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Abstract

Accurate models for open quantum systems—quantum states that have non-trivial interac-

tions with their environment—may aid in the advancement of a diverse array of fields, including

quantum computation, informatics, and the prediction of static and dynamic molecular prop-

erties. In recent years, quantum algorithms have been leveraged for the computation of open
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quantum systems as the predicted quantum advantage of quantum devices over classical ones

may allow previously inaccessible applications. Accomplishing this goal will require input and

expertise from different research perspectives, as well as the training of a diverse quantum work-

force, making a compilation of current quantum methods for treating open quantum systems

both useful and timely. In this Review, we first provide a succinct summary of the fundamental

theory of open quantum systems and then delve into a discussion on recent quantum algorithms.

We conclude with a discussion of pertinent applications, demonstrating the applicability of this

field to realistic chemical, biological, and material systems.

1 Introduction

Open quantum systems (OQS) arise when a quantum system has non-negligible interactions with

its environment. Theoretical treatment of an open quantum system entails separating the degrees

of freedom into a system and the remaining degrees of freedom as an environment or bath.1,2

The dynamics of OQS are often divided into two primary categories. The first category, which

we call Markovian, is when the relaxation time of the system is significantly slower than that of

the environment, and second, which we call non-Markovian, is when the time scales of relax-

ation within the system and the environment are comparable.1–6 OQS have potentially significant

applications in advancing quantum computing,7–11 cryptography,12 metrology,13,14 simulation,15

thermodynamics,16 control,17–19 and information processing,20 as well as in understanding and

optimizing chemical reactions in solvents, thereby bridging fundamental science with practical

applications across technology, biology,21,22 and materials science.23

Modeling OQS on quantum computers, in particular, has the potential to revolutionize various

classes of computation by harnessing the unique information processing available in quantum me-

chanics.24–26 While classical computers perform their calculations through combinations of bits,

with each bit being a Boolean choice of 0 or 1, quantum computers perform their calculations

through combinations of quantum bits, or qubits, in which each qubit can be any linear superpo-

sition of 0 and 1. A crucial application area for quantum computing is the prediction of the static
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and dynamic properties of many-electron atoms, molecules, and materials. Although a plethora of

algorithms have been proposed,27–33 most algorithms have focused on treating electronic structure

in closed quantum systems. In this review article, we summarize a new, emerging frontier of

quantum algorithms for open quantum systems. Because these systems require significant compu-

tational resources on classical devices, their simulation on quantum devices has the potential for

realizing significant computational savings and reaching important, potentially hitherto inaccessible

applications.
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Figure 1: Schematic representation of the translation of OQS dynamics into a quantum computing
framework for potential applications beyond classical capabilities.

In recent years, with the rapid progress in different quantum computing platforms such as super-

conducting qubits,34 ion-traps,35 and cold atoms,36 it has become desirable to test and benchmark

new algorithms on quantum devices. To this end, a variety of approaches have been proposed,

benchmarked, and applied to model OQS using quantum computers.37–48 Because quantum comput-

ers work within the language of unitary transformations,24,25 a fundamental challenge to simulating

OQS on quantum devices is to treat their non-unitary dynamics. Efforts have been made to address

this challenge through embedding non-unitary operators into larger unitary operators in a process

referred to as dilation or block encoding,42,46,48–53 as well as using imaginary time evolution,47

variational approaches,45,54–67 tensor train approaches,68 and many more.41,43,44,69–92 This process

is depicted schematically in Figure 1, and with more step-by-step detail in Figure 2.

Existing quantum algorithms have been used to explore a variety of problems relevant to chem-
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Figure 2: Step-by-step representation of the mapping from a classical open system approach into a
quantum open system framework.

istry,93,94 biology,95–100 condensed matter,47,101–105 electrodynamics,106 and materials science.107

The majority of these algorithms have shared a few common benchmarking systems including two-

level systems with amplitude damping or dephasing channels,42,44,46,49,108 the Jaynes-Cummings

model with weak, strong, and detuned couplings,44,108,109 and the spin-boson model.110 Beyond

benchmarking, these algorithms have focused primarily on systems where the dynamics involve

two types of processes, unitary or reversible dynamics often captured in the Hamiltonian, and

non-unitary or irreversible dynamics often captured by additional terms. These initial efforts form

a foundation for future applications in the treatment of open quantum systems that are classically

challenging or intractable.
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In this Review, we begin by providing a brief overview of the fundamental theory of open

quantum systems in Section 2. We then discuss current quantum algorithms and methodologies to

consider the dynamics of OQS on quantum computers in Section 3. Applications to fundamental

open quantum system models and specific problems including photosynthetic light harvesting, the

avian compass, and other systems are presented in Section 4. Finally, we leave the reader with

some concluding thoughts and an outlook towards future advances and applications in this field in

Section 5.

2 Theoretical Foundations

In this section, we present an overview of the foundations of the theory of open quantum systems,

including their definition, quantum maps, Markovian and non-Markovian dynamics, and quantum

master equations.

2.1 Defining an Open Quantum System

Environment

System

(S, ĤS , ρS)

1

(E, ĤE , ρE)

1

ĤSE

1

Figure 3: A quantum system partitioned into the system of interest (S, ĤS, ρS) and the environment
(E, ĤE, ρE) interacting through ĤSE .

