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Abstract

The celebrated theorem of Perron and Frobenius implies that spectra of classical Markov
operators, represented by stochastic matrices, are restricted to the unit disk. This prop-
erty holds also for spectra of quantum stochastic maps (quantum channels), which describe
quantum Markovian evolution in discrete time. Moreover, the spectra of stochastic N x N
matrices are additionally restricted to a subset of the unit disk, called Karpelevi¢ region, the
shape of which depends on N. We address the question of whether the spectra of generators,
which induce Markovian evolution in continuous time, can be bound in a similar way. We
propose a rescaling that allows us to answer this question affirmatively. The eigenvalues of
the rescaled classical generators are confined to the modified Karpelevic regions, whereas the
eigenvalues of the rescaled quantum generators fill the entire unit disk.

1 Introduction

Markov processes play an important role in various branches of modern science such as physics,
chemistry, biology, economy, and finance [1,2]. This is due to the remarkable modeling power
of Markov processes, which provide a flexible mathematical framework for describing natural
systems that evolve probabilistically over time. Conventionally, these processes are divided into
two families, time-discrete and time-continuous, depending on whether the evolution occurs at
discrete steps or continuously over time.

In the classical limit, discrete-time Markovian evolution is governed by stochastic matri-
ces [3,4], while in the quantum setting it is described by quantum stochastic maps, also known
as "completely positive trace-preserving (CPTP) maps" [5-8] and "quantum channels" [9, 10].
Spectra of both families of operators carry essential characteristics that reflect im portant fea-
tures of induced evolution such as the speed of relaxation to the asymptotic state(s) [11], the
existence of quasi-stationary states [12|, and phenomena like the cutoff effect |13, 14].

According to the celebrated Perron-Frobenius theorem |[3,4, 15-17], the spectrum o(S) =
{A0, A1, ..., An—1} € C of any N x N stochastic matrix S has the following properties: The
spectral radius p(S) = A9 = 1, that is, all remaining eigenvalues belong to the unit disk, i.e.
|Ak| < 1. Moreover, the spectrum o(S) is symmetric w.r.t. the real line, that is, it is invariant
invariant under the complex conjugation. The eigenvector corresponding to A\g defines (up to
normalization) a probability vector being an invariant state of S.
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Figure 1: (a) Karpelevi¢ regions ©n bound the spectra of stochastic matrices of size N. Here
we show the regions for N ranging from N =2 to N =7 . (b) Modified Karpelevi¢ regions On
bound the spectra of rescaled (and shifted by 1) Kolmogorov operators. For each dimension
N, O forms a subset of . In the limit N — oo, both O and Oy fill the entire unit disk.

Interestingly, for a given N, not all points on the unit disk can be eigenvalues of N x N
stochastic matrices. Indeed, if N = 2, the spectrum is real, i.e., \g = 1 and A\; € [-1,1]. It
was Kolmogorov (see introduction in Ref. [18]) who first asked under what conditions a given
complex number z can be an eigenvalue of a some N x N stochastic matrix S. The question
was answered by Dmitriev and Dynkin for N < 5 [18], and later the proof was generalized by
Karpelevi¢ for arbitrary N [19].

According to Dmitriev, Dynkin, and Karpelevi¢, the set of points on complex plane

On = {z € C| z is an eigenvalue of an N x N stochastic matrix}, (1)

forms a geometric region that is a proper closed subset of the unit disk, with O C On41; see
Figure 1(a). These Karpelevié regions are reviewed in more detail in the next section.

In the quantum case, the situation is different. The quantum analog of the Perron-Frobenius
theorem [20, 21] implies that the spectrum of any completely positive trace-preserving map
(CPTP) [5-7] o(®) = {po, p1,---,pn2_1} is confined in the unit disk D(0, 1) with the Perron-
Frobenius eigenvalue pg = 1. In contrast to the classical case, any point on the disk can serve as
an eigenvalue of some CPTP map ® : My (C) - My (C) (we present a constructive proof in the
beginning of Section 4). In fact, the same result applies to positive trace-preserving maps [22].

The restriction of the eigenvalues of Markov generators to the unit disk ID(0,1) can be inter-
preted as a delineation, meaning that the eigenvalues can be restricted to the geometrical set on
the complex plane with a well-defined boundary. In addition, the eigenvalues of the stochastic
matrices N x N are restricted to the Karpelevi¢ regions [19]; see Figure 1(a). In this work, we
address the question of whether a similar delineation can be performed for the generators of
time-continuous Markovian evolutions: the classical operator I of Kolmogorov and the quantum
operator £ of Lindblad.

Consider a classical system with finite number N of states. Let px(t) denote the probability
to find the system in state k. Then the probability vector p = (p1,...,pn)T evolves according



to the well known classical master equation,

N
pz(t) :ZICijpj(t), iZl,...,N, (2)
7j=1

where the N x N real matrix K (henceforth we will also address it as "Kolmogorov operator’)
satisfies the following conditions [1]:

N
Kij =0 (fori#j), > Ki=0. (3)
i=1
Any such operator can be represented as

Kij = Wij = dijw; ,  w; = Z Wij, (4)
k

where W is an N x N matrix with non-negative off-diagonal elements (W;; defines a transition
rate j — 7). Note that diagonal elements Wj; do not influence ;5. A matrix W is often referred
to as a Metzler matriz [3,15,16].

Using Eq. (4), the original equation (2) can be recast in the form of the classical Pauli rate

equation [1],
N

Pilt) = Y (Waaps () = Wiami(1)). (5)
j=1
The normalization condition ), K;; = 0 guarantees that >, p;(t) = 1 for all ¢ > 0. The
corresponding solution reads p(t) = T(t)po, where T(t) = ¢! defines a family of columnwise
stochastic matrices, Tj;(t) > 0 and ), T;;(t) = 1. The family {T(t)};>0 (classical dynamical
map) satisfies a semigroup composition law T'(t + s) = T'(t)T(s) = T'(s)T'(t) and T(0) = 1,
where 1 is N x N identity matrix.

Quantum dynamical semigroup [8] is represented by a dynamical map {A;};>0 satisfying a
semigroup composition law AjAg = Ay, Each map Ay : My(C) - Mp(C) is completely
positive and trace-preserving along with the initial condition, Ag = idy, where idy denotes
the identity map in the matrix algebra My (C). The quantum counterpart of Eq. (2) describes
Markovian evolution of the density operator pg, i.e. it is governed by the quatum Master Equation
pt = L(pt), where the corresponding generator £ : My (C) — My(C) is represented in the
celebrated Gorini-Kossakowski-Lindblad-Sudarshan (GKLS) form [23,24] (throughout this work,
we use natural units where i = 1):

£(0) = ~ilH, ol + S (LupLh — S{ELLk, ), (6)
k

where H is an Hermitian operator (effective system’s Hamiltonian), Ly are the so-called jump
operators, and v > 0 are the damping rates. Henceforth we will also refer to £ as the ‘Lindblad
operator’. The evolution of the density matrix is given by p; = A¢(po), where A; = et~.

It is well known that the spectrum o(K) = {xo = 0, x1,...,xn-1} C C is symmetric w.r.t.
real line, i.e. invariant under the complex conjugation, and Re x, < 0. It is clear that, since K
can be multiplied by any positive real number, the spectra of N x N Kolmogorov operators can
cover the entire semi-plane Rey < 0. In this paper we introduce a rescaling procedure which

guarantees that the spectrum of the rescaled operator

K%ﬁ:in (7)

C



where v, denotes a classical rescaling parameter, i.e. o(K) = {xo = 0,X1,...,Xnv-1} C C, is
constrained to the unit disk D(—1, 1) centered at y = —1. Moreover, for a given dimension N, the

spectrum of the rescaled operator additionally shifted by one, o(K)+1 = {x{ =1,x1,---, XNv_1},

is confined to the geometric set Ox which is a modification of the Karpelevi¢ region Oy; see
Figure 1(b).

The spectrum of a GKLS generator £, o(L£) = {{y = 0,¢1,...,¢n2_1} C C, is also symmetric
w.r.t. the real line and located on the non-positive semi-plane (the real parts of the eigenvalues
are never strictly positive). In this work we show that, after appropriate rescaling

coi-Lp (8)
Vq

where v denotes a quantum rescaling parameter, the spectrum of a purely dissipative, i.e.,
with H = 0, Lindblad operator, Eq. (6), is confined to the unit disk D(—1,1). In what follows
we propose (Conjectures 1-3) three different rescaling parameters {vqx} (with & = 1,2,3) and
conjecture that vy 3 < 42 < vg,1. This means that the rescaling with v, 3 provides the tightest
delineation. We demonstrate that the conjectures are satisfied for important classes of GKLS
generators well studied in the literature. In particular, they hold for a family of the so-called
Davies generators, which are quantum Markov generators derived in the weak coupling limit |8,
25-28|.

