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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-I 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 [1–
6]. 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–
39]. 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 BeH2, H2O, and Cl2, which
are amenable to exact wavefunction treatment within the
FCI space. We also apply our method to investigate the
stretched square H4 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:

d

dt
ρ = L[ρ] = LH [ρ] + LK [ρ]

= −i[Ĥ, ρ] +
∑

k

K̂kρK̂
†
k −

1

2
{K̂†

kK̂k, ρ}.
(1)

For ground state preparation, the key object in Ref. [25]
is the following the jump operator:

K̂k =
∑

i,j

f̂(λi − λj) ⟨ψi|Ak|ψj⟩ |ψi⟩⟨ψj | . (2)

Here, {Ak} are called (primitive) coupling operators,
whose selection will be discussed in detail later. Each
jump operator K̂k is derived by reweighting Ak in the
eigenbasis {|ψi⟩}N−1

i=0 of the Hamiltonian Ĥ by a filter

function f̂(ω) evaluated at the energy difference λi − λj .

The filter function f̂(ω) is only supported on the nega-

tive axis. In other words, f̂(λi − λj) = 0 for any i ≥ j
(assuming λ0 < λ1 ≤ · · · ≤ λN−1). As a result, the jump

operator K̂k only allows transitions between the eigen-
vectors of Ĥ that lower the energy. Since the Lindblad
dynamics generates a completely positive, trace preserv-
ing (CPTP) map [40–42], ⟨ψi|ρ(t)|ψi⟩ is a normalized
probability distribution at time any t. 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

easily verify K̂k |ψ0⟩ = 0 since f̂(λj − λ0) = 0 for any
j ≥ 0. This immediately suggests that the ground state
|ψ0⟩ ⟨ψ0| 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 {Ak}.
The shoveling process shares some similarities with

various forms of imaginary time evolution (ITE) [3, 43–
49], though with notable differences. A direct implemen-

tation of ITE through the application of e−τĤ 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 Ĥ, which would
clearly defeat the purpose. However, we can reformulate
the definition of K̂k in the time domain as

K̂k =

∫

R
f(s)Ak(s) ds, (3)

where Ak(s) = eiĤsAke
−iĤs is the Heisenberg evolu-

tion of Ak, and f(s) =
1
2π

∫
R f̂(ω)e

−iωs dω is the inverse

Fourier transform of the filter function f̂ 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 Ĥ. 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 {Ak} 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

AI = {a†i | i = 1, 2, · · · , 2L} ∪ {ai | 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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FIG. 1. 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 AII = {a†iaj |
i, j = 1, 2, · · · , 2L} which includes every fermionic cre-
ation and annihilation pairs, and has 4L2 elements in
total. Most Hamiltonians in ab initio electronic struc-
ture calculations are particle number preserving. Unlike
Type-I 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 42L, and that of the FCI space is
(
2L
Ne

)2
, where Ne is the

number of electrons. The difference becomes particularly
significant when Ne 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−iĤt [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

Ĥ =
∑2L
p,q=1 Fpqa

†
paq, where the Hermitian matrix F is

called the Fock matrix. Let Φ 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 Φ. For such Hamiltonians, the information
contained in the many-body density operator ρ is en-
tirely stored in the one-particle reduced density matrix
(1-RDM), defined as

Pij = Tr
(
ρa†jai

)
, 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 2L. (4)

According to the Thouless theorem [54, 55],

eĤa†i =
∑

p

a†p(e
F )pie

Ĥ , eĤai =
∑

q

(e−F )iqaqe
Ĥ . (5)

Therefore, we have

K̂p,+ =

∫

R
f(s)eiĤsa†pe

−iĤsds

=

∫

R
f(s)

2L∑

r=1

a†r(e
iFs)r,pe

iĤse−iĤsds

=

2L∑

r=1

a†r(f̂(F ))r,p

(6)

and similarly

K̂q,− =

∫

R
f(s)eiĤsaqe

−iĤsds

=

∫

R
f(s)

2L∑

r=1

(e−iFs)q,rare
iĤse−iĤsds

=

2L∑

r=1

ar(f̂(−F ))q,r.

(7)
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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 1-RDM

∂tP (t) = −i[F, P (t)]+B− 1

2
[P (t)(B+C)+(B+C)P (t)].

(8)
Here

B = f̂(F )f̂(F )† = f̂2(F ), C = f̂(−F )f̂(−F )† = f̂2(−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 f̂ satisfying f̂(ω) = 1

on [−2∥Ĥ∥2,−∆] and f̂(ω) = 0 on [0,+∞), we have

B + C = f̂2(F ) + f̂2(−F ) = 1, where 1 is the identity
matrix. The equation of motion Eq. (8) then takes a
very simple form

∂tP (t) = −i[F, P (t)]− P (t) + f̂(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 ⋆ = f̂(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

∥P (t)− P ′(t)∥F = e−t∥P (0)− P ′(0)∥F, (11)

where ∥A∥F :=
√
Tr(A†A) denotes the Frobenius norm of

matrices. The detailed derivation of Eq. (11) is provided
in the SI.

We may get more insight by rewriting Eq. (10) in

the energy basis. Specifically, we define P̃ = Φ†PΦ =(
Tr
(
ρc†jci

))
1≤i,j≤2L

, where Φ is the coefficient matrix

of the molecular orbitals. Then we have

∂tP̃ (t) = −i[Λ, P̃ (t)]− P̃ (t) + f̂(Λ). (12)

Here we use FΛ = ΛΦ and Λ = diag(ε1, · · · , ε2L) with
ε1 ≤ · · · ≤ εNe ≤ 0 < εNe+1 ≤ · · · ≤ ε2L. There-

fore the stationary point P̃ ⋆ is given by P̃ ⋆ = f̂(Λ) =
diag(1, · · · , 1︸ ︷︷ ︸

Ne

, 0, · · · , 0︸ ︷︷ ︸
2L−Ne

) which is consistent with the auf-

bau principle, and this is achieved without explicitly di-
agonalizing the Fock matrix. In particular, the diagonal

elements of P̃ (t) evolves as follows:

∂t⟨ni⟩ =
(
P̃ (t)

)
ii
=

{
−⟨ni⟩+ 1, i = 1, · · · , Ne,

−⟨ni⟩, i = Ne + 1, · · · , 2L.
(13)

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

P̃ (0)) is given by ni(0), then

⟨ni⟩ =
{
1− (1− ni(0))e

−t, i = 1, · · · , Ne,

ni(0)e
−t, i = Ne + 1, · · · , 2L.

