(15 t)σ1 from t = 0 to t = 1. From t = 1 to
t = 2 we recover the initial state. The full lines show the recovery

using the embedding and performing an off-diagonal measurement.
The diamonds show the recovery using the martingale.

readily satisfy (3). The caption of Fig. 4 specifies the param-
eters necessary to reproduce the numerics.

We can also recover the initial state of the dynamics by un-
raveling the completely bounded dynamics describing the off-
diagonal corner of the embedding flow with the influence mar-
tingale. Points of the reverse trajectory computed by means
of the influence martingale are marked by diamonds in Fig.
4. From the numerical point of view, the use of the unravel-
ing offers an advantage with respect to direct integration of
the master equation only for systems with a sufficiently large
number of states [45]. Convergence of the numerical simu-
lations is in all cases guaranteed by standard results on the
solutions of stochastic differential equations driven by count-
ing processes [85]. We notice that, at least in principle, an
operational implementation of the influence martingale algo-
rithm is also possible. The implementation requires, however,
post-selection by a classical apparatus. Namely, the protocol
presumes storing the outcomes of continuous weak measure-
ment records on a classical register. We suppose that each
sequence of detected events in the record reconstructs a quan-
tum trajectory. Hence each sequence must enter the average
with a weigh determined by the corresponding realization of
the influence martingale. This latter depends only on the mea-

sured detection rates which can be inferred from (12), (18).
We conclude this section with some comments on the po-

tential relevance of recovery protocol from the embedding for
quantum error correction.

One of the main challenges in quantum computing is to ef-
ficiently protect quantum memory from decoherence effects,
construed as errors see e.g. [21, 60]. In particular, it is de-
sirable to implement any quantum error correction process
by means of a quantum circuit without invoking any clas-
sical apparatus and using only a few ancillary qubits. The
recovery-by-embedding protocol only presumes completely
positive operations and indirect measurement of an ancillary
qubit. The full recovery the initial state of dynamics of a
d-state system only calls for the addition of one ancillary
qubit. The protocol applies also in the case when the com-
pletely positive evolution in input is a particular solution of
the canonical time local master equation. Over finite time in-
tervals of time, the canonical time-local master equation pro-
vides a description of open quantum system dynamics equiv-
alent to the Nakajima-Zwanzig equation. In this sense, the
recovery-by-embedding protocol does not require modeling
decoherence-induced errors by means of the Lindblad-Gorini-
Kossakowski-Sudarshan equation that was criticized in [86].

In summary, the influence martingale relates the recovery
of the initial state operator evolved by a completely positive
master equation to the unraveling of another completely posi-
tive master equation.

VIII. ON THE UNRAVELING OF NON-CANONICAL
FORMS OF THE MASTER EQUATION

We now turn to describe how to proceed in certain situations
when (3) is not granted a priori.

To start with, let us suppose that only some of the canonical
decoherence rates {wl;t}Ll=1 in (1) are non-positive definite.
In [45] we consider an example of this situation. It might be
computationally convenient to construct an influence martin-
gale enslaved only to the counting processes corresponding
the “non-positive definite” decoherence channels. The appar-
ent drawback is that we cannot expect that the correspond-
ing operators satisfy the positive operator valued type condi-
tion (3). There is, however, a straightforward workaround to
the problem. For simplicity of presentation, we illustrate the
workaround surmising that in the master equation there are L′

decoherence channel not satisfying (3), the extension to other
related cases being straightforward. Indeed, we can always
include in the drift of the stochastic Schrödinger equation an
additional operator L0 such that

L′∑
l=0

Ll;t Ll;t = g̃′ 1H

and, correspondingly, a counting process with increments
dν0;t also satisfying the differential algebra (10). Next, we
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associate to the Itô stochastic Schrödinger

dψt = gtdt+

L′∑
l=0

dνl;t

(
Ll;tψt
‖Ll;tψt‖

−ψt
)

(40a)

gt = −ıHtψt −
L′∑
l=0

rl;t
L†l;t L−‖Ll;tψt‖2

2
ψt (40b)

the influence martingale equation

dµt = µt

 L′∑
l=1

(
wl;t

rl;t
− 1

)
dιl;t − dι0;t


dιl;t = dνl;t − rl;t ‖Ll;tψt‖2 dt

In words, by enforcing the condition w0;t = 0 the influence
martingale suppresses paths solution of (40) whenever a jump
of the counting process {ν0;t}t≥ t0 occurs. It thus remain to
verify that the unraveling conditions

rl;t = wl;t + ct ≥ 0

ct = 2 max
l=1,...,L′

(−wl;t)

ensure that the drift (40b) recovers the form (14) hypothesized
in the proof [45] of the unraveling applies. The dynamics (40)
preserve by construction the Bloch hyper-sphere as (7) does.
On the Bloch hyper-sphere the identity the chain of identities

gt =

L′∑
l=0

(wl;t + ct)
L†l;t Ll;t−‖Ll;tψt‖2

2
ψt

= ct

L′∑
l=0

L†l;t Ll;t−‖Ll;tψt‖2

2
ψt+

L′∑
l=1

wl;t

L†l;t Ll;t−‖Ll;tψt‖2

2
ψt

=

L′∑
l=1

wl;t

L†l;t Ll;t−‖Ll;tψt‖2

2
ψt = ft

hold true. Hence, we recover (14) and the proof of the unravel-
ing by a completely positive stochastic state vector dynamics
is complete.

