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Learning dynamics from repeated observation of the time evolution of an open quantum system,
namely, the problem of quantum process tomography is an important task. This task is difficult
in general, but, with some additional constraints could be tractable. This motivates us to look at
the problem of Lindblad operator discovery from observations. We point out that for moderate size
Hilbert spaces, low Kraus rank of the channel and short time steps, the eigenvalues of the Choi
matrix corresponding to the channel have a special structure. We use the least-square method for
the estimation of a channel where, for fixed inputs, we estimate the outputs by classical shadows.
The resultant noisy estimate of the channel can then be denoised by diagonalizing the nominal Choi
matrix, truncating some eigenvalues, and altering it to a genuine Choi matrix. This processed Choi
matrix is then compared to the original one. We see that as the number of samples increases, our
reconstruction becomes more accurate. We also use tools from random matrix theory to understand
the effect of estimation noise in the eigenspectrum of the estimated Choi matrix.

I. INTRODUCTION

Learning dynamics from observations is an important
task in many fields. For open quantum systems, this
problem is called Quantum Process Tomography (QPT).
In standard QPT, the process is an unknown Completely
Positive Trace-Preserving (CPTP) map on operators as-
sociated with a d-dimensional Hilbert space. The CPTP
map requires d4−d2 real numbers to be completely char-
acterized [21]. For n-qubit sytems, d = 2n, so the number
of parameters is O(24n). Thus, even for a 10-qubit sys-
tem, QPT formally requires estimating about 1012 pa-
rameters well, necessitating a large number of observa-
tions. However, if we have prior information that the
map is close to identity, with the nontrivial action due
to a small number of Lindblad operators [21], we might
make some progress. This paper explores the conditions
under which such progress is possible.

For quantum state tomography (QST), shadow tomog-
raphy [1] aims at predicting a power law number of ob-
servations in the number of qubits, n, from O(n) copies
of the density matrix ρ. The authors in [13] have con-
structed such a description of low sample complexity via
the so-called classical shadows. [2] extended this method
to generalized measurements.

Recently, the work done in [16] and [15] used
Choi-Jamio lkowski correspondence between channels and
states to apply the classical shadows technique to QPT.
However, since classical shadows do not produce the
state, and therefore in the QPT context do not give you
the channel, it is not clear how to perform general dynam-
ical prediction over longer time scales. This motivates us
to look at the problem of Lindblad generator discovery
[5, 12] while using classical shadow tomography for state
estimation.

A loosely related subject in machine learning is the Lie
generator [19, 22], which has seen a resurgence of interest
[3, 10]. In subsequent studies, such as [3, 10], the spec-

tral gap is crucial to identify the number of truly active
generators. We also observe a comparable significance of
the spectral gap in our work.

Recently, least square methods have been used for QST
with classical shadows [20]. Our approach utilizes least
square method for the estimation of a channel where, for
fixed inputs, we estimate the output by classical shad-
ows. The resultant noisy estimate of the channel can
then be diagonalized/factorized. Under appropriate cir-
cumstances, a spectral gap allows us to truncate the fac-
torized version and essentially denoise the estimate.

II. QUANTUM CHANNEL AS A LINEAR MAP
AND ITS FACTORIZATION

Let the quantum channel be defined as a map E :
Cd×d → Cd×d with the input and output density ma-
trix related by ρout = E(ρin). Explicitly, in terms of
components, we have:

ρoutij =
∑
kl

Eijklρinkl . (1)

Jamio lkowski-Choi correspondence [6, 14] creates a den-
sity matrix, the Choi matrix, on Cd ⊗ Cd:

CE =
∑
ij

|i⟩ ⟨j| ⊗ E(|i⟩ ⟨j|). (2)

Note that the Choi matrix elements are

(CE)(ik),(jl) = ⟨k| ⟨i|CE |l⟩ |j⟩ = ⟨k| E(|i⟩ ⟨j|) |l⟩ = Eklij .
The Choi matrix is positive semidefinite and has an

eigendecomposition of the form CE =
∑

α λαµαµ
†
α with

µα ∈ Cd ⊗ Cd and λα ≥ 0 for all α. Defining Mα
ik =√

λα(µα)ki, we get a factorization of our the channel [12]
E :

Eijkl =
∑
α

Mα
ik(Mα

jl)
∗. (3)
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FIG. 1. Expressing the quantum channel (8) in terms of the
covariance expressions Cout,in and inverse of Cin,in. This
factorization is explained in detail in the Sec.II.

