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Dissipative engineering is a powerful tool for quantum state preparation, and has drawn significant
attention in quantum algorithms and quantum many-body physics in recent years. In this work, we
introduce a novel approach using the Lindblad dynamics to efficiently prepare the ground state for
general ab initio electronic structure problems on quantum computers, without variational parame-
ters. These problems often involve Hamiltonians that lack geometric locality or sparsity structures,
which we address by proposing two generic types of jump operators for the Lindblad dynamics.
Type-1 jump operators break the particle number symmetry and should be simulated in the Fock
space. Type-II jump operators preserves the particle number symmetry and can be simulated more
efficiently in the full configuration interaction space. For both types of jump operators, we prove
that in a simplified Hartree-Fock framework, the spectral gap of our Lindbladian is lower bounded
by a universal constant. For physical observables such as energy and reduced density matrices, the
convergence rate of our Lindblad dynamics with Type-I jump operators remains universal, while
the convergence rate with Type-II jump operators only depends on coarse grained information such
as the number of orbitals and the number of electrons. To validate our approach, we employ a
Monte Carlo trajectory-based algorithm for simulating the Lindblad dynamics for full ab initio
Hamiltonians, demonstrating its effectiveness on molecular systems amenable to exact wavefunction

treatment.

I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum state preparation is a fundamental task in
quantum simulation and quantum algorithm design [I1—
]. While eigenstates of a Hamiltonian can, in principle,
be prepared using quantum phase estimation (QPE) and
its variants, these algorithms themselves often require an
initial state that has a significant overlap with the target
state [7—15]. Dissipative state engineering offers a very
different perspective on this problem. Rather than treat-
ing dissipation as a source of decoherence due to system-
environment coupling, properly designed dissipative dy-
namics, such as those governed by the Lindblad equation,
can encode a wide variety of strongly correlated states as
the steady states of a dynamical process. Dissipative
techniques, and state preparation techniques using mid-
circuit measurements in general, have been widely em-
ployed in preparing matrix product states, ground states
of stabilizer codes, spin systems, and other states exhibit-
ing long-range entanglement [2, 16-22]. There has been
also growing recent interest in using Lindblad dynamics
as an algorithmic tool for thermal state and ground state
preparation [23-31]. However, many applications have
focused on Hamiltonians with special structures, as the
dissipative terms often need to be carefully engineered
based on the special properties of the Hamiltonian. In
contrast, in quantum chemistry and materials science,
ab initio Hamiltonians lack specific geometric locality or
sparsity, which significantly complicates the design of dis-
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sipative terms.

In this work, we overcome this difficulty and present
a novel method for using Lindblad dynamics to effi-
ciently prepare the ground state for general ab initio elec-
tronic structure problems on quantum computers. Our
approach builds upon recent developments in quantum
ground state preparation [25], which has the advantage of
being applicable to both commuting and non-commuting
Hamiltonians on an equal basis. Unlike [25] which pre-
pares the ground state using a single jump operator to-
gether with a coherent term, we propose two sets of Lind-
blad jump operators, termed Type-I and Type-II. Each
set contains poly(L) jump operators (L is the number of
spatial orbitals), which are agnostic to chemical details
and thus can readily be applied to ab initio Hamiltoni-
ans with unstructured and long range coefficients. The
process does not involve variational parameters. Type-I
Lindblad dynamics break the particle-number symmetry
and must be simulated in the Fock space. In contrast,
Type-II jump operators preserve the particle number, al-
lowing for more efficient simulation (on both classical and
quantum computers) in the full configuration interaction
(FCI) space.

The efficiency of Lindblad dynamics for quantum state
preparation is quantified by the mixing time, which is
the time required to reach the target steady state to a
certain precision from an arbitrary initial state [32, 33].
Theoretical analysis of the mixing time is in general a
challenging task, and is often feasible only for specific
systems, parameter regimes, or simplified settings [34—

]. Our strategy is to first theoretically analyze the
spectral gap of the Lindbladian, as well as dynamics of
observables, such as the energy and the reduced density
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matrix (RDM), within a simplified Hartree-Fock (HF)
framework. In this setting, the combined action of the
jump operators effectively implements a classical Markov
chain Monte Carlo within the molecular orbital basis. We
prove that the convergence can be provably agnostic to
specific chemical details, and in some cases, the conver-
gence rate can be universal. We then perform numerical
simulations to examine the transferability of this behav-
ior to the full ab initio Hamiltonian, using an approach
based on unraveled Lindblad dynamics. This is applied
to molecular systems such as BeHs, HoO, and Cl,, which
are amenable to exact wavefunction treatment within the
FCI space. We also apply our method to investigate the
stretched square Hy system, which has nearly degenerate
low-energy states and poses challenges for highly accu-
rate quantum chemistry methods such as CCSD(T). In
all cases, the Lindblad dynamics can prepare a quantum
state with an energy that achieves chemical accuracy,
even in the strongly correlated regime.

II. RESULTS

A. Dissipation engineering for ground state
preparation

We consider Lindblad dynamics of the form:
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For ground state preparation, the key object in Ref. [25]
is the following the jump operator:

Ky = fO = A) (al Axly) [0ty (2)

,J

Here, {Ay} are called (primitive) coupling operators,
whose selection will be discussed in detail later. Each
jump operator Kk 1s derived by reweighting Ay in the
eigenbasis {J:)}X5" of the Hamiltonian H by a filter
function f(w) evaluated at the energy difference A\; — A;.
The filter function f (w) is only supported on the nega-
tive axis. In other words, f(\; — Aj) =0 for any ¢ > j
(assuming A\g < A\; < -+ < Ay_1). As aresult, the jump
operator K r only allows transitions between the eigen-
vectors of H that lower the energy. Since the Lindblad
dynamics generates a completely positive, trace preserv-
ing (CPTP) map [10-12], (;|p(t)]1;) is a normalized
probability distribution at time any ¢. In the energy
basis, the dynamics continuously “shovels” high-energy
states towards low-energy ones, eventually reaching the
ground state, as shown in Figure 1. Furthermore, we can
casily verify K} |1)o) = 0 since f()\j — Xo) = 0 for any
7 > 0. This immediately suggests that the ground state
[tho) (10| is a stationary point of the Lindblad dynamics.

This dynamics is ergodic if the ground state is the only
stationary point, and this can be achieved by a carefully
chosen set of coupling operators {Ag}.

The shoveling process shares some similarities with
various forms of imaginary time evolution (ITE) [3,

], though with notable differences. A direct implemen-

tation of ITE through the application of e™# does not
lead to a completely positive trace-preserving (CPTP)
map, and its quantum implementation again requires
nontrivial overlaps between the initial and target states.
The quantum imaginary time evolution (QITE) algo-
rithm [3] addresses some of these challenges but intro-
duces a process tomography procedure, whose analysis
can be highly nontrivial.

At first glance, it may seem that constructing the jump
operator in Eq. (2) requires diagonalizing H, which would
clearly defeat the purpose. However, we can reformulate
the definition of K in the time domain as

Ry = /R F(5) An(s) ds, (3)

where Ag(s) = eiﬁSAke*iﬁs is the Heisenberg evolu-
tion of Ay, and f(s) = 5 [5 f(w)e ™ dw is the inverse

Fourier transform of the ﬁlter functlon f in the frequency
domain.

In this form, the construction of the jump operator can
be achieved using standard Trotter expansions for digi-
tally simulating the Hamiltonian evolution. Additionally,
the Trotter expansion can also be applied to simulate
the Lindblad dynamics in Eq. (1). The choice of the fil-
ter function depends only on coarse-grained properties of
the system, such as estimates of the spectral radius and
the spectral gap of H. A brief review of the selection of
the filter function and the quantum simulation algorithm
is provided in the Supplementary Information (SI).