The remaining parts of the paper are organized as follows: In the next section, we review
Karpelevic’s celebrated results characterizing the set Oy of admissible eigenvalues of N x N
stochastic matrices. In Section 3 we introduce a rescaling for Kolmogorov operators and analyze
the corresponding delineation of their spectra. The quantum version of this problem is discussed
in Section 4. In Section 5 we discuss a generalization to the case of quantum generators of positive
semigroups. Section 6 shows that for time-dependent generators giving rise to non-Markovian
evolution one cannot in general bound their spectra within D(—1,1). Hence, the existence of
the scaling is a characteristic property of Markovian dynamics. A notion of a ‘random Markov
generator’ [51-56] and the spectral densities of the corresponding operators after the rescaling
are discussed in Section 7. The final conclusions and outlook are presented in Section 8. A more
detailed discussion of the maps acting on a N-dimensional system is provided in an Appendix.

2 Admissible spectra of stochastic matrices: Karpelevic regions

The question posed by Kolmogorov in 1938, “What is the set of all complex numbers that are
eigenvalues of N x N stochastic matrices?”, was first addressed by Dmitriev and Dynkin [18].
They reformulated the question in an elegant geometric way and answered it for N < 5. They fur-
ther conjectured that their results extend to arbitrary N. It was later proved by Karpelevié [19].

The original proof is lengthy and intricate; see also Ref. [15]. Here, we present Karpelevi¢’s
results in the form proposed by Ito [30], while also referring to recent works [31,32|. Following
these works, we address row stochastic matrices.

Given integer N, one calls the set Fiy := {p/q|0 < p < ¢ < N} with p and ¢ being co-prime,
the series of Farey fractions of order N [33]. We start by presenting the following theorem [30]:

Theorem 2.1. The region Oy intersects the unit circle {z € C]|,|z| = 1} at the points
{ezmp/q |p/q € Fn}. The boundary of geometric set ©n consists of points e2™P/1 and curvi-
linear arcs connecting them in circular order. Let the endpoints of an arc be e*™P/1 qnd ¢*™ir/s
with ¢ < s. Fach of these arcs is given by the following parametric equation

25(21 — p)W/al = (IN/al jalN/al (9)



where z € C, the real parameter o € [0,1] and 8 = 1 — « (|z] denotes the floor function; for
x >0 it is just an integer part of x).

Recently, Johnson and Paparella [31] discussed families of stochastic matrices that realize
each of the arcs. Later, it was observed [32| that these families are not unique, and further
insights into the structure of realizing stochastic matrices were obtained using a graph-based
approach. It was proved [19,31,32] that there are four families of arcs:

e TypeO: ¢g=1,s=N
e Typel: [N/q|] =1,s=N
e Type II: |[N/q| > 1 and s < q|N/q|,

e Type IIl: |[N/q| > 1 and s =N > q|N/q|.

Denote by Cy a circulant matrix,

0 Iy_
Oy = N (10)
1 0

Stochastic matrices M («) of order N realizing the above arcs can be constructed as follows
[31,32]:

e Type 0 arc. Equation (9) reduces to

(z— BN —a¥ =0. (11)

The corresponding family of stochastic matrices realizing Eq. (11) reads [31],

M(OJ)ZOZCN—FB]]N. (12)

e Type I arc: |[N/q| = 1. Equation (9) reduces to

NN =0, (13)

and the corresponding family of N x N stochastic matrices realizing (13) has the following
form [31]

oy = [ ) (14)
o« B

where the vector 8 € RN~ has only one non-zero component (3)y_, = 3.

e Type Il arc: |[N/q| > 1 and s < q| N/q|. Equation (9) reduces to

(29— B) IN/al _ o IN/a] alN/g)=s _ ). (15)

The corresponding family M («) = aX + Y, where X is the nonegative companion matrix
of the polynomial z4lN/a) — zalN/a]=s and



[N/al
Y= c, (16)
k=1

isa q|N/q| x q| N/q| stochastic matrix. Recall that a companion matrix of the polynomial
co+cit+...en_12V 71+ 2V is defined by

with ¢ = (—Cl, ey _CN—l)-

o Type III arc: |[N/q] > 1 and s = N > q|N/q|. Equation (9) reduces to

2429 — gVl — o N/a) = g, (18)
where d := N — q|N/q] > 0. The realizing family has the following form [31]

M(a) = aCn + BY, (19)

where

Y=J0)eCa...aC (20)
and Jg(\) denotes d x d Jordan block.

Example 1. For N = 3 one has the Farey sequence [33] of length four:

112
Fy=140,-,-,2%.
3 {0735273}

One has the following arcs parameterized by « € [0, 1] (recall, that 8 =1 — «):

e Type 0 arc: It connects z = 1 and z = e*2™/3, From Eq. (11) one gets (z — 8)> = a?

which implies apart from z = 1 two straight lines

z(a) = B+ ae®™? | z(a) = B+ ae /3, (21)
e Typelarc: [3/q] =1and ¢ < s = 3 implies ¢ = 2. From Eq. (13) one obtains 23 —Bz—a =
0. One finds
B —Bz—a=(z-1)(*+2z+a),

and hence apart form z = 1 one obtains

z(a) = #. (22)

For a < 1/4 one has z(a) € [-1,0] and for a > 1/4

z(a) = —éii%, (23)



273 /3 —2mi/3

defines a vertical line connecting e and e corresponding to a = 1. The structure
of O3, that is a triangle with a ’tail’ formed by © [see Figure 1(a)|, was first found by
Dmitriev and Dynkin [18].

For N = 3 there are neither Type II nor Type III arcs.

Example 2. For N = 4 we have the following Farey sequence:

One has the following arcs parameterized by « € [0, 1] (recall, that 8 =1 — «):
e Type 0 arc connects z = 1 and z = e*™/2. From Eq. (11) one gets (z — 3)* = a* which
implies apart from z = 1 and the segment [—1, 1] C R, two lines
2(a) = B+ ae™? | z(a) = B+ ae T2, (24)

e Type I arc: |4/q] =1 implies ¢ = 3 and s = 4. From Eq. (13) one obtains,

A Br—a=0-1)(+22+2+a)=0. (25)

Again, apart form z = 1 there are three solutions parameterized by a: a segment [—1,0] C
R and two lines connecting (e7™/2, ¢27/3) and (e=""/2,e~27/3) (conjugated pair), see Fig-
ure 1(a).

e Type Il arc: [4/q] > 1 and s < ¢q|4/q|. Hence ¢ =2 and s = 3. Eq. (26) implies that
(2 =B —a’z= (2 — 1)((2 +1)%(z—=1)+2a(z+1) — a2> =0. (26)

Apart form z = 1 there are three solutions parameterized by a: a segment [0,1] C R and
two lines connecting (—1,€*27/3) and (—1,e~%2"/3) (conjugated pair), see Figure 1(a)

For N = 4 there are no Type III arcs (they appear starting from N = 5).

Interestingly, some Karpelevi¢ arcs arise as powers of other arcs [31]: if S C C, then one
defines its m-th power S = {2 € C| z € S} — for a recent discussion see Ref. [62].

3 Bounding spectra of classical Markov generators:
modified Karpelevic¢ regions

Let K be a classical Markov generator. Since diagonal elements K;; < 0, we define

Ve 1= Max |KCiil. (27)
We have, therefore,
Kij = Kij + vedij — vedij = Wiy — vedij, (28)
where
Wij = Kyj + vedij, (29)



and hence

Ki; = ve (I/C_IWij - 51-3-). (30)

It is evident that

o (116) cD (—1, 5) , (31)
r r
and hence if 7 > v, then the spectrum of %IC is confined to D(—1,1) as well.

Note that W;; > 0 and ), W;; = 1. Hence T;; = V‘jlWij defines a stochastic matrix. Thus
the rescaled generator K = v 1K has the form Izij = T;; — 0;;. It is, therefore clear that the
spectrum of a(l%) = {X0,X1s--s XN—-1} = o(T) — 1. In particular U(I?) belongs to the unit disk
D(—1,1), while the spectrum of T', {x¢, X}s--» Xv_1}> X», = Xn + 1, is confined within D(0, 1).