Starting from an overall closed system, we can express an open quantum system as a system

S embedded in an environment E. Here S is coupled to E to generate a system-environment

supersystem SE, described for time t by a density matrix ρSE(t) that belongs to the Hilbert space
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HSE = HS ⊗HE , where dim(HE)≫dim(HS). This is shown schematically in Figure 3.1,2,111

The time evolution of the system-environment density matrix can be expressed as a unitary

operator Û(t, t0) acting on the initial density matrix ρSE(t0),

ρSE(t) = Û(t, t0)ρSE(t0)Û
†(t, t0), (1)

with t > t0 and Û(t, t0) defined as,1,2

Û(t, t0) = T̂ exp

{
−i

∫ t

t0

ĤT (τ)dτ

}
, (2)

in which T̂ is the time-ordering operator and ĤT is the total Hamiltonian of the system and the

environment,

ĤT (τ) = ĤS(τ)⊗ ÎE + ÎS ⊗ ĤE(τ) + ĤSE(τ), (3)

where ĤS(τ), ĤE(τ), and ĤSE(τ) are the Hamiltonians of the system, effective environment, and

the interaction term between the two, respectively.1,2,111 Formally, we can obtain the system by

tracing the environment,

ρS(t) = TrE
(
Û(t, t0)ρSE(t0)Û

†(t, t0)
)
. (4)

Moreover, assuming that the system and the environment are not initially correlated, we can

represent the embedding of the system S into its environment E by an extension or assignment

map Ev,112–114

Ev : ρS(t0) → ρS(t0)⊗ ρE(t0), (5)

which leads to,

ρS(t) = TrE
(
Û(t, t0)(ρS(t0)⊗ ρE(t0))Û

†(t, t0)
)
. (6)

The above equation provides a density matrix representing our open quantum system with the only
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assumption being the initial separability of the system and environment.1,111,113,114

2.2 Quantum Maps

The time evolution of the system in the previous subsection defines a quantum map E(t,t0),

E(t,t0) : ρS(t0) → ρS(t), (t > t0), (7)

which is Hermitian, trace-preserving, and positive.1–3,111–113,115 Unless specifically indicated in this

review, we consider quantum maps to be not only positive but also completely positive (CP). A

CP map places additional restrictions from the requirement that the system-environment density

matrix remain positive semidefinite for all time.111,112,115–117

By rewriting the environment in Eq. (6) as sums over the environmental states |m⟩ and |n⟩ with

associated weights ωn(t0), we obtain the operator-sum representation of the system density matrix,

ρS(t) =
∑

m

⟨m| Û(t, t0)ρS(t0)⊗ ρE(t0)Û
†(t, t0) |m⟩

=
∑

m,n

ωn(t0) ⟨m| Û(t, t0) |n⟩ ρS(t0) ⟨n| Û †(t, t0) |m⟩

=
∑

m,n

M̂m,n(t, t0)ρS(t0)M̂
†
m,n(t, t0)

=
∑

k

M̂k(t, t0)ρS(t0)M̂
†
k(t, t0) (8)

where M̂k(t, t0) = M̂m,n(t, t0) =
√
ωn(t0) ⟨m| Û(t, t0) |n⟩ are the Kraus operators. These opera-

tors obey the contraction mapping,

∑

k

M̂k(t, t0)M̂
†
k(t, t0) = ÎS. (9)

Importantly, this representation is not unique, as it is dependent on the basis one chooses to represent

the environment.1,111 Additionally, the number of Kraus maps needed to describe fully the dynamics
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of the system is upper bounded by the square of the dimension of the system, dim(HS)
2.48,111

In general, quantum maps are not unitary. To obtain a unitary treatment, we can dilate S to a

larger Hilbert space according to the the Stinespring dilation theorem.48,118,119 The theorem states

that if one has a well-defined quantum map, then there exists a state ρA ∈ HA where A is an

ancillary environment such that,

ρS(t) = TrA
(
ÛSA(t, t0)ρS(t0)⊗ ρAÛ

†
SA(t, t0)

)
, (10)

where ÛSA(t, t0) ∈ HS ⊗ HA and dim(HA) ≤ dim(HS)2. The unitary ÛSA(t, t0), is built by

stacking the Kraus maps to obtain the first block column,

ÛSA(t, t0) =




M̂1 | | |
... U2 U3 · · · Uk

M̂k | | |



, (11)

wherek ≤ dim(HS) and the remaining block columnsUk are chosen such that ÛSA(t, t0)Û †
SA(t, t0) =

ÎSA.

In addition to the Kraus maps and unitary representation, there are two other representations

known as dynamical matrices defined as111,120,121

A =
∑

k

M̂k ⊗ M̂∗
k (12)

B =
∑

k

∣∣∣M̂k

〉〈
M̂k

∣∣∣ . (13)

where
∣∣∣M̂k

〉
is the vectorized form of M̂k. The properties of these representations and their

relationship with Kraus maps are fully described in Refs. 111 and 120. An advantage of using

these representations is that they provide a direct way to determine if a map is CP; if at least one of

the eigenvalues of B is negative, then the quantum map is not CP.122
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2.3 Quantum Master Equations

2.3.1 Markovian Master Equations

A quantum map, E(t,t0), that describes Markovian dynamics can be represented as,

E(t,t0) = exp{L(t− t0)}, (14)

where the superoperator L is the dynamics generator that acts on ρS(t).1,3,115,123 This leads to the

time-local differential equation,
d

dt
ρS(t) = LρS(t), (15)

which is referred to as the Markovian master equation.124 We can derive L by projecting the Kraus

maps onto an orthogonal set of operators in the Fock-Liouville space,125–127

d

dt
ρS(t) = −i

[
Ĥ, ρS(t)

]
+
∑

k=1

γk

(
L̂kρS(t)L̂

†
k +

1

2
{L̂†

kL̂k, ρS(t)}
)

= −i
[
Ĥ, ρS(t)

]
+ D̂(ρS(t)), (16)

where the first term is inherited from the quantum Liouville equation, and the second term is called

the dissipator in which L̂k are the Lindblad operators with their associated decay rates γk. The

notations {·} and [·] represent the anti-commutator and commutator, respectively. Provided the

decay rates are all of the same sign, this master equation preserves the trace and complete positivity

of the density matrix.