B. Type-I and Type-II jump operators for ab initio
calculations

Unlike lattice problems, the second quantized Hamil-
tonians in ab initio electronic structure calculations do
not have clean forms such as nearest-neighbor interac-
tions. Therefore it is important to choose simple and yet
effective set of coupling operators {Ax} that are easy to
implement and allow the system to converge rapidly to-
wards the ground state. In this work, we introduce two
simple sets of primitive coupling operators, referred to
as Type-I and Type-II, respectively. The corresponding
jump operators can be constructed according to Eq. (3).

We choose the set of Type-I coupling operators to be

={al |i=1,2--,20}U{a; | i = 1,2,---,2L}.
This includes all of the 4L (counting spatial and spin
degrees of freedom) fermionic creation and annihilation
operators. Each operator can be expressed in the atomic
orbital basis, molecular orbital basis, or some other basis
sets. These different choices differ by a unitary matrix.
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A conceptual illustration of the “shoveling” process in ground state preparation via Lindbladians. The choice of jump

operators ensures that the Lindbladian only allows transitions from high-energy eigenstates to low-energy eigenstates.

Given the linear relationship between the jump opera-
tor and the coupling operator, a unitary rotation of the
coupling operators will correspondingly induce a unitary
rotation of the jump operators. This unitary rotation
can be viewed as a gauge degree of freedom. Ideally the
numerical result should be independent of this gauge.
We will verify that this is indeed the case in a simplified
Hartree-Fock setting.

The set of Type-II coupling operators is A = {a;-r a; |
i,j = 1,2,--- 2L} which includes every fermionic cre-
ation and annihilation pairs, and has 4L? elements in
total. Most Hamiltonians in ab initio electronic struc-
ture calculations are particle number preserving. Unlike
Type-1 coupling operators which break particle number
symmetries and must be simulated in the Fock space,
Type-II coupling operators (and the corresponding jump
operators) preserve particle number symmetries. The
corresponding Lindblad dynamics can be simulated in
the full configuration interaction (FCI) space. Note that
the dimension of density matrix in the Fock formulation

is 42" and that of the FCI space is (JQVL)Q, where N, is the
number of electrons. The difference becomes particularly
significant when NV, is very small or large, such as simu-
lating alkali metals and halogen elements in a small basis
set. The particle number symmetry can be used also re-
duce the cost of quantum simulations, such as the Trot-
ter error for Hamiltonian simulation e~ [50, 51], or the
block encoding subnormalization factors of the Hamilto-
nian [52, 53].

Both Type-I and Type-II sets are “bulk” coupling op-
erators, meaning that dissipation is introduced on every
(atomic or molecular) basis function. As will be seen
below, this can be very effective in reducing the mix-
ing time. On the other hand, this comes at the cost of
introducing a large number of jump operators and add
simulation cost, both on quantum computers [25] and in
classical simulation. We will also discuss how to reduce
the number using active space ideas.

C. Universal fast convergence with Type-I set in
Hartree-Fock theory

We first consider the ground state preparation via
Lindbladians at the HF level before moving on to the
interacting regime. We refer readers to the SI for a brief
review of the Hartree-Fock theory. Essentially, after self-
consistency is reached, all the information of the Hartree-
Fock theory is encoded in a non-interacting Hamiltonian
H= ZQL_l qa;gaq, where the Hermitian matrix F' is
called the Fock matrix. Let @ be the unitary matrix that
diagonalizes F', then the new basis set, known as molec-
ular orbitals, is obtained by transforming the atomic or-
bitals using ®. For such Hamiltonians, the information
contained in the many-body density operator p is en-
tirely stored in the one-particle reduced density matrix
(1-RDM), defined as

Py =Tr (pa;ai), 1<i,j<2L. (4)
According to the Thouless theorem [54, 55],

ea*Ea ple

Therefore, we have

K'p,Jr:/f(s)eiHSaLe_iHSds
R

efla; = Z(e*F)iqaqu. (5)

q

2L
_ T/ iFs iHs —iHs
_/Rf(s)z_;ar(e )rpeie ds (6)
2L
=D _al(f(F
r=1
and similarly
K,_ :/f(s)eiﬁsaqefiﬁsds
R
_ —iF's iHs —iHs
_/Rf(s (e™ %) g rare e %ds (7)

2L R
=3 a(f(=F))gu-



This implies that for the Type-I set, the jump operators
are all linear in fermionic creation and annihilation op-
erators. The corresponding Lindblad dynamics is quasi-
free [56-59], and we can derive a closed form equation of
motion for the 1I-RDM

9, P(t) = —i[F, P(t)]+ B— %[P(t)(B—&-C) +(B+O)P(t)].
(8)

Here

B = f(F)f(F)' = fA(F),

(9)
and we use the fact that the Fock matrix F' is Hermi-
tian. A detailed derivation of Eq. (8) can be found
in the SI. For any filter function f satisfying f(w) = 1
on [=2||H||2,—A] and f(w) = 0 on [0,400), we have
B+ C = f%(F) + f%(—F) = 1, where 1 is the identity
matrix. The equation of motion Eq. (8) then takes a
very simple form

8, P(t) = —i[F, P(t)] — P(t) + f(F). (10)

In particular, if we perform a unitary rotation of the
fermionic creation and annihilation operators used to de-
fine the primitive coupling operators, this amounts to a
gauge choice, and the final equation of motion (10) is
gauge-invariant.

From Eq.(10) we can easily see that P* = f(F) is the
unique stationary point. In fact, let P(t) and P’(t) be
the solution to solve Eq. (10) with different initial values
P(0) and P’(0), then

1P(t) = P'(®)lp = e~"||P(0) = P'(O)]lp,  (11)

where ||A|| := /Tr(ATA) denotes the Frobenius norm of
matrices. The detailed derivation of Eq. (11) is provided
in the SIL.

We may get more insight by rewriting Eq. (10) in
the energy basis. Specifically, we define P = 3P =
(Tr (pc}ci)) -, where ® is the coefficient matrix

1<4,5<2L

of the molecular orbitals. Then we have
8y P(t) = —i[A, P(t)] — P(t) + f(A). (12)

Here we use FA = A® and A = diag(eq, -+ ,e91,) with
g1 < - < en, < 0 < ENg+1 < oo < egr. There-
fore the stationary point P* is given by P* = f(A) =
diag(1,---,1,0,---,0) which is consistent with the auf-
~—— ——
Ne 2L—N,
bau principle, and this is achieved without explicitly di-
agonalizing the Fock matrix. In particular, the diagonal

elements of P(t) evolves as follows:

= o)

i:]_v...,NC’

C=f(~F)f(~F)' = [*(-F),

Assume the initial occupation numbers of the molecular
orbitals (i.e. the diagonal elements of the initial 1-RDM

P(0)) is given by n;(0), then

oy 1 (1 —n;(0))e
< Z> {ni(0)€t7

1= ]-7 ) Nea
i=Neg+1,--- 2L

(14)
Therefore in the energy basis, the Lindblad dynamics
with Type-I jump operators can drive the occupation
numbers of the lowest N, molecular orbitals to approach
1 exponentially, while the occupation numbers of the the
remaining 2L — N, high-energy molecular orbitals expo-
nentially approach 0 (see Figure 2). The convergence rate
is universal and is independent of any chemical details
or initial starting point. A numerical validation of this
statement is provided in Section ITF.
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FIG. 2. A conceptual illustration of the evolution of the diag-
onal elements of the 1-RDM under linear bulk dissipation for
ground state preparation. The occupation numbers on each
molecular orbital increase or decrease independently in an ex-
ponential rate.

