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We show that the integrable Lindblad superoperators found recently can be used to build inte-
grable nonunitary quantum circuits with two-site gates by demonstrating that the R-matrices are
completely positive and trace preserving. Using the bond-site transformation, we obtain the cor-
responding integrable nonunitary quantum circuits with three-site gates. When restricted to the
diagonals of the density matrix, these quantum models reduce to integrable classical cellular au-
tomata. This approach may pave the way for a systematic construction of integrable nonunitary

quantum circuits.

I. INTRODUCTION

Nonequilibruim quantum dynamics has been a focus
of attention in theoretical and experimental physics in
the recent years. Compared to their equilibrium coun-
terparts, nonequilibrium systems are more challenging
to describe due to the explicit time-dependence of their
evolution. That generally involves coherent superposi-
tion of a large number of energy eigenstates, and not
only their statistical mixture. One key question has to
do with the ways an interacting quantum system reaches
[1, 2] (or evades [3]) thermodynamic equilibrium. Signif-
icant progress [4-11] has been achieved in understand-
ing of the thermalization both in continuous and discrete
models, especially in one-dimensional (1D) quantum sys-
tems. Some advanced numerical methods have been de-
veloped [12-15], yet they remain limited in accessible sys-
tem sizes and evolution times. A number of analytical
results have been obtained, especially in integrable sys-
tems where an extensive number of conserved quantities
strongly constrain the dynamics [16-18]. There, the gen-
eralized hydrodynamics approach, originally introduced
to study inhomogeneous quantum quenches in integrable
many-body systems, has been very fruitful [8-11]. Exact
analytical results have been obtained recently in systems
including the Lieb-Liniger model [19] and the folded XXZ
model [20-22].

Typically, integrating time evolution involves dis-
cretization of time, with the small time step ensuring
that only small changes in the state of the system during
a time step occur. However, discretizing time, without
assuming smallness of the time step, can also be useful for
modeling physical systems. Thus obtained quantum cel-
lular automata (QCA) are locality-preserving maps that
act in discrete space and time [23, 24], and can be re-
garded as a special kind of tensor network [15, 24]. The
focus of this paper are QCA that are constant-depth
quantum circuits, which consist of layers of gates act-
ing on a lattice of qubits [15, 23]. Several exact results
have already been obtained in such quantum circuits, in-
cluding random quantum circuits [25-27], dual unitary
circuits [28-32] and the Rule 54 quantum cellular au-

tomaton (QCA54)[33-36]. The first two types are gener-
ically chaotic while QCAB4 is integrable [33, 37-39]. In
QCAb4, relaxation dynamics and entanglement dynam-
ics after a quantum quench from some initial states can
be computed explicitly [34-36].

Integrable circuits can be constructed by using R-
matrices that satisfy the Yang-Baxter equation (YBE)
as the local gates (Fig. 1). Depending on the properties
of the R-matrix, there are three possible cases: (i) classi-
cal stochastic cellular automata (SCA) if R is stochastic;
(ii) unitary QCA if R is unitary; (iii) nonunitary QCA
if R is completely positive and trace preserving (CPTP).
Most of the previous work focused on the first and the
second case, while integrable nonunitary QCA are less
studied.

Nonunitary quantum circuits [23, 24, 40], especially
unitary-projective ones [41-47], are important not only
because they correspond to discrete-time versions of open
quantum systems, but also since they can represent gate-
based quantum computing and can be used to study
error-mitigation algorithms in near-term quantum de-
vices. Omne example of an integrable nonunitary QCA
was recently obtained by trotterizing the Hubbard model
with imaginary interaction strength [48, 49]. Such exam-
ples are highly nontrivial to build, which leaves a question
whether there is a systematic way to construct integrable
nonunitary quantum circuits.

In this paper, we construct several more examples of
integrable nonunitary quantum circuits by making use
of the recent developments in the systematic construc-
tion of Yang-Baxter(YB) integrable Lindblad superop-
erators in the continuous-time case [50, 51]. The pro-
cedure is based on finding R-matrices that satisfy the
YBE, such that their derivatives at special points corre-
spond to integrable Lindblad superoperators. What we
demonstrate here is that thus obtained R-matrices not
only yield continuous modes, but can also be used as
the building blocks of discrete-time nonunitary quantum
circtuits. In combination with the approach of Ref. [51]
this may pave the way for a more systematic construction
of nonunitary integrable quantum circuits.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows: In Section



FIG. 1. Floquet quantum circuit with period two. Each site
has a Hilbert space of dimension d. Two-site gates R that
satisfy the YBE (Eq.(1)) act alternately.

II, we review the construction of integrable nonunitary
quantum circuits with two-site gates and continuous in-
tegrable Lindblad superoperators. By demonstrating the
CPTP property of the R-matrices constructed from the
latter, we show that these R-matrices can be used to
build integrable nonunitary quantum circuits. In Section
111, we apply the bond-site transformation to the quan-
tum circuits with two-site gates to construct integrable
nonunitary quantum circuits with three-site gates. In
Section IV, we briefly discuss classical SCA when the
density matrix is restricted to be diagonal. In particular,
we show that the Rule 150 reversible cellular automaton
(RCA150) [52] can be embedded into one of the models
discussed and the Rule 105 reversible cellular automaton
(RCA105) can also be embedded if the regularity condi-
tion is relaxed. In the last section, we summarize and
discuss a potential way to build integrable nonunitary
quantum circuits systematically, and point the way for
possible future directions. Some details are relegated to
the appendixes.