(14)
Therefore in the energy basis, the Lindblad dynamics
with Type-I jump operators can drive the occupation
numbers of the lowest Ne molecular orbitals to approach
1 exponentially, while the occupation numbers of the the
remaining 2L−Ne 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 II F.

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 f̂(ω) = 1

on [−2∥Ĥ∥2,−∆] and f̂(ω) = 0 on [0,+∞), using the
Thouless theorem, the jump operators satisfy

K̂ij =

∫

R
f(s)eiĤsa†iaje

−iĤsds

=

2L∑

p,q=1

f̂(εp − εq)c
†
pcqΦ

∗
ipΦjq =

∑

p<q

c†pcqΦ
∗
ipΦjq.

(15)

Note that K̂ij 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
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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,

L†
H(c†rcs) = i[Ĥ, c†rcs] = i(εr − εs)c

†
rcs. (16)

Here L†
H denotes the adjoint of the superoperator LH

with respect to the Hilbert-Schmidt inner product. More-
over, using that Φ consists of orthonormal columns, we
find

2L∑

i,j=1

K̂†
ijK̂ij =

∑

ij

∑

p<q

∑

r<s

c†qcpc
†
rcsΦipΦ

∗
jqΦ

∗
irΦjs

=
∑

p<q

c†qcpc
†
pcq =

∑

p<q

(1− np)nq.

(17)

Similarly, for r ̸= s,

L†
K(c†rcs) =

∑

ij

K̂†
ijc

†
rcsK̂ij −

1

2
{K̂†

ijK̂ij , c
†
rcs}

= −1

2
(Mr +Ms + 1)c†rcs.

(18)

Here

Mk =
∑

p<k

cpc
†
p +

∑

q>k

c†qcq =
∑

p<k

(1− np) +
∑

q>k

nq. (19)

For r = s,

L†
K(c†rcr) =

∑

q>r

(1− nr)nq −
∑

p<r

(1− np)nr. (20)

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
P̃ =

(
Tr
(
c†rcsρ

))
1≤s,r≤2L

= Φ†PΦ. Then the equation of

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

∂tP̃sr =

{
−i(εs − εr)P̃sr − 1

2 ⟨(Mr +Ms + 1)c†rcs⟩ r < s,

−i(εs − εr)P̃sr − 1
2 ⟨c†rcs(Mr +Ms + 1)⟩ r > s.

(21)
For the diagonal elements,

∂tP̃rr = −
∑

p<r

P̃pp +
∑

q>r

P̃qq +
∑

p<r

⟨npnr⟩ −
∑

q>r

⟨nrnq⟩

= −
∑

p<r

⟨(1− np)nr⟩+
∑

q>r

⟨(1− nr)nq⟩

= −⟨Mrnr⟩+
∑

q>r

⟨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 Bogoliubovâ–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

approximately given by P̃ ⋆ = diag(1, · · · , 1︸ ︷︷ ︸
Ne

, 0, · · · , 0︸ ︷︷ ︸
2L−Ne

) ac-

cording to the aufbau principle. Nonetheless, from Eq.
(21) and Eq. (22), it is evident that the evolution of the
RDMs are oblivious to chemical details, and are solely
determined by the number of orbitals L and the number
of electrons Ne. 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).

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:

∂tP̃rr ≈ −⟨Mr⟩P̃rr +
∑

q>r

P̃qq. (23)

Note that Mk ⪰ 1 for all r < Ne and r > Ne + 1, the
convergence rates of the off-diagonal 1-RDM entries are
exponential with the exponent of at least 1. The case
r ∈ {Ne, Ne+1} is beyond the mean-field analysis. These
convergence rate arguments can be verified numerically
(see Section II F). A detailed explanation of the results
above can be found in the SI.
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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.

Ĥdp =
1

2

∑

k

K̂†
kK̂k, (24)

Since for every jump operator K̂k |ψ0⟩ = 0 by construc-

tion, Ĥdp can be viewed as a frustration-free parent
Hamiltonian of the ground state |ψ0⟩. We have the fol-
lowing theorem (the proof is given in the SI).

Theorem 1. If [Ĥ, Ĥdp] = 0, then the spectral gap of

the Lindbladian L is equal to the gap of Ĥdp.

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 Ĥdp in the
molecular orbital basis (see the SI for details), we obtain

Ĥdp =
1

2

∑

p≤Ne

(1− np) +
1

2

∑

q>Ne

nq, (25)

where np, nq are number operators and commute with

Ĥ, 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 Ĥdp, which is equal
to 1

2 .

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

Ĥdp =
1

2

∑

p<q

(1− np)nq. (26)

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

2 .

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:

∂tP̃sr ≈
[
−1

2
(1 + ⟨Mr +Ms⟩) + i(εr − εs)

]
P̃sr. (27)

So under the mean-field approximation, the off-diagonal

entry P̃sr converges exponentially to zero with an expo-
nent of at least 1

2 , since Mk 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 IIC, 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 IID. The test systems are
F2 (1.4 Å), LiH (1.546 Å), chain H4 (2.0 Å) and square H4

(2.0 Å) 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 H4 also share
the same number of orbitals and electrons. We observe
that the convergence of the systems with the same L
and Ne are exactly identical up to renormalization, but
it varies across those molecules with different numbers,
indicating a nontrivial dependence on both L and Ne.
To further examine the convergence rate, we track the

evolution of the diagonal and off-diagonal entries of the
1-RDM for the H4 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 1

2 . 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 H4, LiH, H2O, CH4, HCN,

C2H4, N2, H10 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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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 Ne with Type-II set.
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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 H4 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
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we start from the vacuum state, it is unnecessary to in-
clude all operators from the set AI = {ap}2Lp=1 ∪{a†p}2Lp=1,
as the Hartree-Fock state is confined to the low-energy
sector. Therefore, we can instead select the subset

SrI = {ci,↑, c†i,↑, ci,↓, c
†
i,↓}Ne+r

i=Ne−r+1, which includes only
the 8r orbitals defined around the Fermi surface under
the molecular orbital basis.