The number of nonzero eigenvalues of the Choi matrix
is the Kraus rank of the channel. This factorization is
the basis of the operator-sum representation [21]: ρout =∑

α MαρinMα†. For systems with low Kraus rank, we
can use this factorization to denoise estimated channels.

We proceed by defining a straightforward loss function:

L =

T∑
t=1

(
ρoutij (t) −

∑
kl

Eijklρinkl (t)
)2

(4)

where t serves as a sample index. By setting the deriva-
tive, ∂L

∂Eijcd
, to zero, we derive the optimal channel esti-

mate:

T∑
t=1

ρoutij (t)ρincd(t) =
∑
kl

Êijkl
T∑

t=1

ρinkl (t)ρ
in
cd(t) (5)

This representation elucidates the terms as non-centered
covariance expressions. For example, we define the first
covariance expression that captures the overlap between
the input and output states, i.e. Cout,in, and the second
covariance expression that captures the overlap between
the different input states, i.e. Cin,in as

Cout,in
ij,cd =

1

T

T∑
t=1

ρoutij (t)ρincd(t) (6a)

Cin,in
kl,cd =

1

T

T∑
t=1

ρinkl (t)ρ
in
cd(t) (6b)

We can further expand the first term in terms of the
second, Cout,in

ij,cd =
∑

kl ϵij,klC
in,in
kl,cd .

To simplify the notation, we group the indices as fol-
lows: ij → α, cd → β, and kl → γ. This results in:

Cout,in
α,β =

∑
γ

ÊαγCin,in
γβ (7)

Interpreting this in the form of a matrix equation aids
in determining the quantum channel estimate: Cout,in =
ÊCin,in. Under the assumption that Cin,in is invertible,
we arrive at the following factorization:

Ê = Cout,in(Cin,in)−1. (8)

III. EIGENSTRUCTURE OF LOW RANK
CHANNELS

For open quantum systems, the dynamics of a quantum
system is described by Lindblad master equation [9, 17],

ρ̇(t) = −i[H, ρ(t)] +

N∑
k=1

(
Lkρ(t)L†

k − 1

2
L†
kLkρ(t)−

1

2
ρ(t)L†

kLk

)
(9)

We also summarize further details in VI A. We note
that for the channel ρout = E(ρin) =

∑
α Mαρ

inM†
α, we

have the following:

Eijkl =
∑
α

Mα
ikM

α∗

jl (10)

To relate this to the discrete-time channel description,
we note that the appropriate factorized structure in the
four-index tensor Eijkl is manifested when the indices
(i, k) and (j, l) are clubbed together. Eigendecomposi-
tion of CE (i,k),(j,l) gives us the Kraus operators Mα and
the Kraus rank denotes the number of nonzero eigenval-
ues of the Choi matrix. For a discrete-time version of
the Lindblad master equation we consider the following
channel:

ρout = E(ρin) = (1 − p)UMρinM†U† + p
∑
α

Lαρ
inL†

α

(11)
where

M =

(
I − p

∑
α L†

αLα

1 − p

) 1
2

(12)

and p = λ∆t (0 < p << 1) in order to satisfy the CPTP
conditions of quantum channels. In the Lindblad limit,
we observe that:

ρout = (I − i∆tH + λ∆tK)ρin(Iλ + ∆tK + i∆tH)

+λ∆t
∑
α

Lαρ
inL†

α (13)

from which one obtains:

