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Quantum computers have now appeared in our society and are utilized for the investigation of science and
engineering. At present, they have been built as intermediate-size computers containing about fifty qubits and
are weak against noise effects. Hence, they are called noisy-intermediate scale quantum devices. In order to
accomplish efficient quantum computation with using these machines, a key issue is going to be the coherent
control of individual and collective quantum noises. In this work, we focus on a latter type and investigate
formulations of the collective quantum noises represented as quantum circuits. To simplify our discussions and
make them concrete, we analyze collective amplitude damping processes in two-qubit systems. As verifications
of our formalisms and the quantum circuits, we demonstrate digital quantum simulations of the collective am-
plitude damping by examining six different initial conditions with varying the number of execution of an overall
operation for our quantum simulations. We observe that our results show good numerical matching with the
solution of quantum master equation for the two-qubit systems as we increase such a number. In addition, we
explain the essence of the way to extend our formalisms to analyze the collective amplitude damping in larger
qubit systems. These results pave the way for establishing systematic approaches to control the quantum noises
and designing large-scale quantum computers.

I. INTRODUNCTION

Our quantum technologies have become matured such that
we are now becoming able to engineer the computational ma-
chines working under laws of quantum mechanics, namely,
quantum computers [1–6]. Toward the realization of quan-
tum computers, historically many different types of imple-
mentations (hardware) as well as working schemes have been
proposed and realized ranging from solid-state-system setups
(nuclear spin systems manipulated by the nuclear magnetic
resonance, silicon-based systems, quantum dots controlled by
electron spin resonance and exchange interaction, supercon-
ducting circuits constructed with Josephson junctions) [7–18]
to atomic-molecular and optical setups (trapped ions using
laser pulse, single photons with beamsplitters, phase shifters,
and the Kerr medium, cavity quantum electrodynamic setups)
[19–25]. In parallel, numerous quantum algorithms have been
proposed and established for problems which are considered
to be effective to solve by using the quantum computer, e.g.,
prime factorization and database retrieval [26–29]. Owing to
these great efforts, we are now in the era where the quantum
computers based on quantum circuits (circuit models) have
been built with using several types of elements such as super-
conducting circuits and trapped ions [17, 18, 22]. By using the
properties inherent in the quantum systems like quantum co-
herence and quantum entanglement, we expect that the quan-
tum computer becomes the machine which can solve quan-
tum mechanical problems more efficiently than the existing
(classical) computer, i.e., quantum supremacy [30, 31]. When
the quantum computers become daily used and being applied
to the investigation of science and engineering, we expect
the advancement of quantum technologies which can support
our daily lives and industries, for example, material develop-
ment and drug discovery. At present, however, our quantum
computers have been built as intermediate-size computers in-
cluding about fifty qubits and are not robust against noises
yet. Hence, they are called noisy-intermediate scale quantum
(NISQ) devices [18, 22, 30]. To improve the computational re-

sults, some tasks like an error mitigation [32–35] are needed to
be practiced, which are different schemes from quantum error
correction [5, 36, 37]. On the other hand, from practical points
of view, toward the improvement of the qualities of quantum
computers (NISQ devices), in recent years a lot of great ef-
forts have been made for such a goal by using NISQ devices to
compute simpler quantum mechanical problems with analyz-
ing the obtained results as well as understanding their present
qualities so as to make them into more useful machines. For
instance, the analysis and computation of many-body elec-
tronic systems such as many-body wave functions and the
energies of ground states for hydrogen molecules as well as
those of other types of molecules like LiH have been con-
ducted [16–18, 22, 38]. Further, the computation of Green’s
functions has been investigated [39–43]. Throughout these
investigations, numerous quantum algorithms which suit in
NISQ devices have been proposed or established, e.g., the
Variational Quantum Eigensolver and Quantum Approximate
Optimization Algorithm [16–18, 22, 38, 41, 42, 44–49]. An-
other important theme of quantum computing is the quantum
simulation of Ising model [50–52]. This simple model can be
applied to study many types of problems including the sim-
ulation of quantum magnets and optimization problems like
the traveling salesman problem. For the simulation of trans-
verse Ising model based on quantum annealing method, see
for instance [53].

The quantum computers can be used to study not only for
the analysis of physics and chemistry of many-body elec-
tronic systems represented as the unitary processes. They also
enables us to study non-unitary processes of systems under
consideration, i.e., the dynamics in open quantum systems
(quantum dynamics under dissipation) [47, 48, 54–57]. In na-
ture, many systems exhibit the open quantum dynamics orig-
inating in the interaction between an environment and sys-
tems under consideration. Examples include the transverse
and longitudinal relaxation processes (thermalization and de-
phasing processes) of electron and nuclear spins in solid-state
systems such as GaAs semiconductors [12, 58–61], sponta-

ar
X

iv
:2

01
2.

02
41

0v
1 

 [
qu

an
t-

ph
] 

 4
 D

ec
 2

02
0



2

neous emission in atomic-molecular and optical systems like
cavity quantum electrodynamic systems [54–56, 62–64], and
further, the open quantum dynamics emerge even in biolog-
ical systems such as excitonic dynamics (transport phenom-
ena) in photosynthetic systems [65–68]. The investigation of
open quantum dynamics is also important from the quantum-
engineering perspectives. The qubits constituting the quan-
tum devices (hardware) are affected by many kinds of quan-
tum noise effects, for instance, thermal noise, bit and phase
flips, and depolarization [69] . Thus, the qubits as compo-
nents of the quantum computers are actually showing the non-
unitary dynamics (amplitude damping, dephasing, and deco-
herence). To improve the qualities of present quantum com-
puters (NISQ devices), we must understand deeply the ways
qubits are subjected to the quantum noises and how to deal
with them. The first possibility we can think of is the qubits
couple with the environments individually and experience the
noise effects (individual noises). In contrast, another possibil-
ity is that the qubits couple collectively with a single (com-
mon) environment and experience collective noises [70]. Ex-
amples include collective decoherence or dephasing [37, 70–
73]. Other important examples are superradiant and subradi-
ant effects [54–56, 61–64, 73–78]. Futher, the environments
can become either uncorrelated or correlated [34, 35, 79–83].
Since the quantum computation are performed in terms of the
single- and two-qubit gate operations, we can think that the
qubits are going to get influenced by both the individual and
collective noises. Thus, in order to conduct the error analysis
of the quantum computation we must establish some schemes
for the coherent control of these two types of noises. Besides
the quantum error correction [5, 36, 37] and error mitigation
[32–35], an alternative approach we can think of is to model
the quantum noises by representing them as the quantum cir-
cuits [5]. In this way, we expect that it brings insight into the
coherent control of the individual and collective noises as well
as the conduction of the error analysis by the single- and two-
qubit gate operations and measurements. Further, it enable us
to design architectures of large-scale quantum computers.

In this paper, we focus on the collective quantum noise ef-
fects and investigate the formalisms as well as the quantum
algorithms for their generations. Here, we analyze in detail
the amplitude damping processes (relaxation or energy dis-
sipation processes) at zero temperature. To have a concrete-
ness and make our argument simple, we analyze this prob-
lem throughout the collective amplitude damping processes
in two-qubit systems.

The structure of this is paper is given as follows. It begins
in Sec. II with presenting the basics of the amplitude damp-
ing in the single-qubit system at zero temperature. We start
with this description so that before demonstrating the com-
plex analysis of the collective amplitude damping in the two-
qubit systems, throughout this simpler case we can understand
and get used to the physical essence of the amplitude damp-
ing (or more broadly the open quantum dynamics) with using
both quantum master equation and Kraus representation. In
this way, we can see clearly how the analysis of the ampli-
tude damping in the single-qubit system is extended to that of
the two-qubit system and enable us to construct the quantum

circuit for the collective amplitude damping in the two-qubit
systems. Then in Sec. III, which presents the main result of
this paper, we discuss the analysis of the collective amplitude
damping in the two-qubit systems. First, we analyze the effec-
tive representation of the Hilbert space for the description of
such processes. We show that it is the direct-sum-spin-space
representation obtained by the composition of spin angular
momenta between the two qubits. Based on it, we construct
the formalisms as well as the quantum algorithms which gen-
erate the collective amplitude damping and represent them as
the quantum circuits by using the Kraus representation. To
demonstrate numerical verifications of our quantum circuits,
we present our quantum-simulation results obtained by the us-
age of qiskit [84]. We discuss in detail the interpretations of
these results from both physical and computational perspec-
tives. In Sec. IV, we explain the essence of extending our for-
malisms to analyze the collective amplitude damping in larger
qubit systems. Sec. V is devoted to the conclusion and dis-
cussion of this paper.

II. SINGLE-QUBIT AMPLITUDE DAMPING

In this section, we discuss the amplitude damping of a sin-
gle qubit at zero temperature. We give descriptions with using
both the quantum master equation and Kraus representation
and show how they are connected to each other. Then, we
construct the quantum circuit and present the digital quantum
simulation result.

A. Quantum Master Equation

The open quantum dynamics is the quantum dynamics such
that the system under consideration time evolutes as a non-
unitary process. Such a situation emerges when the system
is interacting with an environment (a system which we do
not know about its information). Namely, the composite sys-
tem of the environment and the system under consideration is
called the open quantum system. The quantum dynamics of
system under consideration is showing the dissipation process
due to the coupling with the environment. In other words, it is
an information-exchange process between the system and the
environment. In Fig. 1, we show the schematic illustration of
the open quantum system. The examples of the open quan-
tum dynamics include the amplitude damping (the relaxation
process), dephasing process, and decoherence.

Let us describe mathematically the open quantum dynam-
ics. We denote the density matrix of total system (the system
S plus the environment E) as ρSE. The open quantum dynam-
ics is described as the non-unitary time evolution of a reduced
density matrix of the system defined by ρS ≡ TrE[ρSE]. Here,
TrE denotes the trace operation with respect to the environ-
mental degrees of freedom. By definition, the reduced density
matrix ρS is solely described by the system degrees of free-
dom. The time evolution of ρS is represented by quantum
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FIG. 1. Schematic illustration of open quantum system for the
single-qubit amplitude damping consisting of the system S and the
environment E. They are interacting with a coupling constant g and
the system S exhibits the open quantum dynamics represented as the
non-unitary dynamics.

master equation [5, 54–56]

∂ρI
S(t)

∂t
=
∑
j

[
Ljρ

I
S(t)L†j −

1

2

{
L†jLj , ρ

I
S(t)
}]
, (1)

where ρI
S(t) is the reduced density matrix of the system

in the interaction picture at time t. By abbreviating the
system Hamiltonian as HS, ρ

I
S(t) is defined by ρI

S(t) =

e
iHSt

~ ρS
S(t)e

−iHSt
~ , where ρS

S is the reduced density matrix in
the Schrödinger picture. The right-hand-side of Eq. (1) de-
scribes the non-unitary processes given by Lindblad opera-
tors Lj . The index j denotes the number of channels of the
non-unitary processes. The parenthesis in the second term
represents the anti-commutator of two operators defined by{
A,B

}
≡ AB+BA. Let us now focus on the case of ampli-

tude damping in the single-qubit (spin) system at zero temper-
ature. The system Hamiltonian is given byHS = ~ωZ2 , where
Z is the Z gate, and the quantum master equation is given by
[54–56]

∂ρI
S(t)

∂t
= γ

[
σ−ρI

S(t)σ+ − 1

2

{
σ+σ−, ρI

S(t)
}]
, (2)

where σ± = σx±iσy with σx and σy are x and y components
of Pauli matrices, respectively. The Pauli matrices σx and σy

are identical to the single-qubit gates X and Y , respectively.
We present the matrix representations of X,Y, and Z gates in
the computational basis in Eq. (A2) in Appendix. A. γ is the
decay rate of the qubit. In this case, there is only one dissi-
pation channel and the Lindblad operator is

√
γσ−. Here the

up-spin state and down-spin state are identical to |0〉 and |1〉
of the computational basis, respectively. They are represented
in vector forms as |0〉 = (1, 0)T and |1〉 = (0, 1)T, where the
superscript T denotes a transposition.