Finally, we describe a physically relevant application of the
workaround. As well known, the master equation (1) is invari-
ant if we replace Hamilton and decoherence operators with

L̃l;t = Ll;t +cl;t 1H

H̃t = Ht−
ı

2

L∑
l=1

wl;t

2

(
c̄l;t Ll;t−cl;t L†l;t

)
The unraveling is, however, not invariant under the transfor-

mation. In particular, the
{

L̃l;t

}L

l=1
do not satisfy the positive

operator valued measurement type condition (3). Neverthe-
less, the resulting stochastic Schrödinger equation models a
measurement setup which in the completely positive case can
be experimentally realized by homodyne detection [21].

IX. DISCUSSION AND OUTLOOK

The influence martingale [45] provides a general frame-
work to unravel in quantum trajectories solutions of the
canonical master equation to which any time-local open quan-
tum system dynamics is always reducible [29]. Results such
as those of [27, 28] prove the equivalence of the time-local
and the time-non-local Nakajima-Zwanzig descriptions of a
quantum open system dynamics, at least on finite time inter-
vals [63]. Hence, the influence martingale offers a general and
in principle exact unraveling of any open system dynamics. In
practice, however, application of the method generically relies
on time convolutionless perturbation theory.

From the mathematical point of view, the unraveling con-
sists in solving a system of d + 1 ordinary stochastic Itô
differential equations. It is thus computationally equivalent
to the unraveling of the completely positive master equation
[17] because the statistics of state-vector dependent counting
processes is usually reconstructed from Poisson processes by
means of Girsanov’s change of measure formula [76].

The statistics generated by a stochastic Schrödinger equa-
tion models a weak measurement record. The physical in-
terpretation of the measurement record requires the statistics
to be non-anticipating (i.e. the present record cannot be af-
fected by events in the future see discussion e.g. in [9]) and
to establish a correspondence with an instrument i.e. a com-
pletely positive unital map see e.g. [6, 8, 81]. The influ-
ence martingale unraveling framework is by construction non-
anticipating. Together, the first two main results of the present
work imply that there are two “natural” Hilbert spaces where
we can relate a completely bounded flow to an instrument.
The first is the original Hilbert space H, because the stochas-
tic state vector evolution (7) may equivalently be used for the
unraveling of a completely bounded or completely positive
master equation. The second is the embedding Hilbert space
C2 ⊗ H, that can always be chosen to be the tensor product
of the Hilbert space of the system with that of an ancillary
qubit. The second avenue, embedding, is not new [79, 80].
The embedding induced by the influence martingale may be
regarded as, in some sense, minimal [53] and enjoys the prop-
erty that diagonal an non-diagonal blocks of the completely
positive flow are themselves flows of master equations in the
original Hilbert space. This latter property paves the way to
applications to recovery of an initial state of a quantum open
system evolution.

A criticism [86] to continuous time error correction the-
ory, is that modeling error build-up by the Lindblad-Gorini-
Kossakowski-Sudarshan master equation may be inaccurate in
realistic situations. We refer to [87] for a recent quantitative
appraisal of the criticism. The recovery protocol that we pro-
pose does not necessarily require that the completely positive
evolution to be reversed be the solution of a Lindblad-Gorini-
Kossakowski-Sudarshan master equation. It may well be a
particular solution of the completely bounded master equa-
tion (see als o discussion in appendix (A)). The recovery-by-
embedding protocol requires a detailed knowledge of the de-
coherence channels. This is however the case for any particu-
lar physical implementation of quantum computation (see e.g.
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supplementary information to [88]) and is therefore not a lim-
itation specific of the protocol.

In conclusion, the influence martingale unraveling frame-
work provides a numerically efficient and conceptually duc-
tile tool to analyze maps on operators and their “matrix block”
structure. A particularly interesting development is the quan-
tum state recovery protocol that the influence martingale natu-
rally brings about in view of potential applications to quantum
error correction.
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Appendix A: Memory effects as parametric dependence of the
generator

The derivation of (1) in e.g. [28] surmises the existence
of an instant of time t0 when the state operator of the micro-
scopic bipartite system is the tensor product of the state oper-
ators of the constituents: system and environment. Upon trac-
ing out the environment the system evolves from t0 according
to a completely positive operator evolution map Λ solution
of an integro-differential equation given by the Nakajiima-
Zwanzig projection operator. This time-non-local equation is
equivalent to a time-local master equation of the form

dΛt,t0
dt

= Lt−t0(Λt,t0) (A1a)

Λt0,t0 = Id (A1b)

in a time interval [t0 , tf] where Λ admits a continuous inverse.
Upon assuming that the generator Lt in [0 , tf−]t0 we may
then regard (A1) as a special case of the equation

dBt,s

dt
= Lt−t0(Bt,s)

