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We investigate the dynamics of open quantum systems which are initially correlated with their
environment. The strategy of our approach is to analyze how given, fixed initial correlations modify
the evolution of the open system with respect to the corresponding uncorrelated dynamical behavior
with the same fixed initial environmental state, described by a completely positive dynamical map.
We show that, for any predetermined initial correlations, one can introduce a linear dynamical map
on the space of operators of the open system which acts like the proper dynamical map on the set
of physical states and represents its unique linear extension. Furthermore, we demonstrate that this
construction leads to a linear, time-local quantum master equation with generalized Lindblad struc-
ture involving time-dependent, possibly negative transition rates. Thus, the general non-Markovian
dynamics of an open quantum system can be described by means of a time-local master equation
even in the case of arbitrary, fixed initial system-environment correlations. We present some illus-
trative examples and explain the relation of our approach to several other approaches proposed in
the literature.

I. INTRODUCTION

The theory of open quantum systems has since its con-
ception gained more and more traction as a powerful tool
for studying quantum systems [1]. Its formulation for the
case of systems weakly coupled to Markovian baths has
been extended to arbitrary coupling and non-Markovian
behavior with numerous techniques, which brought to
the formulation of popular exact master equations such
as the Nakajima-Zwanzig equation [2, 3] and the time-
convolutionless (TCL) master equation [4, 5]. An often
made assumption in many approaches is that of factor-
izing initial condition between the system and the en-
vironment. Such a requirement has been highly criti-
cized, either on the grounds of it being unphysical [6–8],
or just too restrictive, and the question of initial corre-
lation has become of importance [9–11]. For example,
the treatment of the dynamics of open systems including
correlations in the initial state leads to a general method
for the local detection of correlations between the sys-
tem and an inaccessible environment [12, 13] which has
been realized experimentally both in trapped ion and in
photonic systems [14–16]. Several efforts have thus been
made to extend the theory to allow for correlated initial
states, both in terms of examining conditions for which
the resulting dynamical map is completely positive [17–
23] and of finding alternative methods for the dynami-
cal description of the reduced system [24–28]. The ap-
proaches are numerous and varied, and the wide array of
papers on the subject paints the picture of a complicated
subject matter. Considering initial correlations can mean
very different things, depending on what one assumes of
the initial system-environment state: should the envi-
ronment be in a fixed, specific initial state, or should it
depend on the correlations? Are the system and the en-
vironment initially in a separable, classically correlated,

entangled state? Different choices lead to different re-
duced dynamics, and may induce limitations such as loss
of complete positivity or a restriction of the set of initial
system states that can be studied. Trying to avoid these
choices to allow for any initial total states might instead
result in other losses, like that of a unique dynamical map
[26]. Ultimately, the decision should be made based on
which questions one is trying to answer or which advan-
tage one wants to gain, carefully taking into account the
consequent drawbacks.
A possible limitation of initial correlations between the

system and the environment is that they may impose
non-linearity of the equations describing the evolution of
the reduced system, the dynamical map and the master
equation, depending on the initial conditions chosen – for
example, such non-linearity may appear in the shape of
additional inhomogeneous terms [29, 30]. However, dy-
namical maps in the case of entangled initial state have
been extended to linear maps on matrices by perform-
ing a basis transformation [31, 32], showing that such
a linearized map is, as a consequence, no longer com-
pletely positive. Some groups, primarily Dominy, Sha-
bani and Lidar (DSL) [33, 34], have then more rigorously
approached the subject of initial correlations by develop-
ing general frameworks for which the linearity of the dy-
namical map can be preserved or obtained. The linearity
property, in fact, comes with several advantages, such as
the operator-sum representation due to Choi [35] of linear
and Hermiticity preserving superoperators and the subse-
quent criterion for such a superoperator to be completely
positive, the renowned Kraus representation [36]. More-
over, a dynamical map which is linear – even if not com-
pletely positive (CP) – automatically leads, through its
inverse, to an exact generator of the evolution which can
be put into a time-local generalized Lindblad form with
time-dependent, possibly negative rates [37, 38]. Master
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equations of this form have a wide range of applications,
e.g. in non-Markovian stochastic unravelings [39–42] and
recently proposed formulations of quantum thermody-
namics [43], and make a strong case for why finding a
linear dynamical map should be preferred. But there is
a trade-off: in order to maintain linearity, these frame-
works have to sacrifice the universality of states studied,
both in the sense of what class of total initial states are
considered, and of how many initial reduced states can be
described via the same evolution. While the DSL frame-
work has been proven to be the most general for the study
of initial correlations while maintaining linearity [44], in
its generality one might find it difficult to get a feeling
for the operational procedure involved in practice, and
for how big are the sacrifices made for the safeguard of
linearity.

In this work, we focus on a view of initial correla-
tions which is not intended to keep track of the kind
of correlations initially present, but rather focuses on
the difference between uncorrelated and correlated ini-
tial states, by looking at how the evolution depends on
the initial correlation operator. While this has been seen
in other approaches to give rise to an affine dynamical
map [29, 30], this context can be easily embedded into
a formalism which is in spirit analogous to the DSL ap-
proach. In fact, as we shall see through an explicit pre-
scription, it is always possible to construct a linear dy-
namical map for the reduced system, as a consequence
of the fact that the dynamical map itself acts linearly
on the set of density matrices (it does so even on the
set of trace 1 matrices) and can thus be extended to a
linear map on the set of all operators. The resulting
evolution is then comprised of the usual “uncorrelated”,
completely positive and trace preserving (CPT) dynam-
ical map plus an extra part which depends on the initial
correlations. From this we can construct the associated
master equation, which is once again linear, and exists
any time the inverse of the original uncorrelated dynam-
ical map exists. Thanks to the linearity of the master
equation, this can be put in generalized Lindblad form,
with initial correlations contributions appearing only in
the dissipator. In our view, our results show how initial
correlations do not represent such an added conceptual
challenge with respect to the uncorrelated initial state,
contrary to what is often held, the only drawbacks being
the possible loss of complete positivity and the restriction
on the initial reduced states that can be studied with the
same dynamical map.