Eijkl = δikδlj − i∆tHikδlj + i∆tδikHlj + λ∆t(Kikδlj

+δikKlj) + λ∆t
∑
α

(Lα)ik(Lα)∗jl

(14)
For a system with Kraus rank N + 1 << d2, the eigen-

decomposition of CE (i,k),(j,l), close to the Lindblad limit,
will lead to the following eigenspectrum: one relatively
large eigenvalue of order 1 whose eigenvector corresponds
to the Kraus operator for Hamiltonian evolution and the
overall effect of dissipation, some intermediate non-zero
eigenvalues of the order ∆t whose eigenvectors corre-
spond to the Lindblad operators and rest of the eigenval-
ues will be zero representing the kernel. Since the Kraus
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operator containing the Hamiltonian evolution is given
by (I − i∆tH + λ∆tK) one can obtain an estimate of
the Hamiltonian H by looking at the antisymmetric part
of the eigenvector corresponding to the top eigenvalue
of E(i,k),(j,l). The Lindblad operators Lα can be identi-
fied from the eigenvectors corresponding to the non-zero
intermediate eigenvalues.

One can obtain an estimate of K = − 1
2

∑
α L†

αLα.
Having obtained estimates of H, Lα, and K one can then
write down the GKSL generator Gijkl. We can further
simulate (see Sec. (V), and compare the estimated gen-
erators with the actual generator. The generator is given
by:

Gijkl = lim
∆t→0

Eijkl − δikδjl
∆t

= (−iHikδjl + iδikHjl) + λ(Kikδjl + δikKjl) (15)

+λ
∑
α

(Lα)ik(Lα)∗jl

Additionally, the behavioral changes in the structure
of the eigenspace, when we have our least square esti-
mated channel Ê instead of the true low-rank channel E
are discussed further. However, if we form the equiva-
lent of the estimated Choi matrix, with a large enough
sample, we will find three different classes of eigenvalues,
the largest one closest to 1, N intermediate eigenvalues,
and d2 −N − 1 non-zero eigenvalues. The last group is a
finite sample effect, replacing the zero eigenvalues of the
ideal channel. Ideally, this group needs to be well below
the intermediate group of eigenvalues.

IV. ESTIMATION NOISE USING RANDOM
MATRIX THEORY

In order to understand the effect of noise on the eigen-
spectrum of the estimated channel Φ̂ik,jl we bring in some
tools from Random Matrix Theory. We can write the es-
timate of our channel as follows:

Φ̂ik,jl = Φik,jl + Xik,jl (16)

Φ̂I,J = ΦI,J + XI,J (17)

Note that we use the notation Φ to denote a quantum
channel to help differentiate between the index notation
(ij, kl) and (ik, jl). When using the input-output index
notation i.e. (ij, kl) we choose E to represent a quan-
tum channel, and with (ik, jl), we alternatively use Φ.
In the Eqn.(16), XI,J denotes the noise in the estima-
tion process. We focus on qudit systems of dimension d
and suppose that the rank of our channel is k. Thus, the
actual ΦI,J has d2 − k zero eigenvalues in its spectrum.
We consider the projection of XI,J into this D = d2 − k
dimensional kernel subspace - due to noise in estimation
the estimated eigenvalues will not be exactly zero but will
be distributed about the zero eigenvalue with a certain

characteristic width. We think of XI,J as a random ma-

trix with each of the D2 elements XI,J ∼ N(0, a2

n ) where

a2 is a pre-factor for the variance and n denotes the total
number of samples. Let the normalized frequency dis-
tribution of the eigenvalues of XI,J be denoted by ρ(λ)
with the variance being σ2

λ. We observe the following:

E[

D∑
α=1

λ2
α] = Dσ2

λ (18)

E[

D∑
α=1

λ2
α] = E[Tr(X2)] = E[

∑
I

∑
J

XI,JXJ,I ] = D2 a
2

n

(19)

Dσ2
λ = D2 a

2

n
=⇒ σ2

λ =
D

n
a2 (20)

This indicates that the estimated eigenvalues corre-
sponding to the kernel subspace will be distributed about
the actual zero eigenvalues with a characteristic width of

the order σλ =
√

D
n a and hence these eigenvalues can

mix with the intermediate eigenvalues of order ∆t corre-
sponding to the Lindblad operators. Thus, one needs a
certain optimal number of samples n to actually differ-
entiate between the estimates of the trivial eigenvalues
and the non-trivial ones. One important thing to note
is that the intermediate eigenvalues will be of the order
||Lα||2F ∆t if Lα is not normalized. In order to get the
normalized Frobenius norm for the Lindblad operators,
one can sample the elements of the matrices Lα from
Gaussian distribution and then divide by a factor of

