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Spectral degeneracies in Liouvillian generators of dissipative dynamics generically occur as exceptional
points, where the corresponding non-Hermitian operator becomes non-diagonalizable. Steady states, i.e. zero-
modes of Liouvillians, are considered a fundamental exception to this rule since a no-go theorem excludes
non-diagonalizable degeneracies there. Here, we demonstrate in the context of dissipative state preparation how
a system may asymptotically approach the forbidden scenario of an exceptional steady state in the thermody-
namic limit. Building on case studies ranging from NP-complete satisfiability problems encoded in a quantum
master equation to the dissipative preparation of a symmetry protected topological phase, we reveal the close
relation between the computational complexity of the problem at hand, and the finite size scaling towards the
exceptional steady state, exemplifying both exponential and polynomial scaling. Treating the strength W of
quantum jumps in the Lindblad master equation as a parameter, we show that exceptional steady states at the
physical value W = 1 may be understood as a critical point hallmarking the onset of dynamical instability.

Quantum state preparation remains a formidable challenge
with implications reaching far beyond its natural habitat of
quantum science. In particular, the solution to hard prob-
lems of general interest such as NP-complete satisfiability
(SAT) problems [1–3] and their quantum counterparts known
as QMA-complete problems [4–6] may be readily viewed as
quantum state preparation tasks, e.g. solved by preparing the
ground state of a suitable local Hamiltonian in a quantum sim-
ulator [7–10]. Among the merits of extensive research on co-
herent approaches such as adiabatic quantum computing are
recipes to encode the solution to a computational problem in
the ground state of a local parent Hamiltonian [11–13]. This
may offer valuable insights even if the path to the ground state
is obstructed by a (discontinuous) quantum phase transition
entailing (exponential) critical slowdown [14–20].

Dissipative state preparation aims at addressing this chal-
lenge by considering incoherent processes as a resource for
designing a quantum master equation [21–34]. That way a
targeted many-body state is approached largely independent
of initial conditions as the steady state of the open system dy-
namics. In this context, a central equation of motion is the
Lindblad master equation [35, 36]

d
dt
ρ = LW [ρ] = −i(HnHρ − ρH†nH) +W

∑

µ

LµρL†µ, (1)

governing the dynamics of the density matrix ρ of a sys-
tem weakly coupled (Born) to a bath with negligible mem-
ory (Markov). Incoherent processes reflecting the influence
of the bath are described by quantum jump operators Lµ,
while HnH = H − (i/2)

∑
µ L†µLµ is the effective non-Hermitian

(NH) Hamiltonian combining the Hermitian system Hamil-
tonian H (as in the Schrödinger equation of a closed sys-
tem) with the anti-Hermitian damping enacted by the bath.
We emphasize that the coupling strength W of the quantum
jump term is physically fixed to W = 1, but for our subse-
quent analysis, it will be fruitful to consider W as a parameter,
which amounts to postselection of quantum trajectories [37–
41]. Steady states are zero modes of the LiouvillianLW=1, and

FIG. 1. (a) Liouvillian spectrum (W = 1 in Eq. (1)) for a sat-
isfiable 3SAT instance with a unique solution, N = 14 variables,
and M = round(αcN) clauses, where the satisfiability threshold
αc ≈ 4.267. The two red states form the asymptotic exceptional
steady state (AESS). (b,c) Liouvillian gap ∆ and eigenoperator over-
lap |ν|2 as a function of W (other parameters as in (a)). The insets
in (b,c) show the mean values of ∆ and |ν|2 at W = 1 change with
the number of variables N, averaging over 103 random instances for
each N with M = round(αcN). All instances have a unique solution.
Shadow regions indicate the standard deviation among instances.

a dissipative counterpart of critical slowdown is an (asymp-
totic) degeneracy of the steady state [cf. Fig. 1(a)]. Impor-
tantly, while degeneracies generically occur in the form of
non-diagonalizable (or exceptional) points (EP) for NH oper-
ators [42–47], such as Liouvillian exceptional points [48–56],
a rigorous no-go theorem excludes this possibility for degen-
erate steady states [57].

Here, we demonstrate how a system may asymptotically
approach the forbidden scenario of a steady state EP in the
thermodynamic limit at the physical value W = 1 (see Fig. 1
for a paradigmatic example). Interestingly, we find that the
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finite size scaling of such asymptotic exceptional steady state
(AESS) is directly linked to the computational complexity of
the state preparation task at hand. Specifically, for the NP-
complete 3SAT problem (cf. Fig. 1) the AESS is approached
exponentially in system size N. Moreover, for a Lindbladian
with a symmetry-protected topological phase as a steady state,
we find that an AESS is approached with polynomial scaling,
reflecting the continuous topological quantum phase transi-
tion separating the steady state from a trivial initial state in
symmetry-preserving dynamics [cf. Fig. 3(c) below]. Our
findings are further elucidated by considering W , 1, where
an exact exceptional point is found at the onset of dynamical
instability at a value Wc > 1 which approaches the physical
value W = 1 with a similar finite size scaling as the Liouvil-
lian gap (see Fig. 2). Conversely, for W < 1, we may continu-
ously approach the conceptually simplest dissipative dynam-
ics obtained by neglecting the jump term (W = 0) and only
considering the deterministic non-unitary dynamics generated
by HnH. While the finite Liouvillian gap at W = 0 [see Fig.
1(b)] suggests convergence to the solution in a time scaling
linearly in system size, we emphasize that a direct experimen-
tal implementation of W = 0 requires post-selection of pro-
cesses (quantum trajectories) without quantum jump events,
the probability of which is attenuated exponentially over time.

