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Abstract

We present pyBoLaNO, a Python symbolic package based on SymPy to quickly normal-order (Wick-order) any polynomial
in bosonic ladder operators. By extension, this package offers the normal ordering of commutators of any two polynomials
in bosonic ladder operators and the evaluation of the normal-ordered expectation value evolution in the Lindblad master
equation framework for open quantum systems. The package also supports multipartite descriptions and multiprocessing.
We describe the package’s workflow, show examples of use, and discuss its computational performance. All codes and
examples are available on our GitHub repository.
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PROGRAM SUMMARY
Program Title: pyBoLaNO

Developer’s repository link: https://github.com/hendry24/py

BoLaNO

Licensing provisions: MIT License

Programming language: Python

Nature of problem: Normal (Wick) ordering involving bosonic

ladder operators.

Solution method: Blasiak’s formulae for the normal ordering of

an arbitrary monomial in bosonic ladder operators. Symbolic

programming is fully provided by SymPy.

1. Introduction

Ladder operators arise in the study of the quantum
simple harmonic oscillator. They consist of the annihila-
tion/lowering operator b̂ and its Hermitian conjugate, the

creation/raising operator b̂†. They allow for the algebraic
treatment of the problem, giving a simple relation between
the system’s eigenstates. The eigenstate |n⟩ corresponding
to the nth energy level En is obtained by applying b̂† to
the vacuum state |0⟩ a total of n times, |n⟩ = N b̂†n |0⟩,
where N is a normalization constant [1, 2]. Taking into
account quantum statistics, the ladder operators are de-
fined differently for bosons and fermions—usually denoted
â and â† in the latter case. Furthermore, the eigenvectors
of the bosonic annihilation operator are quantum states
that most closely resemble the classical harmonic oscilla-
tor, that is, the coherent states [3]. The formulation is

∗Corresponding author.
E-mail address: hendry01@ui.ac.id

far-reaching in quantum mechanics. The ladder operators
form the basis for quantum field theory, in which a particle
is considered as the excitation of the underlying quantum
field [2]. They can also be found in the theoretical descrip-
tion of physical systems in atomic, molecular, and optical
physics [3] that extends beyond simple harmonic oscilla-
tors.

As the system description becomes more complex, the
algebraic manipulation of the dynamical equations be-
comes more tedious and prone to errors. As such,
a calculator that does the algebra is desirable. The
SymPy package [4] provides a symbolic computation
framework in the Python programming language. At
the time of writing this work, SymPy is on release
ver. 1.13.3 , which supports the ladder operators via

the sympy.physics.secondquant submodule. However,

the support is limited to arithmetic operations. The func-
tion wicks for normal (Wick) ordering is not imple-
mented for bosonic ladder operators. In practice, we often
desire to evaluate the normal ordering of operators involv-
ing bosonic ladder operators. An example of such cases,
which motivates us for this work, is the evolution of the
expectation values for open quantum systems described by
the Lindblad master equation [5, 6]. If analytical expres-
sions are not the concern, several packages are available
to solve the problem numerically, e.g., QuTiP [7, 8] and
QuantumOptics.jl [9]. Otherwise, to our knowledge [10–
24], there is yet a symbolic computational package that
facilitates the solution to the problem.

In this work, we develop the Python package
pyBoLaNO that offers fast symbolic normal ordering of ex-
pressions involving bosonic ladder operators, which ex-
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tends to fast normal ordering of commutators and expec-
tation value evolution from the Lindblad master equation.
The package is fully built on and compatible with SymPy.
It supports multipartite descriptions and multiprocessing
for each additive term in the input(s).

The remainder of this paper is structured as follows. In
Section 2, we elaborate on the theoretical basis for the
features presented in this package. Section 3 describes
the package’s functionalities. The package usage is shown
through some selected examples in Section 4. The com-
putational performance of the package is discussed in Sec-
tion 5. Finally, Section 6 concludes this paper.

2. Theoretical Considerations

Here, we present a brief overview of the formulations
of the ladder operators available in quantum mechanics
textbooks. The readers interested in only the essentials of
the package may skip to Section 2.1.

We consider the classical Hamiltonian of the simple har-
monic oscillator under Hooke’s law [1]:

H =
p2

2m
+
mω2

0x
2

2
, (1)

where m is the oscillator’s mass and ω0 is its natural an-
gular frequency. The quantization of this Hamiltonian is
achieved by replacing the position x and momentum p with
the corresponding Hilbert space operators. We obtain

Ĥ =
p̂2

2m
+
mω2

0 x̂
2

2
. (2)

The time-independent Schröddinger equation (TISE) is
given by

Ĥψ = Eψ, (3)

where ψ is the system’s wave function and E is its energy.
In the algebraic treatment of the problem (the other being
the analytic method involving Hermite polynomials), we
define the operators

b̂ =
(mω0x̂+ ip̂)√

2ℏmω0

, (4a)

b̂† =
(mω0x̂− ip̂)√

2ℏmω0

, (4b)

satisfying the commutation relations[
b̂, b̂†

]
= 1, (5)

where
[
Â, B̂

]
= ÂB̂ − B̂Â. The Hamiltonian becomes

Ĥ = ℏω0

(
b̂†b̂+

1

2

)
. (6)

Considering the time-independent Schrödinger equation
(TISE),

Ĥ |ψ⟩ = E |ψ⟩ , (7)

where ψ is the wave function and E is the energy, it can
be shown that

Ĥ
(
b̂† |ψ⟩

)
= (E + ℏω0)