√
d

so that the Frobenius norm is 1 in expectation. In that
case, the gap between the zero eigenvalues and the inter-
mediate ones will be of the order ∆t. To differentiate be-
tween the estimates of trivial and nontrivial eigenvalues

in the spectrum one needs to ensure σλ =
√

D
n a << ∆t

ie. n >> Da2

∆t2 .

V. NUMERICAL EXPERIMENTS

Measurement procedure: We use ideas from state to-
mography to obtain an estimate of Eijkl. We prepare
multiple copies of a set of informationally complete quan-
tum states for qudit-like systems and aim to estimate the
output state after the action of a channel by using tools
from shadow tomography. As input states we use d2 pure
qudit states each of dimension d such that the projectors
of these input states form an informationally complete
basis. After evolving each state through the channel we
use shadow tomography protocol to estimate the out-
put state - we apply a Haar random unitary conjugation
on the output state, then measure using the projectors
of the computational basis for Cd and form a shadow
like estimate by averaging over many measurement out-
comes for each input state. The motivation behind fol-
lowing this protocol is that the inverse of the measure-
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FIG. 2. The histogram of eigenvalues for a system of 3-qubits acted upon by a channel of rank 4. With a high probability, the
system is evolved according to a Hamiltonian and with the remaining, it is acted by a Pauli channel Eq. (21). Here we show
that with 10000 shadows, we can recover the true rank of the channel from the shadow-based estimates. The highest eigenvalue
is marked in green, intermediate eigenvalues are marked with blue and the noise-induced eigenvalues around zero are marked
with orange. We also explain the distribution of the low-lying eigenvalues using the Wigner semicircle law (marked in red).
The simulation has been run on the IBM-Q QASM simulator.

ment channel is analytically tractable using the averaging
properties of Haar random unitaries. A practical way to
implement this is using SIC POVMs, MUBs or Clifford
circuits which have the 2-design property. Another mea-
surement protocol is choosing a set of informationally
complete POVMs and building shadow estimates based
on the measurement outcomes although in this case the
measurement channel inverse might not be analytically
tractable and has to be implemented numerically. Since
the regression estimate of E from the loss function dis-
cussed previously is given by E = Cout,in(Cin,in)−1 we
see that the estimation error in E appears due to noise in
the estimation of Cout,in. As long as we use a set of infor-
mationally complete basis states as our input, (Cin,in)−1

exists and is already known. Thus, the randomness/noise
in our estimation procedure is manifested through the er-
ror in the estimation of the output quantum state.

Experiments: As one of the simple examples we con-
sider a system of 3 qubits acted upon by the following
channel:

E(ρ) = (1 − p)UρU† +

3∑
α=1

p

3
LαρLα† (21)

We choose U to correspond to evolution by Hamilto-
nian of the form σz⊗I⊗I and Li denotes σx acting only
on the ith qubit. It is easy to see that U and Lα are uni-
taries that are orthogonal under the trace inner product.
Thus this is a channel of rank 4. Since p is very small we
expect one large eigenvalue, three intermediate eigenval-
ues, and rest of the eigenvalues to be close to zero in the
estimated eigenspectrum. We demonstrate the results as
a histogram as seen in Fig. 2.

For our experiments, we consider a qudit of dimension
d = 8 and a channel of rank 6 composed of Hamilto-
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FIG. 3. Gaps between the highest, intermediate non-trivial
eigenvalues and the noise-induced eigenvalues around zero.
The system considered is a qudit of dimension d = 8 and a
channel of rank 4 composed of Hamiltonian evolution and 5
random Lindblad operators. The evolution is for p = dt = 0.1
and we have chosen 7000 sample size, so the total number of
samples is 64 × 7000.

nian evolution and 5 Lindblad operators. The Hamilto-
nian and Lindblad operators are generated randomly. In
fig. 3 we show plots of the eigenvalues obtained from the
eigendecomposition of the original Choi matrix and the
estimated Choi matrix. In fig. 4 we show how the er-
ror in estimation of the processed Choi matrix behaves
as we increase the sample size. The size of the sampling

noise induced eigenvalues are expected to be O
(√

d2−N
T

)
,

explaining the improvement of reconstruction error with
growing sample size.