The Gorini-Kossakowski-Sudarshan-Lindblad (GKSL) equation can be derived from the Liou-

ville equation of the combined system and environment. In this derivation, several key assumptions

are at play. The system and environment are weakly coupled, known as the Born approxima-

tion, and the bath correlations decay quicker than the time scale of system relaxation, known as

the Markov approximation. Often both the rotating wave and secular approximations are also

invoked.1,115,125,126 Following a similar derivation, one can arrive at the Redfield master equation
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through a perturbative approximation.1,128

2.3.2 Non-Markovian Master Equations

The general non-Markovian master equations can be derived by projection operator techniques

introduced simultaneously by Nakajima129 and Zwanzig.130 The projection operator approach is

based on two projection superoperators, P and Q, both of which act in the composite Hilbert space

HSE .1,110,123,131 P projects ρSE(t) to a state in which S and E are not coupled,

PρSE(t) = TrE (ρSE(t))⊗ ρE = ρS(t)⊗ ρE, (17)

where PρSE(t) is referred to as the relevant part of ρSE(t) and ρE represents an arbitrary state in

HE , which is usually chosen to be a stationary state of the environment. The state resulting from

QρSE(t),1,123

QρSE(t) = ρSE(t)− PρSE(t) (18)

is called the irrelevant part of ρSE(t). Both projection superoperators follow the same properties as

one expects from a projection operator: P +Q = ÎSE , P2 = P , Q2 = Q, and PQ = QP = 0̂SE .

Using these projection operators, we can derive the generalized master equation in both non-

local and local forms, often referred to as the Nakajima-Zwanzig129,130 equation and the time-

convolutionless (TCL) equation, respectively.132,133 The Nakajima-Zwanzig equation can be written

as,1

d

dt
ρS(t) = αTrE (PL(t)G(t, t0)QρSE(t0)) +

∫ t

t0

dsTrE (K(t, s)PρSE(s)) , (19)

where G(t, t0) is a time non-unitary propagator of the form,

G(t, t0) = T̂ exp

{
α

∫ t

t0

dsQL(s)
}
, (20)
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and K(t, s), which is referred to as the memory kernel, is,

K(t, s) = α2PL(t)G(t, s)QL(s)P . (21)

Alternatively, the TCL equation can be expressed as,

d

dt
ρS(t) = Â(t)ρS(t) + ρS(t)B̂

†(t) +
∑

i

Ĉi(t)ρS(t)D̂
†
i (t), (22)

where Â(t), B̂(t), Ĉ(t), and D̂(t) are time-dependent linear operators.

While the above approaches provide generalizations to the Markovian methods, they are chal-

lenging to solve due to computational scaling and complexity. While much progress has been

made in terms of method development,3,134 simulating non-Markovianity efficiently and accurately

remains a challenge.

3 Algorithms for Quantum Simulation

Equation of Motion

d

dt
ρ(t) = −i

[
Ĥ(t), ρ(t)

]

1

ρ(t) = U(t)ρ(0)

1

Unitary Propagation

ρ(t) = G(t)ρ(0)

1

Non-Unitary Propagation

No Mapping

U

1

U

1

U

1

U

1

U

1

U

1

Unitary Mapping

Figure 4: Simulations to open quantum systems, in comparison to closed quantum systems,
introduces additional challenges such as the need for non-unitary quantum dynamics.

Quantum simulation for closed quantum systems has significant challenges, including efficient

mapping of orbitals onto qubits and optimization of circuits. The extension of simulations to

open quantum systems introduces additional challenges, such as the need for non-unitary quantum

dynamics, as depicted schematically in Figure 4. One of the most common approaches to this need

is to translate the non-unitary dynamics into purely unitary dynamics. In this section, we review

algorithms for the quantum simulation of open quantum systems, a sampling of which is depicted
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schematically in Figure 5.

Quantum Imaginary 
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(S,HS , ρS)
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(B,HB)

1

Ûn+1
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e−it
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i xiσi
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Puri�cation

Linear Combination
of Unitaries

Û(t)
d

dt
|ψ(t)〉 = |dψ(t)〉

1

Variational 
Approaches

x

Û

1

Û

1

Û

1

Figure 5: A selection of quantum algorithms for the simulation of open quantum systems.

3.1 Probabilistic Methods or Block-Encoding Techniques

The general process of block encoding, or dilation, is where a non-unitary system is mapped into

a unitary framework in a larger Hilbert space, as shown on the left of Figure 6. This unitary can

be encoded into a qubit framework, where the dilation is performed with ancillary qubits. For the

noisy intermediate-scale quantum (NISQ) era, in which high gate count and number of qubits can

limit the usefulness of an algorithm, it is preferable to keep dilation to a minimum such that the qubit

space stays as small as possible. We will discuss several different algorithms that fall within this

category, including the Sz.-Nagy dilation,42,97,98,108,110 the unitary operator decomposition,46,102

and the classical singular value decomposition (SVD),49,99 of which the latter two are depicted

schematically on the right of Figure 6.

12



M̂

1

Û
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V̂ †

1

Σ̂

1

Ĥ

1

Â

1

Environment
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1

Figure 6: (Left) Block-encoding or dilation techniques where the original system Hilbert space is
dilated into a larger space such that the dilated system evolves in a unitary fashion. (Right) Two
examples of dilation-based approaches with the singular value decomposition approach49 depicted
schematically on the top and the operator decomposition approach46 depicted schematically on the
bottom.

