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Since precisely controlling dissipation in realistic environments is challenging, digital simulation of the Lind-
blad master equation (LME) is of great significance for understanding nonequilibrium dynamics in open quan-
tum systems. However, achieving long-time simulations for complex systems with multiple dissipation channels
remains a major challenge, both theoretically and experimentally. Here, we propose a 2-dilation digital simu-
lation scheme for the non-linear Lindblad master equation (NLME) based on quantum trajectory averaging.
The NLME continuously interpolates between full LME and the dynamical equation governed by the effective
non-Hermitian Hamiltonian. Remarkably, for standard LMEs, our scheme reduces to a 1-dilation method that
enables deterministic realizations without postselection. This deterministic nature overcomes a key limitation
in some existing simulation methods, where repeated postselections lead to exponentially vanishing implemen-
tation probabilities. Consequently, our scheme allows efficient long-time simulations of LMEs with multiple
jump operators. As a demonstration, we present numerical experiments simulating novel theoretical predictions
in open quantum systems, including localization in open quantum systems and the postselected skin effect.

Introduction.— The Lindblad master equation (LME) plays
a crucial role in the study of open quantum systems, provid-
ing a rigorous framework to describe the quantum system cou-
pling with the environment under the Born-Markov approxi-
mation [1–3]. In recent years, the demand for precise con-
trol over dissipative processes has driven extensive theoret-
ical efforts to explore novel nonequilibrium dynamical phe-
nomena within the Lindblad framework, such as Liouvillian
flat bands [4], postselected skin effects [5], and localization
in open quantum systems [6, 7]. These studies often require
carefully engineered dissipation operators, which are difficult
to implement on analog simulation platforms. In contrast, dig-
ital quantum platforms provide a standardized and promising
approach to simulation.

The primary challenge of digitally simulating the LME lies
in implementing its intrinsically non-unitary nature using uni-
tary logic gates. This difficulty can be addressed through ap-
proaches such as dilation methods [8–20], which effectively
embed non-unitarity into enlarged unitary gates, and hybrid
quantum-classical algorithms, including variational quantum
simulation [22–25] and the quantum imaginary time evolution
method [26, 27]. Currently, effective experimental schemes
have been demonstrated for single-qubit and few-qubit sys-
tems [10, 12, 13, 17, 19–21, 27]. However, for large systems,
numerous dissipation sources, and long-time evolution, sig-
nificant theoretical and experimental challenges remain. For
instance, the Stinespring dilation approach [8, 9] requires a
large number of auxiliary qubits, potentially affecting its scal-
ability. Moreover, if probabilistic approaches, such as Sz.-
Nagy dilation (SND) [10–12], the linear combination of uni-
taries (LCU) method [13–15], and singular-value decomposi-
tion (SVD) method [16, 17] are used to iteratively simulate
system evolution within each time step δt, the overall suc-

cess probability rapidly approaches zero as the number of time
steps and dissipation sources increases.

An alternative simulation scheme for the LME on a classi-
cal computer is the quantum trajectory method [28–34], which
interprets the LME as a stochastic average over individual tra-
jectories of pure states. This approach significantly reduces
memory usage, as it focuses on the state rather than the density
matrix. Inspired by this method, Luo et al. [25] and Peng et
al. [18] recently proposed new variational and dilation-based
simulation schemes, which substantially reduce logical gate
complexity. However, the former requires additional ansatz
assumptions, while the latter remains a probabilistic imple-
mentation and still faces the challenge of an almost vanishing
success probability at long times.

In our trajectory simulation scheme, we overcome the chal-
lenge of the overall success probability approaching zero. The
key insight is to rigorously match the stochasticity in quantum
trajectories with the probabilistic outcomes of measurements
in quantum circuits. Each measurement outcome directly cor-
responds to a specific mathematical process in the quantum
trajectory method: either a quantum jump or non-unitary evo-
lution. Unlike methods based on SND, LCU, and SVD, where
certain states are discarded after measurement, our approach
ensures that every measurement outcome is meaningful.