Principal component analysis [11], in particular, and
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FIG. 4. (a) Plot of the scaled Frobenius error

(
||Cestimate−Cactual||2F

||Cactual||2F
) in the estimation of the processed Choi

matrix (C) versus sample size. The system considered is a
qudit of dimension d = 8 and a channel of rank 6 composed
of Hamiltonian evolution and 5 random Lindblad operators.
The evolution is for p = dt = 0.1. (b) Plot of the scaled
Frobenius error between the true generator (Gactual) and the
estimated generator (Gestimate) in estimation of the corre-
sponding Generetors

truncated singular value decomposition (TSVD) based
denoising [8], in general, are widely-used methods that
have led to many theoretical discussions about recovery
of low rank-signal from noisy matrices. Tools from the
theory of random Wishart matrices played a major role in
this discussion [4, 7, 18, 23]. Similar sophisticated tools
from random matrix theory could be developed for this
problem to discover Lindblad operators, while dealing
with sampling noise.
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FIG. 5. We consider a Choi matrix parametrized by a locally-
purified density operator (LPDO) consisting of 4 qubits and
a Kruas dimension (ν = 2). Thus we observe 24 − 1 = 15 in-
termediate eigenvalues, 1 eigenvalue that is needed for trace
preservation and the remaining 240 trivial eigenvalues. We
compute the spectrum of the Choi matrix obtained after vari-
ationally learning the quantum process from measurement
data on a random circuit ansatz of depth=10 on a 4 qubit
system. This parametrization enables us to scale up process
tomography tasks as discussed in [24].

VI. APPENDIX

A. The Gorini-Kossakowski-Sudarshan-Lindblad
(GKSL) equation

The Kraus operator summation can be used to write
the evolution of ρ from t to t + δt as: ρ(t + δt) =∑

k Mk(δt)ρ(t)M†
k(δt). If we work in the limit of in-

finitesimal time, δt → 0. The first order survive in
δt, ρ(t + δt) = ρ(t) + δtδρ. This implies that the Kraus

operator should be expanded as Mk = M
(0)
k +

√
δtM

(1)
k +

δtM
(2)
k + . . . Then there is one Kraus operator such that

M0 = I + δt(−iH + K) + O
(
δt2
)

with K hermitian
(so that ρ(t + δt) is hermitian), while all others have

the form: Mk =
√
δtLk + O(δt), so that we ensure

ρ(t + δt) = ρ(t) + δρδt :

ρ(t + δt) = M0ρ(t)M†
0 +

∑
k>0

MkρM
†
k (22)

= [I + δt(−iH + K)]ρ[I + δt(iH + K)] + δt
∑
k

LkρL
†
k

(23)

= ρ− iδt[H, ρ] + δt(Kρ + ρK) + δt
∑
k

LkρL
†
k (24)

where operator K and the other operators Lk are re-
lated to each other since they have to respect the Kraus
sum normalization condition,

K = −1

2

∑
k>0

L†
kLk (25)
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Finally we substitute K in the equation above and take
the limit δ → 0 : ρ(t + dt) = ρ(t) + dtρ̇. We thus obtain
the Lindblad master equation with {A,B} = AB + BA

ρ̇(t) = −i[H, ρ(t)] +

N∑
k=1

(
Lkρ(t)L†

k − 1

2
{L†

kLk, ρ(t)}
)

(26)

B. Near unitary channels

Starting with pure unitary evolution, we can write the
quantum channels for small-time evolution as

U = e−i∆tH ≈ I − i∆tH (27)

Uik = δik − i∆tHik (matrix notation) (28)

U∗
jl = δjl + i∆tHjl (29)