D. Convergence with Type-II set oblivious to
chemical details in Hartree-Fock theory

Let us now carry out the calculation for Type-II jump
operators in the Hartree-Fock setting. Recall f (w) =1
on [—2||H||z, —A] and f(w) = 0 on [0,+00), using the
Thouless theorem, the jump operators satisfy

Kij:/Rf(s)eiHsazaje_iﬁsds

2L
Z flep— Eq)CLCq(I)rpq)jq = Z Cch@qu’jq
P,q=1 r<q
(15)
Note that Kij is a quadratic operator in the fermionic
operators and not Hermitian. This means that the Lind-
blad dynamics is not quasi-free, and the 1-RDM cannot



satisfy a closed form equation of motion [59]. Despite
this, we demonstrate below an explicit description of the
dynamics in the energy basis. For the coherent part,

(16)

Here EL denotes the adjoint of the superoperator Lp
with respect to the Hilbert-Schmidt inner product. More-
over, using that ® consists of orthonormal columns, we
find

2L
> KLK; =

L'TH(cics) = i[ﬁ, c;[cs] =i(e, — 63)6108

ZZZC cpcles®iy Q7,7 Pjs

i,j=1 ij p<qr<s (17)
= ch;cpc;cq = Z(l — Np)Ng.
r<q p<q
Similarly, for r # s,
ZKT Ry — (R Koy ches)
zgcrcs 17 5 ijtYijs CrCs
(18)
_i(MT + M, +1)cle,
Here
M, = Zcpc;g + chcq = Z(l —ny) + an.
p<k q>k p<k q>k
For r = s,
‘C}{(Cicr) = Z(l —np)ng — Z(l — np)ny. (20)

q>r p<r

In all the expressions above, the operators occurring in
the Lindblad dynamics are all invariant to the gauge
choice in the primitive coupling operators, and can all be
expressed using simple operators in molecular orbitals.
For a detailed derivation of the above equations, inter-
ested readers can refer to the SI.

_Consider the 1-RDM in the molecular orbital basis
P= (Tr(clcsp))lssmgu = &' P®. Then the equation of

motion of the entries of P depends on that of the 2-RDM.
Specifically, for the off-diagonal elements,

atf) = 1(55 - ET)EST - %«MT + M + l)cj“68> r<s,
T 7i(5s - gr)Psr - %<CICS(MT + MS + 1)> r>s.
(21)

For the diagonal elements,

OiPrr ==Y Pop+ Y Pog+ Y (npmy) = > (nymy)
==Y {(L=npn,)+ Y (1
= —(M;n,) + Z<nq>~

(22)

Further derivations of the equation of motion for the 2-
RDM will lead to the 3-RDM, and so forth. It resem-
bles the renowned Bogoliubova-Born-Green-Kirkwood—
Yvon (BBGKY) hierarchy [60]. To make the system solv-
able, we can truncate the equations by neglecting the
higher-order moment terms. At this point, if we consider
these matrix elements as random processes, then the
equations of motion describe a classical continuous-time
Markov chain, with the stationary distribution 1-RDM
= diag(1,---,1,0,---
— “/—/

approximately given by P* ,0) ac-

Ne 2L—N.
cording to the aufbau principle. Nonetheless, from Eq.
(21) and Eq. (22), it is evident that the evolutlon of the
RDMs are oblivious to chemical details, and are solely
determined by the number of orbitals L and the number
of electrons N,. Moreover, the dynamics of the diago-
nal entries is independent of that of the off-diagonal en-
tries. For an intuitive understanding of this, it resembles
a “mass transport” process from higher energy orbitals to
lower energy orbitals. Therefore, the change in occupa-
tion number of each orbital is influenced by the electronic
population of other orbitals, leading to the appearance of
2-RDM related terms in the equations (see Figure 3).
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FIG. 3. A conceptual illustration of the evolution of the diag-
onal elements of the 1-RDM under quadratic bulk dissipation
for ground state preparation, which is a “mass transport” pro-
cess from higher energy orbitals to lower energy orbitals.

For the diagonal entries, applying the mean-field ap-
proximation on Eq. (22) gives:

atﬁrr ~ _<Mr>ﬁrr’ + Z ﬁqq-

q>r

(23)

Note that My = 1 for all r < N, and r > N, + 1, the
convergence rates of the off-diagonal 1-RDM entries are
exponential with the exponent of at least 1. The case
r € {Ne, No+1} is beyond the mean-field analysis. These
convergence rate arguments can be verified numerically
(see Section ITF). A detailed explanation of the results
above can be found in the SI.



E. Spectral gap of Lindbladian in Hartree-Fock
theory

In this section, we provide a direct characterization
of the spectral gap of the Lindbladian. Consider the fol-
lowing Hamiltonian, which corresponds to the dissipative
part of the Lindblad dynamics.

N 1 N
Hyp = 5 > KKy, (24)
k

Since for every jump operator Ky, [tho) = 0 by construc-
tion, ﬁdp can be viewed as a frustration-free parent
Hamiltonian of the ground state |1p). We have the fol-
lowing theorem (the proof is given in the SI).

Theorem 1. If [f],ﬂdp] = 0, then the spectral gap of
the Lindbladian L is equal to the gap of ﬁdp.

In the Hartree-Fock setting, we have established that
the equation of motion of the 1-RDM in the molecular
orbital basis is independent of chemical details. Now we
prove a stronger result, which states that the spectral
gap of the Lindbladian is rigorously bounded from below
using Type-I and Type-II jump operators in Hartree-Fock
theory.

For Type-I jump operators, by calculating f{dp in the
molecular orbital basis (see the SI for details), we obtain

Aip=3 Y (-m) 45 Yong,  (29)

p<Ne q>Ne

where n,,n, are number operators and commute with

H, which is diagonal in the molecular orbital basis. Ap-
plying Theorem 1, we find that the spectral gap of the
Lindbladian is the same as the gap of Hgp, which is equal
to 1.

For Type-II jump operators, from previous calcula-
tions,

N 1
Hap = 5 > (1= np)ng. (26)
p<q

which again only consists of number operators. Applying
Theorem 1, we find that the spectral gap of the Lindbla-
dian is also equal to %

For thermal state preparation, an estimate of the spec-
tral gap provides a direct upper bound on the mixing
time of the Lindblad dynamics in trace distance [32].
This relationship, however, assumes that the stationary
state is invertible, which is not satisfied by the ground
state density matrix. In practice, we observe that the
convergence rate of observables aligns closely with the
spectral gap analysis and does not exhibit dependence
on system size.

F. Numerical verification in the Hartree-Fock
setting

Given that the equations of motion of the entries of the
1-RDM are not closed, it is more challenging to analyze
the convergence rate of the Type-II settings. Nonethe-
less, we may provide a qualitative estimation of the con-
vergence rate using mean-field approximation. Let us
first focus on the diagonal elements. For both r > s and
r < s, applying the mean-field approximation to Eq. (21)
results in the following linear homogeneous equation:

~ 1 -
0y Py ~ —5(1 + (M, + M) +i(e, —es)| Per.  (27)

So under the mean-field approximation, the off-diagonal
entry Ps,. converges exponentially to zero with an expo-
nent of at least %, since M, is positive semidefinite for
any k.

In this section, we numerically verify the convergence
rate of observables such as energy and 1-RDM at the HF
level. Using the Type-I set in Section 11 C, Figure 4 (a)
shows that the convergence of the energy towards the
ground state energy follows a universal relation exp(—t),
for any molecule in any basis set. This is because the
effect of the collection action of the jump operators is
to independently adjust the occupation number of each
molecular orbital, until the aufbau principle is reached.