We perform the numerical tests for SrI . 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 λ0 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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(d) Chain-like H6 in STO-3G

FIG. 6. Discrete Monte-Carlo trajectory based simulations for
hydrogen chain systems: H2 at bondlength 0.7 Å in STO-3G,
H2 at bondlength 0.7 Å in 6-31G, chain-like H4 at bondlength
0.7 Å in STO-3G and chain-like H6 at bondlength 0.7 Å in
STO-3G. We choose Sr

I 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

SrII = {c†i,σcj,τ |i, j ∈ {Ne−r+1, · · · , Ne+r}, σ, τ ∈ {↑, ↓}},
(28)

which has 16r2 spin orbitals in total. In practice, set-
ting r = 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
SrII, we begin from the (triplet) excited Slater determi-

nant c†Ne+1,↑cNe,↓ |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 T r
II of SrII

that contains only the “nearest hopping” of molecular
orbitals:

T r
II = {c†i,σcj,τ |i, j ∈ {Ne − r + 1, · · · , Ne + r},

|i− j| = 1, σ, τ ∈ {↑, ↓}}
(29)

The number of operators in T r
II increases only linearly

with L for fixed r. The numerical convergence behav-
iors with T r

II are shown in Figure 7. We observe that
the further compression of SrII maintains the simulation
efficiency, in the sense that the Lindblad simulation time
required to achieve chemical accuracy with the T r

II set
remains comparable to or only slightly longer than that
needed with the SrII set.
The ground state preparation via Lindbladians with

the set T r
II 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 H4 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 H4 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.

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-II 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-
tumMonte 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.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

This work was partially supported by the National
Natural Science Foundation of China under Grant No.

223B1011 (H.-E. L.). The Tsinghua Xuetang Talents
Program and High-Performance Computing Center of
Tsinghua University were acknowledged for providing
computational resources. This material is based upon
work supported by the U.S. Department of Energy, Office
of Science, Accelerated Research in Quantum Computing
Centers, Quantum Utility through Advanced Computa-
tional Quantum Algorithms, grant no. DE-SC0025572
(L.L.). The Institute for Quantum Information and Mat-
ter is an NSF Physics Frontiers Center. L.L. is a Simons
Investigator in Mathematics. The authors thank Zhiyan
Ding, Zhen Huang, and Jakob Huhn for helpful discus-
sions.

[1] Aspuru-Guzik, A., Dutoi, A. D., Love, P. J. & Head-
Gordon, M. Simulated quantum computation of molecu-
lar energies. Science 309, 1704–1707 (2005).

[2] Verstraete, F., Wolf, M. M. & Cirac, I. Quantum com-
putation and quantum-state engineering driven by dissi-
pation. Nature Physics 5, 633–636 (2009).

[3] Motta, M. et al. Determining eigenstates and thermal
states on a quantum computer using quantum imaginary
time evolution. Nat. Phys. 16, 205–210 (2020).

[4] Albash, T. & Lidar, D. A. Adiabatic quantum computa-
tion. Reviews of Modern Physics 90, 015002 (2018).

[5] Cerezo, M. et al. Variational quantum algorithms. Nature
Reviews Physics 3, 625–644 (2021).

[6] Zhang, X.-M., Li, T. & Yuan, X. Quantum state prepa-
ration with optimal circuit depth: Implementations and
applications. Phys. Rev. Lett. 129, 230504 (2022).

[7] O’Brien, T. E., Tarasinski, B. & Terhal, B. M. Quantum
phase estimation of multiple eigenvalues for small-scale
(noisy) experiments. New J. Phys. 21, 023022 (2019).

[8] Ge, Y., Tura, J. & Cirac, J. I. Faster ground state prepa-
ration and high-precision ground energy estimation with
fewer qubits. J. Math. Phys. 60, 022202 (2019).

[9] Lin, L. & Tong, Y. Near-optimal ground state prepara-
tion. Quantum 4, 372 (2020).

[10] Lin, L. & Tong, Y. Heisenberg-limited ground state en-
ergy estimation for early fault-tolerant quantum comput-
ers. PRX Quantum 3, 010318 (2022).

[11] Wan, K., Berta, M. & Campbell, E. T. Randomized
quantum algorithm for statistical phase estimation. Phys.
Rev. Lett. 129, 030503 (2022).

[12] Dutkiewicz, A., Terhal, B. M. & O’Brien, T. E.
Heisenberg-limited quantum phase estimation of multi-
ple eigenvalues with few control qubits. Quantum 6, 830
(2022).

[13] Ding, Z. & Lin, L. Even shorter quantum circuit for
phase estimation on early fault-tolerant quantum com-
puters with applications to ground-state energy estima-
tion. PRX Quantum 4, 020331 (2023).

[14] Lee, S. et al. Evaluating the evidence for exponential
quantum advantage in ground-state quantum chemistry.
Nature Comm. 14, 1952 (2023).

[15] Berry, D. W. et al. Rapid initial state preparation for
the quantum simulation of strongly correlated molecules.
arXiv preprint arXiv:2409.11748 (2024).

[16] Kraus, B. et al. Preparation of entangled states by quan-
tum markov processes. Phys. Rev. A 78, 042307 (2008).

[17] Zhou, L., Choi, S. & Lukin, M. D. Symmetry-protected
dissipative preparation of matrix product states. Physical
Review A 104, 032418 (2021).

[18] Cubitt, T. S. Dissipative ground state preparation and
the dissipative quantum eigensolver. arXiv preprint
arXiv:2303.11962 (2023).

[19] Wang, Y., Snizhko, K., Romito, A., Gefen, Y. & Murch,
K. Dissipative preparation and stabilization of many-
body quantum states in a superconducting qutrit array.
Phys. Rev. A 108, 013712 (2023).

[20] Lu, T.-C., Lessa, L. A., Kim, I. H. & Hsieh, T. H. Mea-
surement as a shortcut to long-range entangled quantum
matter. PRX Quantum 3, 040337 (2022).

[21] Foss-Feig, M. et al. Experimental demonstration of the
advantage of adaptive quantum circuits. arXiv preprint
arXiv:2302.03029 (2023).

[22] Kalinowski, M., Maskara, N. & Lukin, M. D. Non-
Abelian Floquet Spin Liquids in a Digital Rydberg Sim-
ulator. Phys. Rev. X 13, 31008 (2023).

[23] Mozgunov, E. & Lidar, D. Completely positive master
equation for arbitrary driving and small level spacing.
Quantum 4, 1–62 (2020).

[24] Chen, C.-F. & Brandão, F. G. S. L. Fast thermaliza-
tion from the eigenstate thermalization hypothesis. arXiv
preprint arXiv:2112.07646 (2023).

[25] Ding, Z., Chen, C.-F. & Lin, L. Single-ancilla ground
state preparation via Lindbladians. Phys. Rev. Research
6, 033147 (2024).

[26] Rall, P., Wang, C. & Wocjan, P. Thermal State Prepa-
ration via Rounding Promises. Quantum 7, 1132 (2023).



11

[27] Chen, C.-F., Kastoryano, M. J., Brandão, F. G. &
Gilyén, A. Quantum thermal state preparation. arXiv
preprint arXiv:2303.18224 (2023).