II. INTEGRABLE QUANTUM CIRCUITS WITH
TWO-SITE GATES

A. Integrability structure

In this section, we review the integrability structure
of (two-site) translationally invariant quantum circuits
with two-site gates [49, 53]. It is based on the standard
quantum inverse-scattering method [16-18]. The central
idea is to find a family of mutually commuting trans-
fer matrices obtained from an R-matrix that satisfies the
braid YBE. Then we can obtain a family of commuting
conserved charges and even use algebraic Bethe ansatz
techniques to obtain the spectrum of the transfer ma-
trices and eigenfunctions. For a quick introduction, see,
e.g., Ref. [10].

Assume that we have an R-matrix, parametrized by
u and v, acting on two adjacent sites with local Hilbert
space dimension d each and that the R-matrix satisfies
the braid YBE [17]:

Rgg (u, ’U)ng(u, ’w)Rgg (’U, ’U)) =
Ri2(v,w)Ros(u, w) Ry (u, v). (1)

We let it act on each pair of sites 25 — 1 and 25 denoted
by (25 —1,25) with j € {1,2,..., L/2} of a lattice of even
length L (Fig. 1). We take periodic boundary conditions,
namely, we identify L + 1 ~ 1. Then we let it act on
all pairs (25,25 + 1) of sites for j € {1,2,...,L/2}. The
combination of the actions is given by

L/2 L/2
V(ur,up) = [ Rojzjar (ur,ua) [ ] Rajor,2;(ua, un),
j=1 J=1

(2)
which is called the Floquet operator. Then we repeat the
action. In this way, we construct a brickwork type Flo-
quet quantum circuit with period 2. If we take d = 2 for
a closed system, then R is 4 by 4. If we are to study open
systens, it is natural to use the density matrix formalism.
Namely, the Floquet operator V acts on density matrix p.
After vectorizing p, p = 3 pisli) (il = o) = 32 pigli)i)).
the local dimension becomes d — d?, and thus R is 16 by
16. In this section, we impose the regularity condition

R(u,u) =1, 3)
or equivalently,
R(u,u) = PR(u,u) = P, (4)

where P is the permutation operator between two spaces
defined by PJi)|j) = |j)]¢), which is also called the SWAP
gate. It describes the trivial exchange process of the scat-
tering of two particles [17]. This condition, together with
the YBE, implies [37] the inversion property,

ng(u, U)ng(v, U) =1. (5)

To show that the circuit is YB integrable, we follow
Ref. [49] and define a staggered transfer matrix:

T(u) =
Tro[Rar (u, u1)Rar—1(u, ug)... Raa(u, u1 ) Ra1 (u, ug)]
(6)
where a can be interpreted as an auxiliary space to take
trace over. Then the YBE leads to [T'(u),T(v)] = 0 for
any u and v.

The regularity property and the inversion property
then imply

T'(uq)
=Pi3Pi3...PipRis(ur, ug) Raa(u1, ug) ... Rp 1z (ur, uz)
=URio(uy, ug)Rag(uy,uz)... Ry 11 (u1, us2), (7)
and
T (us)
=P Py3...Pip Ryt (ur, ug) Ryg (u, UQ)Rle (u1, ug)
=URy, (uy,us) Ryg (uy, ua).. Ry (uq, ua), (8)



where U = Pj3Pi3...P;, is a one-site shift. We have used
the identity OupPac = PacOcp (for b # ¢) and Tr, P,y =
1. Thus,

V(us, ug) = T(ug) ™" T(uy) 9)

and it commutes with T'(u) for any u. The commuting
charges are given by
dar _a
.= dun InT(u)|u=u,, Qn = dun In T'(u) lu=us -
(10)

B. Integrable Lindblad Superoperators

Quantum circuits that we discussed may be regarded
as coming from trotterization of corresponding lattice
models. If an open continuum system is in contact with
a Markovian environment whose dynamics is much faster
than the internal one, the equation of motion is approx-
imately given by the Lindbladian master equation

. . 1
p=Lo=ilp. H+ ) lapll = S{lilasp}, (1)

where p is the density operator, £ is the Lindbladian
and [, are jump operators. For a lattice system, £ =
> Liig1

A recent study [51] constructed many new examples
of integrable Lindblad superoperators following Ref. [54,
55]. We briefly summarize their approach. In terms of
the vectorized density matrix, p € H) @ H®), the Lind-
bladian density for a system with one family of jump
operators has the explicit form

Liia(u) = —ih{) (w) + b () + 10 ()37 (w)

1la 1 121 2)%
= S @I () =SS I ().
(12)

Here, HV is the Hilbert space of two qubits and H(?
is its canonical dual space; h(®) and {(®) act on the s-th
Hilbert space. * denotes the complex conjugate and T the
transpose. The dependence on the spectral parameter u
will be used in the following.

To construct integrable £, we use ansatze for £ of the
form in Eq.(12) and its associated R satisfying

R(U,U) = Il., ﬁm-ﬂ(u) = (%Ri,iﬂ(v, u)|v~>u (13)

Let @, be the n-site conserved charge, in particular,

Q2 = L. Higher charges are generated by

Qn1(u) = [B(u), Qn(u)],

operator  B(u) = Oy +
This expression is defined for

n>1, (14)

where the boost

Zz?ifoo iEiKiJrl (’U,)

infinite chains but reduces to finite chains consistently.
Then impose the condition

[Q2(u), Qs(u)] =0 (15)

on the ansatz and solve the following equations obtained
from the YBE:

[Ri3Ra3, L12(u)] = Ri3Ro3 — RizRas;
[Ri3R12, L23(v)] = Ri3R}, — Ri3R1o.

(16a)
(16b)

In the first equation R;; = Ry;(u,u) and R is the deriva-
tive taken with respect to the first variable at v = u. In
the second equation, R;; = R;;(v,v) and the derivative
is taken with respect to the second variable at u = v.
Combining Eqs.(13), (14) and (16), we can obtain £ and
R. In the end, we can check if the R-matrix obtained
this way satisfies the YBE (Eq.(1)).