B. Kraus Representation and Quantum Circuit

Next, let us construct the quantum circuit for the amplitude
damping of the single qubit. This is done in the following way.
First, we regard the single qubit Q0 as the system S while an
ancilla bit Q1 as the environment E. The quantum state of the

total system is described by four tensor-product vectors

|0〉S ⊗ |0〉E =

 1
0
0
0

 , |0〉S ⊗ |1〉E =

 0
1
0
0

 ,

|1〉S ⊗ |0〉E =

 0
0
1
0

 , |1〉S ⊗ |1〉E =

 0
0
0
1

 . (3)

Hereinafter, let us rephrase the above four states as |0〉S ⊗
|0〉E = |00〉SE, |0〉S ⊗ |1〉E = |01〉SE, |1〉S ⊗ |0〉E =
|10〉SE, |1〉S ⊗ |1〉E = |11〉SE. To formulate the amplitude
damping, first we initialize the ancilla bit Q1. Physically, the
amplitude damping of the qubit Q0 (the system S) is induced
by the environment in the ground state, to which we assign
|1〉E. Therefore, in order to describe such a circumstance, we
operate the X gate on Q1 and we have ρin

E = |1〉E〈1|. Here ρin
E

is the density matrix which is expressed solely by the environ-
mental degrees of freedom. We have written the superscript
“in" to represent that it is the density matrix at an initial time.
On the other hand, we take the initial state of Q0 to be |0〉
state (excited state). Hence, the initial state of the total system
is ρin

tot = ρin
S ⊗ ρin

E = |0〉S〈0| ⊗ |1〉E〈1|. Second, we formu-
late the unitary transformation acting on the total system of
S and E so that it describes the amplitude damping of S. The
amplitude damping at zero temperature is equivalent to the de-
cay process from |0〉 to |1〉, where the system S is exhibiting
the emission process. Therefore, we formulate the consider-
ing unitary transformation acting on the total system so that it
represents the energy-exchange processes between the system
S and the environment E. Note here that the dynamics of the
total systems is represented as the unitary time evolution while
the dynamics of the system S is non unitary. The two states
|00〉SE and |11〉SE do not show the energy-exchange process
because for both cases the system S and the environment E
are in the same state: they are either in |0〉 state (excited state)
or |1〉 state (ground state). In contrast, the energy-exchange
process occurs between |01〉SE and |10〉SE. By abbreviating
the considering unitary transformation as UAD

sin , its matrix rep-
resentation based on the four vectors in Eq. (3) is

UAD
sin =


1 0 0 0
0 [UAD

sin ]2,2 [UAD
sin ]2,3 0

0 [UAD
sin ]3,2 [UAD

sin ]3,3 0
0 0 0 1

 . (4)

The matrix component [UAD
sin ]2,3 ([UAD

sin ]3,2) represents the
transition amplitude from the state |01〉SE (|10〉SE) to the state
|10〉SE (|01〉SE). After the operation ofUAD

sin , third, we perform
the measurement on the ancilla bit Q1. Such a procedure is
equivalent to the generation of the reduced density matrix ρS.
As a result, the dynamics of the system S is described effec-
tively as the non-unitary dynamics. In Fig. 2, we summarize
the above three procedures for the generation of the amplitude
damping by representing them as the quantum circuit.
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|Q0〉
UAD

sin

|Q1〉 X

FIG. 2. Schematic quantum circuit for the amplitude damping of
the single qubit. The qubit Q0 is regarded as the system S while
Q1 (ancilla bit) as the environment E. By applying the X gate to the
ancilla bitQ1, the environment E (Q1) is initialized such that it is ini-
tially in the ground state ρin

E = |1〉E〈1|.After then, the overall unitary
transformation UAD

sin is executed on both Q0 and Q1. It describes the
energy-exchange process between the system S and the environment
E. At the end, the measurement is performed on Q1. As a result,
we obtain the reduced density matrix ρout

S describing the amplitude
damping of Q0.

Based on the above argument, we now construct the mathe-
matical representation for ρS describing the amplitude damp-
ing of the system S (Kraus representation) [5, 85]. As ex-
plained previously, first we choose the initial state ρin

tot =
|0〉S〈0| ⊗ |1〉E〈1|. Next, we perform the unitary transforma-
tion UAD

sin on Q0 and Q1 and the quantum state of the total
system becomes ρout

tot = UAD
sin ρ

in
tot(U

AD
sin )†. After then, we mea-

sure the ancilla bit Q1 with respect to the computational basis
(|0〉E and |1〉E) and we obtain the reduced density matrix ρout

S .
Such a measurement procedure is mathematically represented
as

ρout
S = TrE

[
ρout

tot

]
=
∑
nE=0,1

MnEρ
in
SM†nE

, (5)

where the operatorsMnE (nE = 0, 1) are defined by

M0 =
∑

nS,n′S=0,1

S〈nS| ⊗ E〈0|
[
UAD

sin

]
|n′S〉S ⊗ |1〉E · |nS〉S〈n′S|,

M1 =
∑

nS,n′S=0,1

S〈nS| ⊗ E〈1|
[
UAD

sin

]
|n′S〉S ⊗ |1〉E · |ns〉S〈n′S|.

(6)

The operatorsMnE in the above equation are the Kraus oper-
ators. They satisfy the condition

∑
nE=0,1M†nE

MnE = 12×2

with 12×2 denoting the two by two identity matrix. In order to
construct the unitary transformation UAD

sin (or the Kraus oper-
atorsMnE ) so that the reduced density matrix ρout

s represents
the time evolution, we need to formulate the unitary trans-
formation UAD

sin so that it is parametrized by the single real
number which has one-to-one correspondence with a time t.
Further, the elements of ρout

s have to be represented by the ex-
ponential damping factor as a function of t and with the decay
rate γ appearing in the quantum master equation (2). To do
this, we use a controlled-rotational gate around y axis with
an angle naming as ϑ(t) [5]. For the matrix representations
of the single-qubit rotational gates, see Eq. (A5). Here, we
have written the argument t for the angle ϑ, because as we
show later, we formulate the rotational gate so that the angle
ϑ has the one-to-one correspondence with the time t. Corre-
spondingly, to describe explicitly the time dependence let us
rewrite UAD

sin ,MnE , and ρout
S as UAD

sin

(
ϑ(t)

)
,MnE

(
ϑ(t)

)
, and

ρout
S

(
ϑ(t)

)
, respectively. Then, UAD

sin

(
ϑ(t)

)
and MnE

(
ϑ(t)

)

are expressed as

UAD
sin

(
ϑ(t)

)
=


1 0 0 0

0 cos
(ϑ(t)

2

)
− sin

(ϑ(t)
2

)
0

0 sin
(ϑ(t)

2

)
cos
(ϑ(t)

2

)
0

0 0 0 1

 , (7)

M0

(
ϑ(t)

)
=

[
0 0√

Γ
(
ϑ(t)

)
0

]
,

M1

(
ϑ(t)

)
=

[ √
1− Γ

(
ϑ(t)

)
0

0 1

]
, (8)

where we have set
√

1− Γ
(
ϑ(t)

)
= cos

(ϑ(t)
2

)
and√

Γ
(
ϑ(t)

)
= sin

(ϑ(t)
2

)
. From the Kraus operatorM0

(
ϑ(t)

)
in Eq. (8), we see that the quantity Γ

(
ϑ(t)

)
represents the

strength of decay from |0〉 to |1〉. In contrast, the diagonal

component
√

1− Γ
(
ϑ(t)

)
inM1

(
ϑ(t)

)
describes the proba-

bility amplitude such that the system S remains to be in the |0〉
state at the time t. From Eqs. (5) and (8) the reduced density
matrix ρout

S

(
ϑ(t)

)
is expressed as the function of the time t as

ρout
S

(
ϑ(t)

)
=

[
cos2

(ϑ(t)
2

)
0

0 sin2
(ϑ(t)

2

) ] . (9)

Mathematically, the amplitude damping is represented as the
time evolution of the expectation value of the Z gate (the
z component of the spin operator of S). Let us write it as
〈JzS 〉(t). From the above equation, the amplitude damping is
represented as the function of ϑ(t) as

〈JzS 〉(t) = TrS
(
Zρout

S

(
ϑ(t)

))
= cos2

(
ϑ(t)

2

)
− 1

2
. (10)

Let us take
√

1− Γ
(
ϑ(t)

)
= e−

γt
2 . As a result, the reduced

density matrix ρout
S

(
ϑ(t)

)
in Eq. (9) becomes equivalent to the

solution of the quantum master equation (2). Subsequently,
we have the correspondence between the rotation angle ϑ(t)

and the time t: γt = −2 log
(

cos
(ϑ(t)

2

))
. To summarize

the above discussion, let us represent our operations for the
generation of the single-qubit amplitude damping process at
the time t described by Eqs. (7) - (10) as the quantum circuit
and show it in Fig. 3.

|Q0〉 • Ry

(
ϑ(t)

)
•

|Q1〉 X •

FIG. 3. Quantum circuit for the amplitude damping of the single
qubit at the time t. It is constructed by Eqs. (7) - (10) with Eqs. (11)
and (12).
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FIG. 4. The simulation results of the single-qubit amplitude damping
given with the ten blue points of

(
ti, 〈Jz

S 〉(ti)
)

(i = 0, 1, . . . , 9) for
Nshots = 214 and Nave = 25. In addition, we present the solution
of the quantum master equation (2) with the black curve. The short-
hand notation “DQS" denotes the digital quantum simulation while
“QME" describes the quantum master equation.

This quantum circuit is given by the unitary transformation

UAD,sin
QC

(
ϑ(t)

)
= UAD

sin

(
ϑ(t)

)
· [1Q0

⊗XQ1
] , (11)

UAD
sin

(
ϑ(t)

)
= UCX [Q0;Q1] · U

CRy
(
ϑ(t)
)[Q1;Q0]

· UCX [Q0;Q1]. (12)

The controlled-unitary operators UCX [Q0;Q1] is the CNOT
(or CX) gate. Here the controlled bit is Q0 while the target
bit is Q1. UCRy(ϑ(t))[Q1;Q0] is the controlled-unitary opera-
tor composed of the control bit Q1 and the target bit Q0, on
which the rotational operation Ry(ϑ(t)) acts. For the details
on the controlled-unitary operators, see Eqs. (A7)-(A11) in
Appendix A.

C. Digital Quantum Simulation

Let us discuss the digital quantum simulation of the single-
qubit amplitude damping based on Eqs. (9), (10), (11),
and (12) with setting γ = 1. The procedures are the fol-
lowing. First, we choose ten rotation angles ϑi = π

10 i
(i = 0, 1, . . . , 9). Each of them corresponds to a time
ti = −2 log

(
cos
(
ϑi
2

))
. By performing the unitary trans-

formation UAD,sin
QC

(
ϑi
)

given by Eq. (11) and the measure-
ment on the ancilla bit Q1, we obtain the reduced density
matrix ρout

S

(
ϑi
)

expressed by Eq. (9). It contains the infor-
mation of the amplitude damping at the time ti and they are
the diagonal components of ρout

S

(
ϑi
)
, which are equivalent to

the probability weights of states |0〉S and |1〉S. Let us de-
note the probability weights of |0〉S and |1〉S at the time ti
as w|0〉S(ti) and w|1〉S(ti), respectively. From Eqs. (9) and

(10), we have 〈JzS 〉(ti) =
w|0〉S (ti)−w|1〉S (ti)

2 , where we have
used w|0〉S(ti) = cos2

(
ϑi
2

)
and w|1〉S(ti) = sin2

(
ϑi
2

)
. On the

other side, what we can compute with qiskit are the numeri-
cal values of w|0〉S(ti) and w|1〉S(ti). These are obtained by
the overall operation given in Fig. 3 plus the measurement on
Q0. Let us say that we have performed this whole task Nshots

times. Then, we obtain the data of how many times the quan-
tum state |0〉S or |1〉S has been generated as an output state.
More accurately, we obtain the number of each four quan-
tum states which have been generated as the output states at
ti: they are either |00〉Q0Q1

, |01〉Q0Q1
, |10〉Q0Q1

, or |11〉Q0Q1

in Eq. (3). Here, we have rewritten the subscripts S and E
for the kets as Q0 and Q1, respectively. Let us write these
four numbers asN|00〉(ti), N|01〉(ti), N|10〉(ti), andN|11〉(ti).
The quantity N|00〉(ti) describes the number of quantum state
|00〉Q0Q1 which has been obtained as the output state; similar
definitions are given for the other three numbers. They sat-
isfy N|00〉(ti) + N|01〉(ti) + N|10〉(ti) + N|11〉(ti) = Nshots.
We have put the argument ti on these four numbers to express
that these are the quantities given at the time ti. The proba-
bility weights w|0〉S(ti) and w|1〉S(ti) are described in terms of
these four numbers as

w|0〉S(ti) =
N|00〉(ti) +N|01〉(ti)

Nshots
,

w|1〉S(ti) =
N|10〉(ti) +N|11〉(ti)

Nshots
. (13)

From Eq. (13), we have

〈JzS 〉(ti) =
N|00〉(ti) +N|01〉(ti)−

(
N|10〉(ti) +N|11〉(ti)

)
2Nshots

.