Since T is a stochastic matrix, it is evident that o(7") C © . However, T is not an arbitrary
stochastic matrix. By construction, it satisfies the condition min; T;; = 0. Does this affect the
admissible region? Interestingly, it does.

Note that stochastic matrices M («) realizing arcs I, II, and III satisfy M;;(a) = 0 [31,32]
and hence they already belong to our restricted class. However, this is not true for the family
that realizes a Type 0 arc since M;;(«) = 3, see Eq. (12). We consider, therefore, the following
restricted class: instead of

M(«) = ply + aCy = Diag[s, 8,..., 0] + aCn, (32)
N
we define
M (a) = Diag[0, 3,..., 5] + aCly, (33)
N-1

which satisfies My () = 0. The eigenvalues of the modified matrix M(a) satisfy

2(z= )t -t =0, (34)
which replaces Eq. (11).
Example 3. For N = 3 equation (35) reduces to z(z — 8)? — o = 0 which is equivalent to
(2 — 1)(z2 t(2a—1)+ a2> —0. (35)

Apart form z = 1, its solution is

_1—2ai\/1—4a
= 5 ,

For o € [0,1/4] it defines a segments [0,1] C R, and for o € [1/4,1] it defines Type 0 arc

1—2a+ti1v4a—1
z(a) = 5 ;

connecting e Therefore, the spectrum of the rescaled 3-dimensional classical Markovian
generator lives in the modified shape ©3 shifted by —1; see Figure 1(b).

() aeo,1]. (36)

(37)

+27i/3



Example 4. For N = 4 equation (35) reduces to

2(z= B —a®=0=0. (38)

Now, apart form z = 1, it gives rise to three families of solutions z(«). Since they are quite
involved (being solutions of 3-rd order equation), we skip the analytical form. One of them is
purely real and connects z = 0 with z = —1. The complex conjugate pair of curves connects
z = 1 with z = £¢ and represent modified Type 0 arcs. Therefore, the entire spectrum of the
rescaled 4-dimensional classical Markovian generator is confined to the modified Karpelevi¢ set
©y4, shifted by —1; see Figure 1(b).

Note that the scaling parameter v, is an intrinsic property of the generator K and does not
depend on the particular representation, Eq. (4). Recall that for any N x N matrix A, the
1-norm and oo-norm are defined as follows:

N N
[A]1 = maxz [Aijl s (Al == m?XZ | Aij] (39)
] j=1
Note, that [|A; = |[|AT||eo. One has
N N
K|l = mjaxz Kij| = max > Kij—Kjj | = 2w, (40)
i=1 i#j

N
due to Z,i#j Kij = =Kjj;.

Suppose now that a specific representation is given, ie., K;; = W;; — d;jw;, where w; =
>; Wij. Now, since diagonal elements W;; does not affect IC;; one can always use a special gauge
Wi(p) such that W = 0.

7 i
Proposition 3.1. The parameters v, reads
ve = WO, (41)
i.e., v, is uniquely defined by the rate matriz Wijo).

Indeed, let us define
= 0 0
Wi 1= W +65(IW O —w®). (42)
Clearly Wij > 0 and min; /I/IZ, = 0. One has, therefore,
Kig = Wi = WOl = WO (WO = 63 ) (43)

which implies that v, = |[W©|; = [WOT| ..
Note, that v, is a Perron-Frobenius eigenvalue of W;; and hence defines a spectral radius of
Wi;. One has therefore
ve = Aep(W) = p(W) = [WO1, (44)
where p(A) denotes a spectral radius of A. Equivalently one has in the dual (Heisenberg) picture

Whxo = WO | sox, (45)

where xo = (1,...,1)T.
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Figure 2: (a) A totally asymmetric exclusion process and (b-c) the spectral densities of the
rescaled Kolmogorov operators Ky gpp, Eq. (47), for different numbers of sites d (the total num-
ber of states is N = 2¢). The spectral densities were obtained by randomly and independently
sampling the transition rates ¢; and go from the interval [0.5,5]. The number of samples is 10*
in (b) and 10% in (c).

Remark 1. Recently, a slightly more general problem of spectral properties of Metzler matrices
was analyzed in Refs. [3/-36]. Recall, that a square matriz M of order N is called Metzler
matriz iff all its off-diagonal elements are non-negative. It is evident that K is a particular
Metzler matriz satisfying an additional constraint Y, Kij = 0 for all j = 1,...,N. A relation
between the location of the spectra of M and the Karpelevic regions was discussed in Refs. [3/-30].

Remark 2. The structure of spectra of Kolmogorov operators implies a bound for a ratio between
the imaginary and real parts of the eigenvalues. A simple trigonometric analysis leads to the
bound

| < cot T, (46)

I

Rex N
for any complex eigenvalue x of a K-operator. This bound was recently addressed in Ref. [37],
where it was found to play an tmportant role in the analysis of population oscillations.

’Scot

3.1 Illustration: A totally asymmetric exclusion process

The rescaling procedure introduced in the previous section allows us to compare spectra of
different Kolmogorov operators, regardless of their dimensions or/and origins. Furthermore, this
procedure enables us to compute the spectral density of the rescaled eigenvalues, {x’}, for the
same model by sampling across a wide range of parameter values.

To illustrate this idea, we use the continuous-time version of the totally asymmetric simple
exclusion process (TASEP) [38], which we briefly outline below; see also Figure 2(a).

Consider a ring with d = 2n sites, n = 1,2,.... Particles can hop between neighboring sites
in the clockwise direction only, with two different hopping rates depending on whether the site a
particle hops from is labeled with an even or odd d. Particles can be introduced into or removed
from the system at site 7 = 1, with rates ry, and 7oy, respectively. The hard-core interaction
prevents more than one particle from occupying the same site, thereby reducing the total number
of states to N = 2.

10



The Kolmogorov generator K of the TASEP process is given by
d
KTASEP = Z [qlagjfla;j + QQO'EjU;j+1 + r+al+ +r oy, (47)
j=1

where a;-r and o; are the Pauli raising and lowering operators at site j, representing the creation
and annihilation of particles at site j. The periodic boundary condition are imposed so that
from site 2d particles hop to site 1. The parameters ¢; and ¢ denote the rate of hopping from
odd to even sites and from even to odd sites, respectively. In the case g1 = ga = ¢ the model is
exactly solvable using a matrix-product ansatz [38].

We consider the non-integrable case q; # g2, with both rates independently and uniformly
sampled from the interval [0.5,5]. The results of the sampling for different values of d are
shown in Figure 2(b-c). Notably, the spectral densities of the rescaled generators are localized
within an ellipse-like region that does not shrink substantially with the (exponential) increase
of the dimension. This is in a strong contrast to the behavior of the spectra of rescaled random
Kolmogorov operators, which exhibit spectral support quickly shrinking as the number of states
increases — see Section 7 for a more detailed discussion.

4 Inverse eigenvalue problem for dissipative Lindblad generators

We begin this section by briefly outlining the spectral properties of completely positive trace-
preserving (CPTP) maps acting in the space My (C) of N x N complex matrices [9, 10, 22|
(a reminder: we also refer to them as ‘quantum stochastic maps’). Since these maps preserve
Hermiticity, their eigenvalues are either real or occur in complex conjugate pairs so the spectrum
is invariant under the complex conjugation. Their trace-preserving property ensures that they
always have at least one eigenvalue, ug = 1. Finally, since quantum stochastic maps are positive,
their spectral radius is exactly one [20]. As a result, all their eigenvalues are confined within the
unit disk D(0, 1).

In contrast to the classical stochastic maps, there are no further restrictions on the eigenvalues
of quantum stochastic maps. In other words, any point inside the unit disc can be an eigenvalue
of a CPTP map. Given a complex number £ € D(0,1) and dimension N > 2, we can construct
a map that has £ as an eigenvalue. A particular recipe is presented in Fig. 3. The map ®, has
¢ as an eigenvalue of multiplicity one, with the corresponding eigenoperator E,, = |v){w|. The
multiplicity can be gradually increased, up to L%j, by chirping out more projectors from the
unitary U L{vw}- The spectrum of the map also includes the conjugate complex eigenvalue, £*,
with the corresponding eigenoperator E,, = |w){v|.