Note that there are some degrees of freedom in h and
[ that keep £;,+1(u) invariant [51], thus yielding the
same R. However, different £; ;. 1(u) may give rise to
R-matrices that are still equivalent via local basis trans-
formations, reparameterizations, normalizations, discrete
transformations, and twists. See Ref.[54, 55] for more in-
formation. In order to qualify as integrable non-unitary
(open) quantum circuits, the R-matrix has to be a quan-
tum channel or, equivalently, satisfy CPTP [56].

C. CPTP

To show that an R-matrix is CPTP, we can use the
Choi-Jamiolkowski representation [49] of R and define

the Choi matrix Dggg;’ = R;“f;g . Here, the first two

(upper/lower) indices of R are associated with the first
site (after vectorization (|¢)(j| — [i)|j)) while the last
two associated with the second site. Each index can take
two values. Consequently, R is trace-preserving if and
only if DO = vf;‘?;g = §26,); R is completely positive
if and only if D is non-negative. Additionally, R is unital
if and only if DFIZT = RFEE = 6307 Unitality is not
necessary for R to be CPTP.

It is easy to check explicitly that all R-matrices of all
five cases in Ref. [51] are CPTP. Additionally,

tr(D(u)) = tr(D(0)) = 4. (17)

Hence, it has at most rank 2 and the two non-vanishing
eigenvalues satisfy

AL+ Ao =4, (18)

and A\, Ay > 0 for w > 0. Since R is CPTP, we have a

Kraus representation [56] of ¢73]% = Rgé}g :

¢=Ko® Kj + K1 ® K7, (19)
which satisfies

K{Ko+ KK, =1, (20)



where T represents a Hermitian conjugate. It acts on p
as

dlp] = KopK{ + K1pK]. (21)
R is unital if
KoK} + K\ K| =1. (22)

Thus, we can use these R-matrices to construct in-
tegrable nonunitary quantum circuits. Note that the
CPTP property of R holds for all u > 0. However, when
u — 0, the quantum circuits reduce to the continuous
systems described by the Lindbladian master equation
(Eq.(11)). Indeed, in a closed system with d = 2, the
u — 0 limit of the quantum circuit described in Sub-
section IT A reduces to imy oo V(u/N)N — exp(iuH),
where H can be interpreted as the hermitian Hamilto-
nian [53]. Similarly, in the open system, when we take
u — 0, imy_o0 V(u/N)N — exp(ul). The quantum
circuit reduces to a system with continuous ‘time’ u [53].

In general, if there are more than one family of jump
operators, the expansion of the Kraus operators around
u=0is [57]

Ko(u) = I + (—iH — % St )u + O(u?),

a>0

Ko (u) = Vulg + O(u).

(23a)

(23b)

In the following we show that the five R(u)-matrices
in Ref.[51] constructed using integrable Lindblad super-
operators are CPTP. Indeed, it would be interesting to
see if all R-matrices constructed in this way are always
CPTP; so far we have not been able to demonstrate that.
In principle, we can also run the argument in reverse: If
we have a YBE solution R(u) that has the CPTP prop-
erty, it can be used to obtain a corresponding integrable
Lindblad superoperator.

D. Examples

We list all five cases in Ref. [51]. We can classify them
into two categories. The first category includes Model
B1 and Model B2 where two limiting cases (v — 0 and
u — oo) are both unitary. The rest (Model Al, Model
A2, and Model B3) do not have this property.

1. Model B1

The (16 by 16) R-matrix we use is obtained from that
given in Ref. [51] by rescaling it by a factor e*/(u + 1).
h =0 and

; (24)

SO O
[l e Ne)
SO = O
Z O OO

where 7 = £1 and Kk = £1. For r =k =1,

. 1+ uP
R = —-———

where P is the permutation matrix. This is the R-matrix
of the SU(4) invariant chain if u is taken to be purely
imaginary. It is easy to see that R = PR satisfies the
inversion property Eq.(5).

In this case, the R-matrix is both CPTP and unital.
The non-trivial eigenvalues of the Choi matrix D are

\/u2 - (35 u+1

; (25)

A =2+2 26
* u+1 (26)
The Kraus operators are
100 0
007 O
=13 4><47K1 =\ 0+ 0 0
000 kT
(27)
The action on p is
olp] = KopKo + K1pK;. (28)

It is easy to check that KgKo—FKIKl = 1. When u =0,
Ky(0) =1 and K;(0) =0. When u — oo,

0
Ko(oc) = 0, Ki(0) = X (29)

[N
SN OO
oSO O

KT

Thus, the trivial unitary quantum circuit R = 1 is con-
nected to the unitary circuit U = K;(o0) by tuning u
from 0 to co. For 76 = 1, Kj(c0) corresponds to the
XXZ model with A = £1. In this case, K;(oc0) will
not generate entanglement for any (pure) product states,
which is not true for the other two cases. For 7x = —1,
it corresponds to the XX model with a specific h,. For
all four cases, K;(o0) is dual-unitary, and it belongs to
the noninteracting case described in Ref. [28].

That R is unital implies that the maximally mixed
state is a steady state. It is the quantum version of the
bi-stochastic classical map [31]. The conserved charges
can be obtained as in Ref.[53].