Figure 4 (b) shows the convergence rate of the energy
using the Type-II set in Section II D. The test systems are
Fo (1.4 A), LiH (1.546 A), chain Hy (2.0 A) and square Hy
(2.0 A) using STO-3G and STO-6G basis sets. For each
molecule, STO-3G and STO-6G have the same number of
orbitals and electrons. The two isomers of Hy also share
the same number of orbitals and electrons. We observe
that the convergence of the systems with the same L
and N, are exactly identical up to renormalization, but
it varies across those molecules with different numbers,
indicating a nontrivial dependence on both L and N,.

To further examine the convergence rate, we track the
evolution of the diagonal and off-diagonal entries of the
1-RDM for the Hy within STO-3G, as shown in Figure 5.
From Figure 5 (a) and (b), we see that the convergence
rates of the diagonal entries are faster than exp(—t) ex-
cept for the highest occupied molecular orbital (HOMO)
and the lowest unoccupied molecular orbital (LUMO).
Additionally, the off-diagonal entries exhibit convergence
exponents of at least % All of the numerical results agree
very well with the mean-field analysis discussed in Sec-
tion IID.

G. Transferability to full ab initio calculations

Both Type-I and Type-II coupling operators can be
readily applied in full ab initio calculations. However,
the jump operators are no longer linear and quadratic
fermionic operators. For small-sized systems up to 12
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(a) Convergence of energy using the Type-I set for Hartree-Fock
state preparation of the molecules Hy, LiH, HoO, CH4, HCN,
CoHy, Na, Hip and SO3. The y-axis is displayed on a logarithmic
scale. We perform each simulation by propagating the 1-RDM
according to Eq. (8) using the DOPRI5 solver. The convergence
rate is universal.
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(b) Convergence of energy using the Type-II set for Fa, LiH and
Hy4 molecules (square and chain) in STO-3G and STO-6G. In
each simulation, we perform the simulation by directly
propagating the many-body density operator using DOPRI5
solver in the number preserving sector with random initialization.
The convergence rate only depends on the number of orbitals and
the number of electrons.

FIG. 4. The numerical verification of the chemical-detail-independence in the Hartree-Fock setting under the two types of bulk
dissipation. (a) presents the dynamics of the Hartree-Fock state preparation of various molecular systems with Type-I set. (b)
demonstrates the energy convergence curves of molecular systems with various values of L and N, with Type-II set.
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each curve.

FIG. 5. Numerical demonstration of the convergence rate of the diagonal and off-diagonal entries of the 1-RDM with Type-II
set for the Hy system in STO-3G. The y-axis is plotted on a logarithmic scale.

spin orbitals, we may choose to propagate a many-body
density operator, or a stochastic wavefunction by “un-
raveling” Lindblad dynamics and performing stochastic
averages (see the SI), in the Fock space or in the FCI
space. For systems of larger sizes, the only feasible op-
tion for direct simulation is to simulate the stochastic
wavefunction using Type-II jump operators in the FCI
space. We quantify the convergence of the Lindblad dy-
namics based on the rate of energy convergence.

We note that both Type-I and Type-II sets involve a

large number of jump operators, which can lead to in-
creased simulation costs. However, in practice, the num-
ber of jump operators can be significantly reduced with
minimal impact on efficiency. This is because the primary
challenges in simulating chemical systems often arise in
the low-energy space, particularly near the Fermi sur-
face when we start with the Hartree-Fock initial guess.
As a result, we can apply “active space” techniques to
reduce the number of jump operators, focusing only on
the most relevant degrees of freedom. For instance, if



we start from the vacuum state, it is unnecessary to in-
clude all operators from the set Ay = {a,}2L, U{af}2L,,
as the Hartree-Fock state is confined to the low-energy
sector. Therefore, we can instead select the subset
Sl = {cm,CI7T,C,-7¢,CI¢}£§;:_T+1, which includes only
the 8r orbitals defined around the Fermi surface under
the molecular orbital basis.

We perform the numerical tests for S;. In all of the
four systems demonstrated in Figure 6, we choose the ini-
tial state to be the Hartree-Fock state. We observe that
energy decreases to A\g with a fidelity within the chem-
ical accuracy, which shows a good transferability of the
active space reduction idea to full ab initio calculations
for the Type-I setting.
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FIG. 6. Discrete Monte-Carlo trajectory based simulations for
hydrogen chain systems: Hs at bondlength 0.7 A in STO-3G,
H, at bondlength 0.7 A in 6-31G, chain-like Hy at bondlength
0.7 A in STO-3G and chain-like Hg at bondlength 0.7 A in
STO-3G. We choose 8] as the coupling matrices with r =
1,1, 1,2 respectively and initialize with |HF) in all of the four
cases.

Similarly, for the Type-II set, we can start from the
Hartree-Fock state or low excited Slater determinant and
include only the jump operators defined on a small num-
ber of orbitals around the Fermi surface. In this case,
we consider the following reduced set of particle-number
preserving coupling operators

'Sfl = {C;'r,gcjﬂ'“’j € {Ne*r+]~a e ,Ne+7’}, o, T € {Ta \L}}a

(28)
which has 16r2 spin orbitals in total. In practice, set-
ting » = 1 or r = 2 is typically sufficient to achieve

convergence of the system to its ground state. The cor-
responding numerical results are presented in Figure 7.
To compare the convergence rates of the full ab initio
and Hartree-Fock state preparation with the reduced set
81, we begin from the (triplet) excited Slater determi-

nant cj\,e +1,1CNe, L |HF). Notably, the convergence rate of
the full ab initio state preparation is observed to be not
much slower than that of the Hartree-Fock method, in
the sense of Lindblad simulation time required to reach
chemical accuracy.

In fact, the set of Type-II orbitals can be further com-
pressed. For instance, we may take the subset Tij of Sf;
that contains only the “nearest hopping” of molecular
orbitals:

I? = {c;r,acjﬂ"i?j € {Ne -7+ 1?' o 7Ne + T}7
o, € {1 }}

The number of operators in 7] increases only linearly
with L for fixed r. The numerical convergence behav-
iors with 7] are shown in Figure 7. We observe that
the further compression of Sf; maintains the simulation
efficiency, in the sense that the Lindblad simulation time
required to achieve chemical accuracy with the Tjj set
remains comparable to or only slightly longer than that
needed with the &j; set.

The ground state preparation via Lindbladians with
the set 7] can perform well even in strongly correlated
systems where the Hartree-Fock state poorly approxi-
mates the true ground state. Examples like the stretched
square H, highlight these challenges due to their nearly
degenerate low energy states, which even highly accu-
rate methods like CCSD(T),often referred to as the “gold
standard” in molecular quantum chemistry, struggle with
[47, 61, 62]. Our results show that Lindblad dynamics
effectively captures the correlation energy. As shown in
Figure 8 (a), as the bond length of the square Hy sys-
tem increases, the energy accuracy of the Hartree-Fock
initial guess decreases. Concurrently, the initial over-
lap between the Hartree-Fock state and the true ground
state diminishes, indicating a growing extent of strong
correlation. However, as illustrated in Figure 8 (b), the
convergence of Lindblad dynamics remains largely unaf-
fected by the degree of strong correlation starting from
the Hartree-Fock initial state at various bond lengths.
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III. DISCUSSION

To our knowledge, this work is the first Lindblad-based
ground state preparation algorithm for ab initio elec-
tronic structure calculations. The Lindblad dynamics is
employed as an algorithmic tool for dissipative state en-
gineering. Unlike imaginary time evolution or quantum
phase estimation, this method can efficiently prepare the
ground state starting from any initial configuration, pro-
vided even starting from a state with zero initial overlap.
We prove that the Lindblad dynamics with Type-I and
Type-IT jump operators can converge rapidly in a simpli-
fied Hartree-Fock setting, and validate the transferability
to full ab initio calculations even for systems exhibiting
strong correlation behaviors.