(14)

By computing the numerical value of the right-hand side of
Eq. (14) with qiskit, as a result, we obtain the digital quantum
simulation result of the single-qubit amplitude damping. To
make our result more trustable, we calculate the “averaged
expectation value" defined by

〈JzS 〉(ti) =

∑Nave
α=1〈JzS 〉(α, ti)

Nave
. (15)

As explained previously, to calculate the expectation value
〈JzS 〉(ti) given in Eq. (14), we perform Nshots times the se-
ries of operations described by the quantum circuit in Fig. 3
plus the measurement on the qubit Q0. Then, we repeat this
overall task Nave times in order to obtain the averaged expec-
tation value 〈JzS 〉(ti) in Eq. (15). In our simulation, we have
taken Nave = 25 and Nshots = 214. The quantity 〈JzS 〉(α, ti)
is the expectation value which is obtained in the α-th round
of the overall task for the calculation of 〈JzS 〉(ti). In Fig. 4,
we present our simulation result of the single-qubit amplitude
damping as two-dimensional plots of

(
ti, 〈JzS 〉(ti)

)
, which are

given as ten blue points. To make a numerical comparison,
we have presented the solution of the quantum master equa-
tion (2) given by the black curve. We do this by not only
evaluating the averaged expectation value 〈JzS 〉(ti) but also
evaluating the variance defined by

σ2(ti) = 〈JzS 〉2(ti)−
(
〈JzS 〉

)2

(ti), (16)

where 〈JzS 〉2(ti) is given by

〈JzS 〉2(ti) =

∑Nave
α=1〈JzS 〉2(α, ti)

Nave
. (17)
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We have verified that the variance σ2(ti) in Eq. (16) is in
the order of 10−5 − 10−6. Therefore, our simulation result
shows good numerical matching with the solution of the quan-
tum master equation (2). At the end, let us analyze in detail
the physics of our simulation result. What we have obtained
are the two quantities N|01〉(ti) and N|10〉(ti). This fact is
clearly representing the energy-exchange process between S
and E: |0〉S⊗|1〉E → |1〉S⊗|0〉E. Initially, we have the values
N|01〉(t0) = Nshots and N|10〉(t0) = 0. As time goes by, the
value of N|01〉(ti) (the probability weight w|0〉S(ti)) decreases
while that of N|10〉(ti) (the probability weight w|1〉S(ti)) in-
creases. This is nothing but the amplitude damping of the
system S as shown in Fig. 4.

III. COLLECTIVE AMPLITUDE DAMPING IN
TWO-QUBIT SYSTEMS

In the previous section, we have demonstrated the way to
digital quantum simulate the single-qubit amplitude damping
based on the Kraus representation. In this section, we extend
this method to the case of two-qubit systems at zero tempera-
ture. First, we analyze the Hilbert-space structure of the two-
qubit systems. Then, we examine the effective Hilbert-space
representation for the description of the collective amplitude
damping. Based on it, we formulate the unitary transforma-
tion for such processes with the single- and two-qubit gates
and construct the quantum circuits. Finally, as the numerical
verification of our formalisms and the quantum circuits we
show our simulation results and discuss them in detail from
both physics and computational perspectives.

A. Hilbert-Space Structure

Let us construct the Hilbert space of the two-qubit system.
We name the two qubits asQ0 andQ1. We write the two states
of the qubit Q0 (Q1) in the computational basis as |0〉Q0(Q1)

and |1〉Q0(Q1). With using them, we represent the quantum
state of the two-qubit system. By denoting the total Hilbert
space of the two-qubit system as VQ0Q1

, it is represented as

VQ0Q1
= VQ0

⊗ VQ1
= Vj=0 ⊕ Vj=1. (18)

The total Hilbert space VQ0Q1
in Eq. (18) is represented in

two different ways. The first representation VQ0
⊗ VQ1

is
spanned by the tensor products of |nQ0

〉Q0
and |nQ1

〉Q1
with

nQ0
, nQ1

= 0, 1 (tensor-product representation). The basis
vectors of this representation are given by the four vectors

|e1〉 = |0〉Q0 ⊗ |0〉Q1 ≡ |00〉Q0Q1 ,

|e2〉 = |0〉Q0 ⊗ |1〉Q1 ≡ |01〉Q0Q1 ,

|e3〉 = |1〉Q0
⊗ |0〉Q1

≡ |10〉Q0Q1
,

|e4〉 = |1〉Q0
⊗ |1〉Q1

≡ |11〉Q0Q1
. (19)

The second one, Vj=0 ⊕ Vj=1, we call it as direct-sum-
spin-space representation. It is obtained by the spin-angular-
momentum composition between the two qubits Q0 and Q1

and is expressed by two subspaces; the meaning of two sub-
scripts j = 0 and j = 1 are explained later. The subspace
Vj=0 is spanned by a spin state, namely, |0, 0〉 state. It is the
quantum state whose spin magnitude is zero and the degree of
its z component is zero. Mathematically, this is described as
follows. Let us write the quantum state of the direct-sum spin
space as |j,m〉. Then, we introduce total-spin operators de-
fined by Jx =

XQ0
+XQ1

2 , Jy =
YQ0

+YQ1

2 , Jz =
ZQ0

+ZQ1

2 .

By using these three operators, we define the operator J2 =
(Jx)2 + (Jy)2 + (Jz)2. The quantum state |j,m〉 satisfies
J2|j,m〉 = j(j + 1)|j,m〉 and Jz|j,m〉 = m|j,m〉. For
the state |0, 0〉 (j = m = 0), we have J2|0, 0〉 = 0 and
Jz|j,m〉 = 0, as explained previously. For later convenience,
let us rewrite this state as |0̌〉. Similarly, we can discuss the
characteristics of the subspace Vj=1 with the operators J2 and
Jz . It is spanned by the three spin states |1, 1〉, |1, 0〉, |1,−1〉.
All of them are the quantum states whose spin magnitude is
equal to one (j = 1). On the other hand, the degrees of
the z component (the eigenvalues of Jz) of the spin states
|1, 1〉, |1, 0〉, and |1,−1〉 are equal to 1, 0 and −1, respec-
tively. These two characteristics are mathematically expressed
as J2|1,m〉 = 2|1,m〉 and Jz|1,m〉 = m|1,m〉 with m =
±1, 0. Let us rename |1, 1〉, |1, 0〉, and |1,−1〉 as |1̌〉, |2̌〉, and
|3̌〉, respectively. The relations between the basis vectors of
the direct-sum spin space, |0̌〉, |1̌〉, |2̌〉, |3̌〉, and the basis vec-
tors of the tensor-product space given in Eq. (19) are

|0̌〉 =
|e2〉 − |e3〉√

2
, |1̌〉 = |e1〉,

|2̌〉 =
|e2〉+ |e3〉√

2
, |3̌〉 = |e4〉. (20)

Before ending this subsection, let us present the relations
among Bell states, the tensor-product states in Eq. (19), and
the direct-sum spin states in Eq. (20). By denoting the four
Bell states as |Φ±〉 and |Ψ±〉, they are expressed as

|Φ+〉 =
|e1〉+ |e4〉√

2
=
|1̌〉+ |3̌〉√

2
,

|Φ−〉 =
|e1〉 − |e4〉√

2
=
|1̌〉 − |3̌〉√

2
,

|Ψ+〉 =
|e2〉+ |e3〉√

2
= |2̌〉,

|Ψ−〉 =
|e2〉 − |e3〉√

2
= |0̌〉. (21)

B. Quantum Master Equation and Effective Representation

Since we have established the representations of Hilbert
space for two qubits, we are going to formulate the unitary
transformation in terms of single- and two-qubit gates, which
generates the collective amplitude damping processes. Then,
we construct the corresponding quantum circuits. In order to
do this, first let us analyze an effective Hilbert-space repre-
sentation for such descriptions. The collective open quantum
dynamics including the collective amplitude damping occur
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FIG. 5. Schematic illustration of the two-qubit open quantum sys-
tem. The two qubits (system S) are collectively interacting with the
single environment E with a coupling strength g. As a result, the
system S behaves as a single spin whose spin size is equal to one and
exhibits the collective open quantum dynamics.

when the qubits interact equivalently with the single environ-
ment. In such circumstances, the qubits act as a single gi-
ant spin whose spin size is equal to NQ

2 with NQ denoting the
total number of qubits. Therefore, the collective open quan-
tum dynamics are described by the total-spin operators. Let
us illustrate such situations for the case of the two-qubit sys-
tem in Fig. 5. Furthermore, the initial states are set to quan-
tum states which are invariant under permutation between any
two qubits, namely, permutational symmetric states [37, 54–
56, 62, 63, 70, 73]. The simple examples of the permutational
symmetric states are the quantum states |1̌〉, |2̌〉, and |3̌〉 in
Eq. (20). The Hilbert space spanned by the permutational
symmetric states is equivalent to the subspace in the direct-
sum spin space, which is comprised of spin states |j,m〉 with
j = NQ

2 and m = j, j − 1, . . . ,−(j − 1),−j, and we name
it as permutational symmetric subspace. The example is, as
we have seen, the subspace Vj=1 in Eq. (18). The collective
open quantum dynamics are, therefore, described by the per-
mutational symmetric subspace and physical quantities which
characterize the collective open quantum dynamics such as
the relaxation time are expressed by NQ. The canonical and
important example of the collective open quantum dynamics
is the superradiance (collective emission or radiation) [54–
56, 61–64, 73–78]. The superradiance in the two-qubit system
is essentially equivalent to the collective amplitude damping
in the two-qubit system. In this work, all the collective ampli-
tude damping processes which we analyze are the dynamics
starting from the permutational symmetric states. Therefore,
we use the direct-sum-spin-space representation (Vj=1 in Eq.
(18)) as the effective representation for the description of the
collective amplitude damping.

Let us return to the discussion on the collective amplitude
damping in the two-qubit system. In this case, the Hamilto-
nian of the two-qubit system is given by H = ~ωJz , where
ω the frequency of Q0 as well as that of Q1. The four states
|0̌〉, |1̌〉, |2̌〉, and |3̌〉 are the eigenstates of this Hamiltonian
and their eigenvalues are 0, ~ω, 0, and−~ω, respectively. The
quantum master equation which describes the collective am-
plitude damping is given by [54, 56]

∂ρI
S(t)

∂t
= γ

[
J−ρI

S(t)J+ − 1

2

{
J+J−, ρI

S(t)
}]
, (22)

where γ is the decay rate. The total-spin operator J+ =

Jx + iJy in the above equation is the creation spin opera-
tor (ladder operator) and is equivalent to the Hermitian conju-
gate of the annihilation spin operator J− = Jx − iJy . Note
that the operator JzS in the interaction picture is mathemati-
cally equivalent to that in the Schrödinger picture because the
system Hamiltonian is given by HS = ~ωJzS . The creation
and annihilation spin operators act on the direct-sum spin
state |j,m〉 as J+|j,m〉 =

√
j(j + 1)−m(m+ 1)|j,m +

1〉, J−|j,m〉 =
√
j(j + 1)−m(m− 1)|j,m − 1〉. For j =

1, we have J−|1,m〉 =
√

2−m(m− 1)|1,m − 1〉, with
m = 1, 0,−1. It is equivalent to the description of transition
processes |1̌〉 → |2̌〉 → |3̌〉, which are obtained by sequen-
tially operating J− from the state |1̌〉. This is essentially de-
scribing the decay processes occurring among the three states
|1̌〉, |2̌〉, |3̌〉. Note that the quantum state |0̌〉 does not show the
decay process since J−|0̌〉 = J−|0, 0〉 = 0. Let us represent
the four states |0̌〉, |1̌〉, |2̌〉, |3̌〉 in the vector form as

|0̌〉 =

 1
0
0
0

 , |1̌〉 =

 0
1
0
0

 ,

|2̌〉 =

 0
0
1
0

 , |3̌〉 =

 0
0
0
1

 . (23)

The matrix representations of the creation and annihilation
spin operators in the direct-sum-spin-space representation are

J+ =


0 0 0 0

0 0
√

2 0

0 0 0
√

2
0 0 0 0

 ,

J− =


0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0

0
√

2 0 0

0 0
√

2 0

 , (24)