The structure of the paper is the following: in Sec. II
we review how the assumption of a fixed initial corre-
lation operator leads to an affine dynamical map, and
formally define the domain of validity of such map. In
Sec. III we explicitly construct the unique linear exten-
sion for the dynamical map and establish a formal cri-
terion for complete positivity. In Sec. IV we deduce the
linear master equation accounting for initial correlations,
and study the structural change with respect to the un-
correlated case. Sec. V contains an application of the

proposed approach to the Jaynes-Cummings model. We
make concluding remarks in Sec. VI.

II. INITIAL CORRELATIONS AND AFFINE
DYNAMICAL MAPS

For an uncorrelated initial state of the total system
ρSE(0) = ρS(0) ⊗ ρE the dynamical map Φt describing
the evolution of the reduced system is determined by two
factors only:

1. the unitary evolution for the total system Ut

2. the initial environmental state ρE

as one can see directly from the definition of the density
matrix of the reduced system

ρS(t) χ=0= Φt[ρS(0)] = TrE{UtρS(0)⊗ ρEU†t } , (1)

where the superscript χ = 0 denotes the absence of ini-
tial correlations. Throughout the paper, we assume the
Hilbert space of the reduced system to be finite dimen-
sional. The map Φt is linear, trace preserving and always
completely positive (CPT), thus admitting a Kraus rep-
resentation

Φt[ρS(0)] =
∑
i

Ωi(t)ρS(0)Ω†i (t) , (2)

through the set of time dependent operators Ωi satisfying∑
i Ω†iΩi = I at all times. For a correlated initial state

ρSE(0) 6= ρS(0)⊗ ρE most of these results fail. However,
one can analogously study the general case and compare
it to its uncorrelated counterpart by dividing any ini-
tial total system state into its corresponding uncorrelated
state and a correlation operator χ:

ρSE(0) = ρS(0)⊗ ρE + χ , (3)

where ρS(0) = TrE{ρSE(0)}, ρE = TrS{ρSE(0)} are the
respective reduced states and χ has the property of being
Hermitian and of yielding the null operator for both par-
tial traces, TrE{χ} = 0, TrS{χ} = 0. Now, the dynam-
ical map depends additionally on the initial correlation
operator through an extra term:

Φχt [ρS(0)] = Φt[ρS(0)] + Iχt , (4)

with Iχt = TrE{UtχU†t }. In the special case where χ
commutes with the Hamiltonian generating the unitary
evolution Ut, namely when the correlation operator is left
invariant by the evolution, the dynamical map above is
identical to the uncorrelated Φt.

Our strategy in order to deal with correlated initial
states is to determine the reduced dynamics through a
dynamical map determined by

1. the unitary evolution for the total system Ut
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2. the initial environmental state ρE

3. the correlation operator χ ,

effectively regarding the initial correlation operator as a
parameter to be taken independently of the reduced sys-
tem state, analogously to what is done to ρE in the un-
correlated case. Note that these assumptions are also at
the core of [29], where the parameters describing the en-
vironment and the correlations at time zero should be de-
termined (fixed). Indeed one can always do so; however,
the set of initial reduced states whose evolution can be
adequately described is then limited to the set of “phys-
ical” states PχE(HS), dependent on ρE and χ, for which
the total operator (3) is still a proper state of the total
Hilbert space. A general and explicit characterization of
this set is not straightforward, as it heavily depends on
the interplay between the chosen environmental state and
the correlation operator. Nonetheless, a formal definition
for PχE(HS) can be given by introducing an assignment
map [9]. This map is designed to map a reduced state
into a unique system-environment state. For our case,
the assignment map depends on the choice of initial en-
vironmental state and correlations:

αχE : B(HS) −→ B(HSE) (5)
X 7−→ X ⊗ ρE + χ . (6)

Using the notation S(HSE) to denote the convex set
of states of the full Hilbert space, the physical domain
PχE(HS) can be identified as the preimage of S(HSE)
under the assignment map αχE , i.e.

PχE(HS) = (αχE)−1 [S(HSE)] . (7)

In more explicit terms, the physical domain corresponds
to the elements of S(HS) for which the corresponding
total operator is positive, i.e. any state ρS ∈ S(HS)
satisfying the condition

ρS ⊗ ρE + χ ≥ 0 . (8)

Naturally, for χ = 0 one recovers Pχ=0
E (HS) = S(HS).

Once χ is set, then the dynamical map (4) becomes
an affine map on the space of bounded operators B(HS),
with a CPT linear component and a traceless offset term.
It is thus still trace-preserving, but not necessarily com-
pletely positive. While it is true that formally Φχt is well
defined on all B(HS), it only assumes physical meaning
when acting on elements of PχE(HS). As we will see in
the next section, this allows us to replace (4) with an
equivalent linear map defined on all bounded operators
and that acts as the proper dynamical map on PχE(HS).