(
b̂† |ψ⟩

)
, (8a)

Ĥ
(
b̂ |ψ⟩

)
= (E − ℏω0)

(
b̂ |ψ⟩

)
, (8b)

meaning that operating on the system |ψ⟩ with b̂† raises its
energy by a quantum of ℏω0, while operating with b̂ lowers
its energy by ℏω0. This is akin to moving up and down
the rung of a ladder, hence the name “ladder operators”.
By definition, the lowest energy state is called the vacuum

state |0⟩, which satisfies Ĥ
(
b̂ |0⟩

)
= 0. The nth eigenstate

is given by

|n⟩ = 1√
n!
b̂†n |0⟩ . (9)

The formulation of ladder operators is not limited to a
mechanical oscillator. To be more general, it can be formu-
lated from any system described by a Hamiltonian resem-
bling Eq. (2) where the canonical position q and momen-
tum p take the roles of the real position and momentum
considered above (see, for example Chap. 2 of Ref. [3] for
the treatment of electromagnetic waves). In some cases,
they are called the “raising“ and “lowering” operators. In
some others, they are called the “annihilation“ and “cre-
ation“ operators. In this paper, we shall use the term
“ladder operators” to refer to both operators, while we
use “annihilation operator” and “creation operator” to re-
fer to b̂ and b̂†, respectively.

The formulation can also be applied to an ensemble of
many simple harmonic oscillators. In this case, we have

pairs of ladder operators
(
b̂j , b̂

†
j

)
, each associated with a

single uncoupled oscillator in the ensemble indexed by j.
They satisfy the commutation relations[

b̂j , b̂k

]
=

[
b̂†j , b̂

†
k

]
= 0, (10a)[

b̂j , b̂
†
k

]
= δjk, (10b)

where δjk is the Kronecker delta.
The indices also appear in the occupation number rep-

resentation (see, for example, Chap. 3 of Ref. [2]). Given
|n0, n1, n2, . . .⟩, where n0 denotes the number of particles
in the quantum state ψ0, n1 is the number of particles in
the state ψ1, etc. [2], to decrease and increase the number
of particles, we use the ladder operators with the corre-
sponding index: b̂j and b̂†j , respectively. We consider |0, 0⟩
and try to increase each count by one. This can be done
in two ways:

b̂†1b̂
†
0 |0, 0⟩ ∝ |1, 1⟩ (11)

or
b̂†0b̂

†
1 |0, 0⟩ ∝ |1, 1⟩ . (12)

Since we end up in the same state, we must have

b̂†0b̂
†
1 = λb̂†1b̂

†
0 (13)
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where λ is a scalar. By quantum statistics, in our three-
dimensional world we have λ = ±1. We can similarly con-
sider other processes, such as adding one particle in the
state ψ0 and removing one in the state ψ1. In general, the
λ = 1 case corresponds to bosons and gives the commuta-
tion relations shown in Eqs. (10a) and (10b). Meanwhile,
the λ = −1 case corresponds to fermions and gives the
(anti)commutation relations

{âj , âk} =
{
â†j , â

†
k

}
= 0, (14a){

âj , â
†
k

}
= δjk, (14b)

where we have used a instead of b for fermionic ladder oper-
ators. In the following, we focus only on the bosonic ladder
operators and drop the adjective “bosonic” for brevity.

2.1. Normal ordering and Blasiak’s formulae

Normal ordering (or Wick ordering) means using com-
mutation relations to rewrite the given expression so that
all creation operators are written to the left of all anni-
hilation operators. This is important in quantum field
theory to avoid divergent integrals and convenient for cal-
culations via Wick’s theorem [2]. In quantum optics, it
is convenient for calculations via the optical equivalence
theorem [3]. The normal ordering of an operator Â may
be denoted by :Â:, for example,

:b̂j b̂
†
j b̂j := b̂j + b̂†j b̂

2
j . (15)

A useful result is given by Blasiak [25, 26] for the normal
ordering of a monomial of ladder operators,

X̂ = b̂†rM b̂sM . . . b̂†r2 b̂s2 b̂†r1 b̂s1 . (16)

Let r = (r1, r2, . . . , rM ) and s = (s1, s2, . . . , sM ). Also, let

dl =

l∑
m=1

(rm − sm) (17)

be the lth excess of creation operators in the monomial.
Given the generalized Stirling numbers,

Sr,s(k) =
1

k!

k∑
j=0

(
k

j

)
(−1)

k−j
M∏

m=1

(dm−1 + j)sm , (18)

where
(
a
b

)
= a!

b!(a−b)! is the binomial coefficient and (m)n =
m!

(m−n)! is the falling factorial, we can obtain the normal-

ordered expression for X̂ as

:X̂:=


b̂†dM

s1+s2+···+sM∑
k=s1

Sr,s(k)b̂
†k b̂k, dM ≥ 0

r1+r2+···+rM∑
k=rM

Ss,r(k)b̂
†k b̂k b̂−dM , dM < 0

(19)

where r = (rM , . . . , r2, r1) and s = (sM , . . . , s2, s1).

2.2. The Lindblad master equation

A widely used formalism to describe open quantum
systems—quantum systems whose interactions with their
environments are practically intractable—is the Lindblad
master equation [5, 6]. For a system described by the den-
sity matrix ρ, the evolution of the system is given by

dρ

dt
= − i

ℏ

[
Ĥ, ρ

]
+

∑
j

γjD
(
Ôj , P̂j

)
[ρ] . (20)

The Hamiltonian Ĥ describes the closed system dynamics,
while the Lindblad dissipators

D
(
Ôj , P̂j

)
[ρ] = ÔjρP̂

†
j − 1

2

{
P̂ †
j Ôj , ρ

}
(21)

describe the open system dynamics. Each dissipator is
defined by the operators Ôj , P̂j , which describe the open
system process. The multiplying scalar γj ≥ 0 can be
interpreted as the process rate.