[28] Chen, C.-F., Kastoryano, M. J. & Gilyén, A. An effi-
cient and exact noncommutative quantum Gibbs sam-
pler. arXiv preprint arXiv:2311.09207 (2023).

[29] Ding, Z., Li, B. & Lin, L. Efficient quantum Gibbs sam-
plers with Kubo–Martin–Schwinger detailed balance con-
dition. arXiv preprint arXiv:2404.05998 (2024).

[30] Gilyén, A., Chen, C.-F., Doriguello, J. F. & Kastoryano,
M. J. Quantum generalizations of Glauber and Metropo-
lis dynamics. arXiv preprint arXiv:2405.20322 (2024).

[31] Ding, Z., Li, B., Lin, L. & Zhang, R. Polynomial-time
preparation of low-temperature Gibbs states for 2d toric
code. arXiv preprint arXiv:2410.01206 (2024).

[32] Temme, K., Kastoryano, M. J., Ruskai, M. B., Wolf,
M. M. & Verstraete, F. The χ2-divergence and mixing
times of quantum markov processes. Journal of Mathe-
matical Physics 51 (2010).

[33] Kastoryano, M. J. & Temme, K. Quantum logarithmic
sobolev inequalities and rapid mixing. Journal of Math-
ematical Physics 54 (2013).

[34] Bardet, I. et al. Rapid thermalization of spin chain
commuting Hamiltonians. Phys. Rev. Lett. 130, 060401
(2023).

[35] Kastoryano, M. J. & Brandao, F. G. Quantum Gibbs
samplers: The commuting case. Communications in
Mathematical Physics 344, 915–957 (2016).

[36] Temme, K., Pastawski, F. & Kastoryano, M. J. Hyper-
contractivity of quasi-free quantum semigroups. Journal
of Physics A: Mathematical and Theoretical 47, 405303
(2014).

[37] Temme, K. Thermalization time bounds for Pauli sta-
bilizer Hamiltonians. Communications in Mathematical
Physics 350, 603–637 (2017).

[38] Bardet, I. et al. Entropy decay for davies semigroups of
a one dimensional quantum lattice. Communications in
Mathematical Physics 405, 42 (2024).

[39] Alicki, R., Fannes, M. & Horodecki, M. On thermaliza-
tion in kitaev’s 2d model. Journal of Physics A: Mathe-
matical and Theoretical 42, 065303 (2009).

[40] Davies, E. B. Markovian master equations. Commun.
Math. Phys. 39, 91–110 (1974).

[41] Lindblad, G. On the generators of quantum dynamical
semigroups. Commun. Math. Phys. 48, 119–130 (1976).

[42] Gorini, V., Kossakowski, A. & Sudarshan, E. C. G. Com-
pletely positive dynamical semigroups of n-level systems.
J. Math. Phys. 17, 821–825 (1976).

[43] Zhang, S., Carlson, J. & Gubernatis, J. E. Constrained
path quantum monte carlo method for fermion ground
states. Phys. Rev. Lett. 74, 3652–3655 (1995).

[44] Zhang, S. & Krakauer, H. Quantum monte carlo method
using phase-free random walks with slater determinants.
Phys. Rev. Lett. 90, 136401 (2003).

[45] Booth, G. H., Thom, A. J. W. & Alavi, A. Fermion
Monte Carlo without fixed nodes: A game of life, death,
and annihilation in Slater determinant space. J. Chem.
Phys. 131, 054106 (2009).

[46] McArdle, S. et al. Variational ansatz-based quantum sim-
ulation of imaginary time evolution. npj Quantum Inf.
5, 75 (2019).

[47] Huggins, W. J. et al. Unbiasing fermionic quantummonte
carlo with a quantum computer. Nature 603, 416–420
(2022).

[48] Lee, J., Pham, H. Q. & Reichman, D. R. Twenty years
of auxiliary-field quantum monte carlo in quantum chem-
istry: An overview and assessment on main group chem-
istry and bond-breaking. J. Chem. Theory Comput. 18,
7024–7042 (2022).

[49] Jiang, T. et al. Walking through hilbert space with quan-
tum computers. arXiv preprint arXiv:2407.11672 (2024).

[50] Su, Y., Huang, H.-Y. & Campbell, E. T. Nearly tight
Trotterization of interacting electrons. Quantum 5, 495
(2021).

[51] Low, G. H., Su, Y., Tong, Y. & Tran, M. C. Complexity
of implementing trotter steps. PRX Quantum 4, 020323
(2023).

[52] Su, Y., Berry, D. W., Wiebe, N., Rubin, N. & Babbush,
R. Fault-tolerant quantum simulations of chemistry in
first quantization. PRX Quantum 2, 040332 (2021).

[53] Tong, Y., An, D., Wiebe, N. & Lin, L. Fast inversion, pre-
conditioned quantum linear system solvers, fast green’s-
function computation, and fast evaluation of matrix func-
tions. Phys. Rev. A 104, 032422 (2021).

[54] Thouless, D. J. Stability conditions and nuclear rotations
in the hartree-fock theory. Nuclear Physics 21, 225–232
(1960).

[55] Szabo, A. & Ostlund, N. S. Modern quantum chem-
istry: introduction to advanced electronic structure theory
(Courier Corporation, 2012).

[56] Prosen, T. Third quantization: a general method to solve
master equations for quadratic open Fermi systems. New
J. Phys. 10, 043026 (2008).
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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.

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

K̂k =

∫

R
f(s)Ak(s)ds (A1)

where Ak(s) = eiĤsAke
−iĤs is the Heisenberg evolution of Ak and f(s) = 1

2π

∫
R f̂(ω)e

−iωsdω is the inverse Fourier

transform of the filter f̂ in the frequency domain. One possible choice for the filter function in the frequency domain

f̂ is given by the following form [25]

f̂(ω) :=
erf(ω+aδa )− erf(ω+bδb )

2
(A2)
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where erf(ω) :=
∫ ω
0

2√
π
e−t

2

dt denotes the error function. Here a is chosen to be an energy cutoff satisfying a > 2∥Ĥ∥2
and b is chosen to be the spectral gap of the Hamiltonian ∆ := λ1−λ0. The parameters δa and δb are chosen to be on

the same order of a and b respectively. In this setup, f̂ is approximately supported on the interval [−2∥Ĥ∥2,−∆] (Note

that the largest eigenvalue difference is |λi − λj | ≤ 2∥Ĥ∥2). The inverse Fourier transform f can also be computed
analytically as

f(s) =
1

2πis

(
exp
(
ias− δ2as

2/4
)
− exp

(
ibs− δ2bs

2/4
))

(A3)

where f(0) = a−b
2π 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| → ∞. Specifically, f(s) approximately vanishes when |s| > Ss
for some Ss = Θ(1/∆), which allows us to truncate the infinite integral and use the trapezoidal quadrature rule to

approximate the jump operator K̂k:

K̂k ≈
∫ Ss

−Ss

f(s)A(s)ds ≈
Ms∑

l=−Ms

f(sl)A(sl)wl (A4)

where Ms is the number of quadrature nodes on [0, Ss] or [−Ss, 0], sl = l∆s and ∆s = Ss/Ms. The weights {wl} are
chosen to be ∆s/2 for l = ±Ms and ∆s for −Ms + 1 ≤ l ≤Ms − 1.