By writing the elements of the reduced density matrix for the
initial state as

[
ρin

S

]
i,j

, while we write the solution of quantum
master equation (22) as

[
ρME

S

]
i,j

(t) (i, j = 0̌, 1̌, 2̌, 3̌), we
have[
ρME

S

]
0̌,1̌

(t) =
[
ρin

S

]
0̌,1̌

e−γt,
[
ρME

S

]
0̌,2̌

(t) =
[
ρin

S

]
0̌,2̌

e−γt,[
ρME

S

]
1̌,1̌

(t) =
[
ρin

S

]
1̌,1̌

e−2γt,[
ρME

S

]
1̌,2̌

(t) =
[
ρin

S

]
1̌,2̌

e−2γt,[
ρME

S

]
1̌,3̌

(t) =
[
ρin

S

]
1̌,3̌

e−γt,[
ρME

S

]
2̌,2̌

(t) =
[
ρin

S

]
2̌,2̌

e−2γt +
[
ρin

S

]
1̌,1̌

(
2γte−2γt

)
,[

ρME
S

]
2̌,3̌

(t) =
[
ρin

S

]
2̌,3̌

e−γt +
[
ρin

S

]
1̌,2̌

(
2e−γt(1− e−γt)

)
,[

ρME
S

]
3̌,3̌

(t) = 1−
[
ρME

S

]
2̌,2̌

(t)−
[
ρME

S

]
1̌,1̌

(t). (25)

To derive the formula of
[
ρME

S

]
3̌,3̌

(t) in the above equation,
we have used the condition TrS[ρME

S ] = 1. Since the den-
sity matrix is a Hermitian operator, we have

[
(ρME

S )†
]
i,j

=
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ρME

S

]
j,i

. We note that the quantum master equation (22) is
also effectively describing the amplitude damping of a single
qutrit [86, 87]. This is because essentially the open quantum
dynamics under consideration is described solely by the sub-
space Vj=1. Energetically, the three quantum states |1̌〉, |2̌〉
and |3̌〉 are equally separated with ~ω

2 . Such a circumstance
is effectively describing a three-level system, and thus, we are
describing the amplitude damping of the single qutrit.

C. Kraus Representation and Quantum Circuit

Our next task is to model the composite system of the two-
qubit system (system under consideration) and the environ-
ment using the quantum states in Eq. (23). Like we did in
Sec. II, we regard the two-qubit system of Q0 and Q1 as the
system S, while we prepare two ancilla bits, Q2 and Q3 and
constitute the single environment E with them: Q0 +Q1 ≡ S
and Q2 + Q3 ≡ E. Then, we introduce the tensor-product
states of the system S and the environment E represented by

|α̃i〉 = |0̌〉S ⊗ |̌i〉E,
|α̃i+4〉 = |1̌〉S ⊗ |̌i〉E,
|α̃i+8〉 = |2̌〉S ⊗ |̌i〉E,
|α̃i+12〉 = |3̌〉S ⊗ |̌i〉E, (26)

where i = 1, 2, 3, 4 and ǐ = 0̌, 1̌, 2̌, 3̌. By using the basis
vectors in Eq. (26), we formulate the collective amplitude
damping in the following way. First, we initialize the quantum
state of the environment E so that it is initially in the ground
state: ρE = |11〉Q2Q3〈11| = |3̌〉E〈3̌|. On the other side, we
perform a unitary transformation U in

S solely on the qubits Q0

and Q1. This procedure is the initialization of the system S.
As a result, the initial state of the total system is described as
ρin

tot = ρin
S ⊗ ρin

E =
(
U in

S |00〉S〈00|(U in
S )†
)
⊗ |3̌〉E〈3̌|. Second,

we construct the overall unitary transformation operating on
both S and E and write it as UAD

two . We mathematically formu-
late UAD

two so that it describes the energy-exchange processes
between the system S and the environment E. Since the state
|0̌〉 satisfies J+|0̌〉 = J−|0̌〉 = 0, the energy-exchange pro-
cesses occurs among the states |ǰ〉S⊗|ǩ〉E, where |ǰ〉S, |ǩ〉E =
|1̌〉, |2̌〉, |3̌〉. Further, we formulate UAD

two so that it is charac-
terized by the time t. To describe this explicitly, let us rewrite
UAD

two as UAD
two (t). Then, at the end of our procedures the mea-

surement is performed on the two ancilla bits Q2 and Q3 (the
environment E). As a result, we obtained the reduced density
matrix ρout

S (t) ≡ TrE[ρout
SE (t)] = TrE

[
UAD

two (t)ρin
tot(U

AD
two )†(t)

]
.

It contains the information of the collective damping and can
be extracted from the probability weights of |1̌〉, |2̌〉, and |3̌〉
at the time t.

|Q0〉
U in

S

UAD
two(t)

|Q1〉

|Q2〉 X

|Q3〉 X

FIG. 6. Schematic quantum circuit for the simulation of collec-
tive amplitude damping. The two qubits Q0 and Q1 are regarded
as the system S while the two ancilla bits Q2 and Q3 as the en-
vironment E. We apply the X gate to the qubits Q2 and Q3 to
formulate that the environment E is initially in the ground state:
ρin

E = |11〉Q2Q3〈11| = |3̌〉E〈3̌|. On the other hand, we initial-
ize the system S by applying the unitary transformation U in

S to the
qubits Q0 and Q1: ρin

S =
(
U in

S |00〉S〈00|(U in
S )†
)
. Hence, the ini-

tial state of the total system is described as ρin
tot = ρin

S ⊗ ρin
E . Next,

we perform the overall unitary transformation UAD
sin (t) describing the

energy-exchange process between the system S and the environment
E at the time t given in terms of the three states |1̌〉, |2̌〉, |3̌〉. At the
end, we perform the measurement on the two qubits Q2 and Q3. As
a result, we obtain the reduced density matrix ρout

S (t) describing the
collective amplitude damping at t.

Let us write the probability weights of the state |̌i〉S (|̌i〉S =
|1̌〉S, |2̌〉S, |3̌〉S) at t as w|̌i〉S(t). Then, we can quantum sim-
ulate the collective amplitude damping process at the time
t represented by 〈JzS 〉(t) = TrS [ρout

S (t)JzS ] = w|1̌〉S(t) −
w|3̌〉S(t). The operator JzS =

ZQ0
+ZQ1

2 is the z-component
of the total-spin operator of the system S. The matrix repre-
sentation of JzS in the direct-sum spin space representation is
JzS = diag(0, 1, 0,−1). The numerical values of the proba-
bility weights w|̌i〉S(t) are obtained by the qiskit simulation
and our digital quantum simulation of the collective ampli-
tude damping completes. In Fig. 6, we summarize the above
procedures and represent them as the schematic quantum cir-
cuit.

Let us now return to the argument on the formulation of the
overall unitary transformation UAD

two and the derivation of the
reduced density matrix of the system using the Kraus repre-
sentation. The collective amplitude damping under consider-
ation shows three types of decay channels: Γ2̌1̌ : |1̌〉 → |2̌〉,
Γ3̌2̌ : |2̌〉 → |3̌〉, and Γ3̌1̌ : |1̌〉 → |3̌〉. The quantity Γ2̌1̌

represents the strength of the decay process |1̌〉 → |2̌〉. The
strengths of the other two decay channels, Γ3̌2̌ and Γ3̌1̌, are
defined in the similar way. Let us present a schematic il-
lustration for these three decay channels in Fig. 7. For in-
stance, when the total system is in the quantum state |α̃11〉 =
|2̌〉S ⊗ |3̌〉E in Eq. (26), due to the interaction between
the system S and environment E the quantum-state transition
|2̌〉S ⊗ |3̌〉E → |3̌〉S ⊗ |2̌〉E = |α̃14〉 occurs.

This is equivalent to the decay process of the system S, |2̌〉S →
|3̌〉S. On the other hand, when the total system is in the quan-
tum state |α̃7〉 = |1̌〉S ⊗ |3̌〉E, the state-transition processes

|1̌〉S ⊗ |3̌〉E → |2̌〉S ⊗ |2̌〉E → |3̌〉S ⊗ |1̌〉E (|α̃7〉 → |α̃10〉 →
|α̃13〉) occur. In order to analyze and understand such cir-
cumstances, we need to consider all three decay channels. By
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FIG. 7. Three decay processes in the two-qubit system. The quan-
tities Γ2̌1̌,Γ3̌2̌ and Γ3̌2̌ are the decay strengths of the processes
|1̌〉 → |2̌〉, |2̌〉 → |3̌〉, and |1̌〉 → |3̌〉, respectively.

taking account of the above consideration, we formulate the
overall unitary transformation UAD

two as

UAD
two =



1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 [UAD

two ]7,7 0 0 [UAD
two ]7,10 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 [UAD
two ]8,8 0 0 [UAD

two ]8,11 0 0 [UAD
two ]8,14 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 [UAD

two ]7,10 0 0 [UAD
two ]10,10 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 [UAD
two ]11,8 0 0 [UAD

two ]11,11 0 0 [UAD
two ]11,14 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 [UAD
two ]12,12 0 0 [UAD

two ]12,15 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 [UAD

two ]14,8 0 0 [UAD
two ]14,11 0 0 [UAD

two ]14,14 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 [UAD

two ]15,12 0 0 [UAD
two ]15,15 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1



. (27)

In the above equation, we have omitted the argument t for
UAD

two so as to write the equation shortly. Let us take a look
at the physical meanings of matrix elements of UAD

two . Here,
let us focus on particular components, for example, the ele-
ments [UAD

two ]14,8 and [UAD
two ]8,8. The matrix element [UAD

two ]14,8

describes the probability amplitude of transition process be-
tween |α̃7〉 = |1̌〉S ⊗ |3̌〉E and |α̃13〉 = |3̌〉S ⊗ |1̌〉E. In
contrast, the element [UAD

two ]8,8 represents the amplitude of
the quantum state |α̃8〉 = |1̌〉S ⊗ |3̌〉E to be remained the
same with the probability less than one due to the decay ef-
fect. The physical meanings of the other components can be
understood in the same way. Next, we derive the reduced
density matrix ρout

S = TrE [ρout
tot ] = TrE

[
UAD

two · ρin
tot · (UAD

two )†
]
.

It is described by the Kraus operators defined by MnE =∑
nS,n′S

S〈nS| ⊗ E〈nE|
[
UAD

two

]
|n′S〉S ⊗ |3̌〉E · |nS〉S〈n′S|. Here

nE, nS, n
′
S = 0̌, 1̌, 2̌, 3̌. The matrix representation of the

Kraus operatorsMnE are given by

M0̌ =

 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0

 ,

M1̌ =

 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 [UAD

two ]14,8 0 0

 ,

M2̌ =


0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 [UAD

two ]11,8 0 0
0 0 [UAD

two ]15,12 0

 ,

M3̌ =


1 0 0 0
0 [UAD

two ]8,8 0 0
0 0 [UAD

two ]12,12 0
0 0 0 1

 . (28)
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The Kraus operators in Eq. (28) satisfy the condition∑
nE
M†nE

MnE = 14×4. The matrix 14×4 is the four by four
identity matrix. Let us see the physical meanings of the matrix
elements of the Kraus operatorsMnE [86]. As we did forUAD

two
in Eq. (27), we take a look at several components. The (3, 2)-
th element ofM2̌ represents the probability amplitude of the
decay process |1̌〉S → |2̌〉S. On the other hand, (3, 3)-th ele-
ment ofM3̌ describes the probability amplitude of the quan-
tum state |2̌〉S to be unchanged under the decay effects. We
see that the squares of absolute |[UAD

two ]11,8|2, |[UAD
two ]15,12|2,

and |[UAD
two ]14,8|2 can be identified with the decay strengths

Γ2̌1̌,Γ3̌2̌, and Γ3̌1̌, respectively. The reduced density ma-
trix ρout

S are expressed by the Kraus operators in Eq. (28) as
ρout

S =
∑
nE E〈nE|ρout

tot |nE〉E =
∑
nE
MnEρ

in
SM†nE

, or[
ρout

S

]
0̌,1̌

= [UAD
two ]8,8

[
ρin

S

]
0̌,1̌

,[
ρout

S

]
0̌,2̌

= [UAD
two ]12,12

[
ρin

S

]
0̌,2̌

,[
ρout

S

]
1̌,1̌

= |[UAD
two ]8,8|2

[
ρin

S

]
1̌,1̌

,[
ρout

S

]
1̌,2̌

=
[(
UAD

two

)†]
12,12

· [UAD
two ]8,8

[
ρin

S

]
1̌,2̌

,[
ρout

S

]
1̌,3̌

= [UAD
two ]8,8

[
ρin

S

]
1̌,3̌

,[
ρout

S

]
2̌,2̌

= |[UAD
two ]12,12|2

[
ρin

S

]
2̌,2̌

+ |[UAD
two ]11,8|2

[
ρin

S

]
1̌,1̌

,[
ρout

S

]
2̌,3̌

= [UAD
two ]12,12

[
ρin

S

]
2̌,3̌

+
[(
UAD

two

)†]
15,12

· [UAD
two ]11,8

[
ρin

S

]
1̌,2̌

,[
ρout

S

]
3̌,3̌

= 1−
[
ρout

S

]
1̌,1̌
−
[
ρout

S

]
2̌2̌
, (29)

where [ρout
S ]nS,n′S

= S〈nS|ρout
S |n′S〉S. We note that the solution

presented in Eq. (25) and the similar Kraus representations
with the ones given in Eq. (28) have also been derived in [88].