We have used U†
lj = U∗

jl and the Hermitian property of

Hamiltonian H†
jl = Hjl. This gives us the evolution of

the input density matrix term for only a unitary channel
as

ρout = E(ρin) = UρinU† (30)

=⇒ ρoutij =
∑
kl

Uikρ
in
klU

†
lj =

∑
kl

UikU
∗
jlρ

in
kl (31)

= (δik − i∆tHik)(δjl + i∆tHjl) ρ
in
kl (32)

= (δikδjl + i∆tHjlδik − i∆tHikδjl + (∆t)2HikHjl) ρ
in
kl

(33)

Thus for small-time evolution using the unitary chan-
nel, we obtain

Eijkl = (δikδjl + i∆tHjlδik − i∆tHikδjl + (∆t)2HikHjl)

For the generator of the channel, we obtain:

Gijkl = lim
∆t→0

Eijkl − δikδjl
∆t

= −iHikδjl + iHjlδik (34)

Moving from perfect unitaries to near unitaries by adding
extra terms. This analysis can be termed as evolution
with mixed-unitary channel. Simply understood as a con-
vex combination of unitary channels. Note that at the
very least they are unital i.e. E(I) = I. [25]

(1 − p)UρU† +

N∑
α

pα(LαUρU†(Lα)†) (35)

The trace condition is satisfied by ensuring 1 − p +∑
α pα = 1. For example, depolarizing channel will cor-

respond to uniform distribution i.e. pα = p
N .

(1 − p)(δikδjl + i∆tHjlδik − i∆tHikδjl (36)

+(∆t)2HikHjl) ρ
in
kl +

∑
α

pα(LαU)ik(LαU)∗jlρkl (37)

If p = λ∆t, pα = λα∆t and keeping only the first order
terms, we get

(1 − λ∆t)(δikδjl + i∆tHjlδik − i∆tHikδjl)ρ
in
kl (38)

+∆t
∑
α

λα[(Lα)ik(Lα)∗jl + O(∆t)] ρkl (39)

≈ [(1 − λ∆t)δikδjl + (−i∆tHjlδik + i∆tHikδjl) (40)

+∆t
∑
α

λα(Lα)ik(Lα)∗jl] ρkl (41)

We can thus define the generators as;

Gijkl = lim
∆t→0

Eijkl − δikδjl
∆t

(42)

= −λδikδjl + (−iHjlδik + iHikδjl) +
∑
α

λα(Lα)ik(Lα)∗jl

(43)

There is additional error coming due to ignoring the
higher order terms i.e. O((∆t)2)

Now let’s consider a channel of the following form:

E(ρ) = (1 − p)UMρM†U† + p
∑
α

LαρL
†
α (44)

where Lα are arbitrary Lindblad-like operators and M
has been introduced to satisfy the trace normalization
property of CPTP maps.

In order to satisfy the trace condition, we need:

(1 − p)M†M + p
∑
α

L†
αLα = I (45)

M†M =
I − p

∑
α L†

αLα

1 − p
(46)

M =

(
I − p

∑
α L†

αLα

1 − p

) 1
2

(47)

In order to consider the square root in the above equa-
tion, the numerator should be positive semi-definite, thus
when implementing this procedure we ensure that we
choose p and the Lindblad operators Lα such that all
the eigenvalues of I − p

∑
α L†

αLα are non-negative.
Thus using this expression for M and looking at the

action of the channel by expanding till the first order in
∆t we obtain:

ρout = E(ρin) (48)

= (I − i∆tH)(I − 1

2
p
∑
α

L†
αLα)ρin(I − 1

2
p
∑
α

L†
αLα)

×(I + i∆tH) + p
∑
α

LαρinL
†
α

We obtain (I− i∆tH)(I + pK)ρin(I + pK)(I + i∆tH) +
p
∑

α LαρinL
†
α, and then equate it to

= (I − i∆tH + λ∆tK)ρin(I + λ∆tK + i∆tH) (49)

+λ∆t
∑
α

LαρinL
†
α. (50)
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In the above derivation we used (I − p
∑

α L†
αLα)