3.1.1 Markovian Semigroups and Linear Combination

Some early work in understanding quantum algorithms for open quantum systems focused on

finding universal sets of qubit gates for Markovian dissipative dynamics. Bacon and co-workers

demonstrated that for one qubit, a single non-unitary operator parametrized by one variable is

sufficient to generate all Markovian dynamics.37 They did so by decomposing the GKSL generator

into simple components through a linear combination of semigroups and unitary conjugation.

Building on this work, Sweke and co-workers described a universal set of one- and two-qubit

gates to simulate arbitrary one-qubit Markovian dynamics. The resulting minimal dilation utilized

techniques from Hamiltonian simulation to show complexity bounds for implementing Markovian

channels with controlled accuracy. In particular, using the Suzuki-Trotter-Lie formula, the authors

draw an analogy to Hamiltonian simulation to derive complexity bounds that are polynomial in the

norm of the Markovian generators and the desired error tolerance.39,135 This was also generalized

to treat non-Markovian channels.40 A thorough tutorial on these approaches can be found in Ref.
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136.

3.1.2 Sz.-Nagy Dilation-Based Algorithm

The Stinespring dilation theorem states that any non-unitary quantum operator can be converted into

a unitary one;118,137 however, naı̈ve application of the Stinespring dilation increases the operator

dimension dramatically and thus incurs high computational cost. Alternatively, the Sz.-Nagy

dilation can be used to map Kraus operators into a larger unitary form that was then implementable

on a quantum device.42 This dilation works with the density matrix in operator-sum form,

ρ(t) =
∑

k

M̂kρ(0)M̂
†
k , (23)

where ρ(t) is the density matrix, M̂k are the Kraus operators, and the summation is over all possible

channels of interaction with the environment. The non-unitary operators M̂ are dilated through the

Sz.-Nagy approach such that the unitary representation is given by,

Ûk =



M̂k D̂M̂†

k

D̂M̂k
−M̂ †

k


 , (24)

where D̂M̂k
is the defect operator given by

√
I − M̂ †

kM̂k. This dilated unitary acts on each

wavefunction of a decomposed density matrix,

ρ(t) =
∑

k

∑

j

|cj|2 Ûk|ψj⟩⟨ψj|Û †
k , (25)

in which the wavefunctions are padded with zeroes to match the dimensionality of the dilated

unitary operator.

We can relate the integrated Kraus representation to any differential master equation such

as the Lindblad equation by defining the Kraus operators as M̂k =
√
γkδtLk, where Lk are the

Lindbladian operators, with decay rates γk, and time step δt.97,120 This mapping recasts the basic
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Sz.-Nagy dilation to apply to the Lindblad master equation. One challenge of the Sz.-Nagy dilation

approach is that it incurs an undesirable classical cost in taking the matrix square root while

computing the dilated unitary operator.

This approach has been effective to consider basic Kraus dynamics,42 non-Markovian dynam-

ics,108,110 and the dynamics in a few biological systems.97,98 This algorithm has also been applied

in NMR quantum processing.50

3.1.3 Unitary Decomposition Algorithm

One alternative dilation approach referred to as the unitary decomposition algorithm,46 considers

the decomposition of an operator into the sum of its Hermitian and anti-Hermitian components,

M̂ = Ĥ + Â. (26)

This can be recast as a sum of unitary operators

M̂ = lim
ϵ→0

1

2ϵ
(ie−iϵĤ − ieiϵĤ + eϵÂ − e−ϵÂ). (27)

Because each of the exponentials above is a unitary operator, the equation can be implemented on

a quantum computer. The summation can be performed with the linear combination of unitaries

(LCU) technique.138 While this unitary decompoition algorithm requires two ancillary qubits in the

dilation in contrast to the Sz.-Nagy dilation, it overcomes the potentially significant classical cost of

computing the matrix square root of M̂ . This method has been applied using the operator-sum and

the vectorized Lindblad equation.46,102 A related dilation has been employed in electronic structure

in the context of the contracted quantum eigensolvers,139–142 which use the residual of a contraction

of the Schrödinger equation to define an exact, iterative Ansatz for the wave function.
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3.1.4 Classical Singular Value Decomposition Algorithm

Another recent approach to dilating non-unitary operators efficiently relies on computing the

classical singular value decomposition (SVD). This involves a classical calculation of the SVD,

dilating only the singular value matrix, and implementing this new form on a quantum computer

to obtain the desired quantum dynamics. The SVD is written as,

M̂ = ÛΣ̂V̂ †, (28)

in which Û and V̂ † are unitary operators, while the Σ̂ operator is non-unitary. This can be cast into

unitary form via the dilation,

ÛΣ̂ =



Σ̂+ 0

0 Σ̂−


 , (29)

where Σ̂+ and Σ̂− are generated using the singular values of M̂ .

This approach has been applied for unnormalized state preparation, basic dynamics, and systems

in quantum biology.49,99 A recent study proposed a quantum singular value transformation algorithm

to calculate the SVD on a quantum device, thus avoiding the classical complexity.48

3.1.5 Monte Carlo and Minimal Dilation Approaches

For certain classes of channels, efficient dilations can be realized, which are more amenable for

quantum computers. In particular, given a quantum map of the form Eq. (8), the channel is unital

if it preserves the identity state, ρ = Id/d. A channel is mixed unitary, or random unitary or a

random external field, if it has the form,

E [ρ] =
∑

i

piUiρU
†
i , (30)

where the collection of pi is convex and Ui are unitary operators. Mixed unitary channels represent

a subset of unital operators and are relevant for quantum information and quantum processes where

16



unitary controls have some probabilistic error.