Based on the principle of efficiently utilizing measure-
ment randomness, our scheme can extend from determinis-
tic trajectory simulations of the LME to probabilistic trajec-
tory simulations of the non-linear Lindblad master equation
(NLME) [5, 35–37]. The NLME describes the dynamics
of an open system lacking an arbitrary proportion of quan-
tum jumps, providing a continuous interpolation between the
LME and the evolution of effective non-Hermitian Hamil-
tonian (ENHH). It gives a reasonable framework for study-
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ing the interplay and competition between the non-Hermitian
Hamiltonians and pure dissipation or pure measurement pro-
cesses.

In this paper, we first introduce the trajectory-averaged in-
terpretation of the NLME. Based on this interpretation, we
propose a probabilistic 2-dilation implementation. For two
special cases of the NLME, namely the LME and the ENHH,
the scheme reduces to a 1-dilation. In particular, for the LME,
the scheme becomes fully deterministic due to the absence
of post-selection effects. Furthermore, we simulate a specific
class of jump operators that are theoretically interesting but
difficult to realize experimentally, demonstrating a numeri-
cal approach for simulating open-system localization and the
postselected skin effect.

Trajectory-averaged interpretation of NLME.— The
NLME is a generation of the LME [5, 35]. It continuously
interpolates between LME and ENHH by reducing quantum
jumps, given by

d
dt
ρ = Lη(ρ) := −i[H, ρ] +

M∑
µ=1

Dµ(ρ),

Dµ(ρ) = γµ

(
−

1
2
{L†µLµ, ρ} + (1 − ηµ)LµρL†µ + ηµ⟨L

†
µLµ⟩ρ

)
,

(1)

where the system with Hamiltonian H couples to the envi-
ronment by M jump operators Lµ with strength γµ. The ηµ
(0 ≤ ηµ ≤ 1) is the postselection strength that calibrates the
reduction ratio of quantum jumps. When ηµ = 0 for all µ, the
NLME reduces to the standard LME,

dρ
dt
= L(ρ) := −i[H, ρ] +

M∑
µ=1

γµ

(
LµρL†µ −

1
2
{L†µLµ, ρ}

)
. (2)

Conversely, when ηµ = 1 for all µ, the NLME simplifies to the
evolution of ENHH,

d
dt
ρ = −iHeffρ + iρH†eff +

M∑
µ=1

γµ⟨L†µLµ⟩ρ, (3)

where the ENHH takes the form Heff = H − i
2
∑M
µ=1 γµL

†
µLµ.

The NLME can be interpreted by the quantum trajectory
method [5]. The expectation value of an arbitrary observ-
able Ô is given by the average over many trajectories: ⟨Ô⟩ =
Tr(Ôρ) = limK→∞

1
K

∑K
i=1⟨ϕi(t)| Ô |ϕi(t)⟩. The quantum state

at time t + δt for the i-th trajectory is obtained from the state
at time t through a stochastic evolution:

|ϕi(t + δt)⟩ = e−iHδt
M∏
µ=1

Uµ(δt) |ϕi(t)⟩,

Uµ(δt) =
{

(1 − ηµ)δpµ : NLµ
1 − (1 − ηµ)δpµ : N exp(− 1

2γµL
†
µLµδt)

,

(4)

where N denotes normalization process and δpµ =

γµδt⟨ϕi(t)|L
†
µLµ|ϕi(t)⟩. The dissipation effectUµ(δt) represents

a stochastic process where the system either jumps to the state
NLµ|ϕ(t)⟩ with the probability of (1− ηµ)δpµ or evolves to the
state N exp(− 1

2γµL
†
µLµδt)|ϕ(t)⟩.