In order to perform numerical simulation for larger sys-
tems with tens to hundreds of spin-orbitals, even prop-
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agating the state vector in the FCI space can be very
costly, and advanced simulation methods such as quan-
tum Monte Carlo methods or tensor network-based meth-
ods must be employed. Theoretically, we need to de-
velop a more powerful framework for understanding con-
vergence rates with a degenerate stationary state (such
as the ground state preparation problem), which may be
analogous to the role of log-Sobolev inequalities [33] in
thermal state analysis. This work may also provide new
perspectives of ground state preparation in other areas,
such as nuclei physics, fermions with random coefficients
(e.g., the SYK model), or optimization problems on un-
structured graphs.
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Appendix A: Choice of filter function and sketch of quantum simulation algorithm

In is section, we discuss the choice of filter function in Ref. [25] and briefly review quantum algorithms for simulating
the Lindblad dynamics. X .

We begin by reviewing the definition of the jump operator K. Since the eigenvectors of H are typically not
accessible, we express K in the time domain as follows:

Ky = /R F(5)Ag(s)ds (A1)

where Aj(s) = e5A,e~H¢ is the Heisenberg evolution of Ay, and f(s) = o [ f(w)e *dw is the inverse Fourier
transform of the filter f in the frequency domain. One possible choice for the filter function in the frequency domain
f is given by the following form [25]

. erf(¥4e) — erf(«tb
flw) = 08 )2 5 (A2)
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where erf(w f e~ dt denotes the error function. Here a is chosen to be an energy cutoff satisfying a > 2| H |2
and b is chosen to be the spectral gap of the Hamiltonian A := A\; — Ag. The parameters ¢, and ¢ are chosen to be on
the same order of a and b respectively. In this setup, f is approximately supported on the interval [—2||H |2, —A] (Note
that the largest eigenvalue difference is [A; — Aj| < 2||H||2). The inverse Fourier transform f can also be computed
analytically as

1
fls) = i (exp(ias — 625 /4) — exp(ibs — 6;5%/4)) (A3)
s
where f(0) = a{ﬂb is obtained by taking the limit s — 0. f(s) is a smooth complex-valued function with the

modulus |f(s)| exhibiting a rapid decay when |s| — oo. Specifically, f(s) approximately vanishes when |s| > S
for some Ss; = O(1/A), which allows us to truncate the infinite integral and use the trapezoidal quadrature rule to
approximate the jump operator Kj:

Ry~ / £(s © S fed (A4)
I=—M,
where My is the number of quadrature nodes on [0, S;] or [—Ss, 0], s; = [As and As = S;/M,. The weights {w;} are
chosen to be As/2 for | = £ M, and As for —M,+1 <1< M, — 1.
To simulate the Lindblad dynamics exp(Lt) on quantum devices, we can begin with a first order Trotter split-
ting exp(Lt) =~ (exp(LyuT) - exp(LxT))"/7. The coherent dynamics exp(Ly7) is just the Hamiltonian simulation
exp(—iﬁ 7'). For the nonunitary dissipative part exp(Lx7), we can reduce this problem to a dilated Hamiltonian

simulation up to a partial trace on the ancilla qubit, namely
exp(LxT)[p] = Tra e EKVT(0,)(04] @ p)e VT + O(72). (A5)

Here, Trq denotes the partial trace operation on the ancilla qubit. For simplicity we consider only one jump operator

K, and K is defined by the Hermitian dilated matrix K= ( e IgT ) Then the dilated Hamiltonian simulation e'X V7
can be efficiently performed on a quantum computer using a second order Trotter splitting according to the discretized

time evolution of K shown in Eq. (A4) (see [25] for details).

Appendix B: Review of Hartree-Fock theory in the second quantized representation

The HF theory finds a self-consistent single-particle operator approximation to the many-body Hamiltonian taking
the form
2L
Hyr = Z qua;aq, Fpq = hpg + Vpg — Kopq- (B1)

p,q=1

Here L is the number of spatial orbitals, and 2L is the number of spin orbitals. The operators a}: and a, are fermionic
creation and annihilation operators with respect to the orthonormalized spin orbitals. Here h,, is a fixed single-
particle matrix. The direct Coulomb and Fock exchange terms, denoted by V,, and K4, respectively, should be

solved self-consistently with respect to the one-particle density matrix (1-RDM), defined as
Ne
Dpg =Y 0%, pg=1,2,--- 2L (B2)
i=1
Here ® € C2£%2L is a unitary matrix called the molecular orbital coefficients, which are eigenfunctions of the Fock
matrix F. We denote FA = A® with A = diag(ey,--- ,ear).
Once D is fixed, the HF Hamiltonian in Eq. (Bl) is a quadratic Hamiltonian. Its ground state has an explicit
expression in the Slater-determinant form:

HF) = ] -+, vac) (B3)
where the new set of creation operators {CI} are given by the unitary transform of {al} via
(CL"' 7C£L) - (a]{f" ,CLEL)‘I). (B4)

Note that [HF) is the ground state of the converged Hamiltonian Hyp with eigenvalue Ey = ZkNil €g. This sum of
eigenvalues can also be expressed as Tr(F D), which differs from the Hartree-Fock energy by a nonlinear term that
depends only on D.
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Appendix C: Solving quasi-free Lindblad dynamics

We consider the solution of the Lindblad dynamics that is quasi-free, i.e. with Hamiltonians that are quadratic
in the fermionic creation and annihilation operators and Lindblad jump operators that are linear in the fermionic
creation and annihilation operators [56-59)].

Specifically, we consider H = Z;Lq qua;)aq with a Hermitian coefficient matrix F' = (Fpq)1<p,q<2r, and the following
Lindblad jump operators:

2L 2L
Kp,—&- = ZaiKr,pa f(q,— = Zarquv Ky p, Jqr € C. (C1)

We will derive the equation of motion for the one-particle reduced density matrix (1-RDM) with respect to the
many-body density operator p, defined as

Py =Tr (pa;ai>, 1<i,j<2L. (C2)
From the Lindblad equation:
Orp = fi[I:[,p] + Z(kp,+l)f(;,+ - %{IA{;#KP,%P}) + Z(Kq,—PKT, - *{KT Aq — P}, (C3)
P q
the equation of motion of F;; is given by
8, Py (t) = —iTr([fI,p]a}%) + > ”ﬁr(KT ala; K, .,0) - *TY({ Kpeal az}P) (C4)
pee{+,—}

According to the canonical anticommutation relations (CAR), each term in Eq. (C4) can be simplified as follows:

2L

—iﬂ([ﬁ,p]a;ai) = 1> (FipPy — FyPy), (C5)
p=1
E:Tr(KJr +a] aZKp +p) - fTr<{ ot Ap+,ajal}p) Z Z Z(K* Ky Pir + K Ky Prj), (C6)
I3 pr
and
ZTr(KT alaiky p) - 7Tr({KT Ry - alai}p) = ;Z(J;‘pJTpPW T T Py). (1)
p,T
Next we provide detailed derivations of Eq. (C5) to (C7).
For Eq. (C5),
Tr([f{,p]a;ai) = ZTr(quaLaqpa;ai> - Tr(qupaLaqa;-ai>
ZF Tr( al alaTaq - a;;aqa}ai))

= Z Fpq (5ipTr(paT.aq) — 5qur(paTai ) + Z Fpy Tr (p( TaTaqaz - a;a;r)azaq)) (C8)

pq

= Z FiqPyj — Z FpiPyp + Z Fpq Tr( a a )(—aiaq) a;ra;alaq))
= ZFiqqu - ZijPip’
q p

Here we use the definition P;; = Tr (pa}ai) and the canonical anticommutation relations.
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For Eq. (C6), we first notice that
ﬂ((K* calaiks, )~ UK} +,a;ai}p) = (1K) alad K ) + 5 T (oK L lafai Kyi]). (CO)
For each term in Eq. (C9), we expand f(p,Jr and Kp 4, yielding