To simulate the Lindblad dynamics exp(Lt) on quantum devices, we can begin with a first order Trotter split-
ting exp(Lt) ≈ (exp(LHτ) · exp(LKτ))t/τ . The coherent dynamics exp(LHτ) is just the Hamiltonian simulation

exp
(
−iĤτ

)
. For the nonunitary dissipative part exp(LKτ), we can reduce this problem to a dilated Hamiltonian

simulation up to a partial trace on the ancilla qubit, namely

exp(LKτ)[ρ] = Tra e
−iK̃

√
τ (|0a⟩⟨0a| ⊗ ρ)eiK̃

√
τ +O(τ2). (A5)

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

K, and K̃ is defined by the Hermitian dilated matrix K̃ =
(

0 K†

K 0

)
. Then the dilated Hamiltonian simulation eiK̃

√
τ

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

ĤHF =

2L∑

p,q=1

Fpqa
†
paq, Fpq = hpq + Vpq −Kpq. (B1)

Here L is the number of spatial orbitals, and 2L is the number of spin orbitals. The operators a†p and ap are fermionic
creation and annihilation operators with respect to the orthonormalized spin orbitals. Here hpq is a fixed single-
particle matrix. The direct Coulomb and Fock exchange terms, denoted by Vpq and Kpq, respectively, should be
solved self-consistently with respect to the one-particle density matrix (1-RDM), defined as

Dpq =

Ne∑

i=1

ΦpiΦ
∗
qi, p, q = 1, 2, · · · , 2L. (B2)

Here Φ ∈ C2L×2L is a unitary matrix called the molecular orbital coefficients, which are eigenfunctions of the Fock
matrix F . We denote FΛ = ΛΦ with Λ = diag(ε1, · · · , ε2L).
Once D is fixed, the HF Hamiltonian in Eq. (B1) is a quadratic Hamiltonian. Its ground state has an explicit

expression in the Slater-determinant form:

|HF⟩ = c†1 · · · c†Ne
|vac⟩ , (B3)

where the new set of creation operators {c†i} are given by the unitary transform of {a†i} via

(c†1, · · · , c†2L) = (a†1, · · · , a†2L)Φ. (B4)

Note that |HF⟩ is the ground state of the converged Hamiltonian ĤHF with eigenvalue E0 =
∑Ne

k=1 εk. This sum of
eigenvalues can also be expressed as Tr(FD), 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 Ĥ =
∑2L
p,q Fpqa

†
paq with a Hermitian coefficient matrix F = (Fpq)1≤p,q≤2L, and the following

Lindblad jump operators:

K̂p,+ =

2L∑

r=1

a†rKr,p, K̂q,− =

2L∑

r=1

arJq,r, Kr,p, Jq,r ∈ 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 ρ, defined as

Pij = Tr
(
ρa†jai

)
, 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 2L. (C2)

From the Lindblad equation:

∂tρ = −i[Ĥ, ρ] +
∑

p

(K̂p,+ρK̂
†
p,+ − 1

2
{K̂†

p,+K̂p,+, ρ}) +
∑

q

(K̂q,−ρK̂
†
q,− − 1

2
{K̂†

q,−K̂q,−, ρ}), (C3)

the equation of motion of Pij is given by

∂tPij(t) = −i Tr
(
[Ĥ, ρ]a†jai

)
+

∑

p,•∈{+,−}

Tr
(
K̂†
p,•a

†
jaiK̂p,•ρ

)
− 1

2
Tr
(
{K̂†

p,•K̂p,•, a
†
jai}ρ

)
. (C4)

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

−i Tr
(
[Ĥ, ρ]a†jai

)
= −i

2L∑

p=1

(FipPpj − FpjPip) , (C5)

∑

p

Tr
(
K̂†
p,+a

†
jaiK̂p,+ρ

)
− 1

2
Tr
(
{K̂†

p,+K̂p,+, a
†
jai}ρ

)
=
∑

p

K∗
jpKip −

1

2

∑

p,r

(K∗
jpKrpPir +K∗

rpKipPrj), (C6)

and

∑

p

Tr
(
K̂†
p,−a

†
jaiK̂p,−ρ

)
− 1

2
Tr
(
{K̂†

p,−K̂p,−, a
†
jai}ρ

)
= −1

2

∑

p,r

(J∗
jpJrpPir + J∗

rpJipPrj). (C7)

Next we provide detailed derivations of Eq. (C5) to (C7).
For Eq. (C5),

Tr
(
[Ĥ, ρ]a†jai

)
=
∑

p,q

Tr
(
Fpqa

†
paqρa

†
jai

)
− Tr

(
Fpqρa

†
paqa

†
jai

)

=
∑

pq

Fpq Tr
(
ρ(a†jaia

†
paq − a†paqa

†
jai)

)

=
∑

pq

Fpq

(
δipTr(ρa

†
jaq)− δqjTr(ρa

†
pai)

)
+
∑

pq

Fpq Tr
(
ρ(a†pa

†
jaqai − a†ja

†
paiaq)

)

=
∑

q

FiqPqj −
∑

p

FpjPip +
∑

pq

Fpq Tr
(
ρ((−a†ja†p)(−aiaq)− a†ja

†
paiaq)

)

=
∑

q

FiqPqj −
∑

p

FpjPip.