Digital quantum simulation.— The key challenge in imple-
menting an iterative simulation for a single quantum trajectory
of NLME from Eq. (4) lies in how to realize the stochastic
process Uµ(δt). To address this within a quantum circuit, we
assume a unitary gate Uµ that acts on the Hilbert space of the
system along with two auxiliary qubits as follows:

Uµ |00⟩a|ϕ⟩ = |00⟩a Cµ|ϕ⟩ + |01⟩a Bµ|ϕ⟩ + |10⟩a Aµ|ϕ⟩, (5)

where the subscript a represents auxiliary qubits. After mea-
suring the auxiliary qubits, the system probabilistically col-
lapses into the state of NXµ|ϕ⟩ (X = A, B, or C) with a proba-
bility of ⟨X†µXµ⟩ := ⟨ϕ|X†µXµ|ϕ⟩.

To match the measurement outcomes of Eq. (5) with
the stochastic results of Uµ(δt), we assume that Aµ ∝
exp(− 1

2γµL
†
µLµδt) and Bµ ∝ Lµ. To precisely match their prob-

abilities, we discard the Cµ|ϕ⟩ state by postselecting the aux-
iliary qubits to not be in the |00⟩a state, and require renormal-
ized probability distribution to satisfy

⟨B†µBµ⟩

⟨A†µAµ⟩ + ⟨B
†
µBµ⟩

= (1 − ηµ)δpµ. (6)

By enforcing both the probability constraint Eq. (6) and the
unitarity condition U†µUµ = I, we obtain a solution for Uµ as

Uµ =


Cµ Bµ Ãµ 0
Bµ −Cµ 0 Ãµ
Aµ 0 −C†µ −B†µ
0 Aµ −B†µ C†µ

 , (7)

where

Aµ =
√

1 − γµδtL
†
µLµ , Ãµ =

√
1 − γµδtLµL

†
µ ,

Bµ =
√

(1 − ηµ)γµδt Lµ , Cµ =
√
ηµγµδt Lµ ,

(8)

and note that exp(− 1
2γµL

†
µLµδt) = Aµ + O(δt).

The 2-dilation method for realizing the full trajectory is pre-
sented in Fig. 1(a). The system and auxiliary qubits are ini-
tialized in the state |ϕi(0)⟩ and |00⟩a. Then, N iterations are
carried out for a time evolution of duration T = Nδt. Dur-
ing each time step δt, the unitary evolution governed by the
system Hamiltonian is encoded in the logic gate U0 = e−iHδt.
Each dissipation effect Uµ(δt) is implemented by measuring
and post-selecting the auxiliary qubits after applying the 2-
dilation logic gate Uµ in Eq. (7), where only the measurement
outcomes of |01⟩a and |10⟩a are considered valid. If the out-
come is |00⟩a the iteration is ended, and this trajectory is dis-
carded. Following postselection, the auxiliary qubits are reset
to |00⟩a state in preparation for the next gate Uµ+1.

Since the postselection requires that the measurement out-
come |00⟩a cannot appear throughout the entire trajectory, the
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FIG. 1. Scheme of the quantum trajectory simulation: (a) the 2-dilation method for the NLME as Eq. (1), (b) the 1-dilation method for the
LME as Eq. (2), and (c) the 1-dilation method for the evolution of ENHH as Eq. (3). The system is initialized in state |ϕ(0)⟩. The auxiliary
qubits are initialized in state |00⟩a in (a) and in state |0⟩a in both (b) and (c). At each time step δt, the operations inside the brackets are executed.
The gate U0 = e−iHδt represents the evolution from system Hamiltonian. The gate Uµ≥1, corresponding to the µ-th dissipation source, is given
by Eq. (7) in (a), Eq. (11) in (b), and Eq. (12) in (c). After each measurement of auxiliary qubit, the postselection, denoted by ’P’, is required
only in (a) and (c), making their realization probabilistic. In contrast, the method in (b) is deterministic as it does not require postselection. In
all three cases, the auxiliary qubit must be repeatedly reset to its initial state, denoted by ’R’.

success probability for a single trajectory, with M dissipation
sources and Nδt time duration, is

P =
Nδt∏
t=δt

M∏
µ=1

(
1 − ⟨ϕ(t)|C†µCµϕ(t)|⟩

)
=

Nδt∏
t=δt

M∏
µ=1

(
1 − ηµγµδt⟨ϕ(t)|L†µLµ|ϕ(t)⟩

)
.