Remark 3. There is an interesting result presented in Ref. [29]: For any set of d nonzero
complex numbers, & = {£1,&a, ..., &q}, which is confined to the unit disk, invariant under complex
congugation, and includes 1, there exists a stochastic quantum map ®¢ : Mn(C) = My (C), with
N < 2max{d—1,1}, such that the given set forms part of the map spectrum (while the remaining
eigenvalues are zero). In the ultimate case, all members of the set are real, with d — 1 values
different from 1. In this scenario, each &; would require a separate map, so the dimension of the
total Hilbert space, H := €P; H;, is 2(d — 1).

Consider now quantum Markov generator £ : My(C) — My (C) which gives rise a to
completely positive trace-preserving dynamics. It can be represented in the well known Lindblad
form, Eq. (6). Could we expect that the spectrum of a properly rescaled L is also located within
the unit disk shifted by —17

11
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Figure 3: Any point £ in the unit disk can be an eigenvalue of a CPTP map. Such a map, ®¢,
can be explicitly constructed for any N > 2, by using a parametrization of points on the unit
disc with 0 < p < 1 and ¢ € [—7, 7]. Here, Ul{v,w} is a random unitary acting in the orthogonal
complement of the two-dimensional subspace spanned by |v) and |w).

In general, the answer is negative. Consider, for instance, a purely Hamiltonian case, i.e.,
L(p) = —i[H,p]. Clearly, if {E1,...,E,} are the eigenvalues of H, then the spectrum of £
consists of purely imaginary eigenvalues {+i(E; — Fy)}. It is evident that this spectrum cannot
be rescaled to fit within the unit disk centered at (—1,0). In what follows, we focus on a purely
dissipative generator, corresponding to the case H = 0.

Similar to the spectrum of a quantum stochastic map, the spectrum of a purely dissipa-
tive Lindblad operator L is invariant under complex conjugation since L preserves Hermiticity.
Because L generates a CPTP group, its spectrum must contain at least one eigenvalue at 0.
Furthermore, all nonzero eigenvalues are strictly negative, Re A; < 0.

In contrast to the case of classical Markov generators (see Remark 2), there are no additional
restrictions on the eigenvalues of the quantum Markov generators. In other words, any point in
the negative half-plane can be an eigenvalue of a dissipative Lindblad operator. We discuss the
explicit construction of the operator L¢ given below, after Eq. (48).

We start by considering a simple class of Lindblad operators for which the spectrum can be
restricted to the unit disk after an appropriate rescaling. Let ® be an arbitrary CPTP map and
define

L(p) =~(2(p) = p), (48)
with v > 0. Now, since the spectrum of ® is confined in the unit disk D(0,1) [20,21], the
corresponding spectrum of 1L is located in D(—1,1).

Now it is evident that for any given point £ with Ref < 0, it is possible to construct a

Lindblad operator L¢ that has { as its eigenvalue: The construction follows directly from the
procedure for constructing a map ®q,¢/, (see Fig. 3) and a Lindblad operator of the form given

in Eq. (48). Note that one must first construct a map for an eigenvalue 1 + %, which requires

choosing v such that v > %
As a special example of Eq. (48), let us consider

L(p) =v(UpUT = p), (49)

where U is an arbitrary N x N unitary matrix and v > 0. If ¢®* are eigenvalues of U, then
ei(®=00) _ 1 are eigenvalues of %E and it is evident that all of them are located on the boundary
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of unit disk D(—1,1). Having the freedom to control ¢y, any point on the boundary can serve
as an eigenvalue of some operator %E.

The above class of generators, Eq. (48), has the following property: £ + «id is completely
positive. Is it always possible, for a given £, find £ > 0 such that the map £+ xid is completely
positive? If yes, then one could proceed as in the classical case and define

£:(£+nid)—md:n<m_1\11—id), (50)

where U = £+ rid and £~ ' is CPTP. Then the spectrum of £/« would be, therefore, confined
in the unit disk D(—1,1). However, in the quantum case, this idea does not generally work.

Example 5. Consider a qubit amplitude damping evolution governed by

L) = (0-pos — 5loro-0}), (51)

with o = %(agc + ioy) being lowering and raising qubit operators. One easily finds the corre-
sponding Choi matrix

K 00 —v/2+k
2 0 0]0 0
C= 1)(J L(|3) (5 K|2)(J|) = . 52
i;wm@( (1) 1) + % 10) (1) S (52)
/24K 0|0 —y+&k

One has C > 0 if and only if k > v and the following 2 x 2 sub-matrix is semi-positive definite,

K —v/24+ K
C, = v/ > 0, (53)

—v/24+ Kk —v+kK

However its determinant det Co = —v2/4 < 0, and hence it is never positive definite which means
that £ + kid is never completely positive. Interestingly, from the structure of C it follows that
the map £ + kid is even never positive.

Let us now consider a general purely dissipative GKLS generator,

£(p) = 3(p) ~ 5 {2}(1), p}, (54)

where ®F denotes a map dual to ® w.r.t. the Hilbert-Schmidt inner product in My (C), that is,
(X, ®(Y))us = (PH(X),Y)ns), where (X,Y)ns = Tr(XTY).
Suppose that the spectrum of £ is known £(X,) = ¢4 X4, where £, = 0 or Re/,, < 0.

Proposition 4.1. The spectrum of %[,, where

[fal?
m

1
R:=— ,
2 A0 |Re Lg]

(55)

belongs to D(—1,1).

Indeed, in order for the spectrum of the rescaled generator ¢,/R to belong to D(—1,1) one
requires for all £,

[la/R+1[<1 (56)
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Figure 4: According to Theorem 4.1, the spectrum of rescaled dissipative Lindblad operator,
L= 1 E is confined in the disk D(0, 2) Having maximal eigenvalue 0, the spectrum is confined

to the left semi-disk (green). However, the bound is tighter and the spectrum is confined to the
disk D(—1,1) (yellow).

and hence R > 5 |P|f ; E Therefore, the minimal scaling which does guarantee that the rescaled

spectrum belongs to ID(—1,1) is defined by (55).

We stress that to find R, one needs to known the full spectrum of the generator, which is
generally out of reach. Now, we propose three scaling parameters vq (k = 1,2, 3) which do not
require the knowledge of the spectrum of L. Since R defines a tight scaling,

R S Vq ks (57)

for all k.
The authors of Ref. [40] proved the following

Theorem 4.1. Consider the following canonical form of a purely dissipative generator [39]

1
=> Y <LapLL - Q{LLLa,p}> : (58)
with TrLy = 0, and Tr(LLLg) = 843. Then
1£L]loo < 20q1 5 V1= nya. (59)

It is, therefore, clear that the spectrum of E is confined to D(0,2). Actually, since the
spectrum is located on the left half-plane, it is conﬁned to the left half of the disk; see Fig. 4.

Conjecture 1. The spectrum of the rescaled generator L= mﬁ is located in the unit disk
D(—-1,1) C D(0,2); see Fig. 4.

Since jump operators Lj define an orthonormal basis in My (C), we consider three differ-
ent basis to illustrate our claim. If L, = TlﬁUa, where U, are unitary operators (e.g., Weyl

operators) satisfying Tr(UlUB) = Ndqag, we have
Z'm( UapUj — ) (60)
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and hence such generator belongs to the family (48). Therefore

- <Vil£> C D(—1,1/N), (61)

which shows that the scaling parameter v is non-optimal. If L, = |i)(j| (i.e., elements of a
matrix units basis), then

E:WQ<JWﬁM—;ﬁOWO, (©2)

i,j=1

with W;; > 0. The spectrum of £ consists of classical eigenvalues of the corresponding Kol-

mogorov generator K;; = W — ;w;, with w; = >, Wi;, and purely real eigenvalues /;; =

—2(w; + wj), (with i # j). We already know that classical eigenvalues belong to D(—1, 1),

where v, = max; w;. Note, that |{;;| = %(wz + wj) < v.. Hence, the spectrum of u%[’ belongs to

D( 1,1). It is not unexpected since Eq. (62) encodes a classical Kolmogorov generator, that is,
ICi; = (i|L(|7)(4])|7). We find for the scaling parameter

Vg1 = Z Wi = sz > maxw; = v, (63)
4,j=1

and hence it is evident that the spectrum of - [, belongs to D(—1,1).