By preparing an ancilla state with probability amplitudes proportional to the square root of

pi, one can efficiently prepare a LCU circuit that affects the desired channel on some state.48

However, when the number of pi is large, this can become challenging, particularly in the near-term

era of quantum computation, and recent works have instead utilized Monte Carlo approaches to

realize these channels.143–145 Explicitly, an estimator of a quantum channel can be derived that

samples from a multinomial distribution representing a collection of unitary channels as outcomes

{(pi, Ui)}.146 The state estimator

ρ̂E =
∑

k

ŝkUkρU
†
k (31)

can be implemented with no dilation, and represents an aggregate construction of the channel by

probabilistically sampling quantum circuits against a measurement outcome with a given frequency.

This approach was shown to be scalable to very large systems and completely bypasses the costs

associated with dilation. Additionally, successive probabilistic channels can be sampled in a

Markovian fashion, allowing for time evolution of channels to be performed.

These techniques have also been applied in the context of simulating spin systems.93 Certain

non-unitary operators, such as the amplitude damping channel, can be realized as a random

unitary channel on a dilated space, and thus, the above procedure can be used to avoid further

dilation. Approximate random unitary channels can also be constructed for given channels.147

While inherently probabilistic, the above methods have approximate success probabilities of unity,

i.e., they are not post-selected and hence, scale similarly to deterministic approaches.

3.2 Deterministic Algorithms

In addition to block-encoding methods, a variety of deterministic methods have been developed

to simulate the non-unitary evolution of quantum systems. In particular, several algorithms are

based on purification techniques,148,149 quantum imaginary time evolution (QITE),47 and varia-

tional approaches.54,150 Purification relies on doubling the size of the system by representing the
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mixed state as a wavefunction, or column vector.151–153 QITE is a measurement-based approach

in which a unitary operator is generated that approximates the non-unitary evolution, typically by

sampling a known decomposition of the operator.45,47,154–157 Finally, variational approaches uti-

lize a parametrized circuit where the parameters are variationally optimized to simulate the time

evolution.

3.2.1 Purification

The density-matrix purification24,25,148,151,152,158 introduces an effective bath, B, whose dimension

equals the dimension of the system. The openness of the system is explicitly created through the

entanglement of the system with the effective bath, such that the system density matrix takes the

form,

ρS(t) = TrB
(∣∣ΨSB(t)

〉 〈
ΨSB(t)

∣∣) , (32)

where
∣∣ΨSB(t)

〉
is a pure state of the composite system SB,

∣∣ΨSB(t)
〉
=

∑

i

√
ωi(t)

∣∣ΨS
i (t)

〉 ∣∣ΨB
i (t)

〉
. (33)

This definition of the composite system allows a unitary description of its dynamics,

∣∣ΨSB(t)
〉
= ÛSB(t, t0)

∣∣ΨSB(t0)
〉

(34)

= T̂ exp

{
−i

∫ t

t0

ĤT (τ)dτ

} ∣∣ΨSB(t0)
〉
, (35)

where T̂ is the time-ordering operator, and ĤT (τ) is the total Hamiltonian,

ĤT (τ) = ĤS(τ)⊗ ÎB + ÎS ⊗ ĤB(τ) + ĤSB(τ). (36)
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This theory results in a deterministic algorithm because the effective bath qubits are not used as

postselected ancillas. Instead, the effective environment’s degrees of freedom are averaged after

the time propagation. Although purification doubles the number of qubits for simulation, this

approach allows for treating initially entangled system-environment dynamics in Markovian and

non-Markovian regimes in a common framework. It also can treat cases in which the assumption

of complete positivity breaks down.149

3.2.2 Quantum Imaginary Time Evolution

Quantum imaginary time evolution (QITE) is a general algorithm that effectively solves an eigen-

value problem by a unitary least-squares approximation of the non-unitary dynamics.154,159 It can

also be used in open quantum systems when a propagator form of the operator is available; for

example, in the vectorized Lindblad equation.47 In this case, we can write the time propagation in

terms of the Lindbladian L,

|ρ(t)⟩ = eLt|ρ(0)⟩. (37)

Here, we have used the vectorized form of the density matrix, |ρ⟩. The QITE algorithm seeks a

Hermitian matrix Q, which approximately satisfies,

eLt|ρ(0)⟩
∥eLt|ρ(0)⟩∥ = e−iQt|ρ(0)⟩. (38)

If Q is written as a linear combination of Pauli operators, σi,

Q =
∑

i

xiσi, (39)

then we can solve a least squares equation Ax = b where,

Aij = ⟨ρ|σ†
iσj|ρ⟩,

bi =
−i

∥eLt|ρ⟩∥⟨ρ|σiH|ρ⟩,
(40)
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is measured with a quantum circuit. After finding Q, the vectorized time-evolved state is prepared

with the unitary e−iQt, which effectively acts as an Ansatz for the target state.

QITE has been used to simulate open quantum systems in a variety of contexts, including

dissipative two-level systems and Ising models.47 Other work has focused on reducing the circuit

depth, an important development for any algorithm to be implementable on NISQ devices.160–162

3.2.3 Variational Approaches

Time-dependent variational methods for closed or open systems rely on using a parameterized

quantum circuit as an Ansatz,

|ψ(θ⃗(t))⟩ = U(θ⃗(t))|0⟩⊗N , (41)

where U(θ⃗i(t)) corresponds to a unitary operator parameterized by a set of angles {θi} and N is

the number of qubits. The variational approach is applicable to any differential equation of the

following form,

η(t)
d|ψ(θ⃗(t))⟩

dt
= |dψ(θ⃗(t))⟩ = χ̂(t)|ψ(θ⃗(t))⟩, (42)

where η(t) ∈ C and χ̂(t) ∈ L(C2N ) can be chosen to represent either closed or open system quantum

dynamics.45

Using the traditional time-dependent variational principle, we construct the following equation

of motion (EOM),163–169

∑

j

Im(Mij(t))θ̇j(t) = Im

(
1

η(t)
Vi(t)