Dissipative state preparation.– The central idea of this state
preparation paradigm is to target a pure state ρt = |ψt⟩ ⟨ψt | by
encoding it into the steady-state subspace of a physical open
quantum system, i.e., L1[ρt] = 0. In our present approach, we
set H = 0 for simplicity and consider jump operators of the
form Lµ = OµPµ. Here, the projector Pµ satisfies Pµ |ψt⟩ = 0
and the operator Oµ maps unwanted states into the subspace
containing |ψt⟩. In other words, |ψt⟩ lies in the decoherence-
free subspace [58] while jump operators dissipate undesirable
states. These jump operators lead to an anti-Hermitian effec-
tive Hamiltonian

HnH = −(i/2)
∑

µ

PµO†µOµPµ = −iH′, (2)

such that |ψt⟩ is a frustration-free ground state of the Hermi-
tian H′. At W = 0, L0[ρ] = −{H′, ρ} generates the imaginary
time evolution of H′ [59, 60].

A key quantity to characterize critical slowdown is the re-
laxation time τ, which is determined by the Liouvillian spec-
trum. A diagonalizable Liouvillian LW satisfies LW [ri] = λiri

and L†W [li] = λ∗i li, respectively. Here, λi is the ith eigenvalue,
ordered by their real parts Re(λ0) ≥ Re(λ1) ≥ Re(λ2) ≥ · · · ≥
Re(λD2−1), where D is the Hilbert space dimension, and ri (li)
are the right (left) eigenoperators, whose Hilbert-Schmidt in-
ner product satisfies the biorthonormal relation Tr[l†i r j] = δi j.
At the physical point (W = 1), the eigenmodes with λi = 0
correspond to the steady-state subspace. Unless explicitly
stated otherwise, we will assume a unique steady state of L1
throughout the text. Thus, λ0 = 0 and Re(λ1) < 0 at W = 1.
Consequently, it is the Liouvillian gap ∆ = |Re(λ0 − λ1)| that
reveals the relaxation time τ ∼ ∆−1.

Dissipative 3SAT solver.– To reveal the presence of AESS,

we first consider the NP-complete 3SAT problem. With N
Boolean variables x1, x2, · · · , xN , we define M disjunction
clauses, each containing three variables or their negations
(e.g., Cm = xm1∨¬xm2∨xm3 ). The 3SAT problem asks whether
a conjunction of clauses C1 ∧ C2 ∧ · · · ∧ CM can be satisfied
by assigning TRUE (1) or FALSE (0) to each binary variable.
By mapping TRUE and FALSE of a variable xn to the states
|1⟩ and |0⟩ of a qubit σn, the 3SAT problem is converted into
finding the ground state of a 3-local Ising-like Hamiltonian
H3SAT =

∑M
m=1 Pm [61]. The projector Pm acts on three qubits

involved in clause Cm and assigns a unit energy penalty to
unsatisfied clauses. For example, Cm = xm1 ∨ ¬xm2 ∨ xm3 cor-
responds to Pm = (1 − σz

m1
)(1 + σz

m2
)(1 − σz

m3
)/8 which pun-

ishes the configuration |010⟩ of the three participating vari-
ables. Here, σx,y,z

n are Pauli operators for the nth qubit, with
σz

n |1⟩ = |1⟩ and σz
n |0⟩ = − |0⟩. As a result, the solution to a

satisfiable 3SAT instance is encoded in a zero-energy ground
state |ψsol⟩ of H3SAT, where Pm |ψsol⟩ = 0 and |ψsol⟩ represents
a bit string. This maps the problem to the standard state prepa-
ration task of preparing the ground states of a target Hamilto-
nian H3SAT. Yet, the NP-complete nature of 3SAT indicates
the generic hardness of completing this task.

To harness the dissipative state preparation framework, we
design dissipative processes for each clause Cm through three
jump operators:

Lm,α = σ
x
mα

Pm, α = 1, 2, 3. (3)

These Lm,α dissipate the unsatisfiable configuration of clause
Cm and rotate qubit mα into its satisfiable subspace. As a re-
sult, the solution to a satisfiable 3SAT instance is given by the
steady state r0 = |ψsol⟩ ⟨ψsol| of the corresponding L1. Re-
markably, Eq. (3) leads to H′ = 3H3SAT/2 [cf. Eq. (2)], indi-
cating that the imaginary time evolution of H3SAT is achieved
by LW=0. While the evolution of L0 approaches |ψsol⟩ at a
finite timescale due to a finite (and constant with N) gap of
H3SAT [Fig. 1(b)], the hardness of the 3SAT problem hides in
post-selecting an exponentially small portion among all quan-
tum trajectories to effectively realize W = 0. An interesting
question is: How does the complexity of 3SAT problem man-
ifest in the spectrum of LW as a function of W, in particular at
the natural physical value W = 1?