Finally, we consider an orthonormal basis conmstmg of generalized Gell-Mann matrices Fot =
F, of order N 8],

Z%( wpFo — {Fﬁap}>- (64)

In this case the generator is self-dual and hence the spectrum is purely real,

O'(,C) = {EQ =0 Z E]_ Z 2 ENQ—I}'
The authors of Ref. [41] proved the following constraint

1] < Ve (65)

and hence in this case one has o <yq%£) C [-1,0] ¢ D(-1,0).

The above analysis shows that the scaling 1/1 1 is not optimal. To find a tighter delineation,
we consider a purely dissipative Lindblad generator

L) =D Yo (LapLL - é{LLLa, p}) : (66)

which can be compactly rewritten as follows

£(p) = B(p) — S (D), ), (67

where ®(p) = >, YaLapLl, defines a completely positive map, and ®f(X) = D a Yo Lh X Ly
and hence ®(1) = 3 o ’yaLgLa. The map ¢ (being completely positive) has the corresponding
Perron-Frobenius eigenvalue A\pp(®) such that the spectrum of ® is confined to the disc of radius
p(®) = App(®). Let us define a new quantum scaling parameter

15



vaz = [|®F]l = |1 (68)

Note that, due to the Dyo-Russo theorem [5,7], one has Hq;i”oo — ||q)i(:[l)||oo and [|®]; =
max| g —1 Tr ®(|x)(z[). We propose the following

Conjecture 2. The spectrum of —E belongs to the unit disk D(—1,1). Moreover, v 2 provides
a tighter delineation than v 1, i.e. uq 2 < Vg1

Note that
1 1
£0p) = 0() ~ (8.5} = (#(0) 5P (W.p) +027) = 2. (69)
and hence defining

D =& (1) — vy 1, (70)
together with
1
(X)) =9(X)— §(DX +XD), (71)

one finds

L=vyo <1<f> - id) : (72)

Vq,2

Observe that in general the new map ® is not completely positive (actually, it is not even
positive). Interestingly, 142 serves as a real eigenvalue of ot (and <I>)

SH(1) = vg2 1, (73)

which is an analog of (45), i.e W(O)Txo = :Xg. Similarly, if pgs is a stationary state of L, i.e.
L(pss) = 0, then

&)(pss) = Vq,2 Pss- (74)

Note, however, that contrary to the classical case, vq2 is not a Perron-Frobenius eigenvalue of

® since ® is not a positive map, and thus the Perron-Frobenius theorem does not apply in this
case. It is, therefore, clear that Conjecture 2 can be equivalently reformulated as follows: The
scaling parameter v 2 defines a the spectral radius of @, i.e. p(®) = Vq,2. One has therefore

p(®) = p(PF) = [|®F]|c = || P[4, (75)
see Fig. 5. This way, the original map ® and the “corrected” map ® satisfy

p(®) < [9|oo = p(®) < [[®F|cc (76)

Interestingly, Conjecture 2 holds for important classes of generators. Below we present a few
illustrative examples.

Example 6. Consider the generator from Example 5

£(0) =4(0-p0+ — 3lo20.0}). (77)
One finds
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p(®) =[18|,= Y%

Re g

p(2)

Figure 5: The spectrum of the map @ is confined within the disk (yellow) of radius p(®) (that
is the spectral radius of the map). This disk lies strictly inside the disk of radius ||®*||s (dark

blue), while the spectral radius p(®) of the modified map (71), attains this value exactly.

va2 = |2 (D] = vlowo-llc =7, va1 =1, (78)

and hence vy 2 = v4,1. Note that

L(oy) = —%O‘i , L(o,) = —~o.,,

. . . 1 1 1
which implies that the spectrum of mﬁ reads {0, -5, —35, —1}.
Example 7. Consider now pure dephasing evolution governed by the following generator,

,C(p) = _[A7 [A7 P]], (79)

with an arbitrary Hermitian N x N matrix A. It can be rewritten in the standard Lindblad form
as follows,

L(p) = 24ApA — A%p — pA2. (80)
Note that £F = £. In the qubit case, taking A = \—}%UZ, we recover the qubit dephasing generator
L(p) =(ozpo= — p). (81)

In this case case we find
Vq72 = ’-y ’ qul = 2,7’ (82)

and the spectrum of z/(+2£ reads {0,0,—2, —2}. Hence, in this case the spectrum belongs to the

boundary of the disk D(—l, 1) showing that the scaling vq2, contrary to vq1, is tight for this
model. In the general case let Aey, = apey and let |a1| > |az| > ... > |a,|. Hence

L(lex)(ec) = —(ar — a)?lex)led , Kk, L=1,...,N.

One finds for the scaling parameters
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Vor = |8l = |@(D)l|oc = 207, g1 =2 d?.
7

The spectrum of V;—QE reads

1 ag
e = —=(ag — @), ap = —.

and hence gy € [—2,0] which supports the Conjecture.

Example 8. The qubit generator (81) may be generalized as follows,

3

L(p) = yklowpor — p), (83)
k=1

with 4 > 0. Again, one has £} = £. The map ® reads ®(p) = >, Vkoxpor and hence

Vg2 = [Pl =1 +72+73, Vg1 =2(m+72+73)
The spectrum of (83) reads L(o) = A\gog, where

AM==2M+7), da=-2(1+7), A3=-2(n1+7),

and hence the spectrum of %E belongs to [l)‘%‘:l, O] C [-2,0], where Apin = ming .

Vq q,

Finally, let us compare v and vq 2 for three Lindblad operators represented by Eqgs. (60)—
(64). For L defined in Eq. (60), we have

Vg1l = Z Wij > vg2 = Max w;. (84)
i?j

For Eq. (62), we have vq1 = vq2 = ), Va- Finally, for operator (64),
vaz =) YaFalle €D Ya = var, (85)
[e% (6%

due to ||F?|ls < TrE2 = 1. Hence, vq1 > Vg2 which indeed shows that 12 provides a tighter
delineation than v 1.

In Appendix A we provide the detailed analysis of a class of covariant Lindblad operators
acting on a system of any dimension N.

5 Beyond complete positivity

Now we are going to relax the requirement of complete positivity and consider semi-groups
of positive and trace-preserving (PTP) maps. Recall that both CPTP and PTP maps have
the same spectral properties. Indeed, due the quantum version of the corresponding Perron-
Frobenius theorem [20-22], spectra of such maps are confined to the unit disk in the complex
plane and the Perron-Frobenius eigenvalue equals 1. The structure of generators giving rise to
PTP semigroups is characterized as follows [42]:
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Proposition 5.1. L is a generator of PTP semigroups if and only if for any orthonormal basis
{I1),...,|n)} the following N x N matriz

Kij == (L3N, (86)
defines a classical generator, i.e., K;j > 0 for i # j, together with the normalization condition

Zj K:ij =0.

Any generator of a PTP semi-group can be represented as
. 1
L(p) = =ilH,p] + Y 2w (LeoL] = S{LLLisp} ) (87)
k

but now some of the rates v, may be negative. Evidently, Lindblad operators belong to this
class. The above characterization suggests another definition of a scaling parameter.

Conjecture 3. If L is a generator of positive trace-preserving dynamics and

Va = A [(DILP) DI, (83)

then the spectrum of Vq%ﬁ is confined in the unit disk D(—1,1).

This means that, for any orthonormal basis {|1),...,|N)}, we can define IC;; via Eq. (86)
and then calculate the classical rescaling parameter v.. Finally, 143 is nothing more than v,
optimized for all orthonormal bases. Moreover, we conjecture that v 3 defined in Eq. (88) is
optimal, i.e., minimal, scaling parameter such that the spectrum of the corresponding rescaled
generator belongs to D(—1,1). It is clear, though, that determining vy 3 is significantly more
demanding than computing vqo = ||®*(1)||e, as it involves a maximization over the sphere
]| = 1 in CN. Such optimization is non-convex and non-linear and therefore hard [72]. It is
an interesting question whether it can be cast as a semidefinite program (SDP) and thus made
computationally tractable |[73].

Example 9. For the Lindblad generator defined in Eq. (77) which involves only a single rate
~v > 0, it is easy to find that

Consider now a Lindblad generator from Example 8. Recall that vy, = 2(y1 + 72 + 73) and
Vg2 = %Vql. Interestingly, the vy 3 parameter reads as follows

Vg3 = Vg2 — min{y1,72, 13} < vg2- (90)

Assuming 1 > 2 > 3 > 0 one finds vq 3 = 71 + 72 and hence

Vq73 S anz S Vq71‘ (91)

Note that if 73 = 0, then vy 3 = 4 2. The spectrum of rescaled generator Kls)[’ reads:

{_2’_272 +’737_273 +71’0} 7
Y1+ 72 Y1+ 72

and hence it is clear that v 3 is an optimal scaling parameter.
In fact, the same applies to a generator giving rise to PTP dynamics. In this case, 3 can
be negative, provided that v + 3 > 0 and v2 + 3 > 0 [74]. Again, one finds vq3 = 71 + 72,
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but one cannot define vy via ||®(1)|/c, since the map ®(p) = >, Vkokpoy is not even positive
in this case.