)
, (43)

whereMij = ⟨∂ψ(θ⃗(t))
∂θi

|∂ψ(θ⃗(t))
∂θj

⟩, θ̇j(t) = dθj
dt

, and Vi = ⟨∂ψ(θ⃗(t))
∂θi

|χ̂(t)|ψ(θ⃗(t))⟩. For certain choices of

the Ansatz, Im(M(t)) can become singular or nearly singular, leading to numerical instability.167

Alternative EOMs are derived using two approaches, the Dirac-Frenkel170–172 and MacLaghlan
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variational principles,173–178

∑

j

Mij(t)θ̇j(t) =
Vi(t)

η(t)
=⇒ M(t)

˙⃗
θ(t) =

V (t)

η(t)
, (44)

and

∑

j

Re(Mij(t))θ̇j(t) =
Vi(t)

η(t)
, (45)

respectively.

Whichever scheme is selected for generating the EOM for the parameters {θj(t)}kj=0, the

elements of matrix M(t) and of the vector V (t) can be estimated according to,

Mij(t) = ⟨0|⊗NU †
i Uj|0⟩⊗N , (46)

and

Vi(t) = ⟨0|⊗NU †
i χ̂(t)U(θ⃗(t))|0⟩⊗N . (47)

where Ui = ∂U(θ⃗(t))
∂θi

. Both quantities can be estimated from the quantum circuit directly either via

indirect measurements or the modified Hadamard test.45,167,179 For the treatment of open quantum

systems, the generators χ̂(t) are non-Hermitian, requiring their decomposition as χ̂1(t) + iχ̂2(t).

The generator χ̂1(t) yields a modified set of Ansatz parameters corresponding to the nearest

unitarily-evolved, parametrized state.54,180,181

Following the computation ofM(t) and V (t) via quantities extracted from the quantum circuits,

the EOM is solved on a classical device.180,182 Thereafter, a new set of evolved variational parameters

is suggested by the classical solver, which updates the variational Ansatz in the quantum circuit.

This process is repeated to simulate the time evolution. The variational approach requires an

explicit choice of the Ansatz, but also has the potential for compact and efficient circuits.
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4 Applications

Figure 2: The dynamical evolution of the populations
of the five states in the FMO complex model. The
classical benchmarks are shown as smooth curves, and
the quantum simulation results are shown as dots. In
the quantum results, for each population, five groups of
simulations with six data points each are run, creating
totally 30 data points evenly spaced within the 290 fs
total time. Each data point is the average of 9216 mea-
surement results. An example of the quantum circuits
can be found in the Supplementary Section S5.

diagonal elements of the evolved density matrix
are obtained by projection measurements into
the computational subspace. We first simulate
six data points at 2000 (48.4 fs), 4000 (96.8 fs),
6000 (145 fs), 8000 (194 fs), 10000 (242 fs) and
12000 (290 fs) atomic unit respectively. To ob-
tain more data points such that the oscillations
can be smoothly represented, we simulate four ad-
ditional groups with six data points each (details
in the Methods section). The results simulated
by our generalized quantum algorithm as imple-
mented on the IBM QASM simulator are shown
as dots and they agree well with the classically
calculated results shown as curves. The results
in Figure 2 demonstrate the viability of the gen-
eralized quantum algorithm. In particular the it-
erative procedure in Equation (8) , the formula-
tion of Kraus operators from Lindblad operators
in Equations (11) and (14), and the simplifica-
tion of terms by norm threshold and redundancy,
are working together to produce the correct pop-
ulation dynamics with small errors. In Figure 2
we can see the excitation beating between chro-
mophores 1 and 2, as it gradually decays into the
sink. This process is driven by a combination of
environmental noise and entanglement between
the chromophores in the functional subsystem.

In Figure 3, we see the expectation values of

Figure 3: The dynamical evolution of the energy observ-
able in the FMO complex model. The classical bench-
mark is shown as a smooth curve, and the quantum sim-
ulation results are shown as dots. For the quantum re-
sults, five groups of simulations with six data points each
are run, creating totally 30 data points evenly spaced
within the 290 fs total time. Each data point is the
average of 9216 measurement results. An example of
the quantum circuits can be found in the Supplemen-
tary Section S5.

the energy observable calculated at different time
steps. The evaluation of an observable by pro-
jection measurement is a complex process as ex-
plained in Equations (5), (6) and Ref. [16]. Again,
the quantum simulation results shown as dots
agree well with the classical results shown as a
curve. Indeed, the way we evaluate the observ-
able in the generalized algorithm is the same as
the previous quantum algorithm [16], therefore
if the new algorithm can accurately simulate the
evolution of the density matrix, then the observ-
able evluation will not introduce new errors not
considered before.

3 Analysis of complexity scaling and
error
3.1 The complexity scaling
On the complexity scaling of the quantum algo-
rithm, there are two separate scalings for the evo-
lution of the dynamics: the scaling with the sys-
tem size n and the scaling with the evolution time
step.

For the scaling with the system size n, for an
arbitrary n × n Kraus operator Mk without any
special property, the cost to realize its unitary di-
lation UMk

is O (
n2)

[16] . In practice however,
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singlet yields compared to the orientation angle between the
radical pair and external magnetic field are shown in Figure 7,
where the classical solution is shown with solid lines and the
quantum simulation is shown as dots. Again, 8 qubits were
required and 219 measurements were used for sampling.