To examine the spectrum of LW for the dissipative 3SAT
solver, we consider satisfiable 3SAT instances with a unique
solution for simplicity and leave the case with multiple solu-
tions to the supplemental material [62, 63]. Hard satisfiable
instances are generated using the method from Ref. [64]. The
clause-to-variable ratio M/N is set to the satisfiability thresh-
old αc ≈ 4.267, below (above) which a generic instance is
satisfiable (unsatisfiable) [3]. With H = 0, the jump opera-
tors in Eq. (3) decouple the dynamics of diagonal and off-
diagonal parts of ρ in the computational basis spanned by |i⟩
for the ith bit string. Because the steady state r0 = |ψsol⟩ ⟨ψsol|
lives in the diagonal part and off-diagonal terms decay at a
finite timescale, we may effectively consider classical dynam-
ics occurring in the 2N-dimensional diagonal operator sub-
space formed by the basis |i) ≡ |i⟩ ⟨i| [62]. Under these cir-
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FIG. 2. Eigenvalues (a) of steady and metastable states and their
eigenoperator overlap (b) over W [same instance as in Fig. 1]. The
shaded region represents W > 1, where Re(λ1) > 0 renders the sys-
tem dynamically unstable in the thermodynamic limit. We observe
an EP at Wc ≈ 1.00278. (c) Perturbed eigenvalues for LWc + Lpert

Wc
,

where δ is the perturbation strength. (d) The mean Wc decays with
N. Each point is averaged over 103 instances with one solution and
the shaded region marks the standard deviation between instances.

cumstances, the computational effort behind solvingLW is re-
duced treating a smaller superoperator of dimension 2N , and
our numerical data in Figs 1 and 2 are based on this (exact)
simplification. Nevertheless, we note that our analysis applies
to both classical and quantum systems, and genuine quantum
terms will be considered further below.

The spectrum of L1 for a typical satisfiable instance is pre-
sented in Fig. 1(a). Besides the steady state r0 = |ψsol⟩ ⟨ψsol|,
we observe a metastable state r1 that is well-separated from
other damping modes, whose eigenvalue is close to zero. As
shown in Fig. 1(b), this metastable state provides a small Li-
ouvillian gap at W = 1, in contrast to the finite gap at the
imaginary time evolution point W = 0. Importantly, the mean
Liouvillian gap ∆ at W = 1, averaged over 103 satisfiable
instances, exhibits an exponential decay as N increases, indi-
cating that the dissipative 3SAT solver takes an exponentially
long time to find a solution.

The most interesting result appears in the eigenoperator
overlap ν between steady and metastable states:

ν = Tr[r̂†0 r̂1], (4)

where we define the normalized eigenoperators r̂i = ri/||ri||
with the Hilbert-Schmidt norm ||ρ|| =

√
Tr[ρ†ρ]. |ν|2 = 0

(|ν|2 = 1) reveals these two states are orthogonal (parallel) to
each other. As shown in Fig. 1(c), we find that |ν|2 = 0 at
W = 0, as the two eigenoperators correspond to eigenstates
of a Hermitian Hamiltonian H3SAT. However, |ν|2 grows to a
value that is extremely close to 1 at W = 1. The inset of Fig.
1(c) further demonstrates that the averaged quantity 1− |ν|2 at
W = 1 decays exponentially as N increases.

Asymptotic exceptional steady state.–These numerical find-
ings imply that the metastable and steady states asymptoti-
cally approach an EP in the thermodynamic limit (N → +∞),
where both their eigenvalues and eigenoperators asymptoti-
cally coalesce, dubbed the asymptotic exceptional steady state
(AESS). While a no-go theorem rules out the possibility of the
steady state belonging to any EP subspace [57], the observed
AESS offers an unexpected case to systematically approach,
yet not break, the boundary of this fundamental limitation.

We note that, in a finite system, an exponentially small fi-
nite Liouvillian gap at W = 1 prevents two nearly degenerate
states from becoming an exact EP. However, a slight increase
of W to a critical value Wc > 1 makes ∆ = 0 and |ν|2 = 1,
indicating that these two states coalesce to become an exact
EP in an extended parameter space [Fig. 2(a-b)]. Notably, the
EP at W = Wc signifies a phase transition into a dynamically
unstable region where λ1 > 0 and the steady state becomes ill-
defined [65]. Moreover, we observe that the critical value Wc

converges to 1 in the thermodynamic limit, whose mean de-
viation Wc − 1 is compatible with an exponential decay with
increasing system size [Fig. 2(d)]. All these results demon-
strate that the physical AESS at W = 1 is extremely close to
an exact EP.

We now develop an effective theory to describe the AESS.
When W , Wc, an orthonormal operator basis between r0 and
r1 can be constructed: r̃0 = r̂0 and r̃1 = (r̂1 − νr̂0)/(1 − |ν|2)1/2,
in which the Liouvillian superoperator becomes

Leff
W =


0 λ1

ν√
1−|ν|2

0 λ1

 . (5)

Therefore, when λ1 → 0 and |ν|2 → 1 are simultaneously
achieved by either taking the thermodynamic limit or setting
W → Wc, the effective 2-by-2 matrix Leff

W asymptotically ap-
proaches the Jordan-block structure of an EP. Clearly, the Li-
ouvillian gap and eigenoperator overlap play separate roles
in the coalescence of the eigenvalues and eigenstates of the
AESS. This structure rules out the possibility of an open quan-
tum system at W = 1 approaching the AESS when only one
of the limits ∆→ 0 and |ν|2 → 1 is achieved [62].