Let us now formulate the unitary transformation UAD
two with

the single- and two-qubit gates, which generates the reduced
density matrix ρout

S in Eq. (29). This analysis is going to
be the main issue of this paper. We will do this by ex-
tending the formalism of the single-qubit amplitude damp-
ing. To describe this, we have prepared the single controlled-
rotational gate which is given by the rotational operation
Ry
(
ϑ(t)

)
in Fig. 3. We adopt the same approach and prepare

some controlled-rotational operations. In this case, there are
three types of decay channels. By making a correspondence
with this, we prepare three different controlled-rotational op-
erations. Let us name the three rotation angles for these
controlled-rotational operations as ϑ2̌1̌, ϑ3̌2̌, and ϑ3̌1̌, which
correspond to the three decay strengths Γ2̌1̌,Γ3̌2̌, and Γ3̌1̌,
respectively. By writing these three controlled-rotational op-
erations as R

[
ϑ2̌1̌

]
, R
[
ϑ3̌2̌

]
, and R

[
ϑ3̌1̌

]
, we formulate the

unitary operation UAD
two with them as

UAD
two [ϑ2̌1̌, ϑ3̌1̌, ϑ3̌2̌] = R

[
ϑ2̌1̌

]
·R
[
ϑ3̌1̌

]
·R
[
ϑ3̌2̌

]
, (30)

where

R
[
ϑ2̌1̌

]
= τ11,16 · τ10,12 · τ12,15 · UC2Ry [ϑ2̌1̌] [Q1Q2;Q0] · τ12,15 · τ10,12 · τ11,16,

R
[
ϑ3̌1̌

]
= τ14,16 · UC3Ry [ϑ3̌1̌] [Q1Q2Q3;Q0] · τ14,16,

R
[
ϑ3̌2̌

]
= τ14,16 · τ15,16 · UC2Ry [ϑ3̌2̌] [Q0Q2;Q1] · τ15,16 · τ14,16. (31)

Let us explain the characteristics of the controlled-unitary op-
erators presented in the above equations. At first, the uni-
tary operator UC2Ry [ϑ2̌1̌] [Q1Q2;Q0] is the controlled-unitary
operator such that the two qubits Q1 and Q2 are the con-
trolled bits while Q0 is the target bit. The unitary opera-
tor to become performed is the rotational operation Ry(ϑ2̌1̌).
We have introduced the notation C2Ry [ϑ2̌1̌] to express that
it is the controlled-unitary operator composed of two con-
trolled bits with the given unitary operator Ry [ϑ2̌1̌]. In the
argument of UC2Ry [ϑ2̌1̌], we have separated the controlled
bits Q1 and Q2 and the target bit Q0 with a semicolon. In
the same way, UC3Ry [ϑ3̌1̌] [Q1Q2Q3;Q0] is defined as the
controlled-unitary operator comprised of the three controlled
bits Q1, Q2 and Q3 and the target bit Q0. The unitary op-
eration to be executed is Ry(ϑ3̌1̌); similar meaning is given
for UC2Ry [ϑ3̌2̌] [Q0Q2;Q1]. On the other hand, τ15,16 is the
controlled-unitary operator such that when it is multiplied on

the left-hand side of matrix A, its 15th and 16th rows be-
come exchanged while we multiply τ15,16 on the right-hand
side of A, then its 15th and 16th columns get exchanged;
similar definitions are given for τ14,16, τ12,16, τ10,12, τ12,15,
and τ11,16. We show the derivation of interexchange oper-
ators τ10,12, τ12,15, and τ11,16 in Eq. (B2). The operator
τ15,16 is equivalent to the controlled-X operator comprised
of three controlled bits Q0, Q1, and Q2 and the target bit Q3:
τ15,16 ≡ UC3X [Q0Q1Q2;Q3] . To construct the controlled-
unitary operators given in the right-hand side of Eq. (31) with
the single- and two-qubit gates, we have followed the analysis
shown in [89]. In Eq. (B1) in Appendix B, we present the
mathematical representations for the controlled-unitary oper-
ators appearing in the right-hand side of the above equation
in terms of single- and two-qubit gates and the Toffoli gates.
Based on the above formulation of UAD

two [ϑ2̌1̌, ϑ3̌2̌, ϑ3̌1̌], from
Eqs. (25), (27), (28), (29), and (31) we can make an identifi-
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cation

|[UAD
two ]11,8|2 = sin2

(ϑ2̌1̌

2

)
cos2

(ϑ3̌1̌

2

)
≡ Γ2̌1̌,

|[UAD
two ]15,12|2 = sin2

(ϑ3̌2̌

2

)
≡ Γ3̌2̌,

|[UAD
two ]14,8|2 = sin2

(ϑ3̌1̌

2

)
≡ Γ3̌1̌,

|[UAD
two ]8,8|2 = 1− |[UAD

two ]11,8|2 − |[UAD
two ]14,8|2,

= cos2
(ϑ2̌1̌

2

)
cos2

(ϑ3̌1̌

2

)
≡ 1− Γ2̌1̌ − Γ3̌1̌,

|[UAD
two ]12,12|2 = 1− |[UAD

two ]15,12|2,

= cos2
(ϑ3̌2̌

2

)
≡ 1− Γ3̌2̌, (32)

where we have used the unitary condition
[
(UAD

two )†·UAD
two

]
a,b

=[
UAD

two · (UAD
two )†

]
a,b

= δa,b (a, b = 1, 2, . . . , 16). Next, we
formulate the decay strengths Γ2̌1̌,Γ3̌2̌, and Γ3̌1̌ as functions
of the time t so that they match with the solution of quantum
master equation (25) up to O

(
(γt)2

)
[86]. From Eqs. (25),

(29), and (32), we have

Γ2̌1̌(t) = 2γt− 4(γt)2 +O
(
(γt)3

)
,

Γ3̌2̌(t) = 2γt− 2(γt)2 +O
(
(γt)3

)
,

Γ3̌1̌(t) = 2(γt)2 +O
(
(γt)3

)
, (33)

or equivalently,

ϑ2̌1̌(t) = 2 arcsin
[(

2γt− 4(γt)2
) 1

2

]
,

ϑ3̌2̌(t) = 2 arcsin
[(

2γt− 2(γt)2
) 1

2

]
,

ϑ2̌1̌(t) = 2 arcsin
[(

2(γt)2
) 1

2

]
, (34)

where we have used sin2
(
ϑ2̌1̌

2

)
cos2

(
ϑ3̌1̌

2

)
≈ sin2

(
ϑ2̌1̌

2

)
.

Indeed, such an approximation is valid as long as we take
Γ2̌1̌(t) up to O

(
(γt)2

)
. Thus, the values of rotation angles

ϑ2̌1̌, ϑ3̌2̌, ϑ3̌1̌ are determined by Eq. (34) and generate the
collective amplitude damping at the time t. To summarize, the
quantum circuit for our simulation of the collective amplitude
damping is given by the unitary transformation

UAD,two
QC [ϑ2̌1̌, ϑ3̌1̌, ϑ3̌2̌] (t) = UAD

two [ϑ2̌1̌, ϑ3̌1̌, ϑ3̌2̌] (t)

·
[
U in

S ⊗XQ2 ⊗XQ3

]
, (35)

and with the measurement procedures on the ancilla bits Q2

and Q3 (the environment E). Let us illustrate this quantum
circuit in Fig. 8.

|Q0〉
U in

S

UAD
two [ϑ2̌1̌, ϑ3̌1̌, ϑ3̌2̌] (t)

|Q1〉

|Q2〉 X

|Q3〉 X

FIG. 8. Quantum circuit for the collective amplitude damping con-
structed by the unitary operator UAD

two [ϑ2̌1̌, ϑ3̌1̌, ϑ3̌2̌] (t) in Eq. (35)
and the measurement procedures on the ancilla bits Q2 and Q3.

Consequently, we obtain the reduced density matrix ρout
S

given in Eq. (29) owing to the quantum circuit in Fig. 8.
From ρout

S , we can extract the probability weights of states
|1̌〉S, |2̌〉S, and |3̌〉S at the time t. This is done by performing
the measurement on the qubits Q0 and Q1 (system S). As a
result, we obtain the collective amplitude damping at the time
t: 〈JzS 〉(t) = w|1̌〉S(t)− w|3̌〉S(t).

D. Digital Quantum Simulation

1. Procedures

We demonstrate in detail the digital quantum simulation
of the collective amplitude damping based on the quantum
circuit presented in Fig. 8. We take γ = 1. First, we set the
time interval given by ti = 0.005 × i with i = 0, 1, . . . 9.
By inserting them into Eq. (34), we obtain three values of
angles ϑ2̌1̌(ti), ϑ3̌2̌(ti), ϑ3̌1̌(ti). Then, owing to Eq. (35), the
overall unitary transformation UAD,two

QC [ϑ2̌1̌, ϑ3̌2̌, ϑ3̌1̌] is de-
termined as the function of the time ti. To explicitly represent
the ti-dependence of UAD,two

QC [ϑ2̌1̌, ϑ3̌2̌, ϑ3̌1̌], let us rewrite
it as UAD,two

QC [ϑ2̌1̌, ϑ3̌2̌, ϑ3̌1̌] (ti). After this unitary operation
is executed, we perform the measurement on the ancilla bits
Q2 and Q3, and as a result, we obtain the reduced density
matrix ρout

S at the time ti, namely, ρout
S (ti). The matrix ele-

ments of ρout
S (ti) are expressed by the trigonometric functions(

cos
(
ϑ2̌1̌(ti)

2

)
, sin

(
ϑ2̌1̌(ti)

2

))
,
(

cos
(
ϑ3̌2̌(ti)

2

)
, sin

(
ϑ3̌2̌(ti)

2

))
,

and
(

cos
(
ϑ3̌1̌(ti)

2

)
, sin

(
ϑ3̌1̌(ti)

2

))
. Next, with the usage

of qiskit, we execute Nshots times the whole operation
(the operation described by the quantum circuit in Fig.
8 plus the measurement on Q0 and Q1 (system S)).
We obtain the data of how many times the quantum
states given in Eq. (26) have been generated as the out-
put states, which are labeled by "0" and "1". In other
words, the quantum state |α̃a〉 (a = 1, 2, . . . , 16) in
Eq. (26) is redescribed as |nQ0

nQ1
nQ2

nQ3
〉Q0Q1Q2Q3

(nQ0
, nQ1

, nQ2
, nQ3

= 0, 1) via the identification
|0̌〉 ≡ |00〉, |1̌〉 ≡ |01〉, |2̌〉 ≡ |10〉, |3̌〉 ≡ |11〉. Here
the number nQ0

describes that the quantum state of
the qubit Q0 is |nQ0

〉Q0
and the rest of three numbers

nQ1
, nQ2

, and nQ3
are defined in the same way. For

instance, the quantum state |0111〉Q0Q1Q2Q3
is identical

to the quantum state |1̌〉S ⊗ |3̌〉E = |α̃7〉. Let us de-
note the number N|nQ0

nQ1
nQ2

nQ3
〉(ti) as the number of
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|nQ0
nQ1

nQ2
nQ3
〉Q0Q1Q2Q3

, which have been generated as
the output state at ti. These numbers satisfy the condition∑
nQ0

,nQ1
,nQ2

,nQ3
=0,1N|nQ0

nQ1
nQ2

nQ3
〉(ti) = Nshots.