Theoretical treatment of open quantum systems often
deals with calculating the evolution of expectation values
for some physical quantities. Let a quantity A be repre-
sented by the operator Â. Given the density matrix ρ, the

expectation value of A is given by tr
(
ρÂ

)
. Multiplying

Eq. (20) by Â (from both sides of the equation), we have

d ⟨A⟩
dt

=− i

ℏ
tr
([
Ĥ, ρ

]
Â
)

+
∑
j

γjtr
(
D
(
Ôj , P̂j

)
[ρ] Â

)
(22)

We call the trace containing Ĥ the “Hamiltonian trace”,
and those containing D the “dissipator traces”. For arbi-
trary Hamiltonian and dissipator operators, they are given
by

tr
([
Ĥ, ρ

]
Â
)
=

〈[
Â, Ĥ

]〉
(23)

and

tr
(
D
(
Ôj , P̂j

)
[ρ] Â

)
=
1

2

〈[
P̂ †
j , Â

]
Ôj

〉
+

1

2

〈
P̂ †
j

[
Â, Ôj

]〉
. (24)

3. Package Description

The core workflow of pyBoLaNO is shown in Fig. 1. We
start with a brief overview of the SymPy objects relevant
to our package. Then, we describe the workflow of the
package’s main functions: ops , normal_ordering / NO ,

NO_commutator , and LME_expval_evo ; as well as the

multiprocessing configuration dictionary: mp_config .
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Figure 1: Core functionalities of pyBoLaNO . The main functions are shown in blue, while the core utility functions are colored black. Meanwhile,

the purple-colored mp_config is a Python variable. Red connectors show symbolic workflows, while green connectors show visual workflows.

Dashed rectangles indicate functionalities that are not accessible by the user.

3.1. Relevant objects in SymPy

All algebraic expressions in SymPy are based on the
Expr or AtomicExpr class. The former is used for ex-

pressions with arguments (composite expressions), such as
Symbol . The latter is used for expressions without argu-

ments (atomic expressions), such as Number . The tuple
of arguments of an expression object can be accessed from
its args attribute. For AtomicExpr , an empty tuple is

returned.

Each mathematical expression returns the corre-
sponding operation class: Add for summation, Mul for

multiplication, Pow for exponentiation, and Commutator

for commutator, to name a few. These are all composite
objects and may have each other as arguments. Add and

Mul may have any number of arguments. Meanwhile, the

first argument of Pow is the base and the second argument

is the exponent. The two arguments of Commutator are
the entries for each slot in the bracket. For example, given
that x=Symbol("x") , then x**2+2*x is constructed as

Add(Pow(Symbol("x"),Integer(2)),Mul(Integer(2),

Symbol("x"))) . This representation can be accessed

using the srepr function. We can also check whether a

given expression is contained using the has method.

SymPy has some rules to represent algebraic expressions,
specifically for ordering arguments. As a consequence,
Commutator(A,B) (where A and B are placeholders)

may be shown as Mul(Integer(-1),Commutator(B,A))

instead. There are also rules to simplify the representa-
tion. For example, A+B+C is represented by Add(A,B,C)

instead of Add(Add(A,B),C) . For Commutator , SymPy
automatically takes any non-commuting scalar out of the
bracket and distributes the commutator when at least one
of the arguments is an Add . pyBoLaNO makes the assump-

tion that the input Commutator is represented as a linear
combination of commutators.

The ladder operators are given by AnnihilateBoson

and CreateBoson . One can be converted to the other

using Dagger , which takes the Hermitian conjugate of its

input. These, along with Commutator , are not objects

imported by import sympy . Instead, the user has to run

import sympy.physics.secondquant . pyBoLaNO recog-

nizes the ladder operators and the commutator by these
classes. SymPy has a class for normal ordering, namely NO ,
but it is not recognized by our package. Table 1 specifies
SymPy objects that behave well in pyBoLaNO .

3.2. Constructing the ladder operators
Instead of calling AnnihilateBoson(k) and

CreateBoson(k) from sympy.physics.secondquant ,

where k is the subscript, we recommend using
pyBoLaNO ’s ops :

ops(k)

that can be used to construct the annihilation and cre-
ation operators. The subscript k is optional and can be
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Table 1: SymPy objects compatible with pyBoLaNO . SymPy is

ver. 1.13.3 .

SymPy object Description

Number Atomic expression for numbers
( Integer , Float , Rational ).

The args attribute is an empty

tuple.

Symbol Symbol expression. Useful for
variables. The args attribute is

a tuple containing the string
input to the object’s constructor.

AnnihilateBoson Bosonic annihilation operator.
The LATEX output is b̂j . Here j is
a Symbol or Integer input to

the class constructor. Inputting
Integer other than 0 will

raise an error in the printing
process. This is likely a bug. The
args attribute is a tuple

containing the subscript.

CreateBoson Bosonic creation operator. The
LATEX output is b̂†j . Similar to

AnnihilateBoson .

Commutator Takes the commutator between
its two inputs. The args

attribute is a tuple containing
both its arguments.

Add The sum object. The args

attribute is a tuple of its
summands.

Mul The product object. The args

attribute is a tuple of its factors.