(C8)

Here we use the definition Pij = Tr
(
ρa†jai

)
and the canonical anticommutation relations.
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For Eq. (C6), we first notice that

Tr

(
(K̂†

p,+a
†
jaiK̂p,+ρ)−

1

2
{K̂†

p,+K̂p,+, a
†
jai}ρ

)
=

1

2
Tr
(
[K̂†

p,+, a
†
jai]K̂p,+ρ

)
+

1

2
Tr
(
ρK̂†

p,+[a
†
jai, K̂p,+]

)
. (C9)

For each term in Eq. (C9), we expand K̂p,+ and K̂†
p,+, yielding

Tr
(
([K̂†

p,+, a
†
jai]K̂p,+ + K̂†

p,+[a
†
jai, K̂p,+])ρ

)

=

2L∑

r,s=1

Tr
(
K∗
rpKsp(ara

†
jaia

†
s − a†jaiara

†
s + ara

†
jaia

†
s − ara

†
sa

†
jai)ρ

) (C10)

Using the algebraic relations [ap, a
†
jai] = δpjai, [a

†
q, a

†
jai] = −δqia†j (can be verified directly using CAR), we obtain:

Tr
(
([K̂†

p,+, a
†
jai]K̂p,+ + K̂†

p,+[a
†
jai, K̂p,+])ρ

)
=

2L∑

r,s=1

Tr
(
K∗
rpKsp([ar, a

†
jai]a

†
s − ar[a

†
s, a

†
jai])ρ

)

=

2L∑

r,s=1

Tr
(
K∗
rpKsp(δrjaia

†
s + δsiara

†
j)ρ
)

=

2L∑

s=1

K∗
j,pKs,pTr(aia

†
sρ) +

2L∑

r=1

K∗
r,pKi,pTr(ara

†
jρ).

(C11)

Taking summation with respect to the index p on both sides, we get
∑

p

Tr
(
([K̂†

p,+, a
†
jai]K̂p,+ + K̂†

p,+[a
†
jai, K̂p,+])ρ

)

=
∑

p

(
2L∑

s=1

K∗
j,pKs,p[δis − Tr(a†saiρ)] +

2L∑

r=1

K∗
r,pKi,p[δrj − Tr(a†jarρ)]

)

= 2
∑

p

KipK
∗
jp −

∑

p,r

(K∗
jpKrpPir +K∗

rpKipPrj),

(C12)

which proves Eq. (C6). Here we use Tr ρ = 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 (t) has the following closed form:

∂tP (t) = −i[F, P (t)] +B − 1

2
[P (t)(B + C) + (B + C)P (t)]. (C13)

The positive semidefinite matrices B and C are defined as

Bij =
∑

p

KipK
∗
jp, Cij =

∑

p

JipJ
∗
jp. (C14)

Eq. (C13) is a linear autonomous system for P (t) of size 2L × 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 ρ(t)
using the 1-RDM:

E(t) = Tr
(
ρ(t)Ĥ

)
=

2L∑

p,q=1

Tr
(
ρ(t)a†paqFpq

)
= Tr(P (t)F ). (C15)

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 1-RDM with the Type-II set. We

consider the converged Hartree-Fock Hamiltonian Ĥ =
∑2L
p,q=1 Fpqa

†
paq with a Hermitian coefficient matrix F and the

following set of coupling operators:

AII = {a†iaj | i, j = 1, 2, · · · , 2L}. (D1)
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Assume F can be diagonalized as FΛ = ΛΦ, where Φ is a unitary matrix and the diagonal entries of Λ = diag(εp)
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 Ĥ =
∑2L
p=1 εpc

†
pcp.

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

L†
H(c†rcs) = i[Ĥ, c†rcs] = i

∑

p

εpc
†
pcpc

†
rcs − εpc

†
rcsc

†
pcp

= i
∑

p

δrpεpc
†
pcs − εpc

†
pc

†
rcpcs − δpsεpc

†
rcp + εpc

†
rc

†
pcscp

= i
∑

p

δrpεpc
†
pcs − εp(−c†rc†p)(−cscp)− δpsεpc

†
rcp + εpc

†
rc

†
pcscp

= i(εr − εs)c
†
rcs.

(D2)

Next, we compute the jump operators using the Thouless theorem

K̂ij =

∫

R
f(s)eiĤsa†iaje

−iĤsds =

2L∑

p,q=1

f̂(εp − εq)c
†
pcqΦ

∗
ipΦjq =

∑

p<q

c†pcqΦ
∗
ipΦjq. (D3)

Here we use f̂ |[−2∥Ĥ∥2,−∆] = 1 and f̂ |[0,+∞) = 0. Therefore, using the fact that Φ consists of orthonormal columns,

we have

2L∑

i,j=1

K̂†
ijK̂ij =

∑

ij

∑

p<q

∑

r<s

c†qcpc
†
rcsΦipΦ

∗
jqΦ

∗
irΦjs =

∑

p<q

c†qcpc
†
pcq =

∑

p<q

(1− np)nq. (D4)

Similarly, we calculate

L†
K(c†rcs) =

∑

i,j

K̂†
ijc

†
rcsK̂ij −

1

2
{K̂†

ijK̂ij , c
†
rcs} =

∑

p<q

c†qcpc
†
rcsc

†
pcq −

1

2
{c†qcpc†pcq, c†rcs}. (D5)

To simplify Eq. (D5), we begin with rewriting it as

L†
K(c†rcs) =

1

2

∑

p<q

(c†qcpc
†
rcsc

†
pcq − c†qcpc

†
pcqc

†
rcs) +

1

2

∑

p<q

(c†qcpc
†
rcsc

†
pcq − c†rcsc

†
qcpc

†
pcq). (D6)

For the first term,

c†qcpc
†
rcsc

†
pcq − c†qcpc

†
pcqc

†
rcs = δpsc

†
qcpc

†
rcq − c†qcpc

†
rc

†
pcscq − δrqc

†
qcpc

†
pcs + c†qcpc

†
pc

†
rcqcs

= δpsc
†
qcpc

†
rcq − c†qcp(−c†pc†r)(−cqcs)− δrqc

†
qcpc

†
pcs + c†qcpc

†
pc

†
rcqcs

= δpsc
†
qcpc

†
rcq − δrqc

†
qcpc

†
pcs.

(D7)

Likewise, for the second term,

c†qcpc
†
rcsc

†
pcq − c†rcsc

†
qcpc

†
pcq = δprc

†
qcsc

†
pcq − δsqc

†
rcpc

†
pcq. (D8)

So we have,

L†
K(c†rcs) =

1

2

(∑

q>s

c†qcsc
†
rcq −

∑

p<r

c†rcpc
†
pcs +

∑

q>r

c†qcsc
†
rcq −

∑

p<s

c†rcpc
†
pcs

)
. (D9)

In particular, for r ̸= s, we move c†q to the right in the first term and move cq to the left in the third term:

L†
K(c†rcs) =

1

2

(
−
∑

q>s

c†rcsc
†
qcq −

∑

p<r

cpc
†
pc

†
rcs −

∑

q>r

c†qcqc
†
rcs −

∑

p<s

c†rcscpc
†
p

)

= −1

2

(
Mrc

†
rcs + c†rcsMs

)
(D10)
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Here, Mk is defined as follows:

Mk :=
∑

p<k

cpc
†
p +

∑

q>k

c†qcq =
∑

p<k

cpc
†
p +

∑

q>k

c†qcq =
∑

p<k

(1− np) +
∑

q>k

nq. (D11)

Notice that for r < s:
[
c†rcs,Ms

]
=
∑

p<s

c†rcscpc
†
p +

∑

q>s

c†rcsc
†
qcq −

∑

p<s

cpc
†
pc

†
rcs −

∑

q>s

c†qcqc
†
rcs

=
∑

p<s

δprc
†
pcs −

∑

q>s

δqrc
†
qcs = c†rcs.