Tr(([K;Jr? a;a ]KVLDHr"_Kv]L [a aqu%])p)

2L (C10)
Z Tr (K Ksp(czra]LCLzaJr — a;aiaral + ara}aiaT — ayaTaTal)p)
r,s=1
Using the algebraic relations [a,, a;ai] = 0p;ai, [a:g, ;az] = féqia; (can be verified directly using CAR), we obtain:
X 2L
Tr((K} 2 alail Kyt + K} lalas, Ko ))p) = 3 (K, Kop(lar,alailal — aslal, alai))p)
r,s=1
= Z Tr( K, 5Tjala + ds;ara ;[)p) (C11)
r,s=1

2
= ZK;,szmTr a;alp) + ZK K; ,Tr aTa;p).
Taking summation with respect to the index p on both sides, we get

ZTr( p+, J ]Kp++K +la; aZ,Kp,Jr])p)

2L

= Z (Z Ko pl0is — Tr(alaip)] + Y K7 K [0, — Tr(a}a,p)}) (C12)

r=1
—2 Z KipK, =Y (K3 Kyp P + K Kip Prj),
P p,r

which proves Eq. (C6). Here we use Trp = 1. Eq. (C7) can be verified by following almost the same procedure.
Using Eq. (C5) to Eq. (C7), it follows readily that the equation of motion P(¢) has the following closed form:

1
OyP(t) = —i[F, P(t)]+ B — §[P(t)(B +C)+ (B+C)P(t)]. (C13)
The positive semidefinite matrices B and C' are defined as
Bij = ZK K, Cij=Y_ T, (C14)
P

Eq. (C13) is a linear autonomous system for P(t) of size 2L x 2L. Therefore, we can solve Lindblad dynamics of
the quasi-free fermionic systems of large sizes by studying the evolution of the 1-RDM. Once we have the equation
of motion for P(t), we can obtain the evolution of energy expectation value (or other quadratic observables) of p(t)
using the 1-RDM:

2L
E(t) = Tr(p(t)ﬁf) = 3" Tr(p(t)ajagFyg) = Te(P()F). (C15)

p,q=1

Appendix D: Equations of motion of 1-RDM with Type-II jump operators

In this section, we provide a detailed derivation of the equation of motion of the 1I-RDM with the Type-II set. We

consider the converged Hartree-Fock Hamiltonian H= Z
following set of coupling operators:

=1 F qaLaq with a Hermitian coefficient matrix F' and the

A = {ala; |i,j=1,2,--- ,2L}. (D1)
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Assume F' can be diagonalized as FA = A®, where ® is a unitary matrix and the diagonal entries of A = diag(e,)
are ordered non-decreasingly. In the molecular orbital basis, the HF Hamiltonian can be further simplified as a
weighted summation of the number operators on the molecular orbitals, namely H = Ziil EpChep.

Next we consider the equation of motion of the 1-RDM under the energy basis of the HF Hamiltonian. We first
calculate

Lh(cley) =i[H, cles] = iz 6pc;f)cpci.cs - Epci.csc}:cp
P

_ Tl _ i Tt
=i E 1) pepc Cs — EpCpCrCpCs OpsEpCaCp + epcrepCscp

(D2)
—j ) Te _ _otety(— Y T Tt
i rpEpChCs — Ep(—Crch)(—CsCp) — OpsEpCrCp + EpCrepCsCy
=i(e, —4)cles.
Next, we compute the jump operators using the Thouless theorem
K;; = / f(s ZHSa laje —ifls g — Z f )e cqq)fp@jq = Zc;f,cqq)qu)jq. (D3)

p,q=1 p<q

Here we use f|[—2|\HH27—A] =1 and f|[07+oo) = 0. Therefore, using the fact that ® consists of orthonormal columns,
we have

Z K;; = ZZZC cples®ip 7,070 Zc cpc Cq = Z(l — Np)Ng. (D4)
4,5=1 ij p<gr<s p<g r<gq
Similarly, we calculate
1
Z K¢l crcS i — f{ Kij,cics} = chcpcicsclcq - i{cgcpc;cq, cleg}. (D5)
p<q
To simplify Eq. (D5), we begin with rewriting it as
1 1
Ll (cley) = 3 Z(c};cpcicscch - c];cpcchclcs) + 3 Z(cgcpclcsc;;cq - clcsc};cpc;cq). (D6)
pr<q p<q
For the first term,
CsCq — 5rchcpcI,cs + c:r]cpc;cicqcs

Te ctecte —clecle cle. =6 .clecle. —cte clel
CyCpCrCsCpCq — CuCpCpCqCyCs = OpsCaCpCplq — CaCpC,.C

q P a“P%p q P q
= psc];cpcicq - cl;cp( LCI)(—Cqu) - 5rqc];cpc;cs + cj;cpc;;clcqcs (D7)
= pscgcpcicq - (5rqc:gcpc;cs.

Likewise, for the second term,
chepelescleq — cleselepeleq = dprclescleq — 8sqctenche,. (D8)

So we have,

£T

M\F‘

(Zc csC cq Zc cpC cS+ZC csC cq Zc cpC cs>. (D9)

q>s p<r q>r p<s

In particular, for r # s, we move c:g to the right in the first term and move ¢, to the left in the third term:

(— Z c:[cSchq — Z cpc}:clcs — Z c:f]cqclcs — Z clcscpc;,>

q>s p<r q>r p<s

DN | =

Ll (cles)
(D10)

(M cles+c¢ csMs)

w\'—'
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Here, M, is defined as follows:
M, = Zcpc;g + Z cgcq = Z cpc;: + Z cgcq = Z(l —ny) + an. (D11)
p<k q>k p<k q>k p<k q>k

Notice that for r < s:

0057 s EccscpT—&-Eccsccq EcpcccS Eccqccs

p<s q>s p<s q>s

(D12)
= Z (5pTchs — Z (5chch = clcs.
p<s q>s
Similarly, for r > s:
M,,cle Z cp cles + Z cgcqcics — Z clcscpc; — Z clcsc};cq
< > < >
p<r q>r p<r q>r UD13)
= Z SpsClep — Z Sqsclcq = cles.
p<r q>r

Using Eq. (D2) and Eq. (D10) to (D13), we obtain the equation of motion of the 1-RDM in the molecular orbital
basis P = &TP® = (Tr (pc}ci)> . For the off-diagonal entries, we have
1<i,j<2L

0,5, — | i = &) Py — 3((My + My + 1)cles) 1<, (D14)
o —i(es — &) Por — 3(cles(My + Mg+ 1)) 7> s.
For the diagonal entries, we have
0, P,y = Z(czcrc}ic@ — Z(clcpc;q} = Z(P (nyng)) + Z op — (MpTr))
q>r p<r q>r p<r 0315)
== Z (1 =np)ns) + Z (1 =np)ng) = —(Myny) + Z<nq>'
p<r q>r q>r

Appendix E: Convergence of 1-RDM in the simplified Hartree-Fock setting

For the Type-I setting, we will show the universal exponential convergence that is oblivious to specific chemical
details. For the Type-II setting, we provide a qualitative analysis on the convergence rate of the entries of the 1-RDM
via mean-field approximation.

As discussed in the main text, the dynamics with Type-I set will converge exponentially to the stationary point P*
and the mixing time is independent of the system size:

1P(t) = P'(t)llp = e~ [1P(0) = P'(0) |- (E1)

We can easily see Eq. (E1) by vectorizing P — P’, i.e. let X := vec(P — P’), then the equation of motion for X(t)
takes the following homogeneous form:

X(t)=—iFX(t) - X(t) = X() =ete FX(0). (E2)
Since F = I @ F — FT ® I is Hermitian, it follows readily that
1P(t) = P'()llp = [ X(®)lly = e~ [|e™ X (0)|, = e IX(O)l, = e [1P(0) = P'(0)]|p- (E3)

If we define the mixing time of the quasi-free Lindblad dynamics as [25]

P(tnie) ~ P/t < 3 1P0) = P/O0)]g (B4)

for any initial covariance matrices P(0) and P’(0), then the dynamics of HF state preparation has the minimum
mixing time log 2 by definition and is independent of system size.