To further demonstrate that the AESS at W = 1 is near
an exact EP at W = Wc, we perturb the spectrum of LW by
adding a perturbative LiouvillianLpert

W [ρ] = δ
∑N

n=1(WLnρL†n−
1
2 {L†nLn, ρ}) with Ln = σ

−
n , where δ is the perturbation strength.

Since a solution |ψsol⟩ to a random satisfiable instance is un-
likely to be a dark state for all Ln = σ−n , this perturbation
erases the solution in the steady state. While a physical dis-
sipative dynamics requires δ > 0 and W = 1, we mathemati-
cally consider both δ > 0 and δ < 0 at W = Wc > 1. As shown
in Fig. 2(c), the perturbed eigenvalues are purely real when
δ > 0 and form complex-conjugated pairs when δ < 0, under-
going a parity-time symmetry breaking at δ = 0 [66–69]. This
is a clear signature of an exact EP at δ = 0 and W = Wc.

We now go back to the physical value W = 1. Al-
though a finite-size gap prevents a similar perturbative anal-
ysis, the AESS still plays a crucial role in the complexity
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of state preparation tasks at hand. With the biorthonormal
relation Tr[l†i r j] = δi j for L1, an initial density matrix ρini
follows the time evolution ρ(t) = r0 +

∑
i≥1 eλitciri where

ci = Tr[l†i ρini]. In Fig.1(a), |Re(λ1)| ≪ |Re(λ2)| indicates
a separation of timescales. Specifically, when |Re(λ2)|−1 ≪
t ≪ |Re(λ1)|−1, the evolution effectively occurs between
metastable and steady states: ρ(t) = r0 + eλ1tc1r1 + o(eλ2t).

To reveal the role of AESS in relaxation dynamics, we fur-
ther investigate the eigenoperators l1 and r1. Recalling that
r0 = |ψsol⟩ ⟨ψsol| is a projector and l0 = I is the identity, the
biorthonormal relations Tr[l†0r1] = Tr[l†1r0] = 0 give rise to
Tr[r1] = 0 and ⟨l1⟩ = 0, where we define ⟨·⟩ = Tr[r†0(·)] =
⟨ψsol| · |ψsol⟩. The presence of AESS indicates that r1 is close
to r0. We thus decompose r1 as r1 = ⟨r1⟩ r0 + δr. The
deviation δr is orthogonal to r0 under Hilbert-Schmidt in-
ner product, satisfying ⟨δr⟩ = 0. The biorthonormal rela-
tion Tr[l†1r1] = 1 leaves freedom to choose the normaliza-
tion ||r1||. We take ⟨r1⟩ = 1, which leads to r1 = r0 + δr

with Tr[δr] = −1. With these properties, Eq. (4) provides
||δr ||2 = Tr[δ†rδr] = 1 − |ν|−2, indicating that the correction
δr (and its norm) asymptotically vanishes in a large system
with AESS. Similarly for l1, provided that ⟨l†1⟩ = 0, we take
the ansatz l1 = κ(I − r0) + δl where ⟨δl⟩ = Tr[δl] = 0 and
κ = Tr[l1]/(2N − 1). The relation Tr[l†1r1] = 1 leads to
Tr[δ†l δr] = 1 + κ. We then calculate the eigenoperator overlap

between l0 and l1: |v′|2 = |Tr[l†0l1]|2
||l0 ||2 ||l1 ||2 = (1− 1

2N )(1− ||δl ||2
||l1 ||2 ). Since an

AESS indicates |v′|2 → 1, we get ||δl ||2
||l1 ||2 → 0 as the system size

increases. Thus, ||δl||may also be viewed as a small correction
relative to the extensive operator κ(I − r0).

With this structure of r1 and l1, we investigate the long-time
dynamics ρ(t) = r0 + eλ1tc1r1 + o(eλ2t). Since c1 = Tr[l†1ρini]
and l1 is close to a projector I − |ψsol⟩ ⟨ψsol|, a random initial
state will typically lead to a nonzero c1, therefore requiring
an exponentially long time τ ∼ |Re(λ1)|−1 to approach the so-
lution state |ψsol⟩. One possible way to accelerate the relax-
ation dynamics is to carefully choose an initial state such that
c1 = 0, which would lead to a much shorter relaxation time
τ′ ∼ |Re(λ2)|−1 [70]. However, in the dissipative 3SAT solver,
we numerically find that κ−1l1 is positive semidefinite, with a
single zero eigenvalue corresponding to the eigenstate |ψsol⟩
separated by a gap that is constant in N [62]. This numeri-
cal finding seems to exclude the possibility of finding easily
accessible initial states ρini such that c1 = 0, as the only so-
lution would be to (tautologically) start from the target state
r0 = |ψsol⟩ ⟨ψsol|. Based on this evidence, we argue that the
appearance of AESS, which leads to an approximate projec-
tor structure of l1, is directly connected to the complexity of
dissipative state preparation tasks.