Consider, for example, 71 = 72 = 1 and 73 = —1 leading to 43 = 2. The spectrum of the
rescaled generator then reads {—2,0,0,0}, that is, only points from the boundary of the disk
D(—1,1) belong to the spectrum. Once again, it is evident that vq3 = 2 cannot be improved.
Interestingly, for the generator defined in (83) one has

vgs = R, (92)
with R defined in (55), and hence v4 3 is already tight.

Example 10. To illustrate optimality of 143 consider the following generator L(p) = ApA —
%{AQ7 p}, with Hermitian traceless A. One finds

vas = max ((4%)y = (A)3), (93)

where (A)y, = (¢|AJ)). To simplify the analysis consider A = Diaglay,...,an], with a; > ag >
...>an. Now, since A is traceless a1 > 0 > an. One finds

1 1
Vg3 = Z(CH —an)? = 1(01 + |an])?,

and the maximum is realized for ¢ = (%,0, ..., 0, %) The spectrum of £ consists of real

eigenvalues £;; = —1(a; — a;)*. Hence,
(v | = max |6i] = 2vq3,
i#£]

which shows that ¢1/vq3 = —2 belongs to the boundary of the disk D(—1,1). Clearly, vq3 = R.

6 Time dependent generators: beyond Markovian regime

Let us briefly analyze what happens if the generator does depend on time. In particular we
address the question: Is it possible to find an appropriate time dependent rescaling parameter
in the non-Markovian regime? In the classical case the corresponding master equation reads

S(t) = K(1)S(t) (94)
and its solution has the following form:
t
S(t) = Texp < / lC(T)dT) , (95)
0
where T is the time ordering operation. Now, if the time-dependent generator K(t) satisfies the
Kolmogorov conditions, i.e., K;;(t) > 0 for ¢ # j and >, K;;(¢t) = 0, then Eq. (95) defines a
legitimate classical dynamical map; that is, S(¢) is a stochastic matrix for all ¢ > 0. Note that
in this case, the family {S(¢)}+>0 enjoys the divisibility property:
S(t) = S(t, u)S(u), (96)
for any ¢t > u > 0, and S(¢,u) is a stochastic matrix defined by

S(tu) = S(H)S~1(u) = T exp < /u t/C(T)dT> . (97)
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Such divisible dynamical maps represent classical Markovian evolution [43,74]. It is therefore
clear that for Markovian evolution the spectrum of rescaled generator K(t)/v.(t) belongs to
D(—-1,1), where

ve(t) = max [ICii (1)) (98)

Now we show that for non-Markovian evolution, i.e. when Kolmogorov conditions /C;;(t) > 0
(for i # j) are violated, in general such rescaling is not possible.

Example 11. To illustrate the above statement, we consider the evolution of a N = 2-level
system represented by

St — a)  1-b(t) )
1—a(t)  b(t)

with a(t),b(t) € [0, 1], and a(0) = b(0) = 1. Such dynamics is governed by the following time-
dependent generator [43,74]

K(t) = $t)S™L(t) = —Re) - ha(f) (100)

ki(t)  —ka(t)

where

() = w(t) + b(t) Fo(t) = aw(t) —af(t)

a(t)+b(t)—1" (t)+b(t) -1’
and w(t) = a(t)b(t) — b(t)a(t). One obviously has 3, K;;(t) = 0. However, the conditions
k1(t) > 0 and ko(t) > 0 are no longer guaranteed. The spectrum of K(t) consists of {0, Tr KC(¢)}.
Hence, whenever Tr/C(t) > 0 for some t > 0, the scaling does not exist, since the nonzero
eigenvalue lies in the right half of the complex plane and therefore cannot belong to the disk
D(-1,1).
Consider, for example,

a(t) = %e_%t(l +eost),  b(t) = %(1 +eiy, (101)

It is easy to see that both k;(¢) and ko (t) are temporally negative showing that Eq. (99) represents
a non-Markovian classical dynamics. Similarly,

Tr/C(t) = —kq(t) — ko(t) =
is temporally strictly positive.

Consider now the quantum evolution governed by Ay = £;A;, where the time-dependent
Lindblad operator £ has the following form:

£06) = ~ilH (.51 + X 30 () (La(OLalt) - 5ELOLa(0.0}). (102)

with time dependent Hamiltonian H(t), rates v4(t), and jump operators L, (t). If all rates
Ya(t) > 0, then

t
Ay =T exp </ ETdT) , (103)
0
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defines a legitimate quantum dynamical map, i.e. Ay is CPTP for all t > 0. Moreover, in this
case A; enjoys the following composition law [an analog of (96)]:

At - At,uAu 5 (104)

for t > u > 0, and the intermediate map (a propagator)

t
Aty = MALE = Texp ( / .chr> : (105)

is CPTP. Such evolution is called CP-divisible (propagators are CP). One calls a quantum dy-
namical map {A¢}+>0 to be Markovian if it is CP-divisible; see recent reviews [44-47,74]. {A¢}i>0
is called P-divisible if all propagators A, are positive and trace-preserving (for the whole hier-
archy of divisible maps see, e.g., Ref. [48]). Now, the map is P-divisible if for any orthonormal
basis {|1),...,|N)}

Kij(t) == (lL(17) ), (106)
defines a classical time-dependent Markovian generator, i.e., ICj;(t) > 0 for i # j.

Corollary 1. If £, generates a P-divisible dynamical map {A¢}:>0, then the spectrum of the
rescaled generator L;/vq3(t), with

vq3(t) = e [{1Le(19) DI, (107)
belongs to D(—1,1).

However, for non-Markovian dynamics that are not P-divisible, such time-dependent rescaling
is not guaranteed.

Example 12. Consider the evolution of N = 2-level system governed by

3
Li(p) = % > w(t)(owpor — p). (108)
k=1

The spectrum of £; reads

{0, =[v1(t) + 2], =[r2(t) +v3(8)], —[v3(t) + 11 ()]}

and P-divisibility requires that all eigenvalues are non-positive [74], i.e.

Y1(t) +72(t) >0, y2(t) +v3(t) >0, 13(t) +71(t) >0,
for all ¢t > 0. Let

3¢

7 (t) = 12(t) = 2¢7 2! <; + cos t) , 73(t) =e 8% (109)

Such time-dependent generator gives rise to well defined CPTP dynamical map [49]. Evidently,
P-divisibility is violated since 1 (t) 4+ v2(t) = 271 (t) is temporally negative. Now, an eigenvalue
‘—2v1(t)’ is temporally positive and hence cannot belong to D(—1,1).

These simple examples show that beyond Markovian regime we cannot, in general, guarantee
the existence of a rescaling which can bound the spectrum of a time-dependent generator to
D(—1,1). For related discussions on spectral properties and non-Markovianity, see Ref. [50].
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7 On the spectra of random generators

The concept of "random Markov generators" was introduced recently [51-56] and continues
to be actively discussed in different contexts, see, e.g, Refs. [57,58]. Considered as typical,
these ’average citizens’ of the space of all possible Markov generators exhibit a high degree of
universality in their spectral properties [52,53].

There is a natural question about the relationship between the spectra of the typical gener-
ators of Markovian evolution, after the rescaling, and the bounds discussed in the previous two
sections. Specifically, how do the spectral densities of the rescaled random generators compare
to these bounds, and what insights can be drawn about their asymptotic behavior?

Let us start with the classical case. The notion of a random stochastic matrix M was
discussed in Ref. [59,60]. Such matrices can be generated by first filling the entries with inde-
pendent and identically distributed (i.i.d.) random non-negative numbers, sampled, e.g., from
a x2-distribution [53], and then enforcing column-wise normalization [59]. Alternatively, they
can be sampled by generating dense random directed graphs and assigning random transition
probabilities to the graph edges [60].