The numerical values of the probability weights
w|0̌〉S(ti), w|1̌〉S(ti), w|2̌〉S(ti) and w|3̌〉S(ti) are given by
N|nQ0

nQ1
nQ2

nQ3
〉(ti) as

w|0̌〉S(ti) =
∑

nQ2
,nQ3

=0,1

N|00nQ2
nQ3
〉(ti)

Nshots
,

w|1̌〉S(ti) =
∑

nQ2
,nQ3

=0,1

N|01nQ2
nQ3
〉(ti)

Nshots
,

w|2̌〉S(ti) =
∑

nQ2
,nQ3

=0,1

N|10nQ2
nQ3
〉(ti)

Nshots
,

w|3̌〉S(ti) =
∑

nQ2
,nQ3

=0,1

N|11nQ2
nQ3
〉(ti)

Nshots
. (36)

By using these values and the relation 〈JzS 〉(ti) = w|1̌〉S(ti)−
w|3̌〉S(ti), we complete the quantum simulation of the collec-
tive amplitude damping at ti described as

〈JzS 〉(ti) =
∑

nQ2
,nQ3

=0,1

N|01nQ2
nQ3
〉(ti)−N|11nQ2

nQ3
〉(ti)

Nshots
.

(37)

For our simulation, we examine six different initial conditions
given by ρin,1

S = |0̌〉S〈0̌| = |Ψ−〉S〈Ψ−|, ρin,2
S = |3̌〉S〈3̌|,

ρin,3
S = |1̌〉S〈1̌|, ρin,4

S = |2̌〉S〈2̌| = |Ψ+〉S〈Ψ+|, ρin,5
S =

|Φ+〉S〈Φ+|, and ρin,6
S = |Φ−〉S〈Φ−|. To generate these six

initial states, we perform six types of unitary transformations
U in,1

S = 1Q0⊗1Q1 , U in,2
S = XQ0⊗XQ1 , U in,3

S = 1Q0⊗XQ1 ,
U in,4

S = XQ0
⊗ 1Q1

, U in,5
S = UΦ

S · (1Q0
⊗ XQ1

), and
U in,6

S = UΦ
S · (XQ0

⊗ XQ1
). The initial state ρin,l

S is gener-
ated by the unitary transformation U in,l

S (l = 1, 2, . . . , 6). The
unitary operator UΦ

S appearing in U in,5
S and U in,6

S is defined by
UΦ

S = USWAP · UCH [Q0;Q1] · USWAP, where UCH [Q0;Q1] is
the controlled-Hadamard gate such that the control bit is Q0

whereas Q1 is the target bit. USWAP is the SWAP gate. The
matrix representations of UCH [Q0;Q1] and USWAP are given
in Eqs. (A11) and (A12), respectively.

For the two initial conditions ρin,1
S and ρin,2

S , we have ver-
ified that both of them do not exhibit the amplitude damping
processes as expected: we obtain N|0011〉(ti) = Nshots for the
initial condition ρin,1

S and N|1111〉(ti) = Nshots for the initial
condition ρin,2

S . In this paper, we do not present the simula-
tion results for these two cases. In the following, we focus on
the collective amplitude damping processes for the four initial
conditions, ρin,3

S , ρin,4
S , ρin,5

S , and ρin,6
S , and give some detailed

discussions on them.

2. Results and Interpretations

We display the results of the collective amplitude damping
processes for the initial conditions ρin,3

S , ρin,4
S , ρin,5

S , and ρin,6
S at

the time interval ti = i×0.005 in Figs. 9 (a), (b), (c), and (d),
respectively. The results for Nshots = 210 and 218 are plotted
with blue and green points, respectively. The black curves
are the solution of the quantum master equation given in (25).
Like the simulation of the single-qubit amplitude damping, we
plot the “averaged expectation value" defined by

〈JzS 〉in,l(Nshots, ti) =

∑Nave
α=1〈JzS 〉in,l(α,Nshots, ti)

Nave
, (38)

where Nave is the repetition number of our quantum sim-
ulation for the collective amplitude damping based on the
quantum circuit in Fig. 8 with given Nshots. We have taken
Nave = 50. The quantity 〈JzS 〉in,l(α,Nshots, ti) is the expecta-
tion value obtained in the α-th round of our simulation for the
initial condition ρin,l

S (l = 3, 4, 5, 6). In addition, we compute
the variance defined by

σ2
in,l(Nshots, ti) = 〈JzS 〉2in,l(Nshots, ti)

−
(
〈JzS 〉in,l

)2

(Nshots, ti), (39)

where the quantity 〈JzS 〉2in,l(Nshots, ti) is defined by

〈JzS 〉2in,l(Nshots, ti) =

∑Nave
α=1〈JzS 〉2in,l(α,Nshots, ti)

Nave
. (40)

At each point,
(
ti, 〈JzS 〉in,l(Nshots, ti)

)
, the bar parallel to the

vertical axis is displayed with its size equal to the standard
deviation σin,l(Nshots, ti) =

√
σ2

in,l(Nshots, ti).
First, let us discuss our results from the physics point

of view. For the case of the initial condition ρin,3
S (Figs.

9 (a)), what we have obtained are the three quantities,
N|0111〉(ti), N|1010〉(ti), and N|1101〉(ti). Initially, we have
N|0111〉(t0) = Nshots with all the other numbers equal to zero.
As time goes by, the number N|0111〉(ti) decreases whereas
both N|1010〉(ti) and N|1101〉(ti) increase. The decreasing of
N|0111〉(ti) while the increasing of N|1010〉(ti) corresponds to
the decay process |1̌〉S ⊗ |3̌〉E → |2̌〉S ⊗ |2̌〉E. On the other
hand, the decreasing of N|0111〉(ti) while the increasing of
N|1101〉(ti) corresponds to the mixture of the two decay pro-
cesses |2̌〉S⊗|2̌〉E → |3̌〉S⊗|2̌〉E and |1̌〉S⊗|3̌〉E → |3̌〉S⊗|1̌〉E.
The increase of N|1010〉(ti) is larger than that of N|1101〉(ti).
This is because owing to Eq. (33), in the short time regime
the decay strength Γ2̌1̌(t) is stronger than Γ3̌1̌(t). These facts
clearly indicate that we have succeeded in the simulation of
the decay processes |1̌〉S⊗|3̌〉E → |2̌〉S⊗|2̌〉E → |3̌〉S⊗|1̌〉E.
For the initial condition ρin,4

S (Figs. 9 (b)), we have obtained
the values of N|1011〉(ti) and N|1110〉(ti) with all the other
numbers being zero. At first we have N|1011〉(t0) = Nshots.
Then as time goes by, the value ofN|1011〉(ti) decreases while
the value of N|1110〉(ti) increases. Thus, this clearly rep-
resents the simulation of the decay process |2̌〉S ⊗ |3̌〉E →
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FIG. 9. The quantum simulation results of the collective amplitude damping. The horizontal axis represents the time while the vertical axis is
for the averaged expectation value 〈Jz

S 〉in,l(Nshots, ti). The data (a), (b), (c) and (d) are the results for the initial conditions ρin,3
S , ρin,4

S , ρin,5
S , and

ρin,6
S , respectively, within the time interval ti = 0.005× i (i = 0, 1, . . . 9). The blue and green ten points are the data forNshots = 210 and 218,

respectively. At each point, we present the error bar along the vertical direction with its size equal to the standard deviation σin,l(Nshots, ti) =√
σ2

in,l(Nshots, ti). The black curves in each four figures represent the solution of the quantum master equation given in (25). The short-hand
notation “QME" denotes the quantum master equation.

|3̌〉S⊗|2̌〉E. Let us examine the collective amplitude damping
processes for the initial conditions ρin,5

S and ρin,6
S (Figs. 9 (c)

for ρin,5
S and (d) for ρin,6

S ). As we see here, the averaged expec-
tation value 〈JzS 〉in,l(Nshots, ti) for these two conditions show
approximately the same behaviors. This is because 〈JzS 〉(t) is
determined by the diagonal components of the reduced den-
sity matrix ρout

S (t). For ρin,5
S and ρin,6

S , the diagonal compo-
nents take the same values, and therefore, from Eq. (25) or
Eq. (29) the two expectation values of JzS become theoreti-
cally the same. In these cases, the data we have obtained are
the numerical values of N|0111〉(ti), N|1010〉(ti), N|1101〉(ti),
and N|1111〉(ti). By staring from N|0111〉(t0) +N|1111〉(t0) =
Nshots with N|0111〉(t0), N|1111〉(t0) > 0 (N|0111〉(t0) and
N|1111〉(t0) are nearly equal while all the other numbers are
zero), we have observed the decreasing of N|0111〉(ti) while
the increasing of N|1010〉(ti) and N|1110〉(ti). Such a fact
represents that we have correctly simulated the three decay
processes |1̌〉 → |2̌〉, |2̌〉 → |3̌〉, and |3̌〉 → |1̌〉. These
processes occur owing to the initial condition

[
ρin

S

]
1̌,1̌

= 1
2 .

On the other hand, the number N|1111〉(ti) appears due to the

initial condition
[
ρin

S

]
3̌,3̌

= 1
2 . These numerical behaviors of

N|0111〉(ti)N|1010〉(ti), N|1110〉(ti), and N|1111〉(ti) are con-
sistent with Eq. (25), and therefore, we have accomplished
the quantum simulation of the collective damping for the ini-
tial conditions ρin,5

S and ρin,6
S .

Next, we discuss our results from computational perspec-
tive. Let us focus on how the behaviors of our simulation
plots become when Nshots increases. For all the four condi-
tions and at any ti, we observe that as we increase the value
of Nshots from 210 to 218, the simulation plots become closer
to the black curves (the solution of the quantum master equa-
tion), as expected. Such behaviors are quantified by the vari-
ances defined in Eq. (39). For any ρin,l

S and ti, we have exam-
ined the ordering σ2

in,l(2
10, ti) > σ2

in,l(2
18, ti). For the initial

conditions ρin,3
S , the variances σ2

in,3(210, ti) and σ2
in,3(218, ti)

are in the order of 10−4 − 10−5 and 10−7 − 10−8, respec-
tively. For ρin,4

S , σ2
in,4(210, ti) and σ2

in,4(218, ti) are in the or-
der of 10−5 and 10−7−10−8, respectively, On the other hand,
for ρin,5

S and ρin,6
S , the variances σ2

in,l(2
10, ti) and σ2

in,l(2
18, ti)

(l = 5, 6) are in the order of 10−3 − 10−4 and 10−6, respec-
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tively; Note that in Fig. 9 the error bars for Nshots = 218 are
also presented although they are hard to see since their sizes
are too small. As a result, we have numerically examined that
the variance σin,l(Nshots, ti) decreases as Nshots increases, and
therefore, this implies that our simulation results get closer to
the solution of the quantum master equation as we increase
the repetition number Nshots. Such a behavior is quantum me-
chanically and statistically reasonable.

Consequently, we have completed the digital quantum sim-
ulation of the collective amplitude damping processes in the
two-qubit systems. These results are our numerical verifica-
tions of our formalism given by Eqs. (30), (31), and (35) as
well as the quantum circuit in Fig. 8.