(9)

P is roughly estimated as (1 − η̄γ̄⟨L†µLµ⟩δt)NM , where η̄ =
1
M

∑M
µ=1 ηµ and γ̄ = 1

M
∑M
µ=1 γµ.

When ηµ = 0 for all µ, the NLME reduces to the standard
LME in Eq. (2). At the same time, Cµ = 0 and postselec-
tion success probability reaches unity, i.e., P = 1 in Eq. (9),
which indicates that the 2-dilation probabilistic implementa-
tion of the NLME can reduce to the 1-dilation deterministic
implementation of the LME, as shown in Fig. 1(b). Note that
it does not require postselection because the stochasticity in
Uµ(t) is completely equivalent to the randomness of measure-
ment outcomes. This means that after measuring the auxiliary
qubit in the state

Uµ |0⟩a|ϕ⟩ = |0⟩a Bµ|ϕ⟩ + |1⟩a Aµ|ϕ⟩, (10)

where Uµ reduces to

Uµ =
(
Bµ Ãµ
Aµ −B†µ

)
, (11)

if the outcome is |1⟩a, the system has an evolvtion of
N exp(− 1

2γµL
†
µLµδt) by the Aµ, whereas the outcome of |0⟩a

corresponds to a quantum jump on the trajectory by the Bµ.
The consistency of the probabilities between Uµ and mea-
surement outcomes is guaranteed by the constraint equation
Eq. (6).

When ηµ = 1 for all µ, the 2-dilation method for the NLME
can also reduce to the 1-dilation method for the ENHH in
Eq. (3) due to Bµ = 0, as shown in Fig. 1(c). The gate Uµ
and its action reduce to

Uµ |0⟩a|ϕ⟩ = |0⟩a Cµ|ϕ⟩ + |1⟩a Aµ|ϕ⟩; Uµ =
(
Cµ Ãµ
Aµ −C†µ

)
. (12)

The postselection discards trajectories where the auxiliary
qubit collapses to |0⟩a after measurement.

Numerical experiments.— We first simulate a two-level
atom with monitoring its spontaneous emission [5, 45] to
demonstrate the validity of our scheme. The dynamic equa-
tion is

d
dt
ρ = − iJ[σx, ρ]

+ γ

(
−

1
2
{σ+σ−, ρ} + (1 − η)σ−ρσ+ + η⟨σ+σ−⟩ρ

)
,

(13)

where σ± is the spin raising and lowering operators and σx =

σ+ + σ−. This NLME can be exactly solved by the vector-
ization method [5, 45]. We compare the evolution of excited-
state probability from the exact solution with that from the
digital simulation of our 2-dilation and 1-dilation methods in
Fig. 1, where the curves exhibit good consistency.

The fundamental mission of quantum simulation is to ex-
plore complex systems. Now, we focus on a many-particle
problem in an L-site open chain, with the evolution equation
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FIG. 2. The excited-state probability Pe of a spontaneously emitting two-level atom under different postselection strength η. The dynamic
equation is given by Eq. (S2), with J = 1 and γ = 0.5 in all subplots, and η = 0, 0.8, 1 in (a), (b), and (c), respectively. The blue solid line
represents the exact result obtained using vectorization method [4, 45]. The black dots and the red circles denote the results from the 2-dilation
and 1-dilation method, respectively, with δt = 0.01 and an average over 5000 trajectories.

FIG. 3. Simulation of localization and thermalization in an open system. The probability distribution of the spin-up state in a 10-site chain
evolves from the initial state | ↑↓↑ · · · ↓⟩. The dynamics is govern by the LME in Eq. (14) with J = 1, V = 2, γ = 1 and η = 0. The jump
operators take the form as Eq. (15) with α = 0, β = π in (a) and α = 0, β = 0 in (b). We simulate the evolution by the 1-dilation method with
δt = 0.01 and an average over 100 trajectories. The results show that the system is localized in (a) and thermalized in (b). The evolution curves
of dIPR in both (a) and (b) are shown in (c).

given by:

d
dt
ρ = −i[H, ρ] + γ

L−1∑
l=1

Dl(ρ),

H = J
L−1∑
l=1

(
σ+l σ

−
l+1 + H.c.