2. Model B2

This case includes the XX model with dephasing noise
(which corresponds to the Hubbard model with imagi-
nary coupling) discussed in Ref. [49] as the special case
(¢ = w/2 in the following discussion). h and I, respec-
tively, are given below:

0 0 0
0 0 €%0

h=2|y = o ol (30a)
00 00



L
n
cosh(2u) 0 0 0
0 1 iel? sinh(2u) 0
0 —ie~1? sinh(2u) -1 0 ’
0 0 0 — cosh(2u)
(30b)
where
w?
u) = | ————. 31
() \/w2 sinh?(2u) + 1 31
Define
a 0 0 0
§ Llo ¢ —ibe? 0
G(u)—a 0 —ibe™® ¢ 0" (32)
0 0 0 a
where
a = cosh(u), b=sinh(u), c=1. (33)

Also, take the matrix e? whose matrix element is
(e8), = 64.4/00.0r, and
fT(A) = Ggg()\)eg ®1,® 6(3/ ® 1a,
fi()‘) = Ggg(A)]].g ® eg ®1,® €g,

(34a)
(34b)

Define 7 = fﬁj and then the R-matrix can take the form

R(u,v) = B (u—v) + ai(u+v)(6* ® 0 @ 14), (35)
where

B cosh(u — v) cosh(§ — n)
(cosh(u — v) cosh(€ — 1) + cosh(u + v) sinh(§ — 7))’

(36)
a=1-0, and
sinh(2§)  sinh(2n)
Sinh(2u)  sinh(2v) w, u>v. (37)

The inversion condition, Eq.(5), is satisfied. R(u,v) is
not of difference form and it is unital and CPTP. In par-
ticular, the nonvanishing eigenvalues of its Choi matrix
are 4o and 4. The Kraus operators are given by

Ko = \/BG’(U - ?)),

When u =v, £ =1, 8=1and a =0. K¢(0) =1 and
K1(0) =0. When u — 0o, « =1 and = 0. Then

K =+vaGu+v)(c® @ 1). (38)

1 0 0
0 0 —ie"® 0

KO(OO) =0, Kl(OO) = 0 je—i® 0 0 (39)
0 O 0 -1

Note that when ¢ = m/2 this is same as Eq.(29) for
7 = —1 and kK = —1. Both limiting cases are unitary.
The integrability of the circuit is also demonstrated nu-
merically in Ref.[49] by examining the spectral statistics.

Note that both Model B1 and Model B2 have the
following form ¢[p] = pUopUl + (1 — p)UipUf with
0 < p < 1. It is compatible with the theorem that unital
quantum channels can always be written as affine com-
binations of unitaries [58]. In fact, a convex combination
of unitaries is a mixture of unitary channels.

8. Model A1

In this model, h and [ are given by

0 0 00 00 0 0
h_;ooewo |00 0 0
“9210e 0 0] " |01 —ie 0

00 00 00 0 0

(40)
The entries of the R-matrix are given in Ref. [51]. R
is CPTP and satisfies the inversion condition, but is not
unital in this case since Eq.(22) is not satisfied. The two
nonvanishing eigenvalues of the Choi matrix are Ay =
24+ +/1+2e2v 4+ ¢=3%, Thus Ay > 0 when u > 0. The
Kraus operators are given by

1 0 0 0
_ 0e™? 0 0
_ u/2
KO—e 0 0 eu/2 ol (413‘)
0 0 0 1
1 0 00
0 e 200
— e u .
K =+V1 0 —iei 0 0 (41b)
0 0 01
The phases of Ky and K; are irrelevant.
4. Model A2
Here, h and [ are given by
0 0 0O 1000
70 0 720 0000
h=510 <ioo| '"=lor10]
0 0 00O 1000

where 7 = +1. The entries of the R-matrix of the Choi
matrix are given in Ref. [51]. R is CPTP and satisfies
the inversion condition, but is not unital in this case since
Eq.(22) is not satisfied. The two nonvanishing eigenval-
ues are Ay = 2+ 2¢73u/2 and Ay > 0 for uw > 0. The



Kraus operators are given by

1 0 0 0
. l0 et/? 0 0
Ko=e 0 —7(e*—1) e¥/?2 0 |’ (43a)
0 0 0 e
1 0 0 0
w1l 00 0 o0
Ky =+Ve* —1le 0 7 w2 g (43b)
e“’2 0 0 0

R is not unital in this case since Eq.(22) is not satisfied.

5. Model B3

h and [ are given by

00 00
1o 0 €0
=510 et 0 of (442)
0 0 00
¥ 0 0 0
_ /v (o 1 i(y—1)e' 0
V2|0 —i(y+1)e -1 0 (44b)
0 0 0 v

v > 0. The entries of the R-matrix of the Choi matrix
are given in Ref. [51] [59]. R is CPTP and satisfies the
inversion condition, but is not unital for generic  in this
case since Eq.(22) is not satisfied. The Kraus operators
are given by

Ky =
n 0 0 0
1o 1 —i(1 — ~) sinh(a)e’® 0
n |0 —i(1++)sinh(a)e? 1 0]’
0 0 n
(45a)
0 0 0 0
10 —e~¥(1—7) i(1—7)e? 0
K== . ; 45b
1 n 0 ’L( 4 ,y)e—qu ea(l + 'Y) 0 ) ( )
0 0 0 0

where o = (72 + 1)u/2, n = 7sinh(a) + cosh(a), and
¢ = \/vsinh(a)/[(1 + 42) cosh(a) + 27sinh(a)].

III. INTEGRABLE QUANTUM CIRCUITS
WITH THREE-SITE GATES

In the previous section we showed how two-site R ma-
trices that appear in the integrable Lindbladian construc-

tion can be repurposed to build nonunitary quantum cir-
cuits. In this section, we extend this construction to inte-
grable three-site nonunitary gates and circtuits by taking
advantage of bond-site transformations.