IV. EXTENSION TO LARGER QUBIT SYSTEMS

Let us explain the essence of extending our formalisms
for the generation of the collective amplitude damping pro-
cesses to larger qubit systems. We prepare N (≥ 3) qubits
and regard them as the system S while we prepare N ancilla
bits and constitute the single environment E. We perform a
unitary transformation U in

S on the system S so as to prepare
the initial state of the system we desire. We take this ini-
tial state as the permutational symmetric state. On the other
hand, we apply the X gate to all the N ancilla bits so that
the initial state of the environment E becomes the ground
state. After such an initialization of the total system having
been completed, we operate the overall unitary transformation
which describes the energy-exchange processes between the
system S and the environment E. We express both the quan-
tum states of the system and the environment with the basis
vectors of the direct-sum-spin space (permutational symmet-
ric subspace) whose dimension is equal to N + 1. They are
|j, j〉, |j, j−1〉, . . . , |j,−j+1〉, |j,−j〉, where j = N

2 . Let us
rename them as |j, j〉 ≡ |1〉, |j, j−1〉 ≡ |2〉, . . . , |j,−j+1〉 ≡
|N〉, |j,−j〉 ≡ |N + 1〉. By using them, we mathematically
represent the quantum state of the total system as |iS〉S⊗|̃iE〉E
with iS, ĩE = 1,2, . . . ,N + 1. The considering overall uni-
tary transformation, which we abbreviate asUAD

N , is expressed
by the tensor-product states |iS〉S ⊗ |̃iE〉E. The formulation
of UAD

N is equivalent to that of the decay processes of the

system S. In this case, there are
(
N + 1

2

)
collective de-

cay channels, and correspondingly, we prepare the controlled-

rotational operators with
(
N + 1

2

)
different angles naming

as ϑj,i, where i, j = 1,2, . . . ,N + 1 with i 6= j. We
parametrize them with a single real number corresponding
to time t. Correspondingly, to explicitly represent that we
are formulating the decay process at the time t, we rephrase
ϑj,i as ϑj,i(t) and UAD

N as UAD
N (t). Like Eq. (31), the over-

all unitary transformation UAD
N (t) is expressed as the prod-

uct of controlled-rotational operators introduced above. Let
us write the controlled-rotational operator constructed by the
rotational operation Ry

(
ϑj,i(t)

)
as UCaRy

[
ϑj,i

]
(t). The sub-

script a describes the number of controlled bit(s). This gen-
erates the decay process |iS〉S → |jS〉S with i < j. As we

have shown in Sec. III, in order to obtain UAD
N (t) we need

to introduce the controlled-unitary operators which exchange
the rows and columns of the matrices under consideration like
τ15,16 in Eq. (31). By applying these interexchange opera-
tors to UCaRy

[
ϑj,i

]
(t), the orderings of its matrix elements

get arranged. We do such procedures for the other controlled-
rotational operators and construct UAD

N (t). After completing
the formulation of UAD

N (t), we perform the measurement on
theN ancilla bits and we obtainN+1 Kraus operatorsMk(t)
(k = 1,2, . . . ,N+1) as well as the associated reduced den-
sity matrix of the system S. Note that actually there are 22N

Kraus operators. The rest of all 22N − (N + 1) Kraus op-
erators are, however, zero matrices likeM0̌ in Eq. (28) and
do not contribute to the generation of the reduced density ma-
trix. This is because the vector components of the total Hlibert
space besides |1〉, |2〉, . . . , |N+1〉 are not responsible for the
collective decay processes. The matrix elements of the Kraus
operators Mk(t) are represented by the matrix elements of
UAD
N (t). We can express them with the decay strengths Γj,i(t)

(i < j). For instance, the square absolute of (N + 1, 1)-th el-
ement of the Kraus operatorM1(t) can be identified with the
decay strength ΓN+1,1(t). In contrast, the (1, 1)-th element
of the Kraus operatorMN+1(t) is the probability amplitude
of the quantum state |1〉S to be unchanged under the decay
effects. The elements of the reduced density matrix is de-
scribed with those of the Kraus operatorsMk(t), and there-
fore, we can represent the elements of the reduced density
matrix with the decay strengths Γj,i(t). Then, the functional
forms of Γj,i(t) given by the time t are determined so that
they match with the solution of the quantum master equation
at least up to O

(
(γt)N

)
. Note that for sufficiently small t the

dominant term of the decay strength Γj,i(t) is in the order of
O
(
(γt)j−i

)
[86]. This is why we have to include the terms

up to O
(
(γt)N

)
for all Γj,i(t) because of the decay strength

ΓN+1,1(t). Subsequently, we obtain the representations of
Γj,i(t) in terms of sinϑj,i(t) and cosϑj,i(t). As a result, the
functional forms of ϑj,i(t) get determined and the execution
of controlled-rotational operators with the angles ϑj,i(t) gen-
erate the collective amplitude damping processes at the time
t. We can then extract the probability weights of |iS〉S at the
time t and their numerical values can be obtained from the
quantum simulation by collecting the data for the number of
the output states. With repeating the same procedures for dif-
ferent values of time, we obtain the data of expectation values
〈JzS 〉(t) and we complete the digital quantum simulation of
the collective amplitude damping. At the end, we comment
that for the qubit systems with large N , the reduced density
matrix obtained by the Kraus representation becomes closer
to the solution of the quantum master equation as the function
of the time t. This is because as we explained above, we have
to retain the terms of γt in the decay strengths Γj,i(t) at least
up to O

(
(γt)N

)
. This implies that for large N we become

able to quantum simulate the (collective) amplitude damping
at any time regime.



15

V. CONCLUSION AND DISCUSSION

In this paper, we have investigated the the formulation of
the collective amplitude damping in the two-qubit systems in
terms of the single- and two-qubit gates and constructed the
corresponding quantum circuits. First, we have analyzed the
Hilbert-space structure and demonstrated the effectiveness of
the direct-sum-spin-space representation for the description of
the collective amplitude damping. Using this representation
and the Kraus representation approach, we have analyzed the
way to formulate the overall unitary transformation describing
the energy-exchange processes occurring between the two-
qubit system and the environment (two ancilla bits), which
are equivalent to the collective decay processes of the two-
qubit systems. This has been the main task of this work. In
order to do this, we have naturally extended the method used
in the analysis of the single-qubit amplitude damping in the
following way. The two-qubit systems show three different
collective decay channels. By making a correspondence, we
have introduced the three controlled-rotational operators. We
have formulated them so that they become the functions of
the time under consideration, and further, to become consis-
tent with the solution of the quantum master equation up to
the second order in the time. In addition to the controlled-
rotational operators, we have introduced interexchange opera-
tors (for example, the operator τ15,16 in Eq. (31)). The overall
unitary transformation is constructed by the three controlled-
rotational operators and the interexchange operators. After
we have operated this overall unitary transformation, we per-
form the measurements on the ancilla bits and we obtain the
reduced density matrix of the two-qubit systems describing
the collective amplitude damping. The corresponding quan-
tum circuit is illustrated in Fig. 8. The collective amplitude
damping are represented quantitatively by the expectation val-
ues of 〈JzS 〉 (the z-component of the total-spin operator). In
order to compute these values and conduct the digital quan-
tum simulation, we have collected the data for the numbers of
the quantum states in Eq. (26), which have been generated as
the output states. For doing this, we have examined six differ-
ent initial conditions and two different values of the number
Nshots (= 210, 218) for ten temporal points. These results are
presented in Fig. 9. To make a comparison, we have analyzed
the numerical closeness between our quantum simulation re-
sults and the solution of the quantum master equation given in
(25). By evaluating the variances, we have examined that as
we increase the value of repetition number Nshots, our simula-
tion results show better numerical agreement with the solution
of the quantum master equation presented in Eq. (25). These
results are quantum mechanically and statistically reasonable

and are the numerical verifications of our formalism of the
collective amplitude damping.

Our formalism can be extended to the analysis of the collec-
tive amplitude damping in larger qubit systems. This is done
by preparing the controlled-rotational gates with the number
of the rotational angles equal to that of existing decay pro-
cesses. We consider that this method is the natural extension
of the formulation of the single-qubit amplitude damping.

In this work, we have focused on the collective ampli-
tude damping in the two-qubit systems within the short time
regime. We comment that our work can be applied to analyze
the open quantum dynamics of real systems. This is because
the quantum behaviors are realized within the short time scale;
as a guide, the quantum behaviors of the qubits remain within
a coherence time or dephasing time. In addition, our work
is worthwhile from an engineering perspective because, for
instance, the Bell states are one of the basic and important re-
sources for performing the efficient quantum computation via
the quantum entanglement. Moreover, the Bell states are also
applied in many other types of quantum technologies includ-
ing the quantum communication processing.

We hope that our work presented in this paper becomes the
basics for the quantum computation and exploration of open
quantum dynamics in many types of systems ranging from
solids to atomic-molecular and optical systems, and even for
the biological systems. We expect that our quantum circuits
for the collective amplitude damping bring insight into the im-
provement of the qualities of the NISQ devices and the perfor-
mance of the quantum computation generating more trustable
results. Further, we expect that they pave the way for design-
ing the architectures of large-scale quantum computers. We
anticipate that they also bring insight into the quantum error
correction against both the individual and collective noises for
the large qubit systems as well as the quantum error correction
for the qutirt systems [86, 90].
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Appendix A: Quantum Gates

In this section, we list the quantum gates which are used for the quantum simulation in this work.
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1. Single-Qubit Gates

The single qubit has two internal degrees of freedom, namely, spin up and spin down. We describe them by two quantum
states given in terms of 0 and 1: We denote a "0-state" as |0〉 and it corresponds to the up-spin state | ↑〉. The other one is the
"1-state" and we write it as |1〉, which corresponds to the down-spin state | ↓〉. They are orthogonal to each other. We take their
vector representations as

|0〉 =

(
1
0

)
, |1〉 =

(
0
1

)
. (A1)

The vector representations given in Eq. (A1) are called the computational basis [5]. In the following, we present the single-qubit
gates with respect to the computational basis.

Let us introduce the unitary (Hermitian) operators called X,Y, Z gates. The matrix representations are given by

X =

[
0 1
1 0

]
, Y =

[
0 −i
i 0

]
, Z =

[
1 0
0 −1

]
. (A2)

The matrix representations of X,Y, Z gates are identical to Pauli matrices σx, σy, σz , respectively. They satisfy X2 = Y 2 =
Z2 = 12×2, where 12×2 is the unit 2 × 2 matrix, and the commutation relation [X,Y ] = 2iZ, [Y, Z] = 2iX, [Z,X] = 2iY ,
with [A,B] ≡ AB − BA. The computational basis |0〉 and |1〉 in Eq. (A1) are the eigenvectors of Z and their eigenvalues
are +1 and −1, respectively. On the other side, the X operator has a property such that it interchanges the states |0〉 and |1〉:
X|0〉 = |1〉, X|1〉 = |0〉.

Besides the X,Y, Z gates, we use the single-qubit gate called a Hadamard gate H . It is represented by

H =
1√
2

[
1 1
1 −1

]
. (A3)

The Hadamard gate satisfies the relations H† = H , H†H = HH† = H2 = 12×2, H†XH = X,H†Y H = −Y , and
H†ZH = Z. Furthermore, the Hadamard gate H generates the superposition states |±〉 = |0〉±|1〉√

2
. They are obtained by

applying H to the |0〉 and |1〉 states as H|0〉 = |+〉, H|1〉 = |−〉. The superposition states |+〉 and |−〉 are the eigenstates of the
X operator and their eigenvalues are 0 and 1, respectively.

In the rest, we introduce the other two types of single-qubit gates called a phase gate and a rotational gate. First, the phase
gate is given by

Pφ =

[
1 0
0 eiφ

]
. (A4)

The phase gate Pφ shifts the phase of the state |1〉 with φ. In particular, the phase gates for φ = π/2 and π/4 are called S gate
and T gate (π/8 gate), respectively.

There are three types of rotational gates: Rx(θx), Ry(θy), and Rz(θz). Ra(θa) (a = x, y, z) is the operation which rotates
the qubit around the a axis with the angle θa/2. The matrix representations are given by

Rx(θx) = exp

(
− iθx

2
X

)
= cos

(
θx
2

)
12×2 − i sin

(
θx
2

)
X =

[
cos
(
θx
2

)
−i sin

(
θx
2

)
−i sin

(
θx
2

)
cos
(
θx
2

) ]
,

Ry(θy) = exp

(
− iθy

2
Y

)
= cos

(
θy
2

)
12×2 − i sin

(
θy
2

)
X =

 cos
(
θy
2

)
− sin

(
θy
2

)
sin
(
θy
2

)
cos
(
θy
2

)  ,
Rz(θz) = exp

(
− iθz

2
Z

)
= cos

(
θz
2

)
12×2 − i sin

(
θz
2

)
Z =

[
exp

(
−i θz2

)
0

0 exp
(
i θz2
) ] . (A5)
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2. Two-Qubit Gates

Here we discuss the two-qubit gates. At first, let us introduce the computational basis of two-qubit states. There are four states
given by Eq. (19) or

|00〉Q0Q1
≡ |0〉Q0

⊗ |0〉Q1
=

 1
0
0
0

 , |01〉Q0Q1
≡ |0〉Q0

⊗ |1〉Q1
=

 0
1
0
0

 ,

|10〉Q0Q1
≡ |1〉Q0

⊗ |0〉Q1
=

 0
0
1
0

 , |11〉Q0Q1
≡ |1〉Q0

⊗ |1〉Q1
=

 0
0
0
1

 . (A6)

Q0 denotes the “zero-th" qubit while Q1 represents the “first" qubit. Next, let us list some two-qubit gates which are used in this
paper. The first one is the CNOT gate or the CX gate and let us denote it as UCNOT. This is the two-qubit gate which operates on
the two qubits Q0 and Q1 as