1
2 ≈

I − 1
2p
∑

α L†
αLα since p is of the order ∆t and we set

K = − 1
2

∑
α L†

αLα

Upto first order in ∆t we obtain:

ρoutij = [δikδjl − i∆tHikδjl + i∆tδikHjl + λ∆t(Kikδjl

+δikKjl) + λ∆t
∑
α

(Lα)ik(Lα)∗jl]ρ
in
kl

and the generator is given by:

Gijkl = lim
∆t→0

Eijkl − δikδjl
∆t

= (−iHikδjl + iδikHjl)

+λ(Kikδjl + δikKjl) + λ
∑
α

(Lα)ik(Lα)∗jl

The above equation for the generator is similar to the
expression in the Lindblad master equation; the first term
corresponds to the commutator term with Hamiltonian,
the second term denotes the anti-commutator term with
K and the last term corresponds to the action of the
Lindblad operators. To estimate the generator from the
measurement results, we note that for the channel:

ρout = E(ρin) =
∑
α

MαρinM
†
α (51)

we have the following:

Eijkl =
∑
α

Mα
ikM

α∗

jl (52)

C. CP and TP projections

The projection, with respect to the Frobenius norm, of
a matrix X onto the set of matrices representing trace-
preserving maps is the solution to the following optimiza-
tion problem:

ProjTP [X] = arg min
X′

||X −X
′ ||22 (53)

s.t.T rs(X
′) =

1

d
Id (54)

The unique solution to the above optimization problem
is given by the following closed form expression:

ProjTP [X] = X +
1

d
Id ⊗ (

1

d
Id − trs(X)) (55)

The projection of a matrix X onto the set of positive-
semidefinite matrices is the solution to the following op-
timization problem:

ProjCP [X] = arg min
X′

||X −X
′ ||22 (56)

s.t.X ′ ≽ 0 (57)

The condition of positive semidefiniteness is that all
eigenvalues be greater than equal to zero. An obvious
method, therefore, for enforcing the positive semidefi-
niteness of a matrix is to set all negative eigenvalues to
zero. This turns out to be the unique solution to the
above optimization problem.

D. Matrix perturbation and Davis Kahan Theorem

We bring in ideas from the matrix perturbation theory
in order to obtain certain probabilistic bounds. As usual,
the estimated channel is given by:

Êik,jl = Eik,jl + Xik,jl (58)

ÊI,J = ΦI,J + XI,J (59)

The noise term XI,J can be viewed as a perturbation
to the original matrix. Let us consider the eigendecom-
position of the original channel to be:

ΦI,J = E0D0E
†
0 + E1D1E

†
1 (60)

and the eigendecomposition of the estimated channel
to be:

Φ̂I,J = Ẽ0D̃0Ẽ0
†

+ Ẽ1D̃1Ẽ1
†

(61)

Here E0 consists of an orthonormal basis that spans
the eigenspace corresponding to D0 and E1 spans the

orthogonal complement. Thus E0E
†
0 + E1E

†
1 = I and

similarly Ẽ0Ẽ0
†
+Ẽ1Ẽ1

†
= I. We would like to figure out

how closely the subspace spanned by Ẽ0 approximates

the subspace spanned by E0 and thus minimize ||Ẽ0Ẽ0
†−

E0E
†
0||2F which is equivalent to minimizing ||Ẽ1

†
E0||2F .

Using the Davis-Kahan theorem we obtain:

||Ẽ1
†
E0||2F ≤ ||Ẽ1

†
XE0||2F
g2

(62)

Here g denotes a number such that if the eigenvalues
corresponding to E0 are contained in the interval [a, b],

then the eigenvalues corresponding to Ẽ1 are excluded

from the interval (a−g, b+g). Note that ||Ẽ1
†
XE0||2F ≤

||X||2F . Thus, if we want to increase the bound ||Ẽ1
†
E0||2F

by E , it suffices to increase the bound ||X||2F by g2E . Ap-
plying Markov’s inequality on the random variable ||X||2F
we obtain:

Pr(||X||2F ≤ g2E) > 1 − E[||X||2F ]

g2E (63)
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