Quantum AESS.– While the above dissipative 3SAT solver
is governed by classical dynamics, the analysis of AESS
also applies to genuine quantum dynamics. To corrobo-
rate this, we provide two interesting quantum examples:
a modified dissipative 3SAT solver with quantum terms,
and a dissipative protocol for preparing the celebrated Af-
fleck–Kennedy–Lieb–Tasaki (AKLT) state [71].

FIG. 3. AESS in quantum systems. (a) The case of including a
modified transverse field [Eq. (6)] in dissipative 3SAT solver. We
set M = round(αcN) and W = 1. All points are obtained by av-
eraging over 103 satisfiable instances with a unique solution. (b)
The perturbed eigenvalues of LWc + Lpert

Wc
for a uniquely solvable

3SAT instance with N = 11. (c) Eigenoperator overlap of L1 for
preparing the AKLT state [Eq. (7)]. (d) The perturbed eigenvalues
of LWc +Lpert

Wc
for AKLT state preparation with N = 7.

In the modified dissipative 3SAT solver, we add a quantum
Hamiltonian HX to the dissipative dynamics in Eq. (3):

HX = h
M∑

m,m′

∑

n∈Indm,m′

Pm,m′σ
x
nPm,m′ (6)

where Pm,m′ = I−(I−Pm)(I−Pm′ ), h is the interaction strength,
and Indm,m′ contains the qubit indexes involved in clauses Cm

and Cm′ . This Hamiltonian describes a modified transverse
field that only generates dynamics in the subspace orthogo-
nal to |ψsol⟩. Therefore, |ψsol⟩ ⟨ψsol| is still the steady state at
W = 1. A similar numerical investigation [Fig.3(a)] as for the
classical case indicates that the AESS still exists in quantum
dynamics, where both the eigenvalues and eigenoperators of
steady and metastable states for L1 coalesce in the thermody-
namic limit. Additionally, an exact EP will appear at a slightly
larger W = Wc > 1, which is confirmed by the perturbed
eigenvalues [Fig.3(b)] at W = Wc after adding a perturbation
Lpert

Wc
[ρ] = δ

∑N
n=1(WcLnρL†n − 1

2 {L†nLn, ρ}) with Ln = σ
x
n.

Both 3SAT solvers eventually stabilize a classical steady
state. We now demonstrate that an AESS can also occur as
a nontrivial quantum state. This can be seen in the dissipa-
tive state preparation of symmetry-protected topological states
such as the AKLT state [21, 31, 72]. We consider a one-
dimensional S = 1 spin system (H = 0) with four types of
jump operators:

Ln,α = S a
nP(2)

n,n+1, L′n,α = S a
n+1P(2)

n,n+1, (7)

where α = x, y. S x,y,z
n are spin-1 operators. P(2)

n,n+1 projects
two neighboring S = 1 spins into the S = 2 subspace
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[71]. We assume that there are N spins and take peri-
odic boundary conditions S 1 = S N+1. By construction, the
AKLT state |ψAKLT⟩ lives in the decoherence-free subspace
since P(2)

n,n+1 |ψAKLT⟩ = 0 for n = 1, · · · ,N, thus giving the
steady state |ψAKLT⟩ ⟨ψAKLT| of L1. We find that the AESS
still exists at W = 1 [Fig. 3(c)] and is close to an ex-
act EP at a slightly larger W = Wc > 1. We also perturb
the exact EP by adding a perturbative Liouvillian Lpert

Wc
[ρ] =

δ
∑N

n=1(WcLnρL†n − 1
2 {L†nLn, ρ}) with Ln = S z

n. The perturbed
eigenvalues [Fig.3(d)] elucidate the spectral EP structure.

Interestingly, the eigenoperator overlap 1 − |ν|2 in Fig. 3(c)
decays as a power-law with increasing system size, distinct
from the exponential decay observed in Figs.1 and 3(a) for
3SAT. These numerical findings further corroborate the close
relation between the finite-size scaling of the AESS and the
complexity of preparing target states. Preparing a symmetry-
protected topological state in a symmetry preserving fashion
requires a polynomial time reflecting the obstruction by a con-
tinuous topological quantum phase transition, while an expo-
nentially long time is expected to be required to solve the NP-
complete 3SAT problem.

Discussion.– We have revealed the existence of asymptotic
exceptional steady states and discussed its intriguing con-
nection to the computational complexity of state preparation
tasks. The AESS is found to be near an exact EP in an ex-
tended parameter space and to play a vital role in relaxation
dynamics to target states. An important future question is to
put AESS on a rigorous mathematical ground by determin-
ing the precise conditions for its appearance in open quantum
many-body systems. Furthermore, an interesting direction is
to identify Hamiltonian or dissipative perturbations that are
compatible with the targeted steady state but mitigate the scal-
ing behavior of the AESS so as to speed up the state prepa-
ration task. Such perturbations may be seen as a dissipative
counterpart to quantum catalysts in adiabatic quantum com-
puting [13].
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Note added.– While preparing this manuscript for submis-
sion, we became aware of a somewhat related preprint [73]
which discusses Liouvillian EPs in a few-level system with
W , 1, but without relating to the large N phenomenon of
AESS introduced in our present work.
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I. CLASSICAL DYNAMICS IN DISSIPATIVE 3SAT
SOLVER

In this section, we show that the dissipative 3SAT solver
discussed in the main text can be reduced to a classical dy-
namics. In the main text, we consider the Lindblad master
equation with H = 0 and Lm,α = σx

mα
Pm where α = 1, 2, 3.