(D12)

Similarly, for r > s:

[Mr, c
†
rcs] =

∑

p<r

cpc
†
pc

†
rcs +

∑

q>r

c†qcqc
†
rcs −

∑

p<r

c†rcscpc
†
p −

∑

q>r

c†rcsc
†
qcq

=
∑

p<r

δpsc
†
rcp −

∑

q>r

δqsc
†
rcq = c†rcs.

(D13)

Using Eq. (D2) and Eq. (D10) to (D13), we obtain the equation of motion of the 1-RDM in the molecular orbital

basis P̃ = Φ†PΦ =
(
Tr
(
ρc†jci

))
1≤i,j≤2L

. For the off-diagonal entries, we have

∂tP̃sr =

{
−i(εs − εr)P̃sr − 1

2 ⟨(Mr +Ms + 1)c†rcs⟩ r < s,

−i(εs − εr)P̃sr − 1
2 ⟨c†rcs(Mr +Ms + 1)⟩ r > s.

(D14)

For the diagonal entries, we have

∂tP̃rr =
∑

q>r

⟨c†qcrc†rcq⟩ −
∑

p<r

⟨c†rcpc†pcr⟩ =
∑

q>r

(P̃qq − ⟨nrnq⟩) +
∑

p<r

(P̃pp − ⟨npnr⟩)

= −
∑

p<r

⟨(1− np)nr⟩+
∑

q>r

⟨(1− nr)nq⟩ = −⟨Mrnr⟩+
∑

q>r

⟨nq⟩.
(D15)

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:

∥P (t)− P ′(t)∥F = e−t∥P (0)− P ′(0)∥F. (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:

Ẋ(t) = −iFX(t)−X(t) ⇒ X(t) = e−te−iFtX(0). (E2)

Since F = I ⊗ F − FT ⊗ I is Hermitian, it follows readily that

∥P (t)− P ′(t)∥F = ∥X(t)∥2 = e−t
∥∥e−iFtX(0)

∥∥
2
= e−t∥X(0)∥2 = e−t∥P (0)− P ′(0)∥F. (E3)

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

∥P (tmix)− P ′(tmix)∥F ≤ 1

2
∥P (0)− P ′(0)∥F (E4)

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 Mk, defined in Eq. (D11).
Let us consider three cases:
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1. When k < Ne, we have
∑
q>k nq ≥ Ne − k − 1 ≥ 1, therefore Mk ⪰ 1.

2. When k > Ne + 1, we have
∑
p<k(1− np) ≥ k −Ne ≥ 1, therefore Mk ⪰ 1.

3. For k ∈ {Ne, Ne + 1}, we do not have a nontrivial lower bound for Mk. Indeed, Mk is positive semidefinite but
not positive definite in this case, since we can easily verify that the Hartree-Fock state |HF⟩ ∈ kerMk.

For any 2-RDM ⟨a†iaja†kaℓ⟩, we adopt the following mean-field approximation

⟨a†iaja†kaℓ⟩ ≈ ⟨a†iaj⟩⟨a†kaℓ⟩. (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

∂tP̃sr ≈
[
−1

2
(1 + ⟨Mr +Ms⟩) + i(εr − εs)

]
P̃sr. (E6)

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

off-diagonal entry P̃sr converges exponentially to zero with an exponent of at least 1
2 .

For the diagonal entries, we take the mean-field approximation on Eq. (D15), yielding

∂tP̃rr ≈ −⟨Mr⟩P̃rr +
∑

q>r

P̃qq. (E7)

These equations can be solved one-by-one. Specifically, we start from r = 2L:

∂tP̃2L,2L ≈ −⟨M2L⟩P̃2L,2L. (E8)

This homogeneous equation gives that P̃2L,2L converges exponentially with an exponent being at least 1 sinceM2L ⪰ 1.

Then we move on to r = 2L− 1 and this time P̃2L,2L becomes the inhomogeneous term, so the convergence exponent

of P̃2L−1,2L−1 is also greater than 1 and so forth. This argument holds for all r > Ne +1. For r < Ne, we rewrite the
mean-field equation of motion as follows:

∂t(1− P̃rr) ≈ ⟨Mr⟩(1− P̃rr) +
∑

p<r

(1− P̃pp). (E9)

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

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

Proof. Since [Ĥ, Ĥdp] = 0, we can choose {|ψj⟩} to diagonalize Ĥ and Ĥdp simultaneously, and the eigenvalues for Ĥ

still satisfies λ0 < λ1 ≤ . . .. We can also write Ĥdp |ψj⟩ = ξj |ψj⟩, but the eigenvalues ξj may not be ordered. Then

for Ĵ = −iĤ − Ĥdp we have Ĵ |ψj⟩ = (−iλj − ξj) |ψj⟩.
We can then use {|ψi⟩⟨ψj |} as an ordered basis for expanding ρ, following a row-major order. Since K̂k is by

construction an upper triangular matrix in the energy basis, the operator K : ρ 7→∑
k K̂kρK̂

†
k is also upper triangular

after vectorization. Meanwhile for ρ = |ψi⟩⟨ψj |, we have

Ĵρ+ ρĴ† = (−iλi − ξi + iλj − ξj)ρ. (F1)

So the vectorized Lindbladian, denoted by L, is an upper triangular matrix with eigenvalues (−iλi − ξi + iλj − ξj).

Since Ĥdp has an eigenvalue 0, this immediately shows that the spectral gap of L is equal to that of Ĥdp.