III. LINEAR DYNAMICAL MAP FOR INITIAL
CORRELATIONS

Let us define the set of all bounded operators of the
reduced Hilbert space that have trace one, A1(HS) :=

{X ∈ B(HS) | Tr{X} = 1}. This is an affine subspace of
B(HS), since all affine combinations (combinations with
coefficients λi ∈ C such that

∑
i λi = 1) of trace one

operators Xi ∈ A1(HS) are still of trace one:

Tr
{∑

i

λiXi

}
=
∑
i

λi = 1 . (9)

We recall that an affine map can also be defined when
acting on an affine space as a map that is linear under
affine combinations; i.e., a map f acting on an affine
space A is affine if and only if, for any set of elements
Ai ∈ A and any set of coefficients λi such that

∑
i λi = 1,

it follows that

f
(∑

i

λiAi

)
=
∑
i

λif(Ai) . (10)

It is known that such an affine map can be uniquely ex-
tended to a linear map on the smallest linear space con-
taining A, denoted by Span(A). It follows from this rea-
soning that the dynamical map (4), which acts linearly
over all trace one operators A1(HS), can be uniquely
extended to a linear map on Span(A1(HS)) = B(HS),
the full space of bounded operators for the reduced sys-
tem. These are straightforward mathematical results,
whose proofs we nonetheless report for completeness in
Appendix A, both in abstract terms and for the specific
case studied. The important point is that the dynamical
map for initial correlations (4) can be substituted with
a unique equivalent linear map on all bounded operators
that still describes the proper evolution of all relevant
states. One can easily check that the following map

Ψχ
t [X] = Φt[X] + Iχt Tr{X} (11)

has the wanted properties of being linear and extending
(4) to all X ∈ B(HS), and must therefore be its unique
linear extension.

Let us examine its features. Like in the affine case, the
tracelessness of Iχt guarantees that the map is trace pre-
serving. In general, with respect to the previous uncor-
related version, it instead loses the property of complete
positivity and possibly even positivity. Still, the map
evolves any element of the physical domain to a proper
state of the reduced system, Ψχ

t [PχE(HS)] ⊂ S(HS), and
it is written as a sum of a completely positive, correlation
independent part and a term depending on initial corre-
lations. Since this second term is linear and Hermiticity
preserving, it admits a pseudo-Kraus representation of
the following form [35]:

Iχt Tr{ρS(0)} =
∑
i

fi(t)Fi(t)ρS(0)F †i (t) , (12)

with the extra condition
∑
i fi(t)F

†
i (t)Fi(t) = 0 and

where the coefficients fi(t) can be negative. From the
spectral decomposition of Iχt ,

Iχt =
∑
j

aj(t) |ϕj(t)〉 〈ϕj(t)| , (13)
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one can recognize the operators and coefficients in the
pseudo-Kraus representation (12) to be

Fi(t) = |ϕj(t)〉 〈ϕj′(t)| , fi(t) = aj(t) , (14)

with i a double index {j, j′}. To merge the two operator-
sums (2) and (12), one can fix a basis of operators Ek for
which

Fi(t) =
∑
k

γik(t)Ek , Ωi(t) =
∑
k

ωik(t)Ek , (15)

so that the full dynamical map can be written as

Ψχ
t [ρS(0)] =

∑
k,k′

εkk′(t)EkρS(0)E†k′ , (16)

with

εkk′(t) =
∑
i

(
ωik(t)ω∗ik′(t) + fi(t)γik(t)γ∗ik′(t)

)
. (17)

If the matrix ε is positive semi-definite, then the full map
is CP. This suggests that the condition for complete pos-
itivity is highly case dependent in this framework, as it
depends on the interplay between ρE and χ, as well as
on time through the evolution Ut.

Remarks: structure of initial correlations and
different dynamical maps

It is important at this point to make some remarks
for the sake of clarity. First, we mention again that
within our approach one cannot study initial correlations
in the sense of separable, classically correlated or entan-
gled states; these names classify the kind of correlations
between system and environment, and by fixing ρE and χ
we describe possibly very different kinds of initial correla-
tions depending on the value of ρS(0). While for certain
values the total system may be in a pure state, for others
it can be mixed, for certain it can have zero-discord, and
so on. As said before, we are not here interested in study-
ing the effects of which kind of initial correlations have
on the evolution of the reduced system, but are rather
concerned with the effect of some non-zero correlations
with respect to the uncorrelated evolution.

We further remark that dynamical maps found through
other methods and under different conditions – say, by
assuming a specific kind of initial correlation – will in
general, whether linear or not, be different from the one
proposed here, even if both maps are suitable for describ-
ing the evolution of the very same specific initial state.
The reason is that making different assumptions on the
total initial state imposes a different structure for the
dynamical maps: they will have a different physical do-
main of applicability, and describe different situations at
the level of the total initial state. Still, both dynamical
maps will yield the same result at all times for any state
for which the associated total state enters both assump-
tions.

We believe it useful to clarify this concept with a very
simple example. Take two qubits, each in basis {|0〉 , |1〉},
coupled through a swap gate described by the Hamilto-
nian:

Hswap = 1
2(I + σx ⊗ σx + σy ⊗ σy + σz ⊗ σz) , (18)

and let us consider the first qubit as the reduced system of
interest, and the second as the environment. In [45], one
can find an explicit prescription for the construction of
the (completely positive) dynamical map that describes
the evolution of a reduced system initially in a classically
correlated (zero discord) state with its environment:

ρSE(0) =
∑
i

piΠi ⊗ ρi , (19)

where {pi} are probabilities, {Πi} are orthonormal pro-
jections and {ρi} are independent states of the environ-
ment. The dynamical map one builds from [45] depends
on the choice of the sets {Πi} and {ρi}. For the two
qubits, let us choose the projections onto the states |0〉
and |1〉:

ρSE(0) = p |0〉 〈0| ⊗ ρ0 + (1− p) |1〉 〈1| ⊗ ρ1 , (20)

and the environmental states ρ0 = (I−σx/2)/2 and ρ1 =
(I + σx/2)/2. The dynamical map for the ground state
population and the coherences reads:

ρ00(t) =1
2 sin2(t) + cos2(t)ρ00(0) , (21)

ρ01(t) =1
4(sin2(t)− i sin(t) cos(t))

− 1
2 sin2(t)ρ00(0) +

√
3

2 cos2(t)ρ01(0) . (22)