A. Bond-site transformation

A bond-site transformation (BST) maps a relative ori-
entation of a pair of spin to a single spin value. We
discuss BST following Ref. [37]. For a 1D spin chain,
we choose the computational basis | s1, sg, ..., $1,) where
s; = £1. For each pair of neighboring spins, define a
state s, = s;8;41 on the bond. More concretely, if two
neighboring sites are in the same state, then s’ = 1; if
two neighbor sites are in different states,then s’ = —1.
Thus, the state s = —1 can be interpreted as the ex-
istence of a domain wall. Note that this is a two-to-
one correspondence: states related by a global spin re-
flection are mapped to the same state on the bond. If
open boundary conditions are imposed on the original
spin chain and one of the boundary states is fixed, the
states on the bonds after the BST are in one-to-one cor-
respondence to the rest of the states. If periodic bound-
ary conditions are taken, the mapping is two-to-one, and
the bond states are constrained by sjsh---s7 = 1. Note
that, similar to the Jordan-Wigner transformation [60],
a BST is nonlocal because a domain wall is nonlocal
in the original basis. Moreover, an entangled state can
be mapped to an unentangled one. For example, the
Greenberger-HorneZeilinger state (|[1)®1+ |1)®F)/v/2
is mapped to a product state.

On the operator level, an (I + 1)-site operator may be
mapped to an [-site operator after a BST. In particular,
three-site operators that commute with the global spin
reflection (X7 ®X5®X%) are in one-to-one correspondence
with a two-site operators that commute with 0% ® o*.

They are listed below:
"R 1 YR 1, 0¥+ —X* ¥R X%,
PR+ YR 1 Y, 077X ¥R 1,
PRV 1 XY, 1o+ -1 %%
0F 1L+ —¥*¥Y*® 1. (46)



Consequently, general operators of the following form

. h
R:hﬂl@ﬂ—i—?z(oz@]l—1®az)+h30+®o_
hs
+h40_®U++7(Uz®]l+]l®oz)+hgaz®az
+ho” @0 +hgot ®@o™. (47)

can all be mapped to three-site operators. Note that this
is the general form of the ansatz used in Ref. [55]. After
a BST, the corresponding three-site operator GG satisfies

(G123, Giaa5] = 0, (48)

since the operator acting on the common site (3) is either
1 or ¥%.

Since we want to consider open quantum systems, we
need to generalize the transformation to mixed density
matrices. The vectorized density matrix, |p), is gener-
ated by |s],...)[8],...)). In particular, the basis states
upon which the two-site gate R discussed in the previ-
ous section acts are generated by |s},s5)|3),55)). Since
we constructed R using the Lindbladian of the form in
Eq.(12), if both h and ! commute with 0% ® ¢*, the ac-
tion of R on |8}, s5)|5),85)) may preserve the product of
sish and of §)8,, separately. If this is the case, |s, sh)
and |8, 85)) can separately be mapped to |s1, s2, s3) and
|51, 32, 53)). There are four states corresponding to each
|s], s5)181, 85)) and the (64-dim) Hilbert space separates
into four sectors. Moreover, R can be regarded as a linear
operator within each of the sectors. The corresponding
three-site gate G then also preserves each sector. Thus,
G is equal to the direct sum of four copies of R when act-
ing on the (64-dim) vectorized density operator, which,
by linearity, implies that

Rog(u1,uz) Ria(u1, us) Roz(uz, uz)

= Rig(ug, uz)Ros(ur, uz) Ria(uz, uz). (49)
leads to

Goza(ur, u2)G1az(u1, uz)Gasa(ua, us)

23
= G123(u2, u3)Gaga(ur, uz)Gras(ug, us).
(50)

Also, if two-site (Kraus) operators K; satisfy K Ko +

KI K; =1, the correspondlng three-site operators K; =
K; ® K satisfy K Ko+ K[ K, = 1.

B. Integrability structure

Since the BST is nonlocal, it is not obvious whether all
local charges of a circuit with two-site gates are mapped
to local charges of the corresponding circuit with three-
site gates. To show that this is indeed the case, and thus
the latter is integrable, we follow Ref. [37].

We have already seen that if the two-site gate R satis-
fies the YBE (Eq.(49)) the corresponding three-site gate
G satisfies Eq.(48), Eq.(50), Gya3(v,v) = 1, and

Gi23(u, v)Gaz(v,u) = 1. (51)
Define Elgg(u) = G123(u,0) and
L234(U)G123(u, ’U)L234(1})_1. (52)

Thus defined four-site R then satisfies

R12,34(U7 U) =

R34,56 (u1, u2)R12,34(u1, u3)R34,56(U2, u3)

= Ri2.34(u2, u3) Rayg s56(ur, uz) Ri2 34 (g, u2), (53)

and we can construct a transfer matrix

T(u) = Trap[R1,2),(ab) (Vs w) R(3,4),(a,p) (V; ).

Rir—3,0-2),(ap) (Vs W) R(L_1,1),(ap) (v, 0)],  (54)

where (a,b) denote the “auxiliary space” and
Riapy ey = Plap)(ea)Bap),(a (P is the permu-
tation operator). Regarding each pair of indices as a
single index, we can follow the derivation Section IT A
to show that T(v) = U~2, where U is the one-site
translation operator, and

[T(u),T(u")] = 0. (55)
Moreover, by Eq.(52), R12,34(u,0) = L234(u)L123(u).
Then
T(0) =
Trop[Lh2pl1,2al3 400340 - Lo—1,00L0-1,1,4],
(56)
Define
V(v,u) =T(v) ' T(u), (57)

then the Floquet operator (Fig.2) corresponds to

L/2 L/2
V(0,0) = [] Loj2i41.2542(0) [ [ L2jo1252j11(v). (58)

j=1 j=1

FIG. 2. Floquet quantum circuit with staggered special three-
site gates. A blue disk represents a general operator while a
black dot can be 1 or X*.



The operator V(v, u) leads to local conserved charges, the
first being

Qi = Vv, w)um (59)
It is a sum of four-site operators. Higher derivatives yield
higher conserved charges. Therefore, we conclude that,
if the BST is applicable to an integrable Floquet quan-
tum circuit with two-site gates as discussed above, the
corresponding circuit with three-site gates is also inte-
grable. In particular, all five models discussed in the
last section can be mapped to integrable circuits with
nonunitary three-site gates.