)
+

L∑
l=1

V cos(2πωl)σz
l ,

Dl(ρ) = −
1
2
{L†l Ll, ρ} + (1 − η)LlρL

†

l + η⟨L
†

l Ll⟩ρ,

(14)

where σµl (µ = z,+,−) is the spin-1/2 operator at the site l, and
ω = (

√
5− 1)/2 indicates the quasicrystal potential. The local

dissipation operator takes the following form:

Ll =
1
2

(σ+l + eiασ+l+1)(σ−l + eiβσ−l+1), (15)

which represents the phase-changing effect between neighbor-
ing spins. This kind of dissipation operator exhibits novel phe-
nomena in theoretical studies, such as entangled state prepa-
ration [38–40], localization [6, 7], and the skin effect in open
quantum systems [5, 41–43]. Note that this model is an
intrinsic many-body evolution due to the n̂l n̂l+1 interaction
(n̂l := σ+l σ

−
l ) existing in the evolution factor of − 1

2γL
†

l Llδt.

When α = 0 and β = π, the Ll can induce the localization
in standard LME (η = 0). We demonstrate it by our 1-dilation
simulation of the evolution from the initial state | ↑↓↑↓ · · · ⟩.
As shown in Fig. 3(a), the probability distribution of the spin-
up state, ⟨n̂l⟩, exhibits clear localization. As a comparison,
in the case of α = β = 0, the system fully thermalizes, as
shown in Fig. 3(b). To quantify the difference between the
two cases, we focus on the dynamic inverse participation ratio
(dIPR) [44], dIPR(t) =

∑
l⟨n̂l(t)⟩2/[

∑
l⟨n̂l(t)⟩]2, which is near

1/L for extended states and has a larger value for localized
states. The curves of dIPR are shown in Fig. 3(c), where the
value for β = π is clearly larger than that for β = 0.

Furthermore, when α = π/2, β = −π/2, V = 0, and η ,
0, the steady state is expected to exhibit skin effect [5]. We
simulate this postselected skin effect by our 2-dilation method
in the supplementary materials [45].

Summary.— We tackle the scalability challenge in numeri-
cally simulating the LME over long-time evolutions with mul-
tiple dissipation sources. Based on quantum trajectory averag-
ing, we propose a digital quantum simulation scheme for dy-
namics governed by the LME, ENHH, and NLME. The simu-
lation of the NLME is achieved via a 2-dilation method, which
simplifies to 1-dilation for the LME and ENHH. Notably,
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our approach enables deterministic simulation of the standard
LME without postselection, distinguishing it from existing
probabilistic schemes and allowing for long-time simulations
of complex open systems.

Our work paves the way for efficient digital quantum simu-
lations of the LME, enables the exploration of the interplay
between non-Hermitian Hamiltonians and pure dissipation
processes through NLME simulations, and offers a promising
simulation scheme for various cutting-edge theoretical models
in open quantum systems and non-Hermitian physics.
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SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL: DIGITAL QUANTUM SIMULATION OF THE NONLINEAR LINDBLAD MASTER EQUATION
BASED ON QUANTUM TRAJECTORY AVERAGING