Given that σx
ma

(1±σz
ma

)/2 = σ∓mα
, Lm,αρL†m,α only has nontriv-

ial actions on the diagonal part of the reduced density matrix
for the qubits involved in clause Cm. This indicates that the
dissipative dynamics decouples the diagonal and off-diagonal
parts of the density matrix. Therefore, in the computational
basis where the solution state to a satisfiable instance is just
a basis vector, we focus on the classical dynamics occurring
between the diagonal elements of the density matrix and focus
on the relaxation to the solution state.

To proceed, we denote the diagonal operator subspace of
the nth qubit as

|↑n) = |↑n⟩ ⟨↑n| , |↓n) = |↓n⟩ ⟨↓n| . (1)

We also denote the classical actions in the diagonal operator
subspace as

Σx
n |↑n) =|↓n), Σx

n |↓n) =|↑n),
Σz

n |↑n) =|↑n), Σz
n |↓n) = − |↓n).

(2)

With these notations, we represent the diagonal elements of
the density matrix ρ in the qubit computation basis as a classi-
cal probability distribution among the corresponding classical
bit strings:

pi = ⟨i|ρ|i⟩ ∈ [0, 1], (3)

where |i⟩ takes from 2N computational basis vectors. They
form a 2N-component real vector p⃗. As a result, the Lind-
blad master equation for Eq.(3) of the main text leads to the
vector p⃗ following a classical evolution d p⃗

dt = MW p⃗ with the
generator given by

MW =

M∑

m=1

3∑

α=1

(WΣx
mα
− 1)Pm. (4)

Here, Pm is the analogous projector on the diagonal basis. For
example, Cm = xm1 ∨ ¬xm2 ∨ xm3 corresponds to Pm = (1 −
Σz

m1
)(1 + Σz

m2
)(1 − Σz

m3
)/8. The physical classical Markovian

∗ jan.budich@tu-dresden.de

dynamics is given by W = 1, where the sum of each column of
M1 is equal to zero and the total probability

∑2N

i=1 pi = Tr[ρ] =
1 is conserved.

The classical dynamical generatorMW allows us to obtain
numerical results for a relatively large system size. Practi-
cally, we exactly diagonalizeMW to obtain the numerical data
in Figs. 1 and 2 of the main text.

II. GENERATING SATISFIABLE 3SAT INSTANCES

The numerical results in the main text require the gen-
eration of random satisfiable and hard-to-solve 3SAT in-
stances. Given the number of variables N, we generate
M = round(αcN) clauses for each instance. The parameter
αc ≈ 4.267 is the satisfiability threshold for the 3SAT problem
[1]. Below this critical value, most random 3SAT instances
tend to be satisfiable; above it, they are overwhelmingly un-
satisfiable. The instances near this critical value are the most
computationally challenging ones.

In this paper, we require all the generated 3SAT instances
to be satisfiable. This is done by the method developed in
Ref. [2] with a parameter p0 = 0.08. This method generates
satisfiable hard instances with at least one solution. We then
only select instances with a unique solution for the numerical
investigation in the main text. We also keep instances with
two solutions for the numerical investigation in Sec. IV of
this supplemental material.

Before closing this section, we remark that the specific in-
stances used in Fig. 1, Fig. 2(a,b,c), and Fig. 3(b) in the main
text are employed as examples. The critical values Wc in Fig.
2(c) and Fig. 3(b) are also determined for each instance. Nev-
ertheless, the instance-dependent results shown in these plots
are qualitatively the same for different instances.

III. THE SPECTRUM OF THE LEFT EIGENOPERATOR
FOR THE METASTABLE STATE.

In the main text, we mentioned that, for the dissipative
3SAT solver at W = 1, the left eigenoperators l1 of metastable
states are semidefinite with a single zero eigenvalue. In this
section, we present the numerical evidence to support this
point.

As discussed in the main text, the left and right eigenoper-
ators of the metastable state are labeled by l1 and r1, respec-
tively. Since we take the normalization of r1 as Tr[r†0r1] = 1
where r0 = |ψsol⟩ ⟨ψsol| is the unique steady state of L1, the
normalization of l1 is fixed by Tr[l†1r1] = 1. As shown in the
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FIG. 1. Top: The eigenvalues of κ−1l1 for ten typical satisfiable 3SAT instances with a unique solution. Bottom: the probability distribution
function of eigenvalues of the first instance in the top row. Each column corresponds to a specific variable number N, which is shown in each
plot. We consider the physical case W = 1.