Following the prescription [59] for N = 3, we are able to out-shape Karpelevi¢ region O3; see
Fig. 6(a). However, already for N = 7, even with extensive sampling, ©7 remains unresolved; see
Fig. 6(b). For N = 100, the sampled eigenvalues are strongly localized within a disk of radius
~ 0.1, see Fig. 6(c), even though the corresponding Karpelevi¢ region 019 almost coincides with
the unit disk. This trend persists for larger values of N, with the spectral support remaining
confined within a disk of radius 1/v/N [59].

From the perspective of random matrix theory [61], the asymptotic localization of the spec-
trum is a consequence of column-wise normalization: After this, the typical scale of the matrix
entries is of order 1/N. Hence, when treating the stochastic matrix — for the bulk of the spectrum
— as a member of the real Ginibre ensemble [61], we could expect a spectral support confined to
the disk of radius 1/v/N.

To escape the ’spell of localization’, we must use (or construct) atypical stochastic matrices.
This implies, for example, that the corresponding models should respect certain topological
constraints, such as, e. g., pair-wise neighbor interactions, or/and that transition probabilities
should not be independently random, etc. These features are clearly reflected in the structure of
stochastic matrices that resolve the boundaries of the Karpelevi¢ regions [62].

We illustrate the above statement with the recently introduced lifted TASEP model [63]. In
Figure 7, we present the spectra of the model for different numbers d of sites, corresponding to
different numbers of states N = (2;[) -d. While we omit the details of the model formulation here,
referring to the original work [63] for a full model description, we emphasize that the spectral
supports in this case provide a clear demonstration of the absence of asymptotic localization.

Although the lifted TASEP model may appear to be an extreme case, as its eigenvalues can
be expressed using the Bethe ansatz |63] in the form of a functional recurrence relation, the
absence of asymptotic localization also extends to the standard time-discrete TASEP model [64],
even in the non-integrable regime.

Although the Karpelevié bounds are absent in the case of quantum stochastic maps, the
scenario similar in that the sampling over random maps does not resolve the entire unit disk
— even for N = 2 |65]. Notably, while there are different methods to parameterize and sample
these maps, the scenario is universal: As N increases, the spectral support localizes within a
disk of radius 1/N [65].

Turning now to Kolmogorov operators, we find a situation similar to that observed for stochas-
tic matrices. Specifically, for N = 3, the region ©3 can be resolved through sampling over random
Kolmogorov operators using, e.g., Eq. (4); see Fig. 8(a). However, this becomes infeasible already

23



Im A\
(©) N =100

‘Q Re A

Figure 6: Spectral support of random stochastic matrices S for different values of V. Results of
random sampling are presented as 400 x 400 histograms (dark blue), where only bins containing
at least one eigenvalue are shown. The number of samples is 108, 105, and 10° for N = 3 (a),
N =7 (b), and N = 100 (c), respectively. Karpelevi¢ regions Oy are indicated in light gray.
The dashed line in panel (c) indicates the circle of radius 0.1.
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(2)

Figure 7: Spectra of the lifted TASEP model [63] for different numbers of particles d = 3 (b),
d=75 (c),and d =7 (d). The total dimension of the state space is N = (Zj) -d.

for N = 7; see Fig. 8(b). The universality shows up such that, in the limit N > 1 [52], the
spectral support of VN (K + 1y) acquires an N -independent spindle-like shape [51-53]. The
spectral support of the rescaled Kolmogorov operator K := v, 'K also converges to this universal
shape in the limit N — oco. If we sample Kolmogorov operators and normalize them such that
Tr|K| = N [53], then in the asymptotic limit we obtain v, — 1 + O(y/log N/N). Note that
N =100, the value used to obtain the spectral support shown in Fig. 8(b), is not large enough
to reach the asymptotic distribution (in fact, it is not even sufficient to resolve the spindle).

Quite naturally, for rescaled random Lindblad operators, £/vq 2 + idy, we observe the same
scenario. But in this case the sampling [52] fails to resolve the unit disk already for N = 2,
see see Fig. 9(a), and the spectral density localizes much faster than in the case of Kolmogorov
operators, scaling as 1/N (vs 1/y/N, as in the classical case); see Fig. 9(c).

In the asymptotic limit, the spectral support of N(£ + idy) converges to a universal, N-
independent lemon-like shape [52]. Similar to the case of random Kolmogorov operators, in the
limit N — oo, the spectral support of renormalized Lindblad operator, £/vq  + idxn, converges
to the universal lemon shape.

Thus, we arrive at the same conclusion we made before for random stochastic maps: In
order to escape the spell of localization, we must use (or construct) atypical Markov generators,
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Figure 8: Spectral supports of rescaled Kolmogorov operators, K = K /e + 1, with K sampled
randomly, for different N. Results of the sampling are presented as 400 x 400 histograms (dark
blue), where only bins containing at least one eigenvalue are shown. The number of samples is
108, 109, and 10° for N = 3 (a), N =7 (b), and N = 100 (c), respectively. Modified Karpelevic
regions Oy are indicated in light gray.

that are, e.g., generators respecting topological constraints (for example, by connecting states
arranged in chains, lattices, etc.) and/or having correlated values of transition rates. In short, the
corresponding models have to originated from natural — physical, chemical, biological, financial,
etc — stochastic processes [66-70].

To illustrate the statement, we again use the lifted TASEP map [63] with d = 3 and, using
Eq. (4), construct a Kolmogorov operator from it. We then apply the procedure of supercoheri-
fication [53], which, via the Choi-Jamiotkowski isomorphism [9, 10,22, 71|, allows us to sample a
Lindblad operator from a Kolmogorov operator.

It is noteworthy that supercoherification works in the direction opposite to that specified by
Eq. (86) (the latter is referred to as "superdecoherification" in Ref. [53]). Supercoherefication
is a quotient operation: While, for a fixed basis, a given quantum Markov generator, when
superdecoherified, gives rise to a unique classical Markov generator (for a given basis), there
exist infinitely many quantum operators that can result in a given classical operator.

By performing supercoherification once, we obtain a Lindblad operator whose spectrum is
shown in Fig. 9(c; gray dots). Notably, even for a large dimension, N = 60, the spectrum does
not localize and covers a substantial portion of the unit disk.

Finally, we demonstrate that the ordering of scaling parameters, vq1 > vq2 > V43, holds
for random Lindbladians. We follow the procedure from Refs. [52,53] and sample Lindbladians
using the representation

N2-1

1
Lp)= D Kaup [Fang — 5 (FiFap + ngFa)] , (110)
a,B=1

where {F,} is the set of the generalized Gell-Mann matrices [3].
With this representation, we can sample random Lindbladians by drawing Kossakowski ma-
trices from an ensemble of complex Wishart matrices with trace IV,

K = N GG'/Tr(GGY), (111)

where G is a complex Ginibre matrix with i.i.d. complex Gaussian entries.
For such an ensemble of Lindbladians, the value of vq 1, Eq. (59), is sample-independent and
equals NV, due to the normalization of the Kossakowski matrix. The quantity v 2 is computed
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Figure 9: Spectral supports of rescaled Lindblad operators, £ = £ /Vq,2 + idn, with £ sampled
randomly, for different N. Results of the sampling are presented as 400 x 400 histograms (dark
blue), where only bins containing at least one eigenvalue are shown. The number of samples is
108, 105, and 10° for N = 2 (a), N = 4 (b), and N = 20 (c), respectively. The spectrum of a
rescaled Lindblad operator, £(p) = ®(p) — %{Cbi(]l), p}, with the map ® obtained by performing
supercoherification [53] on a stochastic matrix of the lifted TASEP process [63] for d = 3,
N = (267) -d =60 (see Fig. 7), is shown with gray dots.

according to its definition, Eq. (68). For each sampled Lindbladian, we estimate v 3, Eq. (88),
by evaluating |(1)|L(|1){(1|)|¥)| over 10* Haar-random pure states. The maximal value is then
taken as vq3. We also use tight scaling R, Eq. (55), to map the results of the v-scalings onto it.

The results of spectral sampling for N = 4 (with 10° samples), rescaled using different scaling
constants, vg r, k € {1,2,3}, and R, are presented in Figure 10. The plot illustrates the hierarchy
in a clear-cut way. Moreover, the hierarchy is not violated in a single instance throughout the
entire ensemble of 10° samples.

8 Conclusions

We analyzed the spectra of the classical, X, and quantum, £, Markov generators. We introduce
a rescaling procedure, for both limits, such that the spectra of rescaled generators are confined
to the unit disk D(—1,1).