S1. Two-level atom with monitoring spontaneous emission

We introduce the vectorization method and the digital simulation for the model of two-level atom with monitoring spontaneous
emission. Consider a spontaneously emitting two-level atom with the ground state |g⟩ and excited state |e⟩. Its dynamics is
decribed by the LME,

d
dt
ρ = −i[H, ρ] + γ

(
−

1
2
{L†L, ρ} + LρL†

)
, (S1)

where H = Jσx is the driven Hamiltonian, L = |g⟩⟨e| = σ− is the dissipative operator and γ is the spontaneous emission rate.
The spontaneously emitted photons are monitored by an η-efficiency detector. In the postselection experiment, the observed data
of atomic population is discarded when emission photons are detected simultaneously. With the remaining data, the evolution of
atomic system is rebuilt by the NLME:

d
dt
ρ = −iJ[σx, ρ] + γ

(
−

1
2
{σ+σ−, ρ} + (1 − η)σ−ρσ+ + η⟨σ+σ−⟩ρ

)
. (S2)

In the vectorization method, the density matrix ρ is mapped to the density vector |ρ⟩:

ρ =

(
ρee ρeg

ρge ρgg

)
→ |ρ⟩ = (ρee, ρeg, ρge, ρgg)T, (S3)

and the NLME is mapped as

d
dt
|ρ⟩ = Lη |ρ⟩, (S4)

where

Lη = −iH ⊗ I + iI ⊗ HT −
γ

2
(L†L ⊗ I + I ⊗ LTL∗) + (1 − η)γL ⊗ L∗ + ηγ < L†L >, (S5)

where

H =
(
0 J
J 0

)
, L =

(
0 0
1 0

)
, I =

(
1 0
0 1

)
. (S6)

Then we get the vectorized NLME:

d
dt


ρee

ρeg

ρge

ρgg

 =


−iJ(ρge − ρeg) + ηγρ2
ee − γρee

−iJ(ρgg − ρee) + ηγρegρee − 0.5γρeg

iJ(ρgg − ρee) + ηγρgeρee − 0.5γρge

iJ(ρge − ρeg) + ηγρggρee + (1 − η)γρee.

 , (S7)

which can be solved by the Runge-Kutta methods.
The scheme of digital simulation of Eq. (S6) is illustrated in Fig.1 in the main text. The 2-dilation method (Fig.1 (a)) is

applicable for all values of η. Specifically, for η = 0 and η = 1, the simulation simplifies to the 1-dilation method, as shown in
Fig.1 (b) and (c). We take the 2-dilation method as an example. We assume that the atom starts at the excited state, which is
represented as the system qubit at the state |ϕ(0)⟩ = (1, 0)T. For each time step δt in a single trajectory simulation, we first apply
the gate U0 = e−iJσxδt on |ϕ(t)⟩, followed by the gate U1 on the state |00⟩a ⊗ U0|ϕ(t)⟩, where |00⟩a = (1, 0, 0, 0)T is a state of two
auxiliary qubits and U1 is given by Eq. (7) in the main text, with

A1 =

√
1 − γδtL†L =

(√
1 − γδt 0

0 1

)
Ã1 =

√
1 − γδtLL† =

(
1 0
0

√
1 − γδt

)
B1 =

√
(1 − η)γδt L =

(
0 0√

(1 − η)γδt 0

)
C1 =

√
ηγδt L =

(
0 0
√
ηγδt 0

)
.

(S8)
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We measure the auxiliary qubits and reset them to the state |00⟩a. Repeating the above steps N times results the state at the target
time |ϕ(Nδt)⟩. The postselection requires that in the N measurements, no outcomes should be |00⟩a; otherwise, this trajectory
will be discarded. After multiple rounds of experiments, a sufficient number of valid trajectories are retained, and the desired
simulation results can be obtained through valid trajectory averaging. Note that if η = 0, the measurement outcome of |00⟩a is
forbidden; therefore, all the trajectories are valid.

S2. Simulation of the postselected skin effect

Consider an L-site spin chain with the NLME,

d
dt
ρ = −i[H, ρ] + γ

L−1∑
l=1

(
−

1
2
{L†l Ll, ρ} + (1 − η)LlρL

†

l + η⟨L
†

l Ll⟩ρ

)
, (S9)

where H = J
∑L−1

l=1

(
σ+l σ

−
l+1 + H.c.