Notice the following: the map does not depend on p,
as this is precisely the varying parameter that deter-
mines ρS(0), such that the domain Pzd(HS) of the
above dynamical map is given by states of the form
p |0〉 〈0| + (1 − p) |1〉 〈1| with 0 ≤ p ≤ 1. With this con-
struction there is no fixed environmental state, as this
depends directly on the choice of p. What is fixed here
is the structure – zero discord, with this specific set of
projections and environmental states – of the total initial
system, namely a particular kind of initial correlation.
Let us now view this situation in our formalism. From

a specific state of the form (20), i.e. with a fixed p, we
can extract the environmental state ρE and the correla-
tions χ, all of which depend on p, and regard them as
the fixed initial conditions of the total system. We can
this way construct the dynamical map as previously de-
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●

(a) z |0〉

|1〉

●

●

(b) z |0〉

|1〉

S(HS) PχE(HS)

Figure 1. Cross-section of the Bloch sphere through the z-axis
showing the physical domain for the dynamical map (23)-(24),
which is determined by the values of ρ00 and the modulus of
ρ01 only (thus axially symmetric around z), at values of (a)
p = 1/2 and (b) p = 7/8, with respect to the set of states
S(HS).

scribed, which reads

ρ00(t) =1
2 sin2(t) + cos2(t)ρ00(0)

− 1
2 sin(t) cos(t)(2p− 1)=ρ01(0) , (23)

ρ01(t) =1
4(sin2(t)− i sin(t) cos(t))− 1

2 sin2(t)p

+ i

2 sin(t) cos(t)(2p− 1)(p− ρ00(0))

+ cos2(t)ρ01(0) . (24)

This dynamical map now depends on p and has a different
structure than (21)-(22), but also does not act upon the
same states. The domain is given by all states ρS(0) for
which ρS(0)⊗ ρE + χ is still a state; in Fig. 1 we report
examples of the domain PχE(HS) for different values of
p. For these initial states, ρSE(0) is in general not zero-
discord: even though we started with considering the
zero-discord state (20), our real assumptions are the fixed
ρE and χ; relaxing ρS(0) gives then different kinds of
initial correlations. The one state that belongs to both
domains Pzd(HS) and PχE(HS) and is associated to the
same total state

ρS(0)⊗ ρE +χ = p |0〉 〈0| ⊗ ρ0 + (1− p) |1〉 〈1| ⊗ ρ1 (25)

is the one given by ρ00 = p and ρ01 = 0, which is also, as
expected, the only case for which (21)-(22) and (23)-(24)
coincide.

As a last comment, we remark that the “zero-discord”
dynamical map (21)-(22) does not reduce to the identity
for the limit t → 0. Of course it still is compatible with
the identity for the physical initial states that should be
considered (in particular, it is compatible for ρ01(0) = 0),
but the map itself is not the identity at t = 0, as opposed
to our map (23)-(24). This can be considered a draw-
back for the purpose of constructing a master equation
by means of a perturbative expansion.

IV. LINEAR TIME-LOCAL MASTER
EQUATION FOR INITIAL CORRELATIONS

A main advantage of having a linear dynamical map
is that the generator of the evolution can be put in gen-
eralized Lindblad form with time-dependent coefficients
[37, 38]. In the uncorrelated case, for example, whenever
the inverse of the dynamical map exists, the generator
can be written as

Lt[X] := Φ̇t ◦ Φ−1
t [X] , (26)

such that the uncorrelated exact master equation

ρ̇S(t) χ=0= Lt[ρS(t)] (27)

follows. Since Φt is linear, then Lt is linear as well, and
is therefore an element of the space of superoperators
htp(HS) of Hermiticity and trace preserving (trace de-
stroying, to be more precise) superoperators, i.e. which
satisfy the conditions

L[X†] = L[X]†, Tr
{
L[X]

}
= 0 ∀X ∈ B(HS). (28)

As such, it can be written as a sum of a dissipator and a
commutator with an effective Hamiltonian, i.e.

Lt[X] = −i[KS(t), X] +Dt[X], (29)

where

Dt[X] =
∑
k

λk(t)
[
Lk(t)XL†k(t)− 1

2
{
L†k(t)Lk(t), X

}]
,

(30)
for some rates λk(t) ∈ R, operators {Lk(t)} and Hermi-
tian KS(t).
We can now extend this procedure for any correlated

initial state using the linear dynamical map (11). Re-
garding the existence of the associated generator, we see
that, since the inverse dynamical map reads

(Ψχ
t )−1[X] = Φ−1

t [X]− Φ−1
t [Iχt ]Tr{X} , (31)

it follows that Ψχ
t is invertible if and only if Φt is invert-

ible. Therefore, the presence of initial correlations χ has
no influence on the conditions for which the generator

Lχt [X] := Ψ̇χ
t ◦ (Ψχ

t )−1[X] (32)

exists, with respect to the uncorrelated case. In any case,
the generator explicitly reads:

Lχt [X] = Lt[X] + J χt Tr{X} , (33)

with

J χt := İχt − Lt[I
χ
t ] . (34)

Once again for the master equation, the generalization
to fixed initial correlations is given by the uncorrelated
part plus an extra linear term that depends on χ. An
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equivalent strategy would have been, in fact, to derive an
affine master equation – which would have been identical
to the one derived in [29] – from the affine dynamical map
(4), and linearize this directly through the reasoning we
presented in the previous section. We briefly remark that
J χt also corresponds to the inhomogeneity one obtains
for the affine TCL master equation through projection
operator technique with projection P [ρSE(t)] = ρS(t) ⊗
ρE (see Appendix C for a proof of this); one may therefore
directly apply our proposed description to any of these
results in order to obtain a linear master equation.