UCNOT|00〉Q0Q1 = |00〉Q0Q1 , UCNOT|01〉Q0Q1 = |01〉Q0Q1 ,

UCNOT|10〉Q0Q1 = |11〉Q0Q1 , UCNOT|10〉Q0Q1 = |11〉Q0Q1 , (A7)

or in a more compact form

UCNOT|nQ0nQ1〉Q0Q1 = |nQ0〉Q0 ⊗ |nQ0 ⊕ nQ1〉Q1 , (A8)

where the symbol ⊕ denotes the XOR gate of a logical circuit in the classical computer. When nQ0
= 0 then the value of nQ1

remains unchanged under the operation of UCNOT. In contrast, when nQ0
= 1 we obtain UCNOT|1nQ1

〉Q0Q1
→ |1n̄Q1

〉Q0Q1

where n̄Q1
= 1(0) when nQ1

= 0(1). Here the qubit Q0 is called the controlled bit while Q1 is the target bit. For the later
convenience, hereinafter let us rewrite this two-qubit operation as UCX [Q0;Q1]. We have introduced this notation in the sense
that the unitary operation is the CX operation comprised of the controlled bitQ0 and the target bitQ1. The matrix representation
is given by

UCX [Q0;Q1] =

 1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0
0 0 0 1
0 0 1 0

 =

[
12×2 02×2

02×2 X

]
, (A9)

where 02×2 is the two by two zero matrix. In contrast to the above case, we can perform the CNOT gate such that the qubit Q0

is the target bit while Q1 is the controlled bit. Let us abbreviate it as UCX [Q1;Q0] and the matrix representation is

UCX [Q1;Q0] =

 1 0 0 0
0 0 0 1
0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1

 . (A10)

The X gate contained in the matrix representation of UCX [Q0;Q1] in Eq. (A9) can be replaced with other unitary gates U and
it is called the controlled-unitary gate. In this paper, we use U = H,S, T,Ry(θy). When the qubit Q0 is the control bit while
Q1 is the target bit, the matrix representations of these controlled-unitary operators are

UCH [Q0;Q1] =

[
12×2 02×2

02×2 H

]
, UCS [Q0;Q1] =

[
12×2 02×2

02×2 S

]
,

UCT [Q0;Q1] =

[
12×2 02×2

02×2 T

]
, UCRy(θy)[Q0;Q1] =

[
12×2 02×2

02×2 Ry(θy)

]
. (A11)

As we can see from Eq. (A11), the controlled-Hadamard gate can be utilized to generate Bell states, for instance,
UCH [Q0;Q1]|10〉Q0Q1

=
|01〉Q0Q1

+|10〉Q0Q1√
2

= |Ψ+〉 and UCH [Q0;Q1]|11〉Q0Q1
=
|00〉Q0Q1

−|11〉Q0Q1√
2

= |Φ−〉.
Finally, let us present one more two-qubit gate called the SWAP gate. This is the operation such that |nQ0

nQ1
〉Q0Q1

→
|nQ1

nQ0
〉Q0Q1

. The matrix representation is given by

USWAP =

 1 0 0 0
0 0 1 0
0 1 0 0
0 0 0 1

 . (A12)
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Note that the SWAP gate can be created with three CNOT gates as USWAP = UCX [Q0;Q1] · UCX [Q1;Q0] · UCX [Q0;Q1].

Appendix B: Controlled-Unitary Operators in Eq. (31)

In this section, let us present the mathematical representations of controlled-unitary operators given in Eq. (31) in terms of
single- and two-qubit gates. In addition, we display the quantum circuits of them. First, the controlled-unitary operators in Eq.
(31) are represented in terms of single- and two-qubit gates as

UC2Ry [ϑ2̌1̌] [Q1Q2;Q0] = U
CRy(

ϑ2̌1̌
2 )

[Q1;Q0] · UCX [Q2;Q1] · U
CR†y(

ϑ2̌1̌
2 )

[Q1;Q0] · UCX [Q2;Q1]

· U
CRy(

ϑ2̌1̌
2 )

[Q2;Q0] ,

UC2Ry [ϑ3̌2̌] [Q0Q2;Q1] = U
CRy(

ϑ3̌2̌
2 )

[Q0;Q1] · UCX [Q2;Q0] · U
CR†y(

ϑ3̌2̌
2 )

[Q0;Q1] · UCX [Q2;Q0]

· U
CRy(

ϑ3̌2̌
2 )

[Q3;Q2] ,

UC3Ry [ϑ3̌1̌] [Q1Q2Q3;Q0] = U
CRy(

ϑ3̌1̌
2 )

[Q1;Q0] · UC2X [Q2Q3;Q1] · U
CR†y(

ϑ3̌1̌
2 )

[Q1;Q0] · UC2X [Q2Q3;Q1]

· U
C2Ry(

ϑ3̌1̌
2 )

[Q2Q3;Q0] ,

U
C2Ry

[
ϑ3̌1̌

2

] [Q2Q3;Q0] = U
CRy(

ϑ3̌1̌
4 )

[Q2;Q0] · UCX [Q3;Q2] · U
CR†y(

ϑ3̌1̌
4 )

[Q0;Q1] · UCX [Q3;Q2]

· U
CRy(

ϑ3̌1̌
4 )

[Q3;Q0] ,

τ15,16 = U
CX

1
2

[Q2;Q3] · UC2X [Q0Q1;Q2] · U
C
(
X

1
2

)† [Q2;Q3] · UC2X [Q0Q1;Q2]

· U
C2X

1
2

[Q0Q1;Q3] ,

τ14,16 = U
CX

1
2

[Q3;Q2] · UC2X [Q0Q1;Q3] · U
C
(
X

1
2

)† [Q3;Q2] · UC2X [Q0Q1;Q3]

· U
C2X

1
2

[Q0Q1;Q2] ,

τ12,16 = U
CX

1
2

[Q0;Q1] · UC2X [Q2Q3;Q0] · U
C
(
X

1
2

)† [Q0;Q1] · UC2X [Q2Q3;Q0]

· U
C2X

1
2

[Q2Q3;Q1] ,

U
C2X

1
2

[Q0Q1;Q3] = U
CX

1
4

[Q1;Q3] · UCX [Q0;Q1] · U
C
(
X

1
4

)† [Q1;Q3] · UCX [Q0;Q1] · U
CX

1
4

[Q0;Q3] ,

U
C2X

1
2

[Q0Q1;Q2] = U
CX

1
4

[Q1;Q2] · UCX [Q0;Q1] · U
C
(
X

1
4

)† [Q1;Q2] · UCX [Q0;Q1] · U
CX

1
4

[Q0;Q2] ,

U
C2X

1
2

[Q2Q3;Q1] = U
CX

1
4

[Q2;Q1] · UCX [Q3;Q2] · U
C
(
X

1
4

)† [Q2;Q1] · UCX [Q3;Q2] · U
CX

1
4

[Q3;Q1] , (B1)

where X
1
2 = H · Pπ

2
· H and X

1
4 = H · Pπ

4
· H . Note that

(
X

1
2

)2
= X and

(
X

1
4

)2
= X

1
2 . Further, U

CX
1
2

[Qi;Qj ] =

UCH [Qi;Qj ]·UCPπ
2

[Qi;Qj ]·UCH [Qi;Qj ] andU
CX

1
4

[Qi;Qj ] = UCH [Qi;Qj ]·UCPπ
4

[Qi;Qj ]·UCH [Qi;Qj ] (i, j = 0, 1, 2, 3).
As we explained in Sec. III C, for instance, the operator UC2Ry(ϑ2̌1̌) [Q1Q2;Q0] is the controlled-unitary operator such that the
two qubits Q1 and Q2 are the control bits while Q0 is the target bit. The unitary transformation to become performed is the
rotational operation Ry(ϑ2̌1̌). Similarly, the operator UC3Ry [ϑ3̌1̌] [Q1Q2Q3;Q0] is the controlled-unitary operator constructed
with the three controlled bits Q1, Q2 and Q3 and the target bit Q0. The unitary transformation to be performed is Ry [ϑ3̌1̌].
The operator UCX [Q3;Q2] is the controlled-X operator (CNOT) composed of the control bit Q3 and the target bit Q2. Recall
that τi,16 (i = 12, 14, 15) is the operator which interexchanges the ith row (column) and the 16th row (column) of matrix under
consideration: When τi,16 is multiplied on the left-hand side of considering matrix A, the ith row and the 16th row of A are
exchanged whereas when it is multiplied on the right-hand side, the ith column and the 16th column of A get exchanged. The
rest of all controlled-unitary operators appearing in the above equation are defined in the same way. The quantum circuits of the
controlled-unitary operators shown in Eq. (31) can be constructed using the above equations. We present them in Figs. 10-19.
Note that the system S is comprised of the two qubits Q0 and Q1 whereas the two qubits Q2 and Q3 constitute the environment
E. Finally, we show the derivation of interexchange operators τ10,12, τ12,15 and τ11,16 expressed by the interexchange operators
τ15,16, τ14,16, τ12,16 and the Toffoli gates. By using UC2X [Q0Q3;Q2] ≡ τ10,12 · τ14,16 and UC2X [Q0Q2;Q1] ≡ τ11,15 · τ12,16,
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we obtain

τ10,12 = UC2X [Q0Q3;Q2] · τ14,16,

τ12,15 = τ12,16 · τ15,16 · τ12,16 = τ15,16 · τ12,16 · τ15,16,

τ11,16 = τ15,16 · [UC2X [Q0Q2;Q1] · τ12,16] · τ15,16. (B2)

|Q0〉 Ry(ϑ2̌1̌) Ry

(
ϑ2̌1̌

2

)
Ry

(
− ϑ2̌1̌

2

)
Ry

(
ϑ2̌1̌

2

)

|Q1〉 • = • •

|Q2〉 • • • •

|Q3〉

FIG. 10. Quantum circuit for UC2Ry [ϑ2̌1̌][Q1Q2;Q0].

|Q0〉 • • •

|Q1〉 Ry(ϑ3̌2̌) = Ry

(ϑ3̌2̌
2

)
Ry

(
− ϑ3̌2̌

2

)
Ry

(
ϑ3̌2̌

2

)
|Q2〉 • • • •

|Q3〉

FIG. 11. Quantum circuit for UC2Ry [ϑ3̌2̌][Q0Q2;Q1].

|Q0〉 Ry(ϑ3̌1̌) Ry

(
ϑ3̌1̌

2

)
Ry

(
− ϑ3̌1̌

2

)
Ry

(
ϑ3̌1̌

2

)
|Q1〉 • = • •

|Q2〉 • • • •

|Q3〉 • • • •

FIG. 12. Quantum circuit for UC3Ry [ϑ3̌1̌][Q1Q2Q3;Q0].

|Q0〉 Ry

(
ϑ3̌1̌

2

)
Ry

(ϑ3̌1̌
4

)
Ry

(
− ϑ3̌1̌

4

)
Ry

(
ϑ3̌1̌

4

)
|Q1〉 =

|Q2〉 • • •

|Q3〉 • • • •

FIG. 13. Quantum circuit for U
C2Ry

[
ϑ3̌1̌

2

] [Q2Q3;Q0].
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|Q0〉 • • • •

|Q1〉 • = • • •

|Q2〉 • • •

|Q3〉 X X
1
2

(
X

1
2
)†

X
1
2

FIG. 14. Quantum circuit for τ15,16.

|Q0〉 • • • •

|Q1〉 • = • • •

|Q2〉 X X
1
2

(
X

1
2
)†

X
1
2

|Q3〉 • • •

FIG. 15. Quantum circuit for τ14,16.

|Q0〉 • • •

|Q1〉 X = X
1
2

(
X

1
2
)†

X
1
2

|Q2〉 • • • •

|Q3〉 • • • •

FIG. 16. Quantum circuit for τ12,16.

|Q0〉 • • • •

|Q1〉 • = • •

|Q2〉

|Q3〉 X
1
2 X

1
4

(
X

1
4
)†

X
1
4

FIG. 17. Quantum circuit for U
C2X

1
2

[Q0Q1;Q3].

|Q0〉 • • • •

|Q1〉 • = • •

|Q2〉 X
1
2 X

1
4

(
X

1
4
)†

X
1
4

|Q3〉

FIG. 18. Quantum circuit for U
C2X

1
2

[Q0Q1;Q2].
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|Q0〉

|Q1〉 X
1
2 X

1
4 (X

1
4 )† X

1
4

|Q2〉 • = • •

|Q3〉 • • • •

FIG. 19. Quantum circuit for U
C2X

1
2

[Q2Q3;Q1].
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