)
and

Ll =
1
2

(σ+l + eiασ+l+1)(σ−l + eiβσ−l+1). (S10)

Note that the evolution from exp(− 1
2γL

†

l Llδt) indicates this model is an intrinsic many-body problem due to the n̂l n̂l+1 interaction
(n̂l := σ+l σ

−
l ) existing in

L†l Ll =
1
2

(
n̂l + n̂l+1 + eiβσ+l σ

−
l+1 + e−iβσ+l+1σ

−
l + [cos(α + β) − 1]n̂ln̂l+1

)
, (S11)

except for cos(α + β) = 1.
We simulate the dynamics by the 2-dilation method. The core gate Ul, corresponding to Ll, is given by

Ul =


Cl Bl Ãl 0
Bl −Cl 0 Ãl

Al 0 −C†l −B†l
0 Al −B†l C†l

 , (S12)

where all identity matrices outside the sites l and l + 1 are omitted and

Al =

√
1 − γδtL†l Ll =


√

1 − γδt cos2(α+β2 ) 0 0 0
0 (1 +

√
1 − γδt)/2 (

√
1 − γδt − 1)eiβ/2 0

0 (
√

1 − γδt − 1)e−iβ/2 (1 +
√

1 − γδt)/2 0
0 0 0 1


Ãl =

√
1 − γδtLlL

†

l =


√

1 − γδt cos2(α+β2 ) 0 0 0
0 (1 +

√
1 − γδt)/2 (

√
1 − γδt − 1)e−iα/2 0

0 (
√

1 − γδt − 1)eiα/2 (1 +
√

1 − γδt)/2 0
0 0 0 1


Bl =

√
(1 − η)γδt Ll =

√
(1 − η)γδt

2


1 + ei(α+β) 0 0 0

0 1 eiβ 0
0 eiα ei(α+β) 0
0 0 0 0


Cl =

√
ηγδt Ll =

√
ηγδt
2


1 + ei(α+β) 0 0 0

0 1 eiβ 0
0 eiα ei(α+β) 0
0 0 0 0

 .

(S13)

When α = π/2, β = π/2, and η , 0, the steady state is expected to exhibit the postselected skin effect [5]. We simulate this
dynamics of an 8-site chain from the initial state | ↑↓↑ · · · ↓⟩. When η = 0.4, the postselection causes the probability distribution
of the spin-up state to become concentrated toward the left, as shown in Fig. S1(a). As a comparison, in the case of η = 0, the
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FIG. S1. Simulation of the postselected skin effect. The probability distribution of the spin-up state in an 8-site chain evolves from the initial
state | ↑↓↑ · · · ↓⟩. The dynamics is governed by the NLME in Eq. (14) with J = 1, V = 0, and γ = 2. The jump operators take the form of
Eq. (15) with α = −π/2, β = π/2. When postselection is applied, the spin-up state tends to move toward the left as shown in (a) with η = 0.4.
As a comparison, for η = 0, the system is thermalized in (b). The results are simulated using the 2-dilation method with δt = 0.01 and an
average over 90 valid trajectories for η = 0.4 and 100 trajectories for η = 0. The evolution curves of IB in both (a) and (b) are shown in (c).

system tends to thermalize, as shown in Fig. S1(b). To quantify the difference between the two cases, we define the imbalance
between left and right part of the chain by

IB(t) =

 L/2∑
l=1

⟨n̂l(t)⟩ −
L∑

l=L/2+1

⟨n̂l(t)⟩

 /( L∑
l=1

⟨n̂l(t)⟩). (S14)

As shown in Fig. S1(c), the IB tends to 0 for η = 0 and IB , 0 for η = 0.4, which implys the postselected skin effect.
Additionally, we would like to mention that when η , 0, the simulation of the NLME is a probabilistic realization, which

is still challenged by the success probability approaching zero. This is reflected in the fact that we obtain 90 valid trajectories
from 300000 trials in the simulation for η = 0.4. However, the simulation of the standard LME is a deterministic realization.
Therefore, we obtain 100 valid trajectories just 100 trials of simulation for η = 0
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