We shall like to see how the additional correlation term
modifies equation (29). We first notice that, equivalently
to the possible loss of positivity of the dynamical map,
the generator (33) might no longer preserve positivity.
The structure, instead, remains the same: since the su-
peroperator J χt Tr{·} is an element of htp(HS), it also ad-
mits a decomposition as a commutator with some Hamil-
tonian and a dissipator:

J χt Tr{X} = −i[kχS(t), X] + dχt [X] . (35)

The splitting into the two terms is made unique by choos-
ing traceless Lindblad operators in the dissipator. An
equivalent requirement is also proposed in [46], along
with a derivation of the Hamiltonian and the dissipator
starting from a pseudo-Kraus representation of the gen-
erator. For our superoperator of interest, analogously to
(12), the pseudo-Kraus representation is given by

J χt Tr{X} =
∑
i

gi(t)Gi(t)XG†i (t) , (36)

with
∑
i gi(t)G

†
i (t)Gi(t) = 0 and

Gi(t) = |ηj(t)〉 〈ηj′(t)| , gi(t) = bj(t) , (37)

with i = {j, j′} a double index, and where |ηj(t)〉 are the
eigenvectors of J χt and bj(t) are its eigenvalues. Follow-
ing [46] for the expression of the Hamiltonian, we find
that it happens to vanish:

kχS(t) = 1
2idS

∑
i

gi(t)
[
Tr{Gi(t)}G†i (t)− Tr{G†i (t)}Gi(t)

]
= 0 , (38)

where dS = dim(HS), since the operatorsGi(t) are either
traceless or Hermitian. The dissipator instead reads

dχt [X] =
∑
i

gi(t)
[
Ji(t)XJ†i (t)− 1

2

{
J†i (t)Ji(t), X

}]
,

(39)
with traceless Lindblad operators

Ji(t) = Gi(t)−
Tr{Gi(t)}

dS
I . (40)

The full generator is therefore given by

Lχt [X] = −i[KS(t), X] +Dχt [X] , (41)

with Dχt = Dt + dχt , and with the canonical Hamilto-
nian left unaltered by the presence of initial correlations.
Ultimately, the generalized master equation reads:

ρ̇S(t) =− i[KS(t), ρS(t)]

+
∑
i

[
λi(t)

[
Li(t)ρS(t)L†i (t)−

1
2

{
L†i (t)Li(t), ρS(t)

}]
+ gi(t)

[
Ji(t)ρS(t)J†i (t)− 1

2

{
J†i (t)Ji(t), ρS(t)

}]]
.

(42)

Depending on the case, it might be easy or straightfor-
ward to merge the two dissipators appearing above into a
unique expression. If the set of Lindblad operators {Ji}
is a subset of the uncorrelated set {Li}, the contribution
of initial correlations appears solely as a renormalization
of the rates. This is the case of our example in Sec. V.

With the above we have shown that the presence of
initial correlations does not change the structure of the
time-local master equation. Since this procedure can be
carried out for any initial correlation χ, this shows that
the formal treatment of the evolution of the reduced sys-
tem in terms of a linear and time local master equation
as it is known for uncorrelated initial states can be ex-
tended to describe any initially correlated state of the
total system, given that the initial correlation operator
is known.

Let us finally remark that a Lindblad-type master
equation including contributions from evolved system-

environment correlations was derived in [27]; this equa-
tion is non-linear in the reduced density matrix, and thus
cannot be put in the simple form we employ here – at
least, as it looks, not without compromising the aim of
it to keep track of correlations as they evolve in time.
We instead care for total-system quantities only at ini-
tial times: in the subsequent evolution, we are only con-
cerned with system degrees of freedom, as in the original
open quantum system approach.

V. EXAMPLE

In the following section the system of interest is given
by a two-level system with Hamiltonian

HS = ω0σ+σ− , (43)
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where ω0 is the transition frequency and σ± the rais-
ing and lowering operators between the ground state |g〉
and the excited state |e〉. This qubit is coupled to a
monochromatic radiation field with Hamiltonian

HE = ωb†b , (44)

frequency ω, creation and annihilation operators b† and
b, via the interaction Hamiltonian

HI = g
(
σ+ ⊗ b+ σ− ⊗ b†

)
(45)

with real coupling strength g. The total Hamiltonian
HS +HE +HI is known as the Jaynes-Cummings model
and is exactly solvable for all initial states ρSE(0) includ-
ing all possible correlations [47, 48]. For clarity reasons,
however, we will not consider the most general case, but
take one specific initial state of the total system as a
reference,

ρSE = p0ρ0 ⊗ |0〉〈0|+ (1− p0)ρ1 ⊗ |1〉〈1| , (46)

with 0 < p0 < 1. Here the two-level system states are
taken as ρ0 = (I + aσz)/2 and ρ1 = (I − aσz)/2, mixed
system states corresponding to opposite points on the z-
axis of the Bloch sphere, with 0 ≤ a ≤ 1. This is also
a zero-discord state, as the environment states are taken
to be the projectors onto the ground and the first excited
state. The corresponding reduced states of system and
environment read

ρS = 1
2 (I + a(2p0 − 1)σz) (47)

ρE = p0 |0〉〈0|+ (1− p0) |1〉〈1| (48)

and give rise to the correlation operator

χ = p0(1− p0)aσz ⊗ (|0〉〈0| − |1〉〈1|) . (49)

As described in Sec. II we now consider total initial
states of form ρSE(0) = ρS(0)⊗ρE+χ with fixed ρE and
χ, and construct the physical domain PχE(HS) of ρS(0)
for which ρSE(0) is a proper state of the total system.
Interestingly, ρSE(0) can be easily recast in the form