Pow The exponentiation object. The
args attribute is a tuple

(b,e) of its base and exponent.

Symbol or any Python object convertible to a string. This

function preprocesses k into Symbol , which is the most

compatible with AnnihilateBoson and CreateBoson .
In the current version of SymPy, it also avoids the print-
ing error that occurs when nonzero integers are used as
subscripts (which is likely a bug).

3.3. Normal ordering

The normal ordering of a polynomial q in ladder op-

erators is done by the normal_ordering function, with
syntax.

normal_ordering(q)

We also offer a shorthand:

NO(q)

Blasiak’s formulae, given by Eq. (19), are implemented in
the _NO_Blasiak function, which evaluates the normal
ordering of the given monomial in the ladder operators.
Extra algorithms are executed to handle multipartite de-
scriptions. The general workflow is described below.

1. Make a list of summands of q .

2. Make each summand of q into a list of factors, sep-

arated by the ladder operator subscripts. Scalars are
put in a separate group.

3. Normal-order each factor using _NO_Blasiak .

4. Multiply the sums obtained by normal-ordering each
factor to give the almost-normal-ordered summand of
q .

5. Sum all the almost-normal-ordered summands of q

to give the almost-normal-ordered q .

6. Due to how SymPy handles noncommuting objects,
the Mul of factors obtained in step 4 are yet to
be normal-ordered. Instead, each term goes like
. . . b̂†aj b̂

b
j b̂

†c
k ̸=j b̂

d
k ̸=j . . . . Do the final sorting as follows

for each summand:

(a) Collect scalars into one list.

(b) Collect creation operators as dictionary entries
whose keys are their subscripts.

(c) Collect annihilation operators similarly.

(d) Sort both dictionaries by key, then return a list
of their values.

(e) Multiply all items in each list to give a Mul

of scalars, creation operators, and annihilation
operators.

(f) Multiply the three resulting Mul objects to give
the fully normal-ordered summand.

Sum all summands and return the resulting Add .

3.4. Normal-ordered commutators

The normal ordering of a commutator between two poly-
nomials A and B in ladder operators can be evaluated

using the do_commutator function. The syntax is given
by

do_commutator(A, B)

This function simply calls normal_ordering(A*B-B*A) .

3.5. Expectation value evolution in the Lindblad master
equation framework

Equation (22) can be evaluated by calling
LME_expval_evo . The syntax is

LME_expval_evo(H, D, A, hbar_is_one)
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Here, H is the Hamiltonian of the system, written as

a SymPy expression. Meanwhile, D is a list that speci-
fies the dynamics of the open system. Each element in
D is a list [gamma_j, O_j, P_j] containing the pro-

cess rate γj and the operators Ôj , P̂j defining the dis-

sipator. If Ôj = P̂j , the user may omit the third ele-
ment from the list. If no dissipation is present, the user
may input an empty list, D=[] . The operator corre-
sponding to the quantity whose expectation value evolu-
tion is calculated is input to A . Finally, hbar_is_one

is a Boolean to set ℏ = 1. This option is True by de-

fault. We note that Symbol("hbar") is used instead of

sympy.physics.quantum.hbar to ensure that it behaves

well with the package functionalities. The following hap-
pens when this function is called.

1. Call Hamiltonian_trace(H, A) to calculate the
Hamiltonian trace with Eq. (23) in normal-ordered
form. Add the result to the output.

2. For each entry in D , call

dissipator_trace(O_j,P_j,A) to calculate the

dissipator trace given by Eq. (24) in normal-ordered
form. Multiply the result by the corresponding
process rate gamma_j and add to the output.

3. Return the output Add .

The output is generally a sum that contains _expval

objects. The _expval class wraps the output operators

inside bra-kets. The class inherits SymPy’s Symbol class

and is used only for result visualization.

3.6. Mutiprocessing configurations

Multiprocessing is used in normal_ordering to handle

each summand of the input. The user may control the mul-
tiprocessing behavior by modifying the mp_config vari-

able after importing the package. The syntax is

mp_config["enable"] = True

mp_config["num_cpus"] = os.cpu_count()

mp_config["min_num_args"] = 2

where the values assigned above are the default val-
ues of the package. Here, "enable" specifies whether

multiprocessing is enabled, "num_cpus" specifies the

number of CPU threads to use, and "min_num_args"

specifies the minimum number of summands men-
tioned above (arguments of the Add object). Any

integer less than 2 will cause the package to set

mp_config["min_num_args"]=2 .

4. Some Usecases of the Package

The examples provided in this section are available in
the package tutorial on our GitHub repository, which uses

Jupyter Notebook to render the LATEX output. The fol-
lowing snippets show an exemplary setup of the package.

import pybolano as bl

bl.mpconfig["num_cpus"] = 4

import sympy as sm

latex = sm.latex # to print as LaTeX code.

b, bd = bl.ops()

b_1, bd_1 = bl.ops(1)

b_2, bd_2 = bl.ops(sm.Symbol("2"))

print(latex(

b_1

))

Out: b_{1}

4.1. normal_ordering

print(latex(

bl.normal_ordering(b * bd * b)

))

Out: b_{} + {b^\dagger_{}} b_{}^{2}

Multipartite input:

print(latex(

bl.normal_ordering(b_2 * b_1 * bd_2**2 * bd_1)

))