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

K̂p,+ =

2L∑

r=1

a†r(f̂(F ))r,p, K̂q,− =

2L∑

r=1

ar(f̂(−F ))q,r. (F2)
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Rewriting Eq. (F2) in the molecular orbital basis yields

K̂p,+ =

2L∑

r=1

c†rf̂(εr)Φ
∗
pr, K̂q,− =

2L∑

r=1

crf̂(−εr)Φqr. (F3)

Then

Ĥdp =
1

2

∑

p

K̂†
p,+K̂p,+ +

1

2

∑

q

K̂†
q,−K̂q,− =

1

2

2L∑

r=1

f̂2(εr)crc
†
r +

1

2

2L∑

r=1

f̂2(−εr)c†rcr. (F4)

In other words,

Ĥdp =
1

2

∑

p≤Ne

(1− np) +
1

2

∑

q>Ne

nq. (F5)

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 ρ(t) ∈ C2L×2L using a differential equation solver [63]. Another approach is to “unravel”
the Lindblad dynamics for the many-body density operator [64, 65]. Broadly speaking, we employ a family of
Monte-Carlo-type algorithms where we only propagate the state vector |ψ(t)⟩ in some stochastic schemes, and the
many-body density operator ρ(t) at the time t can be retrieved by taking the average of the random matrix |ψ(t)⟩⟨ψ(t)|,
i.e. ρ(t) = E |ψ(t)⟩⟨ψ(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 Ĥ − i/2
∑
k K̂

†
kK̂k, with stochastic quantum

jumps occurring intermittently throughout the evolution. Specifically, it can be described by the following stochastic
differential equation (SDE):[66–68]

dψ =

(
−iĤ − 1

2

∑

k

(K̂†
kK̂k − ⟨K̂†

kK̂k⟩)
)
ψdt+

∑

k


 K̂k√

⟨K̂†
kK̂k⟩

− 1


ψdNk

t . (G1)

Here, Nt denotes a Poisson process with a splitting Nt =
∑
kN

k
t . For a sufficiently small time step ∆t, the Pois-

son increment ∆Nt takes the values 0 (no jump) or 1 (jump) with expectation value E(∆Nt) =
∑
k∥K̂kψ∥2∆t =∑

k⟨K̂
†
kK̂k⟩∆t. The Poisson processes {Nk

t } are mutually independent with intensities given by ∥K̂kψ∥2 = ⟨K̂†
kK̂k⟩.

This implies that, in the event of a jump, we select the jump operator K̂k to apply to ψ with a probability proportional

to ⟨K̂†
kK̂k⟩ for k = 1, 2, · · · , N . It can be shown that the density operator, defined as ρ(t) = E |ψ(t)⟩⟨ψ(t)| indeed

solves the Lindblad dynamics, by calculating dψψ†

dt using Itô’s lemma for the Poisson process and then taking the
expectation.

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

pk =

{
∥K̂kψn∥2∆t, k ≤ N

1−∑N
ℓ=1 pℓ, k = N + 1

. If k = 1, · · · , N , we update the trajectory using ψn+1 = K̂kψn/⟨K̂†
kK̂k⟩. If

K = N + 1, we update using ψn+1 = ψn − (iĤ + 1
2

∑
k K̂

†
kK̂k)ψn∆t. Then the many-body density operator ρ(tn) at

time tn can be approximated by taking the average of the pure states |ψ(tn)⟩⟨ψ(tn)| 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 − i

2

∑

k

K̂†
kK̂k

)
∆t

)
ψ(t)

∥∥∥∥∥

2

= 1−
∑

k

∥K̂kψ(t)∥2∆t+O((∆t)2) (G2)

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 ∥K̂kψn∥2 at every time step. Instead, we
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can first calculate ∥ψn∥2 and sample a random number R ∼ U(0, 1) to decide whether jump or not. If R < ∥ψn∥2, we
just propagate the trajectory using ψn+1 = ψn−

(
iĤ + 1

2

∑
k K̂

†
kK̂k

)
ψn∆t. If R ≥ ∥ψn∥2, we calculate each ⟨K̂†

kK̂k⟩
and update ψn+1 = K̂kψn/⟨K̂†

kK̂k⟩ with a probability proportional to ⟨K̂†
kK̂k⟩ for k = 1, 2, · · · , N . After this, we

reset the random number R ∼ U(0, 1). Essentially, this corresponds to evolving the trajectory using Ĥ− i/2
∑
k K̂

†
kK̂k

deterministically causing the norm of ψ 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 Löwdin’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 = UsU† where U is a unitary matrix and s is a diagonal
matrix of positive eigenvalues. We define the transformation matrix X = Us−1/2 and transform the Fock operator
using F 7→ X†FX. 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

Ĥ =

2L∑

p,q=1

Tpqc
†
pcq +

1

2

2L∑

p,q,r,s=1

Spqrsc
†
pc

†
qcrcs, (H1)

where the Tpq 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 = 5
2∥Ĥ∥2, δa = a/5, b = δb = ∆. For

the integral truncation, we let Ss =
10
∆ and for the quadrature nodes we set Ms = [Ss/(π/2a)] and ∆s = Ss/Ms [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 SI as the jump operators to prepare the ground state of H2 system. We apply
the quantum jump unraveling method for these simulations with time step ∆t = 0.1 and the stopping times are set
to T = 30. In each simulation, we repeat the pure-state evolution on Ntraj = 10, 25, 50, 100 and 500 trajectories and
we approximate the many-body density operator at the time tn as:

ρ(tn) = E |ψ(tn)⟩⟨ψ(tn)| ≈
1

Ntraj

Ntraj∑

k=1

|ψk(tn)⟩⟨ψk(tn)| , (H2)

where |ψk(tn)⟩ denotes the state vector on the k-th trajectory at the time tn. 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: H4, LiH, H2O, CH4, HCN, C2H4, N2, H10 and
SO3. The molecular geometries are listed below:
H4 in STO3G:
H 0.0 0.0 0.0
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FIG. 9. The Lindblad dynamics of the H2 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 ⟨ρg⟩ with the exact ground state relative to the exact Lindblad dynamics at each time point. The average error
decreases approximately as 1/

√
Ntraj.

H 0.0 0.0 2.0
H 0.0 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

H2O in STO3G:
O 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

C2H4 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
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H10 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

SO3 in cc-pVDZ:
S 0.0000000 0.0000000 0.0000000
O 0.0000000 1.4167620 0.0000000
O 1.2269520 -0.7083810 0.0000000
O -1.2269520 -0.7083810 0.0000000

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

H2 STO3G 0.7 4 16
H2 6-31G 0.7 8 256

H4 (chain) STO3G 0.7 8 256
H6 (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 (Å) number of qubits dimension of FNe

H4 (square) STO3G - 8 70
H2 cc-pVDZ 0.7 20 190
F2 STO3G 1.4 20 190
LiH STO3G 1.546 12 495
Cl2 STO3G 2.130 36 630

H6 (grid) STO3G 2.0 12 924
H2O STO3G - 14 1001
BeH2 STO3G 1.304 14 3003

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

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 H2O 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 FNe

with Ne electrons, which corresponds to the size of the Hamiltonian matrix Ĥ.
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