C. Example

Let us discuss the simplest example: Model B1 with
7k = 1. Both Kraus operators of Model B1 are special
cases of a general R-matrix of the zero-field eight-vertex
(ZFEV) model:

m(
|

; (60)

QUL OO
oo O
o0 oo
QO O AQ

where a, b, ¢,d are usually functions of spectral parame-
ters u and v. The R-matrix can also be written as

. 1 1
R= §(a+c)]l®]l+§(b+d)a$®a“
1 1
+5(b—d)0y®ay+§(a—0)02®02, (61)
which after a BST yields

L1 1
G = S(a+dT5)(1+3{%5) + 5 (c+b35)(1 - T7%5).
(62)

Similarly, the Kraus operators of Model B1 (7x = 1) are
mapped to Ko =1/v/u+ 1 and

u 1 z z 1 xT z z
K, = Vs 1[5( + ¥iX3) + 522(1 = Xi¥3)]. (63)

Their action on the transformed p is similar to Eq.(28).
In the limit © — oo, the action is unitary with K; the
same as RCA150 (see Appendix A). Other cases in Ref.
[51] can be described similarly.

IV. CLASSICAL SCA

In a standard cellular automaton [61], each site has
one classical bit and it is updated according to a rule
that takes the values of itself and its neighbors as the in-
put [23]. If the update rule is reversible, i.e., each output
state has only one predecessor, it is also called a reversible

cellular automaton; otherwise, it is irreversible. Classical
SCA can be obtained from QCA by constraining the den-
sity matrix p to be diagonal, p = diag(ps+, P14, Pi1, Puy)-
That the restricted R is stochastic (i.e., it maps a proba-
bility distribution to another) is guaranteed by the CPTP
property of the original R. (A unital R reduces to a
bi-stochastic matrix [31].) Preservation of the diagonal
space leads to classical (discrete) flows of probabilities
P(s1,82,..,8) = (81,82,...,SL|p|s1, S2, ..., sr) and the
continuum limit of the five circuits with two-site clas-
sical gates is described Ref.[51]. As an example, Model
B1 with 7k = 1, for finite u yields

diag(prt, P11, pits P11)
pritupyr pir Fupry
u+1l 7 u+1l

— diag(py+, ,puy)- (64)

The corresponding transition matrix after a BST can be
expressed as

y 1 11+ uXg
Glu) = 5(1+2555) + 5 — 2

Tt (LX) (65)

These integrable models are a subset of larger inte-
grable family: ZFEV model (cf. Appendix B). Indeed,
the application of a BST to the integrable chains Eq.(61)
yields Eq.(62). The coefficients are given in Eq.(B7).
For w > 0 and v > 0, they are all nonnegative and
a+d="0b+c=1. They correspond to the ZFEV model
with

a2+b2—c27d2

2(ab + cd) sech(2v),
ab —cd
s Bkl (2v) (66)

Since sech(2v) < 1, the ground state of the ZFEV model
is always in the disordered phase or on its critical bound-
aries [16]. In particular, RCA150 corresponds to v = 0
after a BST, i.e., it always sits on a critical line. For
a recent analysis, see Ref.[62]. For the ZFEV model,
there are many symmetries which preserve the integra-
bility [16]. In particular, a <> d and b <+ ¢ maps RCA150
to RCA105. Note that in Ref.[37], RCA150 and RCA105
were embedded into two different families of integrable
quantum models. This is because the regularity condi-
tion was imposed. We show in Appendix C that the
regularity condition can be relaxed without breaking the
integrability and it corresponds exactly to the a <> d and
b <> ¢ symmetry. The transition matrix is mapped to

- 1 114+ uX?
Glu) = 5(1 - £555) + 3 ——“2 (1 5{E).  (6)

Thus, we can see that some integrable SCA can be
embedded into a family of integrable nonunitary QCA.
In particular, RCA150 (and RCA105) can be embedded
into families of integrable SCA, unitary QCA [37], and
nonunitary QCA.



V. CONCLUSION AND OUTLOOK

We have constructed several two-site translationally
invariant integrable nonunitary quantum circuits using
the R-matrices that appeared in constructing integrable
Lindblad superoperators in the continuous case in Ref.
[51]. The trotterized Hubbard model with imaginary
interaction strength [49] is one special case of our con-
struction. We showed that these R-matrices generate in-
tegrable open systems by demonstrating that they are
CPTP, and thus represent a valid quantum channel.
By applying the BST, integrable quantum circuits with
three-site gates can also be constructed. Among them,
the classical RCA150 (and RCA105) can be embedded
into an integrable family describing quantum open sys-
tems. The classical discrete flows on the diagonal of den-
sity matrices of the entire family of Model B1 can be
embedded into the well-known integrable ZFEV model
with parameter restricted such that its ground state is
always in the disordered phase (and its boundary criti-
cal lines). Since the BST is a special case of the more
general Clifford transformations [63], other descendant
integrable nonunitary quantum circuits can be similarly
derived.

In general, if we can find CPTP solutions to the YBE,
we can use them directly to build integrable nonunitary
quantum circuits. No Markovian approximation would
be needed. Since we can regard the R-matrices of Model
B1 and of Model B2 as those obtained from their unitary
analogs via some analytical continuation, a closer look at
the analytical continuation of known unitary solutions of
YBE may help find other CPTP solutions.

Our work points to a possible systematic way to obtain
CPTP solutions to the YBE. Since all R-matrices of the
five models in Ref.[51] are CPTP, a natural direction is
to verify whether all R-matrices that can be constructed
using the Lindbladian approach of Ref. [51] satisfy this
property. In particular, if we use an ansatz of the form
R(u) = 1+ 520 r(™(L)u™ where r(™ (L) is a polyno-
mial of degree n in L [54], the trace-preserving prop-
erty of R is automatically guaranteed since Tr[£(-)] = 0.
Then it is sufficient to show that R is completely positive.