The algorithm results are in good agreement with the clas-
sical solution and demonstrates that greater dissipation rates
lead to less differentiation in singlet and triplet yields across
a range of orientation angles. Thus, the efficacy of the avian
compass is supressed with increased dissipation. For both
the dissipation-free and dissipation models of the RPM, the
SVD algorithm accurately captures the dynamics in all tested

parameter regimes.

IV. DISCUSSION

Here we demonstrate the success of the singular value de-
composition algorithm on a variety of systems pertinent to
quantum biology. An important consequence of vectoriza-
tion of the Lindblad dynamics is the retention of the complete
(generally mixed) density matrix at each step of the dynamics.
This is in contrast to the operator-sum approach where the
density matrix is reconstructed from several quantum circuits.
Possibly more importantly, Kraus maps are known for only a
few systems, so the representation of the open quantum sys-
tem dynamics is often simpler in Lindblad form. Vectorizing
the Lindblad equation has a quadratic overhead in the system
dimension, doubling the size of the qubit space required for
the simulation. On the other hand, the vectorized form does
not rely on knowledge of the Kraus maps, avoids solving the
differential equation on the original Hilbert space, and allows
for direct simulation of the mixed state density matrix, albeit
in unravelled form.

When coupled with this superoperator representation, the
SVD-based algorithm allows for simulation of long-time dy-
namics in a way that requires only sparse (diagonal) opera-
tions over the dilated Hilbert space, along with unitary op-
erations on the original Hilbert space. Previous algorithms
which focus on the sequential summation of Kraus maps
over the time-range of the dynamics result in exponentially
increasing cost as the simulation time increases. While this
nesting can also be avoided using an Sz.-Nagy dilation of the
superoperator, the Sz.-Nagy dilation produces an operator
which acts over the entirety of the dilated Hilbert space.

The results are a step towards using quantum algorithms to
predict and explore quantum phenomena in biological pro-
cesses, however, it should be noted that the systems studied
are beyond the scope of possible implementation on current
NISQ computers. The smallest system considered here, the
3-site FMO system, is three exciton sites plus the addition
of a ground state and a sink, giving a total system and op-
erator size of r = 5. Unravelling the propagation leads to a
classical dimension of r2 = 25, which then must be padded
to the nearest exponent of 2 to give a total system size of
32, requiring k = log2(32) = 5 qubits for the system alone.
Adding a single ancilla qubit for the unitary dilation the total
qubit count comes to d = 6 for this implementation. The gate
complexity is then O(d222d−1) ≈ (6222·6−1) ≈ 7.4 × 104

gates. While this is only the smallest system considered, this
circuit depth is already far beyond the scope of current NISQ
implementation. Both the Fenna-Matthews-Olson complex
and the radical pair mechanism for the avian compass result
in systems that span a large qubit space, with significant gate
depth, making implementation on real devices unattainable
due to the noisiness of current hardware.

Notably, the circuit complexity is dominated by implemen-
tation of the unitary evolution components. After performing
the classical singular value decomposition, the dilated non-
unitary component that spans thek+1 qubit space is diagonal
and can be implemented efficiently [45]. However, the Û and
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FIG. 3. Average magnetization n−1 ∑
i〈Zi〉 for the dissipative

transverse field Ising model on two sites (five physical qubits for
Algorithm I, two physical qubits for Algorithm II) using IBM
Quantum’s ibmq_guadalupe [63] for Algorithm I (blue symbols)
and ibmq_casablanca [63] for Algorithm II (green symbols).
Numerical solutions obtained in QuTiP are shown with black
lines. The error bars for both algorithms are the standard devi-
ation from three hardware runs. Both algorithms qualitatively
agree with the exact dynamics for all simulated times. The
deviation between the hardware results and the exact result for
Algorithm II is due mainly to gate error.

Algorithm II requires measuring the matrix elements of
all two-qubit Pauli strings at each time step, requiring 836
circuits per time step, versus only measuring expectation
values of 16 operators in the case of Algorithm I, which
requires 16 circuits. These measurements are only needed
on a domain of fixed size.

For larger dissipation rates γ ∼ J , h, separate numerical
simulations, presented in Fig. S3 within the Supplemental
Material [49], show that both algorithms are able to accu-
rately capture the magnetization dynamics. However, these
simulations do not include the error incurred by including
a subset of bit strings in Algorithm II. The actual algorith-
mic error of Algorithm II will thus depend on the accuracy
of the representation of the density matrix with a subset of
bit strings for the given problem. Stochastic sampling of
bit strings may be a viable approach for larger systems.

V. SUMMARY

We have introduced digital quantum algorithms for the
time evolution of open quantum systems described by a
Lindblad equation based on quantum imaginary–time evo-
lution. Algorithm I uses QITE to implement the nonunitary
evolution introduced when the density operator is vector-
ized, whereas Algorithm II uses an adaptation of QITE to
maintain a purification-based ansatz throughout the com-
putation. Calculations for the spontaneous emission of a
two-level system and the dissipative transverse field Ising

model were carried out on IBM Quantum’s quantum pro-
cessors. Good qualitative agreement with the exact result
was observed in all cases. These algorithms decrease the
quantum resources required to simulate open quantum sys-
tems governed by Lindblad master equations on quantum
hardware.
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Figure 7: Quantum algorithms for the treatment of dynamics. (a) The excited-state populations
(blue) and non-Markovianity witness (orange) corresponding to Markovian dynamics of a two-level
system in a zero-temperature amplitude damping channel. Reprinted with permission from Ref.
44. (b) Average magnetization over time of a dissipative Transverse-Field Ising Model using a
quantum algorithm based on Imaginary Time Evolution. Reprinted with permission from Ref. 47.
(c) Excitonic population in the Fenna-Matthews-Olson complex over time using the generalized
Sz.-Nagy dilation algorithm. Reprinted with permission from Ref. 97. (d) The singlet yield of
a radical pair mechanism of avian navigation undergoing different rates of dissipation using an
SVD-based algorithm. Reprinted with permission from Ref. 99. (e) Ground-state populations of
a parity-time symmetric system in the unbroken (top) and broken (bottom) PT-symmetric regimes
using a dilation method. Reprinted with permission from Ref. 183. (f) Electronic population
difference between the donor and acceptor over time in the spin-boson model using a generalized
Sz.-Nagy dilation algorithm. Reprinted with permission from Ref. 110. Copyright 2023 American
Chemical Society.