Bs,s = Id

defining a flow Bs,s for any s, t ∈ [0 , tf − t0]. We immedi-
ately arrive at

Λt,t0 = Bt−t0,0(ρt0)

Whilst Λt,t0 is by construction completely positive, the flow is
generically completely bounded. To see this, we may consider
any v ≤ t and use the group properties of the flow to establish
the chain of identities

Λt,t0 = Bt−t0,v−t0Bv−t0,0 = Bt−t0,v−t0Λv,t0

We arrive at the identity

Bt−t0,v−t0(ρ) = (Λt,t0Λ−1v,t0)(ρ) ∀ρ ∈Md

The inverse of completely positive operator evolution map is
completely positive if and only if the map is unitary. Hence
Bt−t0,v−t0 is generically the composition of a completely
positive with a completely bounded map and is therefore only
completely bounded.

Appendix B: Proof of (3) if the master equation is in canonical
form

If (3) is in canonical form then {Ll;t}d
2−1

l=1 are related by
a unitary transformation to the elements of an orthonormal
basis of Md(H) whose Ld2 is proportional to the identity
[37]. Namely, upon writing the completeness relation in ma-
trix components ( A l k extricates the l, k entry from A)

d2∑
l=1

Ll;t i j L†l;t l k = δi k δj l

we get

d∑
l=1

d2∑
l=1

Ll;t i l L†l;t l k =

d∑
l=1

δi k δj j = d δi k

which readily implies

d2−1∑
l=1

Ll;t L†l;t =

(
d− 1

d

)
1H

The result can also be read as a consequence of Schur’s lemma
applied to the generators of su(d). Furthermore the result is
not affected by any unitary transformation of the basis ele-
ments.

Appendix C: Proof of the unraveling

Itô lemma for stochastic processes with finite quadratic
variation [74] implies that

d
(
µtψtψ

†
t

)
= (dµt)ψtψ

†
t + (µt + dµt)d

(
ψtψ

†
t

)
and

d
(
ψtψ

†
t

)
= (dψt)ψ

†
t +ψtdψ

†
t + (dψt)dψ

†
t

The explicit expressions of the differentials (7a), (9) and the
telescopic property of expectation values in the Itô prescrip-
tion e.g.

E
(

dνl;tψtψ
†
t

)
= E

(
E
(
dνl;t

∣∣Ft)ψtψ†t)
which immediately imply

E
(

dµtψtψ
†
t

)
= E

(
dιl;tψtψ

†
t

)
= 0 ∀ l

prove that (5) satisfies (1).
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Appendix D: Commutant representation

We recall that the adverb completely in reference to a prop-
erty enjoyed by a linear map B on B(H) indicates that that
the same property is enjoyed by the extension

Idk ⊗ B:

O1 1 . . . O1 k

...
...

...
Ok 1 . . . Ok k

 7→
B(O1 1) . . . B(O1 k)

...
...

...
B(Ok 1) . . . B(Ok k)



for any k ∈ N and Oi j’s in B(H).

We now summarize some of the results of [53] about
the representation of completely bounded maps also draw-
ing from the pedagogic presentations [67, 82]. Restricting
for simplicity the discussion to finite dimensional spaces,
the commutant representation of a completely bounded map
B: Md 7→ Md̃ consists in the fact that there exists a collec-
tion of d̃ × d rectangular matrices Ai i = 1, . . . ,m ≤ d d̃
satisfying the positive operator value measurement condition

m∑
i=1

Ai A†i = 1d̃

and a matrix T ∈ Mm such that for any X ∈ Md we can
write

B(X) =
[
A1 . . . Am

]
(T⊗ 1H)(1m⊗X)

A†1
...

A†m

 (D1)

The name “commutant” stems from the observation

(T⊗ 1H)(1m⊗X) = (1m⊗X)(T⊗ 1H)

In particular if T = 1m we recover the Choi-Stinespring rep-
resentation of a completely positive map. It is then convenient
to write (D1) in the Krauss operator product form

B(X) =

m∑
i,j=1

Ti,jAi X A†j

A consequence [53] of the existence of the commutant repre-
sentation is that the embedding linear map E: C2 ⊗ Md 7→
C2 ⊗ Md̃ defined by

E

([
Y X
W Z

])
=[ ∑m

i Ai Y A†i
∑m

i,j=1 Ti,jAi X A†j∑m
i,j=1 T̄i,jA†i W Aj

∑m
i Ai Y A†i

]

is completely positive if and only if the 2 md × 2 md
squared matrix

M =

[
1n⊗ 1H T⊗ 1H
T†⊗ 1H 1n⊗ 1H

]
is positive definite. The completely positive map

P(Y ) =

m∑
i

Ai Y A†i

appearing in the embedding map is called the “associated”
completely positive map. Finally, [53] addresses the prob-
lem of the uniqueness of the representation and proves that
the commutant representation is unique up to similarity under
the same conditions as the Choi-Stinespring representation in
the completely positive case [42].
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