Out: 2 {b^\dagger_{1}} {b^\dagger_{2}} b_{1} +

{b^\dagger_{1}} {b^\dagger_{2}}^{2} b_{1}

b_{2} + 2 {b^\dagger_{2}} +

{b^\dagger_{2}}^{2} b_{2}

↪→

↪→

↪→

Polynomial input:

print(latex(

bl.normal_ordering(b_1*bd_2 +

5*b_2**2*bd_1*b_1 + b_2)↪→

))

Out: b_{2} + 5 {b^\dagger_{1}} b_{1} b_{2}^{2}

+ {b^\dagger_{2}} b_{1}↪→

6



Input with symbols:

x = sm.Symbol("x")

print(latex(

bl.normal_ordering(x * b_1 * x**2 * bd_1**2)

))

Out: 2 x^{3} {b^\dagger_{1}} + x^{3}

{b^\dagger_{1}}^{2} b_{1}↪→

4.2. NO_commutator

A = bd*b

B = b

print(latex(

bl.NO_commutator(A, B)

))

Out: - b_{}

Multipartite input:

A = bd_1*bd_2

B = b_1*b_2

print(latex(

bl.NO_commutator(A, B)

))

Out: -1 - {b^\dagger_{1}} b_{1} -

{b^\dagger_{2}} b_{2}↪→

Polynomial input:

A = b_1 + 2*b_2**2

B = bd_1**3 + 2*bd_2*b_2

print(latex(

bl.NO_commutator(A, B)

))

Out: 8 b_{2}^{2} + 3 {b^\dagger_{1}}^{2}

Input with symbols:

x = sm.Symbol("x")

A = x*b_1

B = x**(0.5)*bd_1*b

print(latex(

bl.NO_commutator(A, B)

))

Out: x^{1.5} b_{}

4.3. LME_expval_evo

Now we consider some evolution equations in the liter-
ature as a way to validate this package, highlighting its
potential usage for describing various quantum systems.
The following examples also illustrate problems where it
is desirable to compute the evolution of the expectation
values of some observables for which pyBoLaNO may be
useful.

4.3.1. The quantum simple harmonic oscillator

It is well-known that the evolution of the expected value
of the annihilation operator b̂ in a simple harmonic Hamil-

tonian Ĥ = ℏω0

(
b̂†b̂+ 1/2

)
is given by

d
〈
b̂
〉

dt
= −iℏω0

〈
b̂
〉

(25)

Here is how it is obtained with pyBoLaNO :

hbar, omega_0 = sm.symbols(r"hbar omega_0")

b, bd = bl.ops()

H = hbar*omega_0*bd*b

D = []

A = b

print(latex(

bl.LME_expval_evo(H, D, A, hbar_is_one=False)

))

Out: \frac{d}{d t} {\left\langle b_{}

\right\rangle} = - i \omega_{0}

{\left\langle b_{} \right\rangle}

↪→

↪→

Additionally, we can show that the energy is conserved,
i.e. that

d
〈
b̂†b̂

〉
dt

= 0 (26)

Assuming the variables from the previous code block, we
have

A = bd*b

print(latex(

bl.LME_expval_evo(H, D, A)

))

Out: \frac{d}{d t} {\left\langle

{b^\dagger_{}} b_{} \right\rangle} = 0↪→

4.3.2. The quantum Rayleigh oscillator

A limit cycle can be defined as a stable oscillation to
which the system is always attracted [27]. This is a con-
sequence of nonlinearity and can be observed in nonlinear

7



oscillators. The Rayleigh oscillator is one such exemplary
model. We consider the evolution of the expected phase

point
〈
b̂
〉
for a quantum Rayleigh oscillator, a nonlinear

quantum oscillator exhibiting a quantum limit cycle. From
Ref. [10], the equation of motion is specified by (with ℏ = 1

and b̂ = [x̂+ ip̂] /2, cf. Eqs. [14–16] of Ref. [10]):

Ĥ = ω0b̂
†b̂+ i

µ

12

(
b̂†b̂3 − b̂†3b̂

)
+ i

µ

24

(
b̂4 − b̂†4

)
− i

µ
(
q20 − 1

)
4

(
b̂2 − b̂†2

) (27)

and

γ1 = µ
(
q20 − 1

)
, Ô1 = P̂1 = b̂† (28a)

γ2 =
3µ

4
, Ô2 = P̂2 = b̂2 (28b)

γ3 = µ, Ô3 = P̂3 = b̂†b̂− b̂†2

2
(28c)

where µ is the nonlinearity parameter and q0 is one of the

Rayleigh parameters. The evolution of
〈
b̂
〉
is governed by

(cf. Eqs. [13, 17–25] of Ref. [10])

d
〈
b̂
〉

dt
= −iω0

〈
b̂
〉
+
µ

2

(
q20 − 1

) [〈
b̂
〉
+
〈
b̂†
〉]

− µ

6

[〈
b̂3
〉
+
〈
b̂†3

〉]
− µ

2

[〈
b̂†b̂2

〉
+
〈
b̂†2b̂

〉]
(29)

Here is how Eq. (29) can be obtained with pyBoLaNO :

omega_0, mu, q_0 = sm.symbols(r"omega_0 mu

q_0")↪→

b, bd = bl.ops()

H = omega_0*bd*b \

+ sm.I*mu/12 * (bd*b**3 - bd**3*b) \

+ sm.I*mu/24 * (b**4-bd**4) \

- sm.I*mu*(q_0**2-1)/4 * (b**2-bd**2)

D = [[mu*(q_0**2-1), bd],

[3*mu/4, b**2],

[mu, bd*b-bd**2/2]]

A = b

print(latex(

bl.LME_expval_evo(H, D, A)

))