In this section, we briefly review several applications of open quantum system algorithms on

quantum devices, starting with a few benchmark systems. Figure 7(a) and (b) show a two-level

system in an amplitude damping channel and a two-side transverse-field Ising model, respectively.

One application is the Fenna-Matthews-Olson (FMO) complex, a widely studied biochemical

complex found in green-sulfur bacteria.184–193 The FMO complex is responsible for the efficient
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exciton energy transfer from the antenna structure to the reaction center in the photosynthetic light

harvesting process.194,195 Studied as a model system, the detailed understanding of this trimeric-

pigment protein complex can become valuable for understanding other light-harvesting complexes

and for designing artificial photovoltaic systems.196,197 In the first quantum simulation of the

FMO dynamics, a dilation-based algorithm was used to study the FMO complex, as shown in

Figure 7(c).97 In the study, a Lindblad master equation with five states and seven elementary

physical processes was constructed using a simplified but sufficient model provided by an earlier

study showing the existence of multiple redundant pathways in the chromophore systems for

transferring exciton energy to the reaction center.97,198–200 Recently, the entire seven-site system

was also simulated for 2000 fs using the singular value decomposition (SVD) of the Lindblad

superoperator for the system.99 Another study examined this complex, calculating the SVD of the

Kraus operators using a Walsh series representation.201,202

To explain the unusual ability of birds to detect their orientation with respect to the Earth’s

magnetic field—an avian compass, the radical pair mechanism (RPM) has been proposed, which

involves the reaction of a pair of radicals being correlated with each other as they are affected by

magnetic fields.203,204 In the RPM, molecules in the bird’s eyes are excited by photons with certain

wavelengths to generate a radical pair in the singlet state. The radical pair then converts between

the singlet and triplet states as affected by both the external magnetic field and the internal nuclear

spin couplings. Finally, the singlet and triplet states generate different chemical products that are

sensed by the bird for directional perception. By modeling two electron spins, one nuclear spin,

and two “shelving states” representing the chemical yields of singlet and triplet states, the Lindblad

master equation for the RPM of the avian compass was constructed.205 Both the Sz.-Nagy and SVD

dilation algorithms captured the avian compass’ dynamics over time, in addition to the difference

in the dynamics due to varying levels of environmental noise, with sample results shown using the

SVD-based algorithm in Fig. 7(d).98,99

A third application is a unique example of an open quantum system that simultaneously preserves

parity and time (PT) symmetry.206 Despite their non-Hermiticity, these systems can exhibit real
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eigenspectra within certain parameter regimes. In other regimes, these systems can possess complex

spectra which results in intriguing topological features,207,208 such as trifold knots and braiding of the

eigenstates.209 While analog simulation has been used to investigate these systems,210,211 dilation-

based algorithms have also been successful in simulating all regimes of these dynamics on quantum

processors, as shown in Figure 7(e).183,212

The algorithms discussed in this review have been generalized to capture dynamics beyond the

Markovian approximation, although these approaches are still in their infancy. The first conceptual

approach relied on the Suzuki-Lie-Trotter decomposition of the system propagator, followed by

a dilated implementation of the necessary unitaries.40 Other approaches include the use of the

non-Markovian witness formulation and the Sz.-Nagy dilation applied to the Jaynes-Cummings

model,44,108,109 the latter of which was also applied with the generalized master equation to consider

the dynamics in a spin-boson model, as depicted in Figure 7(f).110

5 Conclusions and Outlook

Quantum computing holds the promise to transform our ability to solve computational problems

in science and engineering that are essential to pivotal advances in society. Areas that have been

targeted for quantum computing applications include optimization problems, financial modeling,

artificial intelligence and machine learning, cryptography and cybersecurity, and quantum chem-

istry. Quantum computing in quantum chemistry may lead to markedly more efficient approaches

to simulating the structure and dynamics of many-electron molecules and materials. Such im-

provements to the current limitations of classical computers in molecular modeling would lead to

significant advances in drug discovery and design, climate modeling, energy, and material science.

The vast majority of quantum computing algorithms for quantum chemistry have focused on the

description and prediction of closed quantum systems, and yet most real-world systems in the

applications above involve open quantum systems. This review article provides an overview of

the first steps towards realizing efficient quantum computing algorithms for treating open quantum
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systems.

This review begins with an overview of the theory of open quantum systems in Section 2

that is applicable to both classical and quantum algorithms. The overview provides a terse but

in-depth perspective on different theoretical frameworks for open quantum systems, including

both Markovian and non-Markovian dynamics. Second, Section 3 discusses pioneering work in

the quantum simulation of open quantum systems. Several general methodological frameworks

are covered, including block-encoding techniques, density matrix purification, imaginary time

evolution, and variational approaches. Third, demonstrations of these quantum algorithms in

problems ranging from quantum biology to quantum materials are summarized in Section 4, laying

the groundwork for applications to a range of important problems in science and society. Despite

advances made to date, this article describes only the beginning of a new frontier in the quantum

simulation of open quantum systems. We hope that it will serve as a resource and inspiration

for future advances that will take us closer to realizing the potential of quantum computing in

chemistry.
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