FIG. 2. (a) The averaged relative norm of the small corrections δ in
r1 and l1. (b) The mean value of κ. The red dashed line represents
κ = −1. Each point is averaged over 103satisfiable instances, with the
error bar implying the standard deviation among different instances.
Each instance is selected to have one unique solution. We consider
the physical case W = 1.

main text, the left eigenoperator l1 is given by l1 = κ(I−r0)+δl

with κ = Tr[l1]/(2N − 1) and ||δl ||
||l1 || → 0. Additionally, the

eigenvalue λ1 of the metastable state is observed to be real,
indicating that l1 is Hermitian [3]. As a result, to show the
semi-definiteness of l1, we demonstrate that the eigenvalues
of κ−1l1 for different instances are nonnegative, and have a
constant gap above a single zero eigenvalue.

The numerical results of the eigenvalues of κ−1l1 for dif-
ferent instances are shown in Fig. 1. We find that there is a
single zero eigenvalue of each κ−1l1, whose eigenstate corre-
sponds to |ψsol⟩. Other eigenvalues of κ−1l1 are positive. These
results indicate that κ−1l1 is positive semidefinite. Interest-

ingly, except for a few modes, most eigenvalues are centered
around 1, indicating that κ−1l1 is close to the extensive projec-
tor I − |ψsol⟩ ⟨ψsol|.

In Fig. 2, we present more numerical data to better illus-
trate the structure of r1 and l1. As discussed in the main text,
r1 = r0+δr and l1 = κ(I−r0)+δl. Fig. 2(a) shows that the mean
value of ||δl ||

||l1 || and ||δr ||
||r1 || among different satisfiable 3SAT in-

stances exhibits an exponential decay, which is consistent with
the analysis of the eigenoperator structure in the main text.
Additionally, Fig. 2(b) demonstrates that κ = Tr[l1]/(2N − 1)
converges to −1 with the increase of variable number N. This
numerical finding, together with the eigenvalue concentration
of κ−1l1 shown in Fig. 1 and the smallness of ||δl ||

||l1 || shown in
Fig. 2(a), indicates that l1 is very close to r0− I in the operator
space.

IV. DEGENERATE STEADY STATES

In the main text, we focus on the asymptotic exceptional
steady state (AESS) in classical and quantum systems that
have a unique steady state. This section demonstrates that
AESS can coexist with multiple steady states, and that our fo-
cus on uniquely solvable 3SAT instances in the main text does
not lead to a loss of generality.

When a Liouvillian LW=1 has more than one steady state,
the spectral decomposition L1[ri] = λiri and L†1[li] = λ∗i li
gives rise to λ0 = λ1 = · · · = λd−1 = 0 where d is the degener-
acy of steady states. The d eigenoperators {r0, r1, · · · , rd−1} in
the steady-state subspace of L1 are linearly independent and
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FIG. 3. The mean dissipative gap ∆ and eigenoperator overlap 1−|ν|2
at W = 1 for 3SAT instances with two distinct satisfiable solutions.
Each data point is obtained by diagonalizingM1 and averaging over
103 random instances. For each variable number N, M = round(αcN)
and αc ≈ 4.267.

form a d-dimensional subspace [3]. Namely, they cannot form
any EP subspace by themselves. We can employ the Gram-
Schmidt decomposition to construct an orthonormal operator
basis based on these d eigenoperators. For simplicity, we as-
sume that this step has been done and {r0, r1, · · · , rd−1} are
orthogonal to each other.

Other modes correspond to 0 > Re(λd) ≥ Re(λd+1) ≥
Re(λd+2) ≥ · · · . We do not consider the situation with purely
imaginary eigenvalues, although the analysis below can also
apply to that case by tracking the eigenmodes whose eigen-
value asymptotically approaches zero in the thermodynamic
limit.

Similar to the main text, we define the Liouvillian gap as

∆ = −Re(λd). (5)

The eigenstate overlap is defined between the metastable state
rd and the steady-state subspace spanned by the orthogonal
basis {r0, r1, · · · , rd−1}. With the normalized eigenoperator
r̂i = ri/||ri||, we have the following definition:

|ν|2 =
d−1∑

k=0

|Tr[r̂†d r̂k]|2. (6)

Therefore, we can expect that the AESS coexists with mul-
tiple steady states when both ∆ and 1 − |ν|2 approach zero as
the system size increases. In this case, the metastable state can
have a large overlap with a particular state in the steady-state
subspace, while keeping orthogonal to other states.

As an example, we consider the classical dynamics intro-
duced in Eq.(4) for 3SAT instances with two different satis-
fiable solutions |ψsol,1⟩ and |ψsol,2⟩. By definition, |ψsol,1⟩ and
|ψsol,2⟩ are just two classical states in the computational ba-
sis to represent the two bit configurations that solve the given
instance. Since our classical dynamics only involves the diag-
onal parts of the density matrix, the corresponding two steady
states of M1 are r0 = |ψsol,1⟩ ⟨ψsol,1| and r1 = |ψsol,2⟩ ⟨ψsol,2|
[4] Therefore, ∆ = −Re(λ2) and |ν|2 = | ⟨ψsol,1|r̂2|ψsol,1⟩ |2 +
| ⟨ψsol,2|r̂2|ψsol,2⟩ |2. The mean quantities ∆ and 1 − |ν|2, av-
eraged over 103 random 3SAT instances with two satisfiable
solutions, are shown in Fig.3. These two quantities display
an exponential decay as the system size increases, similar to
Fig.1 of the main text. These results demonstrate that the
AESS can coexist with multiple steady states.