ρSE(0) = p0τ0 ⊗ |0〉〈0|+ (1− p0)τ1 ⊗ |1〉〈1| , (50)

with system operators τi = (I+[~v−~ci]~σ)/2, Bloch vector
~v of ρS(0), ~c0 = −2a(1−p0)~ez and ~c1 = 2ap0~ez. It can be
shown that ρSE(0) is a state of the total system if and
only if both τi are states of the reduced system. This
implies that ~v must satisfy the equations

||~v − ~c0||2 ≤ 1 (51)
||~v − ~c1||2 ≤ 1 , (52)

such that the physical domain can be interpreted in
the Bloch sphere as the intersection of the unit spheres
around ~c0 and ~c1, as shown in Fig. 2. The center of the
physical domain ~r = a(2p0 − 1)~ez is exactly the Bloch
vector of the reference state ρS and the volume depends

●●

●

●

●

●

(a) z |e〉

|g〉

a

−a

~c1

~r

~c0 ●●

●●

●●
●

●

(b) z |e〉

|g〉

p0 = 0.95

p0 = 0.50

p0 = 0.05

S(HS) PχE(HS)

Figure 2. Physical domain of the dynamical map in a 2-
dimensional representation of the Bloch sphere. (a) The phys-
ical domain PχE(HS) is the intersection of two unit spheres
(dashed) with centers ~c0 and ~c1. The Bloch vector ~r of the
reduced reference state ρS is the center of the physical do-
main. Here we choose parameters p0 = 0.5 and a = 0.7. (b)
For fixed a = 0.9 we show how the choice of p0 determines
the position of ~r and hence PχE(HS).

on the parameter a. For the limiting case a = 1 the
physical domain reduces to the single point ρS , while for
a = 0 the reference state ρSE becomes a product state,
for which the physical domain is the entire Bloch sphere.
To find the affine dynamical map we make use of the

expression for the uncorrelated dynamical map found in
Ref. [49] and calculate the inhomogeneity exploiting the
expression for the time evolution operator U(t) of the
total system. Since these expressions are given in the in-
teraction picture with respect to HS +HE , we transform
the results back to the Schrödinger picture and receive

ρgg(t) = ρgg(0)[α(t) + β(t)− 1] + 1− β(t)− f(t) (53)
ρeg(t) = ρeg(0)e−iω0tγ(t) (54)

with time-dependent coefficients

α(t) = 1− (1− p0) |d1(t)|2 (55)
β(t) = 1− p0 |d1(t)|2 − (1− p0) |d2(t)|2 (56)
γ(t) = c1(t) [p0 + (1− p0)c2(t)] (57)
f(t) = ap0(1− p0) |d2(t)|2 , (58)

where the functions

cn(t) = ei∆t/2
[
cos
(

Ωn
2 t

)
− i ∆

Ωn
sin
(

Ωn
2 t

)]
(59)

|dn(t)|2 = n

(
2g
Ωn

)2
sin2

(
Ωn
2 t

)
. (60)

oscillate with detuning frequency ∆ = ω0 − ω
and excitation-dependent Rabi frequencies Ωn =√

∆2 + 4g2n. While the coefficients α(t), β(t) and γ(t)
describe the uncorrelated part of the evolution, the effect
of the initial correlations is encoded in the coefficient f(t)
coming from the inhomogeneity Iχt = f(t)σz, and leads
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Figure 3. Comparison of the ground state probability ρgg at
time t after evolution with dynamical maps Φχt and Φt with
and without the initial correlations χ, respectively. For the
correlated evolution ρgg is reduced by the function f(t) ≥ 0
with respect to the uncorrelated evolution. We take ρS(0) =
ρS , with ρS as in Eq. (47), and parameters a = 0.6, p0 = 0.4,
∆ = 0.1ω0 and g = 0.1ω0.

to periodic additional excitations of the system. This is
shown in Fig. 3 for a specific choice of model parameters.
For the specific form of correlations (49) we have taken,
the coherences are not influenced by the presence of the
initial correlation. It is important to note, however, that
a different choice of χ may in general lead to changes also
in the off-diagonal elements.

From the affine dynamical map we can also calculate
the linearized dynamical map and finally the time-local
master equation generator (41) as described in Secs. III
and IV. Then the effective system Hamiltonian is given
by the original Hamiltonian HS plus a time-dependent
Lamb shift,

KS(t) =
[
ω0 −=

(
γ̇(t)
γ(t)

)]
σ+σ− , (61)

and appears independent of the initial correlations as re-
quired by Eq. (38). The correlated dissipator Dχt is the
sum of the uncorrelated dissipator Dt from Ref. [49] and
the dissipator dχt induced by the correlations. Interest-
ingly, the latter can be written using σ± as Lindblad
operators, which also appear in Dt, such that we directly
get a unified representation

Dχt [X] =
∑

k=+,−,z
λk(t)

[
σkXσ

†
k −

1
2{σ

†
kσk, X}

]
(62)

with Lindblad rates

λ+ = (α− f − 1)β̇ − (β + f)α̇+ (α+ β − 1)ḟ
α+ β − 1 (63)

λ− = (β + f − 1)α̇− (α− f)β̇ − (α+ β − 1)ḟ
α+ β − 1 (64)

λz = 1
4

[
α̇+ β̇

α+ β − 1 − 2<
(
γ̇

γ

)]
, (65)

where the time arguments have been omitted to increase
readability. Only λ+ and λ− are modified by the initial
correlations, and for the case f(t) = 0 one recovers the
master equation for the system under the assumption of
factorizing initial conditions.