Out: \frac{d}{d t} {\left\langle b_{}

\right\rangle} = \frac{\mu q_{0}^{2}

{\left\langle b_{} \right\rangle}}{2} +

\frac{\mu q_{0}^{2} {\left\langle

{b^\dagger_{}} \right\rangle}}{2} -

\frac{\mu {\left\langle b_{}

\right\rangle}}{2} - \frac{\mu

{\left\langle b_{}^{3} \right\rangle}}{6}

- \frac{\mu {\left\langle {b^\dagger_{}}

\right\rangle}}{2} - \frac{\mu

{\left\langle {b^\dagger_{}} b_{}^{2}

\right\rangle}}{2} - \frac{\mu

{\left\langle {b^\dagger_{}}^{2} b_{}

\right\rangle}}{2} - \frac{\mu

{\left\langle {b^\dagger_{}}^{3}

\right\rangle}}{6} - i \omega_{0}

{\left\langle b_{} \right\rangle}}

↪→

↪→

↪→

↪→

↪→

↪→

↪→

↪→

↪→

↪→

↪→

↪→

↪→

↪→

↪→

↪→

4.3.3. A bipartite quantum battery with quadratic driving

A quantum battery is a quantum system that can store
energy and whose energy can be harvested for useful
work [12]. Recently, Downing and Ukhtary [12] proposed
a setup for a bipartite quantum battery. The system con-
tains a charger and a holder coupled to each other, with
a short quadratic pulse driving the charger. The equation
of motion is specified by (with ℏ = 1, cf. Eqs. [1–6] of
Ref. [12])

Ĥ = ωcb̂
†
cb̂c + ωhb̂

†
hb̂h

+ g
(
b̂†cb̂h + b̂†hb̂c

)
+

Ω

2
δ(t)

(
b̂†2c + b̂2c

) (30)

and
γ1 = γ, Ô1 = Ô1 = b̂c (31)

where g is the coupling strength, Ω is the pulse strength,

and δ(t) is the Dirac delta function. The quantities
〈
b̂†cb̂c

〉
and

〈
b̂†hb̂h

〉
are proportional to the energy of the charger

and the holder, respectively. After t = 0, the driving is
off, and they evolve according to (cf. Eq. [12] of Ref. [12])

d
〈
b̂†cb̂c

〉
dt

= −γ
〈
b̂†cb̂c

〉
− ig

[〈
b̂†cb̂h

〉
−

〈
b̂†hb̂c

〉]
(32a)

d
〈
b̂†hb̂h

〉
dt

= ig
[〈
b̂†cb̂h

〉
−
〈
b̂†hb̂c

〉]
(32b)

Here are the same equations obtained using our package:

omega_c, omega_h, g, gamma = \

sm.symbols(r"omega_c omega_h g gamma")

b_c, bd_c = bl.ops("c")

b_h, bd_h = bl.ops("h")
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H = omega_c * bd_c*b_c \

+ omega_h * bd_h*b_h \

+ g*(bd_c*b_h + bd_h*b_c)

D = [[gamma, b_c]]

A = bd_c*b_c

print(latex(

bl.LME_expval_evo(H,D,A)

))

Out: \frac{d}{d t} {\left\langle

{b^\dagger_{\mathtt{\text{c}}}}

b_{\mathtt{\text{c}}} \right\rangle} = - i

g {\left\langle

{b^\dagger_{\mathtt{\text{c}}}}

b_{\mathtt{\text{h}}} \right\rangle} + i g

{\left\langle

{b^\dagger_{\mathtt{\text{h}}}}

b_{\mathtt{\text{c}}} \right\rangle} -

\gamma {\left\langle

{b^\dagger_{\mathtt{\text{c}}}}

b_{\mathtt{\text{c}}} \right\rangle}

↪→

↪→

↪→

↪→

↪→

↪→

↪→

↪→

↪→

↪→

↪→

Assuming the variables from the previous block,

A = bd_h*b_h

print(latex(

bl.LME_expval_evo(H,D,A)

))

Out: \frac{d}{d t} {\left\langle

{b^\dagger_{\mathtt{\text{h}}}}

b_{\mathtt{\text{h}}} \right\rangle} = i g

{\left\langle

{b^\dagger_{\mathtt{\text{c}}}}

b_{\mathtt{\text{h}}} \right\rangle} - i g

{\left\langle

{b^\dagger_{\mathtt{\text{h}}}}

b_{\mathtt{\text{c}}} \right\rangle}

↪→

↪→

↪→

↪→

↪→

↪→

↪→

↪→

4.3.4. A PT -symmetric trimer of harmonic oscillators

Bender and Boettcher [28] show that a Hamiltonian does
not need to be Hermitian to have a real, nonnegative spec-
trum. The parity-time (PT ) symmetry can be viewed
as a generalization to the hermicity condition—this vali-
dates the non-Hermitian quantum mechanics formulation.
In non-Hermitian quantum mechanics, exceptional points
(EPs) mark the crossover between the unbroken and bro-
ken PT phase. Exceptional points are useful. For exam-
ple, at its EPs, a system may gain enhanced sensitivity,
making it desirable for sensing applications [29]. As an-
other example, it is observed that the fluorescence rates

of certain single-photon sources reach their quantum limit
upon crossing an EP [30].