FIG. 4. The Liouvillian gap ∆ (a) and the eigenoperator overlap |ν|2
(b) for the dephasing XX chain L1 defined in Sec. V A.

V. EXAMPLES WITHOUT ASYMPTOTIC EXCEPTIONAL
STEADY STATES

In the main text and the previous section of the supplemen-
tal material, we mainly focus on classical and quantum sys-
tems with AESS. In this section, we show two examples with-
out AESS, where only one of the limits limN→∞ ∆ = 0 and
limN→∞ |ν|2 = 1 can be satisfied in the thermodynamic limit.

A. limN→∞ ∆ = 0 and limN→∞ |ν|2 , 1

We use a dephasing XX chain as an example in this case.
The Hamiltonian is given by H =

∑N−1
n=1 sx

nsx
n+1 + sy

nsy
n+1 and

the jump operators are dephasing operators Ln = sz
n. We take

a unit damping rate. Here we consider open boundary condi-
tions for a spin- 1

2 chain with N spins. The total Liouvillian at
W = 1 is given byL1[ρ] = −i[H, ρ]+

∑N
n=1 LnρL†n− 1

2 {L†nLn, ρ}.
This open quantum system has a strong global U(1) symmetry
such that the total magnetization S z =

∑N
n=1 sz

n is conversed.
Meanwhile, since Ln = L†n is a Hermitian operator, the steady
state for L1 is the identity operator in each symmetry sector
labeled by the eigenvalues of S z.

The eigenvalues and eigenoperators of L1 can be obtained
in each symmetry sector. We perform exact diagonalization in
the sector S z = 0 for even spins and in the sector S z = − 1

2 for
odd spins. Fig. 4 shows the numerical data for the Liouvillian
gap ∆ and eigenoperator overlap ν between the steady state
and the slowest damping mode in these sectors. These results
show that the Liouvillian gap algebraically decays to zero with
the increase of the system size. However, the eigenoperator
overlap ν remains zero, indicating that the steady state and
the slowest damping mode are orthogonal to each other under
Hilbert-Schmidt inner product. The zero overlap is expected
here. The right eigenoperators of L1 with nonzero eigenval-
ues are traceless, and therefore, orthogonal to the steady state
which is an identity matrix. The results in Fig. 4 suggest that
a gapless Liouvillian with Hermitian jump operators cannot
yield an AESS in the thermodynamic limit.

B. limN→∞ ∆ , 0 and limN→∞ |ν|2 = 1

The second example is a 1D classical Markovian dynam-
ics for N classical bits. The generator isMW =

∑N
n=1(WΣx

n +
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FIG. 5. The Liouvillian gap ∆ (a) and the eigenoperator overlap |ν|2
(b) for a classical spin chain in Sec. V B at the physical point W = 1.
(c) and (d) show the W-dependent Liouvillian gap ∆ and eigenoper-
ator overlap |ν|2 for N = 14. an exact EP appears at the critical value
Wc = 1.10167. (e) The critical value Wc for different system sizes N.
The black curve is fitted by Wc = 1.0546N−1.9281+1.0952, indicating
a finite distance to the physical point W = 1 in the thermodynamic
limit.

WΣx
n+1 − 2)(1 − P↓↓n,n+1). These notations are taken from Sec.I

of this supplemental material. P↓↓n,n+1 =|↓↓)(↓↓| is a projection
superoperator of two aligned neighboring spins in the down-
ward direction. We consider the periodic boundary condition

here. By the construction, the steady state of this classical
Markovian dynamics is given by the classical ferromagnetic
state where all spins are downwards. It is a trivial task to pre-
pare such a state.

Fig. 5 shows the dissipative gap ∆ and the eigenoperator
overlap ν between the steady state and the slowest decay mode
of M1. The dissipative gap ∆ is nearly constant, not decay-
ing as the system size increases. In contrast, 1 − |ν|2 exhibits
a power-law decay with the increase of the system size. Ac-
cording toLeff

W in the main text, we can write down an effective
dynamical generator in the orthonormal basis constructed by
the steady state and the slowest decay mode ofM1:

Meff
1 =


0 −∆ ν√

1−|ν|2
0 −∆

 . (7)

A finite gap ∆ , 0 indicates that Meff
1 will not asymptoti-

cally become an EP as the system size increases. Neverthe-
less, the two eigenoperators asymptotically become parallel
to each other in the thermodynamic limit. We can express
Meff

1 as

Meff
1 = −∆

ν√
1 − |ν|2


0 1

0
√

1−|ν|2
ν

 . (8)

As the system size increases, this matrix looks like an asymp-
totic Jordan block multiplied with a divergent prefactor.

We stress that this situation differs from AESS in the main
text. The latter case, manifesting as both ∆ and 1−|ν|2 vanish-
ing in the thermodynamic limit, stays close to an exact EP at
a critical value Wc > 1. The critical value Wc for AESS also
converges to the physical point W = 1 in the thermodynamic
limit. In contrast, although Meff

1 in Eq. (8) is also found to
be near an exact EP at W = Wc > 1 [Figs. 5(c) and 5(d)], the
critical value Wc remains a finite distance to the physical point
W = 1 with the increase of the system size [Fig. 5(e)].
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