VI. CONCLUSIONS AND APPLICATIONS

In this work we have explicitly shown how to uniquely
linearize the affine dynamical map and time-local master
equation that arise for a reduced system showing some
fixed correlations with its environment at initial times. It
turns out that the simple “fix” of multiplying the inhomo-
geneity by Tr{ρS} constitutes the unique linear extension
for both the dynamical map and the master equation.
This allowed us to generalize important tools for the case
of initial correlations, while keeping track of the separate
terms pertaining to the associated uncorrelated initial
state and to the initial correlation operator. In particu-
lar, we see that the correlation contribution in the master
equation modifies only the dissipator and leaves invari-
ant the Hamiltonian obtained in the uncorrelated case.
The main drawback of this method, where the initial cor-
relation operator must be known, is that the resulting
dynamical map and master equation are only valid for
a restricted set of initial reduced state PχE which defines
the “physical domain” of these maps. The dynamical
map is, in addition, in general not completely positive,
although this does not affect the results on the dynamics
and the master equation. The main advantage, how-
ever, is the gain of a linear, modified time-local master
equation that contains initial correlations, and that exists
any time the uncorrelated master equation does. With
the help of such a master equation, popular techniques
and applications that were previously only applicable un-
der the assumption of uncorrelated initial states, such as
stochastic unraveling and quantum thermodynamics, can
be straightforwardly extended to account for initial cor-
relations.
Once one adopts the point of view described in this

paper, it becomes evident that initial correlations really
have a structural impact on the dynamics only when they
are taken into account as an entity whose details and
characterization are regarded as an important feature on
its own. The mere fact that the system and environment
are correlated, regardless of how they are correlated, does
not imply a formal change to the structure of the evolu-
tion of the reduced system with respect to the uncorre-
lated case, and most importantly does not challenge the
applicability of techniques and theories which are built
upon the idea of a linear evolution.
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Appendix A: Proof of a unique linear extension

The statement of an affine map admitting a unique
linear extension on the span of the affine subspace on
which it acts might seem an obvious mathematical fact.
We believe that it is nonetheless useful to see an explicit
proof, both for the particular case at hand and in more
abstract terms.

1. Linear extension from trace one operators

We start by analyzing the precise case studied in
Sec. III, namely a linear extension from the set of trace
one operators to the space of bounded operators. Let
Φ : B(HS) −→ B(HS) be an affine map. It can therefore
be decomposed as

Φ[X] = L[X] +B , (A1)

where L is a linear map and B ∈ B(HS) is a constant
shift. The map

Ψ[X] = L[X] +BTr{X} (A2)

is a linear extension of Φ from the set of trace one oper-
ators A1(HS) to the full B(HS).

Theorem 1. Let Λ : B(HS) −→ B(HS) be a linear map
satisfying

Λ[X] = Φ[X] ∀X ∈ A1(HS) . (A3)

Then

Λ[X] = Ψ[X] ∀X ∈ B(HS) , (A4)

i.e. Ψ is the unique linear extension of Φ.

Proof. Assume first that Tr{X} 6= 0. Then the operator
X ′ = X/λ, with λ = Tr{X} 6= 0, has trace one. Thus

Λ[λX ′] = λΛ[X ′] = λΦ[X ′] = λΨ[X ′] = Ψ[X] , (A5)

implying (A4) for all X with Tr{X} 6= 0.
Let now Tr{X} = 0. There exist X1, X2 ∈ B(HS)

with Tr{X1,2} 6= 0 such that X = X1 +X2. Thus

Λ[X] = Λ[X1] + Λ[X2] = Ψ[X1] + Ψ[X2] = Ψ[X] , (A6)

which concludes the proof.

2. Generic affine subspaces

We now turn to the more general case of an affine map
acting on affine subspaces and study its possible linear
extension. We start with a technical Lemma of intuitive
content and continue with the main statement.

Lemma 1. Let A be an affine subspace of a vector space
V (on a field K), and let d be the dimension of A. Then
there exists a set {āi} of d + 1 elements of A such that
any element of A can be written as an affine combination
of them with unique coefficients.

Proof. Let α ∈ A. Any element a ∈ A can be written as
a =

∑d
i=1 civi + α, with vi ∈ V orthogonal and unique

coefficients ci ∈ K. Let now āi ≡ α+vi for i = 1...d, and
ād+1 ≡ α. Then, ∀ a ∈ A

a =
d∑
i=1

ciāi + (1−
d∑
i=1

ci)︸ ︷︷ ︸
=: cd+1

α =
d+1∑
i=1

ciāi , (A7)

with
∑d+1
i=1 ci = 1. From the uniqueness of the coeffi-

cients {ci}di=1 it follows that all d+1 coefficients for each
element are uniquely determined by the set {āi}.

Theorem 2. An affine map f : A −→ A′ between two
affine subspaces A and A′ of vector spaces V and V ′ can
be uniquely extended to a linear map

F : Span(A) −→ Span(A′) , (A8)

where Span(A) denotes the set of all linear combinations
of elements of A.

Proof. Let v ∈ Span(A). It can therefore be written as a
linear combination of elements in A, v =

∑
i βiai, with

βi ∈ K and ai ∈ A. The map F (v) :=
∑
i βif(ai) is

linear and extends f . Suppose there is another set {β′i}
and {a′i} such that v =

∑
i β
′
ia
′
i. The map F ′(v) :=∑

i β
′
if(a′i) is also linear and an extension of f . We show

that the two maps F and F ′ always coincide, therefore
the linear extension of f is unique.

Per Lemma 1,

ai =
d+1∑
j=1

λij āj ,

d+1∑
j=1

λij = 1 ∀ i (A9)

a′i =
d+1∑
j=1

λ′ij āj ,

d+1∑
j=1

λ′ij = 1 ∀ i . (A10)

From the definition of v it follows that
∑
i βiλij =∑

i β
′
iλ
′
ij ∀j. Now, since f is affine and thus preserves

affine combinations, we have

F (v) =
∑
i

βif

d+1∑
j=1

λij āj

 =
∑
ij

βiλijf(āj)(A11)

F ′(v) =
∑
ij

β′iλ
′
ijf(āj) ≡ F (v) . (A12)
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To conclude, let us see a case for which the Span of
the affine subspace considered is guaranteed to be the
complete vector space, as in our case of interest.

Lemma 2. Let A be the affine subspace of vector space V
which is generated by the requirement of a fixed (nonzero)
outcome to a linear functional g : V −→ K, i.e.