Downing and Saroka [16] formulate a simple model of
short oligomer chains of harmonic oscillators with a PT -
symmetric Hamiltonian in the Lindblad master equation
framework, showing the emergence of EPs. We consider a
trimer system whose dynamics is specified by (ℏ = 1, cf.
Eqs. [4, 5a, 5b, 10] of Ref. [16])

Ĥ =
(
ω0 + i

κ

2

)
b̂†1b̂1 + ω0b̂

†
2b̂2 +

(
ω0 − i

κ

2

)
b̂†3b̂3

+ g
(
b̂†1b̂2 + b̂†2b̂3 + h.c.

) (33)

and

γ1 = γ1, Ô1 = P̂1 = b̂1 (34a)

γ2 = γ2, Ô2 = P̂2 = b̂2 (34b)

γ3 = γ3, Ô3 = P̂3 = b̂3 (34c)

γ4 = p1, Ô4 = P̂4 = b̂†1 (34d)

γ5 = p2, Ô5 = P̂5 = b̂†2 (34e)

γ6 = p3, Ô6 = P̂6 = b̂†3 (34f)

where ω0 is the natural frequency of all oscillators, g is
the coupling strength, and κ specifies both the gain rate
of oscillator 1 and loss rate of oscillator 3. Meanwhile, γk
and pk, k = 1, 2, 3, specify the gain and loss rates from in-
coherent processes for the oscillator k. The non-Hermitian
parts of Ĥ are consequences of these processes. The evolu-

tion of
〈
b̂†k b̂k

〉
are given by (cf. Eqs.[9, 14–19] of Ref. [16])

d
〈
b̂†1b̂1

〉
dt

= p1 − (γ1 − p1)
〈
b̂†1b̂1

〉
(35a)

− ig
〈
b̂†1b̂2

〉
+ ig

〈
b̂†2b̂1

〉
d
〈
b̂†2b̂2

〉
dt

= p2 − (γ2 − p2)
〈
b̂†2b̂2

〉
(35b)

+ ig
〈
b̂†1b̂2

〉
− ig

〈
b̂†2b̂3

〉
− ig

〈
b̂†2b̂1

〉
+ ig

〈
b̂†3b̂2

〉
d
〈
b̂†3b̂3

〉
dt

= p3 − (γ3 − p3)
〈
b̂†3b̂3

〉
(35c)

+ ig
〈
b̂†2b̂3

〉
− ig

〈
b̂†3b̂2

〉
Here are the equations obtained using pyBoLaNO :

omega_0, kappa = sm.symbols("omega_0 kappa")

gamma_1, gamma_2, gamma_3 =

sm.symbols("gamma_1 gamma_2 gamma_3")↪→

p_1, p_2, p_3 = sm.symbols("p_1 p_2 p_3")

b_1, bd_1 = bl.ops(1)
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b_2, bd_2 = bl.ops(2)

b_3, bd_3 = bl.ops(3)

H = (omega_0 + sm.I*kappa/2)*bd_1*b_1 \

+ omega_0*bd_2*b_2 \

+ (omega_0 - sm.I*kappa/2)*bd_3*b_3 \

+ g*(bd_1*b_2+bd_2*b_1 + bd_2*b_3 +

bd_3*b_2)↪→

D = [[gamma_1, b_1],

[gamma_2, b_2],

[gamma_3, b_3],

[p_1, bd_1],

[p_2, bd_2],

[p_3, bd_3]]

A = bd_1*b_1

print(latex(

bl.LME_expval_evo(H, D, A)

))

Out: \frac{d}{d t} {\left\langle

{b^\dagger_{1}} b_{1} \right\rangle} = - i

g {\left\langle {b^\dagger_{1}} b_{2}

\right\rangle} + i g {\left\langle

{b^\dagger_{2}} b_{1} \right\rangle} -

\gamma_{1} {\left\langle {b^\dagger_{1}}

b_{1} \right\rangle} + p_{1} {\left\langle

{b^\dagger_{1}} b_{1} \right\rangle} +

p_{1}

↪→

↪→

↪→

↪→

↪→

↪→

↪→

↪→

Assuming the variables from the previous block,

A = bd_2*b_2

print(latex(

bl.LME_expval_evo(H, D, A)

))

Out: \frac{d}{d t} {\left\langle

{b^\dagger_{2}} b_{2} \right\rangle} = i g

{\left\langle {b^\dagger_{1}} b_{2}

\right\rangle} - i g {\left\langle

{b^\dagger_{2}} b_{1} \right\rangle} - i g

{\left\langle {b^\dagger_{2}} b_{3}

\right\rangle} + i g {\left\langle

{b^\dagger_{3}} b_{2} \right\rangle} -

\gamma_{2} {\left\langle {b^\dagger_{2}}

b_{2} \right\rangle} + p_{2} {\left\langle

{b^\dagger_{2}} b_{2} \right\rangle} +

p_{2}

↪→

↪→

↪→

↪→

↪→

↪→

↪→

↪→

↪→

↪→

↪→

and

A = bd_3*b_3

print(latex(

bl.LME_expval_evo(H, D, A)

))

Out: \frac{d}{d t} {\left\langle

{b^\dagger_{3}} b_{3} \right\rangle} = i g

{\left\langle {b^\dagger_{2}} b_{3}

\right\rangle} - i g {\left\langle

{b^\dagger_{3}} b_{2} \right\rangle} -

\gamma_{3} {\left\langle {b^\dagger_{3}}

b_{3} \right\rangle} + p_{3} {\left\langle

{b^\dagger_{3}} b_{3} \right\rangle} +

p_{3}

↪→

↪→

↪→

↪→

↪→

↪→

↪→

↪→

4.3.5. A pair of nonreciprocal driven-dissipative quantum
resonators

So far, we have considered the cases where Ôj = P̂j . For
the last example, we will discuss a system in which this is
not the case.