A natural extension of the result in Ref.[51] to mul-
tiple families of jump operators may also lead to exten-
sion of the results in this paper to more general inte-
grable open quantum circuits. In particular, it would
be interesting to know if there is any connection to

operator-space fragmentation discussed in Ref. [64] with
(1)

two families of jump operators [ Gl =

(2  _ - _+
iy = V20507,

We have noticed that both Model B1 and Model B2
have the Kraus representation ¢[p] =, aiUipUJ, a con-
vex combination of unitary U;. It can be interpreted as
an ensemble of quantum trajectories [44, 65]. If we focus
on a single quantum trajectory and interpret nonunitary
quantum gates as weak measurements following unitary
evolution [41, 45], then we do not have to use vectorized

+ J—
Jlaj 01 and

density matrices. In particular, we can construct more
integrable non-unitary quantum circuits by applying the
spacetime duality to integrable unitary quantum circuits
[45]. All we need to do is relax the inversion property
(Eq.(5)) and regularity condition (Eq.(3)), which can be
easily done. We will leave it for future work.

We have only proved the integrability of the open quan-
tum circuits constructed. How the extensive number
of conserved charges dictate the thermalization in inte-
grable nonunitary quantum circuits is an important ques-
tion. Explicit computation of time correlation functions
can be challenging since the gates are no longer unitary.
It would be interesting to see if the Bethe ansatz ap-
proach can yield useful information about the complex
spectrum of the circuits [50] and, moreover, how domi-
nant complex eigenvalues controls the long-time dynam-
ics [66]. We may draw some inspirations from solutions
to integrable systems with boundary drives [53]. Nu-
merically study of spectral statistics as in Ref.[49] may
provide another perspective. It is also helpful to compute
dynamical entanglement-related qualities, such as entan-
glement spread, entanglement negativity, of the models.
It will certainly give us a better understanding of irre-
versible/nonunitary QCA [23, 24, 40].
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Appendix A: RCA150 and RCA105

RCA150 and RCA105 are two 3-to-1 cellular automata
that preserve the spin reflection symmetry [37, 52, 62].
They belong to the category of “exclusive one-spin fa-
cilitated” Fredrickson-Andersen (XOR-FA) models [67].
Suppose that we are given three initial spins, s1, S, 53 =
+1(1/}). We can determine s4 (the final state of s;)
following the update rule.

S4

S

The update rule of RCA150 is given as follows: the
central spin s; is flipped if its neighboring two spins, s
and s3, are different or stay the same if they are equal.
RCA105 is exactly the opposite: s4 = s1 if s3 # s3 and



sS4 = —s7 if 85 = s3. RCA150 and RCA105 are not com-

pletely independent [37]. Indeed, let Vi(150) and Vi(los) be
the product of update operators on the odd (i = 1) or
even (i = 2) sublattice, repesctively. It is easy to see that

Vl-(lso) _ Xivi(ws)) _ V1(105>Xi7 i=1,2, (A1)
where
L/2
Xo= [t i=1.2 (A2)
Jj=1
Thus,
P(105) _ V1(105)V§105) _ X1V1(150)X2V§150)
— XYI050) _ xy)(150) (A3)

X = X1 X,. XiVi(lso) can serve as the new update rule.
Moreover, it is found in Ref.[37] that the conserved clas-
sical charge of RCA150 and RCA105 have the same form.

In Ref.[37], RCA150 and RCA105 were embedded into
two different models, respectively, and some sign differ-
ences were found. It turns out to be a result of imposing
the regularity condition. We will show in Appendix C
that the regularity condition on R is not necessary for
a quantum circuit to be integrable and that, by relax-
ing the regularity condition, we may construct more in-
tegrable quantum circuits. In particular, RCA150 and
RCA105 are related by a symmetry of the ZFEV model.

Appendix B: The ZFEV model as a SCA

In this Appendix, we illustrate the relation between the
classical SCA discussed in Section IV and the celebrated
ZFEV model [16].

Let us first consider a 2D generalized Ising model on
a square lattice with interactions in a unit cell given in
Fig.(3). It includes two spin-spin interactions, J; and J,
and a 4-spin interaction, K. After absorbing kT into the

FIG. 3. Couplings in a unit cell. J; and J2 are the horizontal
and vertical 2-spin interactions, respectively. K is a 4-spin
interaction.
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coupling constants, we can write the Boltzmann distri-
bution of spins as a product of

E(s4|s3, $2,51) = exp|—(Jas184+ 15253+ K $1525354+C)]

(B1)
where C is a normalization constant and the prod-
uct is taken over all unit cells. We used the notation
E(s4|s3, $2,51) because the Ising model has an alterna-
tive interpretation as a 3-to-1 SCA as in Appendix A;
namely, s1 evolves into s4 with a probability proportional
to E(s4]s3,82,51), provided so and s3 are given. To be
more specific, use the basis (s, s3, $1) and (s2, s3,84) for
the input and the output of the SCA and denote

=) e=Gr) o

where a = exp(—J; — Jo — K — C), b = exp(J; + Jy —
K—-C),c=exp(Ji —J2+ K —C), and d = exp(—J1 +
Jo+ K — (), and then the stochastic transitional matrix
P on a single square is given by

P = diag(A, B, B, A). (B3)

For P to be a probability matrix, the following conditions
must be satisfied:

1
C= 5[ln(eJQJrK+67J27K)Jrln(e*JzJ“KJreb*K)}, (B4)

and
1
J = 5[ln(e‘]’”K—|—e_‘]2_K)—ln(e_‘lz"’K—|—e‘]2_K)]. (B5)
Define

tanh(u) = exp(—2|Jz|), tanh(v) = exp(—2|K]|), (B6)

and then
B tanh(u) B tanh(v)
~ tanh(u) + tanh(v)’ ~ tanh(u) + tanh(v)’
. 1 _ tanh(u) tanh(v)
1+ tanh(u) tanh(v)’ 1+ tanh(u) tanh(v)

(B7)

The map between the generalized Ising model and (two
copies of) the ZFEV model is discussed in Ref. [16].
Indeed, define

Qij = SijSij+1,  Mij = SijSit1 (B8)
where i, j represents the coordinate of a site on the lat-
tice. (Note that this transformation is exactly the classi-
cal version of the BST discussed in Section III A.) Then
the total energy (up to a constant) is

&= Z Z Jocijpij + Jrujpig + Koo (B9)

i j



with the constraint

JijQij Qi i j+1 = L. (B10)

Thus, each term corresponds to the Boltzmann weight of
the vertex

which can be written as
w(ps,alB,v) = expl—(Jaopu+ Ji B+ KaB)]  (B11)
with pafr =1, and energies being

€1 =€ =J+Jo+ K,
es =€ =—J1 +Jy — K,

63264:—J1—J2+K
67268:J1—J2—K.
(B12)

Hence, the classical SCA with a,b, ¢, d given above can
be mapped to a ZFEV model (up to the boundary con-
dition).

The R-matrix of the ZFEV model has the form

00d
- cb o0
R = beol (B13)
00 a

QL OO

and the family of commuting transfer matrices only de-
pend on

A=t J;(Zib:rczd)_ anar - ZZ T Z;l' (B14)
One parametrization is given by
_ sn(u+vw) sn(u)
sn(u) +sn(v)” ~ sn(u) +sn(v)’
. sn(v) de ksn(v)sn(u)sn(u + fu)’ (B15)

sn(u) + sn(v)’ sn(u) + sn(v)

where sn(u) = sn(u; k) is a Jacobi elliptic function and
k € [0,1]. For k =0, sn(u) = sin(u); for k = 1, sn(u) =
tanh(u). To associate the ZFEV model to a SCA, we
impose the condition a +d = b+ c = 1. For k = 0, we
can take u = nv and let v — 0. Then

n 1

a=1b=——c=——,d=
n+1 n+1

, 0. (B16)
For k =1, a,b, c,d take the form in Eq.(B7).

Since a +d = b+ c¢ =1 and thus |A| = |T'| < 1, the
ZFEV model is always in the disordered phase (and/or
on the critical lines)[16]. The ZFEV model have many
symmetries in terms of a,b,c,d. In particular, a <> d
and b < ¢ does not breaking the integrability: R’ =

11

(0% ® o) R still satisfies (the “RLL” relation [10, 37])
R23 (UH)ng(u/)Rzg (’U,) = ng(u)R23 (u')R12 (u”) for some
u” = u”’(u,u). In the following appendix, we will show
that it simply requires a relaxation of the regularity con-
dition (Eq. (3)). There is also a duality in the ZFEV
model that will map the system to an ordered phase [16].
However, the transition matrix is not always well-defined
under such a transformation.

Appendix C: Relaxing the regularity condition

We have shown in Section IT A that the quantum cir-
cuit constructed from

L/2 L2
V(A1,A2) = H Roj2i+1(A1,A2) H Roj_1,25(A1,A2)
j=1 j=1

V (1)
is integrable if R satisfies the YBE (Eq.(50)) and the
inversion property (Eq.(5)). Let [U; ® U;, R;;] = 0 and
U? = 1. Define Réj = (U; ® Uj)R;;. Then

L/2 L/2
V(A A2) = [ Bojajia (A A2) [T Rhjo1,05(A1 Aa)
j=1 j=1
L/2 L/2
=[] Roj2is1 (M o) [ Rajm1.2i (M1, A2) = V(Ar, A2).
j=1 j=1

(C2)

This identity is illustrated in Fig. 4. Thus integrability
is still guaranteed regardless of whether R’ satisfies the
YBE.

Take d = 2, U = 0 and R-matrix of the ZFEV model
(Eq.(B13)). Tt is easy to see that [0 ® 0% R] = 0, so

FIG. 4. Floquet operator V' with insertion of operators U
at each site after application of R is equivalent to V if U®
UR =0and U?=1..



FIG. 5. Floquet quantum circuit with update rule V'(v, 0).
The magenta dot represents o”.

Eq. (C1) holds after we multiply R by o® ® o from
left and integrability is preserved. In fact, it amounts to
a <+ dand b + ¢, and R = (6 ® 0%)R still satisfies
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the YBE (more specifically, the “RLL” relation [10, 37]).
For a quantum spin chain with unitary R, this requires us
to relax the regularity condition because now R(u,u) =
o @o”.

After applying the BST, we have

L2 L2
V/(U»O) = H Ll2j,2j+1,2j+2(v) H Ll2j71,2j,2j+1(7})
j=1 j=1
L2 L2
= X [T Lojzir,2i42(0) [T Loj-125,2541(v) = XV(0,0).
j=1 j=1

(C3)

where X = [[o”. This relation is illustrated in Fig. 5.
The quantum circuit is integrable because [X,T(u)] =0
which implies that V'(v,0) commutes with T'(u) for any
spectral parameter u. Note that this is exactly the rela-
tion between RCA150 and RCA105 as in Eq.(A3). Thus,
it is more natural to embed RCA105 into an integrable
family by relaxing the regularity condition. It is con-
sistent with the observation in Ref.[37] that the first
nontrivial conserved classical charge of RCA150 and of
RCA105 are the same. Moreover, there is no sign twist
as in Ref.[37] for the corresponding quantum models.
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