Moreover, we demonstrated that, for a given dimension IV, the spectra of rescaled Kolmogorov
operators, K' = K /v, + 1y, are confined to the modified Karpelevi¢ regions, Oy C Oy C D(0, 1),
where the original Karpelevi¢ region ©y bounds the spectra of stochastic N x N matrices (see
Fig. 1).

It should be emphasized that this result is universal and applies to all classical Markov
generators with an arbitrary finite number of states IN. Moreover, the rescaling parameter v, is
optimal in the sense that it is the smallest scaling parameter that guarantees the confinement of
the spectra to the unit disk.

In the quantum setting, we studied the spectra of Markovian generators £, which describe
continuous—time quantum evolution governed by the Gorini-Kossakowski—Lindblad—Sudarshan
equation (6). We proposed three different scaling parameters vq s, & = 1,2, 3, and conjectured
(Conjectures 1-3) that the spectrum of a rescaled generator £' = L/vq + idy, with the scaling
parameter vq € {vq1,Vq2,Vq,3}, is confined to the unit disk. It is also conjectured that vgs
provides an optimal scaling, iﬁ, and cannot be bounded any further. These conjectures
are supported both by numerical simulations and by examining several Lindblad generators
commonly studied in the literature [8,26-28|.
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Figure 10: Spectral support of random Lindblad operators, Eq. (110), for N = 4 and four
different scaling parameters, including the tight scaling parameter R, Eq. (55). Results of random
sampling are presented as 400 x 400 histograms, where only bins containing at least one eigenvalue
are shown. The number of samples is 10°. Results for optimal scaling parameter ve3, Eq. (88),
are shown in orange.

The sketch in Fig. 11 summarizes these findings (highlighted in frame) by placing them within
the existing context of knowledge about the spectra of stochastic maps and generators.

In Section 5, we went beyond the limit of completely positive semigroups, discussed gen-
erators of PTP evolution, and proposed an intrinsic definition of the rescaling parameter v 3
(see Conjecture 3). Interestingly, an analysis of simple qubit examples suggests that v 3 indeed
provides the minimal scaling value.

The analysis of spectral properties of Markov generators is closely related to relaxation rates,
which are important characteristics of both classical and quantum processes. The relaxation
rates are defined as I'y := —Re&, where & are the eigenvalues of the corresponding Markov
generator. In a recent work [41], it was shown that the relaxation rates of any Lindblad operator

satisfy
r

N?
where I' = I'y 4+ -+ + I'y2_;. This inequality thus imposes a universal constraint on the real
part of the spectrum. In particular, the real part of the spectrum of the rescaled generator %E
is bounded below by f%. However, this constraint does not address the imaginary part of the
spectrum and the results presented here partially fill this gap.

It is noteworthy that, since the rescalings we introduced are linear transformations, they
do not affect eigenvalue correlation measures such as the complex spacing ratio [70], which was
recently introduced as an indicator of chaos and integrability of Markov generators. Therefore,
the corresponding classification of Kolmogorov and Lindblad operators into “integrable” and
“chaotic” remains unaffected by scalings.

As a next step, it would be interesting to generalize the analysis of the spectral bounds of
Markov generators to the infinite-dimensional setting. Another important direction is the spectra
of classical and quantum superchannels and the corresponding Markov super-generators. Quan-
tum superchannels [75] are a fundamental concept in quantum information theory, generalizing

T}, < (112)
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Figure 11: Delineation of the spectra for stochastic matrices Sy, quantum stochastic maps @y,
and rescaled classical, K’, and quantum, £’, Markov generators. Each spectrum contains the
leading eigenvalue A\g = 1, and the remaining bulk. We address the latter (marked gray) in this
sketch. In the first two columns (from the left), we address the case of spectral bounds for all
possible operators and consider the classical [quantum| generators scaled as K’ = K/v, + ly
L' = L/vg +idn, vq € {vq1,Vq2,Vq3}]- In the last column, we focus on the case of random
(typical) operators, and consider scaling of classical [quantum| generators as K’ = v/N(K 4 1)
[£' = N(L+idy)], with £ and £ sampled randomly (see Section 7).

the notion of quantum channels to higher-order transformations; see. recent reviews [76,77]).
While quantum channels represent physical processes that map quantum states to quantum
states, superchannels describe transformations that act on quantum channels themselves. Simi-
larly, classical superchannels generalize the notion of classical channels (stochastic matrices) to
higher-order transformations. That is, while stochastic matrices represent physical processes that
map classical states (probability vectors) to classical states, a classical superchannel transforms
stochastic matrices to other stochastic matrices. The corresponding Markov super-generators
were recently studied in Ref. [78]. It would be highly interesting to establish spectral bounds for
these higher-order operators, both in the classical and quantum settings.
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A N-level Lindbladians

In this section we analyze the spectra of Lindblad operators rescaled by the quantum scaling
parameter vy 1= vq2 given in Eq. (68). Consider a map acting on an N dimensional system,
sometimes called a qunit,

N
B(X) = 37 Wyli)G1X[5)i, (A1)

with W;; > 0 and W;; = 0. We have
19 oo = [[@*(D)]|oo = max wj, (A.2)

where w; = > . W;;. Now, D is a diagonal matrix with D;; = vq — w;. The spectrum of d
consists of N eigenvalues of Wj; defined in Eq. (42) and

Aij = Vq — 12 ’

i) (A.3)

Eigenvalues of Wij belongs to the disk of radius v. < vy and Xij € [—vq, Vq] and hence indeed
the spectrum of ® belongs to the disk of radius v.
Consider now the generator giving rise to the pure qunit decoherence, defined by

N
B(X) = > Ayli) (| X15) (], (A4)

ij=1
where the matrix A;; is positive definite. Note, that ®(X) = Ao X is just a Hadamard product
of A and X. One finds ®¥(1) = 3", A;]i)(i|, and hence

Vo 1= @ oo = [ ®F(1)]oc = max Ais. (A-)

Finally, the matrix D is diagonal with D;; = vq — Aj;. One easily finds for the spectrum of ®

1
Nij = Aij +vg = 5 (Aii + Ajj). (A.6)
To show that |XU\ < vg, let first us observe that
Aii = mivq ,  Ajj = xjvq,

with z;,z; € [0,1]. Positivity of [A;;] implies A;;4;; > |A4;;|* and hence due to %(A“ + Aj5) >

w/AiiAjj we have
A = Tij (. N pt®ij
5= v " 4 ),
with r;; € [0,1]. Finally, denoting x;; := 3(z; 4+ x;) one has

2
< va(1 = wij + wijryg)? < vg. (A7)

Y 12 2 ihi;
| Aij|* = Vq‘l — i + @ijrije

Consider now one of the most commonly considered in the literature types of Lindblad op-
erators, L = L1 + Lo, where

Li(p) = > Wijli) (jlol) il - % > willi) il + pli) D), (A.8)

i#j J
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Figure 12: Relation between scaling parameters v and 1/(’1.

with w; = Zl Wi;, and
La(p) = Ayli)(ilpli) (il - 3 > Auliilp + pli)(il). (A9)
i, i
This is the most general Lindbladian covariant w.r.t. diagonal unitary matrices, i.e.

UL(p)UT = L(UpUT), (A.10)

for all U = 3", €!®*|k)(k|. In particular, the celebrated Davies generator derived in the weak
coupling limit belongs to this class [8,25-28,74]. Note that [£1, L2] = 0 and hence the spectral
properties of £1 + Lo are easy to analyze. One finds

19¥]loc = 1197 (1)|oc = max(w; + Aui) < v+ v, (A.11)
where v, = H@% oo = max; w;, and vy = H<I>£HOO = max; A;;. One easily finds for the correspond-

ing map

=~ N T 1 N N
O(X) = > Wila)(GIX 1) + D Aijli) (ilpli) (] + ve X — 3 D (w4 Ag) (Ja) (i X + X i) i)).
i#j ij i
(A.12)
Again, the spectrum consists of N eigenvalues of W;; defined in (42) located at the disk of radius

v, and shifted by vq — vy, i.e., they are located at the disk of radius vy located at (vq — v/, 0)

which defines a subset of a disk of radius v located at the center, see Fig. 12. The remaining
eigenvalues read

S(|i) (1) = Aigléy (], (i # 4) (A.13)
with

~ 1
Aij = Aij + v — o (wi +wj + Ay + Ajj). (A.14)
J J q 2

Similar analysis shows that |XZJ\ < g
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