For the Type-II setting, we first estimate the bound of the positive semidefinite matrices My, defined in Eq. (D11).
Let us consider three cases:
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1. When k& < N,, we have Zq>k ng > Ne — k — 1 > 1, therefore M), > 1.
2. When k£ > N, + 1, we have Zp<k(1 —np) >k — Ng > 1, therefore My, = 1.

3. For k € {N,, N, + 1}, we do not have a nontrivial lower bound for Mj. Indeed, M, is positive semidefinite but
not positive definite in this case, since we can easily verify that the Hartree-Fock state |HF) € ker Mj.

For any 2-RDM <a;rajazag>7 we adopt the following mean-field approximation

(azaja;;a@ ~ <a;raj><a;r€ag>. (E5)

To qualitatively understand the convergence behavior, we consider the mean-field approximation of Eq. (D14) and
Eq.(D15). We begin with the off-diagonal entries. For both r > s and r < s, we have

~ 1
6tPsr ~ _5(1 + <Mr + Ms>) + i(ET - 55):| Psr- (E6)

Noticing from Eq. (D11) that each My is a diagonal matrix in the energy basis represented as the sum of two
positive semidefinite matrices, we have M,. + M, > 0. It follows readily that under the mean-field approximation, the

off-diagonal entry 135,« converges exponentially to zero with an exponent of at least %
For the diagonal entries, we take the mean-field approximation on Eq. (D15), yielding

OrPrp o —(My) Prp + ) Pyq. (E7)

q>r

These equations can be solved one-by-one. Specifically, we start from r = 2L:
O Pap or, ~ —(Map)Par or. (ES)

This homogeneous equation gives that 152 1,21, converges exponentially with an exponent being at least 1 since May, > 1.
Then we move on to 7 = 2L — 1 and this time Py, o7, becomes the inhomogeneous term, so the convergence exponent

of ﬁQL_l)QL_l is also greater than 1 and so forth. This argument holds for all » > N, + 1. For r < N,, we rewrite the
mean-field equation of motion as follows:

01— Pr) ~ (M) (1= Pr) + D (1= Ppp). (E9)

p<r

We solve these equations from r = 1 and similarly we conclude that JSM converges exponentially to 1 for all r < N.

Appendix F: Proof of Theorem 1 for the spectral gap of the Lindbladian

Proof. Since [H, Hap] = 0, we can choose {|1;)} to diagonalize H and Hg, simultaneously, and the eigenvalues for H
still satisfies Ao < A; < .... We can also write Hyp [1;) = &; ;) but the eigenvalues £; may not be ordered. Then
for J = —iH — Hy, we have J |1;) = (—i\; — &) [¢;).

We can then use {|1;)(¢;|} as an ordered basis for expanding p, following a row-major order. Since K}, is by

construction an upper triangular matrix in the energy basis, the operator IC: p— >, Ky, pK ,1 is also upper triangular
after vectorization. Meanwhile for p = |4;)(¢);|, we have

jp + pjT =(—iN— &+ iNj — fj)p. (F1)

So the vectorized Lindbladian, denoted by L, is an upper triangular matrix with eigenvalues (—i\; — & +i\; — &;).
Since Hgp has an eigenvalue 0, this immediately shows that the spectral gap of L is equal to that of Hp. O

We compute the jump operators with Type-I set under the molecular orbital basis. Recall that

) 2L R R 2L R
Kp4 = Zai(f(F))r,w K- = Z ar(f(—=F))qr- (F2)
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Rewriting Eq. (F2) in the molecular orbital basis yields

2L 2L
Ky =Y cfen)®h, Koo =Y cf(—2,)q (F3)
r=1 r=1
Then
1 1 1 2L R 1 2L R
Hap = YK K, + 3 SK] K, = 5 > P er)erct + 5 > (el (F4)
p q r=1 r=1

In other words,

ﬁdpzé > (1—np)+% > ng. (F5)

p<Ne g>Ne

Appendix G: Monte-Carlo trajectory based method for unraveling Lindblad dynamics

To solve the Lindblad dynamics for ground state preparation at the FCI level, we may directly propagate the
many-body density operator p(t) € c2hx2” using a differential equation solver [63]. Another approach is to “unravel”
the Lindblad dynamics for the many-body density operator [64, (5]. Broadly speaking, we employ a family of
Monte-Carlo-type algorithms where we only propagate the state vector |¢(¢)) in some stochastic schemes, and the
many-body density operator p(t) at the time ¢ can be retrieved by taking the average of the random matrix |1 (t) )1 (t)|,
ie. p(t) = E|¢p(t)X(t)]. The deterministic Lindblad equation for the dynamics of the many-body density operator
is now expressed using stochastic pure-state trajectories, thus leading to a quadratic reduction in dimensionality, at
the cost of incorporating statistical averaging across multiple runs.

The simplest setting is the discrete form of unraveling, or quantum jump method [66]. The quantum-jump pure-
state dynamics is evolved under an effective non-Hermitian Hamiltonian H — i /2> f(,:f( &, with stochastic quantum
jumps occurring intermittently throughout the evolution. Specifically, it can be described by the following stochastic
differential equation (SDE):[66-68]

o= (ot § (Rt~ it ) vaes 3 an (G
f k (K[Ky)

Here, N; denotes a Poisson process with a splitting N; = >, NF. For a sufficiently small time step At, the Pois-
son increment AN; takes the values 0 (no jump) or 1 (jump) with expectation value E(AN;) = 3, || Kp|>At =
ZMK};KQAIS. The Poisson processes {NF} are mutually independent with intensities given by [|Kv|2 = (IA(;K;Q
This implies that, in the event of a jump, we select the jump operator K to apply to ¥ with a probability proportional
to (K,ZK;Q for k =1,2,--- ,N. It can be shown that the density operator, defined as p(t) = E |1(¢t)X¢(t)| indeed
solves the Lindblad dynamics, by calculating dﬁf
expectation.

For a Monte-Carlo-type simulation of Eq. (G1), we first discretize the time interval by the time step At. Then at each
step, we randomly pick up k € [N 4 1] (assume we have N jump operators in total) with respect to the distribution

IKkwn|PAt, k<N

1-S ps, k=N+1
K = N + 1, we update using ¥, 4+1 = ¥, — (II:I + %Zk K;Kk)wnAt. Then the many-body density operator p(t,) at
time ¢, can be approximated by taking the average of the pure states |¢)(t,))X1(t,)| over the trajectories [63].

We can also consider a variant of the Monte Carlo-type algorithm that is slightly different but essentially equivalent
to the one described above. Notice that [63]

exp (—i <H - % > f(,if(k> At) ¥(t)

k

using [t0’s lemma for the Poisson process and then taking the

It k=1,---,N, we update the trajectory using ©,+1 = kan/ﬂ%l];f(k) If

2
=1-) [Kw(®)]*At + O((At)?) (G2)
k

which implies that the decaying evolution governed by the non-Hermitian effective Hamiltonian primarily dictates the
probability distribution. Consequently, we actually do not need to compute || Kx,||? at every time step. Instead, we
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can first calculate [|1b,||> and sample a random number R ~ U(0,1) to decide whether jump or not. If R < ||ib,||%, we

just propagate the trajectory using 1,11 = ¥, — (Mff —+ % Dok IA(,IIA{;C) YAt If R > ||1/)n||2, we calculate each (IA{,:K';C)

and update ¥, 11 = IA(kq/J,L/UA(,IIA(k) with a probability proportional to <IA(,IIA(;€> for k =1,2,---,N. After this, we
reset the random number R ~ U(0, 1). Essentially, this corresponds to evolving the trajectory using H-—i /2> K ,ZK &
deterministically causing the norm of i to decrease, until a random quantum jump occurs. At this point, the norm
is restored to 1, and the process repeats [59]. In all of the steps in the unraveling algorithm, only matrix-vector
multiplication is involved.