The notion of reciprocity, i.e., when the interaction be-
tween two objects is identical if they are swapped, is en-
countered in various topics in physics, such as Newton’s
third law of motion, electromagnetic reciprocity [31], and
scattering reciprocity [32]. The lack of reciprocity (in other
words: nonreciprocity) can lead to interesting phenomena
and practical advantages [17]. A physical model that gives
rise to nonreciprocity in open quantum systems is given by
Downing and Sturges [17]. The model consists of a pair
of driven-dissipative quantum resonators, where the asym-
metry arises from the relative phase difference between the
coherent and incoherent couplings. The dynamics is de-
scribed within the Lindblad master equation framework,
with (ℏ = 1, cf. Eqs. [1, 2] of Ref. [17])

Ĥ = ∆
∑
k=1,2

b̂†k b̂k +Ω
(
b̂1 + b̂†1

)
+ g

(
eiθ b̂†1b̂2 + e−iθ b̂†2b̂1

)
(36)

and

γ1 = γ, Ô1 = P̂1 = b̂1 (37a)

γ2 = γ, Ô2 = P̂2 = b̂2 (37b)

γ3 = Γeiϕ, Ô3 = b̂2, P̂3 = b̂1 (37c)

γ4 = Γe−iϕ, Ô4 = b̂1, P̂4 = b̂2 (37d)

in the rotating reference frame of the laser driving oscil-
lator 1. Here, ∆ is the detuning of the oscillators with
respect to the laser, Ω is the driving strength, g is the (co-
herent) coupling strength, and θ is the coupling phase.
The third and fourth dissipators describe the incoher-
ent coupling between the two oscillators sharing the same
bath, whose rate is taken to be complex with amplitude

0 ≤ Γ ≤ γ and phase ϕ. The quantities
〈
b̂1

〉
and

〈
b̂2

〉
10



evolve according to (cf. Eqs. [3, 4] of Ref. [17])

d
〈
b̂1

〉
dt

= −i
(
∆− i

γ

2

)〈
b̂1

〉
−
(
igeiθ +

Γeiϕ

2

)〈
b̂2

〉
− iΩ

(38a)

d
〈
b̂2

〉
dt

= −
(
ige−iθ +

Γe−iϕ

2

)〈
b̂1

〉
− i

(
∆− i

γ

2

)〈
b̂2

〉
(38b)

Here are Eqs. (38a) and (38b) obtained using the package:

Delta, Omega, g, theta = sm.symbols("Delta

Omega g theta")↪→

gamma, Gamma, phi = sm.symbols("gamma Gamma

phi")↪→

b_1, bd_1 = bl.ops(1)

b_2, bd_2 = bl.ops(2)

H = Delta*(bd_1*b_1 + bd_2*b_2) \

+ Omega*(b_1+bd_1) \

+ g*(sm.E**(sm.I*theta)*bd_1*b_2 +

sm.E**(-sm.I*theta)*bd_2*b_1)↪→

D = [[gamma, b_1],

[gamma, b_2],

[Gamma*sm.E**(sm.I*phi), b_2, b_1],

[Gamma*sm.E**(-sm.I*phi), b_1, b_2]]

A = b_1

print(latex(

bl.LME_expval_evo(H, D, A)

))

Out: \frac{d}{d t} {\left\langle b_{1}

\right\rangle} = - i \Delta {\left\langle

b_{1} \right\rangle} - \frac{\Gamma

{\left\langle b_{2} \right\rangle} e^{i

\phi}}{2} - i \Omega - i g {\left\langle

b_{2} \right\rangle} e^{i \theta} -

\frac{\gamma {\left\langle b_{1}

\right\rangle}}{2}

↪→

↪→

↪→

↪→

↪→

↪→

↪→

Assuming variables from the previous block,

A = b_2

print(latex(

bl.LME_expval_evo(H, D, A)

))

Out: \frac{d}{d t} {\left\langle b_{2}

\right\rangle} = - i \Delta {\left\langle

b_{2} \right\rangle} - \frac{\Gamma

{\left\langle b_{1} \right\rangle} e^{- i

\phi}}{2} - i g {\left\langle b_{1}

\right\rangle} e^{- i \theta} -

\frac{\gamma {\left\langle b_{2}

\right\rangle}}{2}

↪→

↪→

↪→

↪→

↪→

↪→

↪→

5. Performance

Since it is implemented for each summand in the input
expression, the speedup gained by using multiprocessing
is approximately linear (the evaluation of each summand
may take different durations). Meanwhile, the evaluation
of a single monomial is optimal, since explicit formulae are
used.

6. Conclusion

We have developed a symbolic package pyBoLaNO for
the normal ordering of polynomials in bosonic ladder op-
erators utilizing Blasiak’s formulae. By extension, it al-
lows the user to obtain the normal-ordered equivalent of
a commutator between two polynomials in bosonic ladder
operators, as well as the normal-ordered expectation value
evolution equation for a system described in the Lindblad
master equation framework. We have described the pack-
age workflow in detail and provided the syntaxes for the
core functionalities. We have exhibited some examples of
use by taking recent results from the literature which also
serve to validate the package. We have briefly discussed
the computational cost of the normal ordering algorithm.
This package is aimed at quantum physics theorists who
desire fast, error-free normal ordering for bosonic ladder
algebra, in particular when dealing with expectation value
evolution in the Lindblad master equation framework. We
welcome suggestions and constructive criticism to improve
this package through its public repository.
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