A = {v ∈ V | g(v) = c} , c 6= 0 . (A13)

Then, Span(A) = V .

Proof. The fact that Span(A) ⊂ V is trivial since A ⊂ V .
For the inverse, let {vi} be any basis of V , such that
any element can be written as v =

∑
i βivi. In general,

g(vi) = ci. But defining v′i = cvi/ci ∈ A and β′i = ciβi/c
gives any v as a linear combination of elements in the
affine space, therefore V ⊂ Span(A).

Applying Theorem 2 and Lemma 2 for A = A1(HS)
one obtains Theorem 1 as a corollary. Furthermore, when
Lemma 2 applies one can always uniquely extend an
affine map

f : A −→ A′

a 7−→ f̃(a) + α
(A14)

with f̃ linear and α ∈ A′, from the affine subspace to the
full vector space simply by the construction

F : V −→ Span(A′)

v 7−→ f̃(v) + g(v)
c
α ,

(A15)

as was done in Sec. III using the functional Tr{·} and
c = 1.

Appendix B: Comparison with DSL formalism

The argument for the existence of the linear dynami-
cal map described in Sec. III can also be translated into
the language of the formalism for linear dynamical maps
developed by Dominy, Shabani and Lidar [33, 34]. We
briefly summarize the comparison here, along with the
point where it slightly deviates. There is a special set
of ingredients needed in the DSL approach; we list and
examine them for our case in the following.
1. Convex set of admissible initial states: as illustrated

in Sec. III, different assumptions on the initial total sys-
tem state lead to different dynamical maps. In the DLS
approach one must specify the assumed structure of the
total initial state by selecting a (convex) set of possible
initial states. In our case, this would read

SSE = {X ⊗ ρE + χ | X ∈ PχE(HS)} . (B1)

In our formalism, however, we extend this set to the set
of operators

SχE = {X ⊗ ρE + χ | X ∈ A1(HS)} . (B2)

Notice that the above, while convex as required from the
DSL framework, is not a set of states: SχE 6⊂ S(HSE).
2. Linear subspace generated by SχE: the linear space
VχE = Span(SχE) ⊂ B(HSE) is given by

VχE = {X ⊗ ρE + χTr{X} | X ∈ B(HS)} . (B3)

The maps of partial trace over the environment and of
unitary evolution upon any element of SχE may then be
extended by linearity to any element of VχE .
3. U -consistency: the set SχE (and consequently also
VχE) is U -consistent, since whenever

TrE{X1 ⊗ ρE + χ} = TrE{X2 ⊗ ρE + χ} , i.e. X1 = X2 ,
(B4)

it trivially follows that

TrE{U(X1⊗ρE+χ)U†} = TrE{U(X2⊗ρE+χ)U†} (B5)

for all unitary operators U ∈ U(HSE). With this, one
can extend any dynamical map (i.e. dynamical maps
associated to a unitary operator U) acting on TrESχE =
A1(HS) to a linear map on TrEVχE = B(HS).

Appendix C: Inhomogeneity from projection
operator technique

We argue here that the inhomogeneity J χt in (33) is
the same operator that is found through projection op-
erator technique for the derivation of the time convolu-
tionless (TCL) master equation. The argument is given
by the fact that the assumptions are the same in both
approaches and through the dependency on ρE and χ for
different terms of the master equations.

Notice that in (33), the uncorrelated generator Lt de-
pends only on the initial environmental state, and not
on χ. Instead, the inhomogeneity part that was “lin-
earized”, J χt , is dependent on both ρE and χ. Notice
also that this term is linear in χ, so the dependence on
χ cannot be taken away from any part of it.
Let us now do the same study on the terms of the

TCL master equation one derives from [4, 5]. We set the
time-independent projection as

PρSE(t) = ρS(t)⊗ ρE , (C1)

i.e. with the initial state of the environment as reference
state. It follows that the projection onto the irrelevant
part Q = I−P gives QρSE(0) = χ. Nonetheless, both P
and Q, as maps, depend only on ρE . Without additional
assumptions, one gets the equation for the evolution of
the relevant part

∂tPρSE(t) = KtPρSE(t) + Itχ , (C2)
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with the two linear superoperators

Kt = PLSEt [1− Σt]−1P , (C3)
It = PLSEt [1− Σt]−1Gt,0Q . (C4)

Here appears the generator LSEt for the total system,
which depends neither on ρE nor on χ. The other oper-
ators, instead, are

Gt,s = T←exp
[∫ t

s

ds′QLSEs′

]
, (C5)

Σt =
∫ t

0
dsGt,sQLSEs PGt,s (C6)

Gt,s = T→exp
[
−
∫ t

s

ds′LSEs′

]
(C7)

where T← and T→ indicate respectively the chronological
and anti-chronological time ordering operator. The first
two operators depend on ρE only (through P and Q), and
the third on neither ρE nor χ. This implies that both the

maps Kt and It depend on ρE and not on χ. By applying
the left-most projection P in (C2) and tracing out the
environment, one gets the exact TCL master equation
for the reduced system. From the arguments above, it
follows that this master equation is split into a linear
superoperator (depending on ρE only) acting on ρS(t)
and an inhomogeneity which depends also on ρE as well
as – linearly – on χ.
With these consideration we conclude that our term
J χt is indeed the same inhomogeneity that one would
obtain from projection operator technique by projecting
onto a factorizing state with ρE as the time-independent
reference state. With this work we show that if one is
indeed in possession of the TCL master equation after
projecting onto ρS(t) ⊗ ρE , the unique linear extension
of this inhomogeneous master equation is given by simply
multiplying the inhomogeneity by Tr{ρS(t)}. Similarly,
by finding the eigenvalues and eigenvectors of the inho-
mogeneity, one can right away put the second term in
dissipator form as described in Sec. IV.
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