Appendix H: Monte-Carlo trajectory based simulation results for ab initio calculations

In this section, we implement the Monte-Carlo trajectory based method (as described in Section G) for interacting
systems.

To construct the converged HF Hamiltonian in second quantized representation for the numerical validations of the
convergence rate arguments of the simplified HF settings (with Type-I or Type-II set), we first apply the Lowdin’s
orthogonalization to obtain a set of orthonormal spin orbitals [55, 69]. Concretely, given that the overlap matrix S
is Hermitian positive definite, we can diagonalize it as S = UsUT where U is a unitary matrix and s is a diagonal
matrix of positive eigenvalues. We define the transformation matrix X = Us~!/? and transform the Fock operator
using F' — XTFX. This transformation is equivalent to using the orthogonalized spin orbitals as the new basis set.
The one-particle and two-particle integrals, as well as the overlap integrals within a given basis set are imported from
the PySCF package [70].

We can then consider the electronic structure Hamiltonian in the FCI basis

2L 2L
. 1
H = E quCLCq + 5 g Spqrscl;cgcrcsv (Hl)
p,q=1 P,q;r;,s=1

where the T, and Spqrs are the one-particle and two-particle integrals of molecular orbitals generated from the HF
calculation. )
For all of the simulations, we choose the parameters of the filter as follows: a = 2||H||2, 6, = a/5, b =6, = A. For

the integral truncation, we let S, = %AO and for the quadrature nodes we set My = [S,/(7/2a)] and As = S;/M; [25].
All units are in the atomic unit (a.u.).

We numerically verify that this method can indeed approximate Lindblad dynamics. We use the vacuum state as
initial state and the reduced Type-I set St as the jump operators to prepare the ground state of Hy system. We apply
the quantum jump unraveling method for these simulations with time step At = 0.1 and the stopping times are set
to T' = 30. In each simulation, we repeat the pure-state evolution on Ni.,; = 10,25, 50,100 and 500 trajectories and

we approximate the many-body density operator at the time ¢,, as:

Niraj
pltn) = EI(EN0(E) = 5o S ntenta)]. (112
Al p—1

where |5 (t,)) denotes the state vector on the k-th trajectory at the time ¢,. It can observed in Figure 9 that as the
number of trajectories increases, the results of the quantum-jump unraveling exhibit a trend of convergence to the
exact Lindblad dynamics, which is obtained by propagating the density operator using the DOPRI5 solver.

Due to the quadrature error in the jump operators, the Monte Carlo trajectory evolution methods may exhibit
numerical instability. In short, this instability arises because the quadrature error can occasionally lead to an over-
estimation of the quantum jump probability, which can cause an increase in energy, particularly as the dynamics
approach the ground state.

Appendix I: Molecular geometries used for the numerical simulations

For the numerical simulations of the ground state preparation at the Hartree-Fock (HF) level using the quasi-free
approach, we conduct the simulation for these molecular systems: Hy, LiH, H,O, CH,, HCN, C3Hy, No, Hyp and
SO3. The molecular geometries are listed below:

H, in STO3G:
H 0.0 0.0 0.0
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0.75 ----Lindblad Dynamics, 10 trajectories
0.50 Lindblad Dynamics, 25 trajectories 0.020
’ | -=-=Lindblad Dynamics, 50 trajectories N
0.25 ': ---- Lindblad Dynamics, 100 trajectories 30.018
! -=--Lindblad Dynamics, 500 trajectories G o
0.00 '1| —— Lindblad Dynamics, exact 2
= ! ©0.016
~—0.25) ! 5 A
| 9 /’/
—050] | ® 0,014 -
—0.75 g
©0.012 7
~1.00
0.010L_"
0 0 200230 005 010 015 020 025 030

time
1/ \ Ntraj

(b) Absolute error in the energy expectation value relative to the
exact Lindblad dynamics vs. time

(a) Energy convergence curves

FIG. 9. The Lindblad dynamics of the Hy system in the STO-3G basis set, obtained by exactly propagating the many-body
density operator and using the quantum-jump unraveling method with 10, 25, 50, 100, and 500 trajectories, respectively. The
(a) panel illustrates the energy convergence curves of each simulation. The (b) panel shows the average absolute error of
the overlap (pg) with the exact ground state relative to the exact Lindblad dynamics at each time point. The average error
decreases approximately as 1/1/Niaj.

HO0.0 0.0 2.0
HO0.0 2.0 0.0
H 0.0 2.0 2.0

LiH in STO3G:
H 0.000 0.000 0.000
Li 0.000 0.000 1.546

H>O0 in STO3G:

0 0.0000000 0.0000000 0.1271610

H 0.0000000 0.7580820 -0.5086420
H 0.0000000 -0.7580820 -0.5086420

HCN in STO3G:

C 0.0000000 0.0000000 -0.5000780
H 0.0000000 0.0000000 -1.5699900
N 0.0000000 0.0000000 0.6529230

Cz H4 in STO3G:

C 0.0000000 0.0000000 0.6530360
C 0.0000000 0.0000000 -0.6530360
H 0.0000000 0.9157470 1.2292130
H 0.0000000 -0.9157470 1.2292130
H 0.0000000 -0.9157470 -1.2292130
H 0.0000000 0.9157470 -1.2292130

N2 in cc-pVDZ:
N 0.0000000 0.0000000 0.5386530
N 0.0000000 0.0000000 -0.5386530



H;o in cc-pVDZ:
H 0.0 0.0 0.0
H 0.0 0.0 0.7
H 0.0 0.0 1.4
H 0.0 0.0 2.1
H 0.0 0.0 2.8
H 0.0 0.0 3.5
H 0.0 0.0 4.2
H 0.0 0.0 4.9
H 0.0 0.0 5.6
H 0.0 0.0 6.3

SOj3 in cc-pVDZ:

S 0.0000000 0.0000000 0.0000000

0 0.0000000 1.4167620 0.0000000

0 1.2269520 -0.7083810 0.0000000
0 -1.2269520 -0.7083810 0.0000000

molecule basis set bond length (A) number of qubits dimension of F

Hz STO3G 0.7 4 16
Ha 6-31G 0.7 8 256
Ha (chain) STO3G 0.7 8 256
Hg (chain) STO3G 0.7 12 4096

TABLE I. The molecular geometries used in the simulations of interacting systems with Type-I

molecule basis set bond length (A) number of qubits dimension of Fy,

Hy (square) STO3G - 8 70
Ha cc-pVDZ 0.7 20 190

Fa STO3G 1.4 20 190

LiH STO3G 1.546 12 495

Clz STO3G 2.130 36 630

He (grid) STO3G 2.0 12 924
H>O STO3G - 14 1001
BeH, STO3G 1.304 14 3003

TABLE II. The molecular geometries used in the simulations of interacting systems with Type-11
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For the simulations of interacting systems using the Monte Carlo trajectory-based method, we employed the same
geometry as in the quasi-free calculation for the HoO molecule within the STO-3G basis set. The geometries for other
molecular systems are listed in Table I and Table II. Additionally, we provide the dimension of the total Fock space

F and the FCI sector Fn, with N, electrons, which corresponds to the size of the Hamiltonian matrix H.
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