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We introduce a universal method for accelerating Lindblad dynamics that preserves the original
trajectory through Hilbert space. The technique provides exact fast processes analytically, which
are Markovian and do not require manipulation of the environment properties, by time-rescaling
a reference dynamics. In particular, the engineered control protocols are based only on local in-
teractions, and no additional control fields are required compared to the reference protocol. We
demonstrate the scheme with two examples: a driven two-level system in an amplitude damping
channel and the dissipative transverse field Ising model. We also show that, by starting with a
reference process which is the fastest connecting two states under a certain constraint, the method
provides other optimal processes satisfying modified constraints. Our approach can help advance
techniques for quantum control and computation towards more complex noisy systems.

I. INTRODUCTION

The main challenges to improve the performance of
current noisy intermediate-scale quantum (NISQ) devices
are to increase the number of qubits involved and devise
operations that are completed within the coherence time
[1]. Thus, tremendous efforts have been recently devoted
to developing quantum control techniques intended to
precisely manipulate more quantum units in shorter time
intervals [2]. Shortcuts to adiabaticity (STA) address this
issue by providing fast quantum dynamics that have the
same outcome as slow adiabatic processes [3| 4]. Exam-
ples of STA methods proposed so far include counter-
diabatic driving (CD) [5H7], invariant-based inverse engi-
neering [g)], fast-forward approach [9, [10], and, more re-
cently, time-rescaling [I1]. As originally proposed, these
techniques have been shown to be efficient in speeding
up closed quantum dynamics [12H19].

During the last ten years, progress has been made
in extending STA to open quantum systems [20H24],
as demonstrated in a recent experiment using a super-
conducting circuit architecture [25]. Inverse engineering
strategies have been used in some of these extensions.
For instance, in Ref. [22] the authors prescribe a target
trajectory for the evolution of the system, from which
the corresponding master equation is constructed. In
this case, speedups of strokes in an open two-level sys-
tem are studied, where the obtained dynamics are either
non-Markovian with time-dependent Lindblad operators
or described in terms of a non-Hermitian Hamiltonian.
In [24], a reverse-engineering idea is used to speed up the
relaxation of open quantum systems towards the equilib-
rium state, in which the thermalization of a particle in
a harmonic well is investigated. Other efforts to extend
the applicability of STA to open quantum systems have
predominantly focused on the CD method. Based on a
specific formulation of adiabaticity for systems undergo-
ing open evolution, CD was first generalized in [20]. In a
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subsequent work [2I], an extension that provides phase
freedom in the Liouvillian superoperator was introduced.

Similarly to the applications of STA to closed quan-
tum systems, the counterparts to open systems have been
shown to be efficient at manipulating simple systems.
However, attempts to use these techniques in both closed
and open many-body systems have suffered from seri-
ous problems. First, the implementation of STA in this
case often requires non-local infinite-range interactions,
therefore precluding experimental realizations. Second,
the design of CD protocols for closed and open sys-
tems requires knowledge of the instantaneous spectrum
of the reference Hamiltonian and Liouvillian superopera-
tor, respectively, which evidently becomes impractical for
many-body dynamics. To circumvent these limitations,
a variational approach was introduced for closed quan-
tum systems that allows an approximate construction of
the CD Hamiltonian [26]. This approximate method was
recently extended to open quantum systems [27].

Here, we report a universal method to speed up a ref-
erence Lindblad dynamics through the same trajectory
in Hilbert space, which is a generalization of the time-
rescaling method [II] to open quantum systems. The
scheme analytically provides exact solutions for the fast
dynamics, which are Markovian and are generated by
time-independent environments. Remarkably, the com-
putation of the fast processes does not require knowl-
edge about the eigenvalues of the Liouvillian, the exper-
imental implementation involves only local interactions,
and no extra fields are required with respect to the ref-
erence protocol. We also show that the time evolution
of the fast processes relates to the reference by a sim-
ple reparametrization of time, and provide a discussion
on the quantum speed limit associated with the resulting
dynamics. Our framework is demonstrated for two cases:
a two-level system in an amplitude damping channel and
the dissipative transverse field Ising model on two sites.

The article is organized as follows. In Sec. [} we in-
troduce the time-rescaling method for accelerating Lind-
blad dynamics and demonstrate how the reference pro-
cess is related to the resulting accelerated dynamics. In
Sec. [II} we apply the method to derive fast evolutions
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for a driven two-level system under amplitude damping
and for the dissipative transverse-field Ising model. Sec-
tion [[V] revisits these examples, this time deriving ac-
celerated dynamics that do not require time-dependent
control of the environment. In Sec.[V] we investigate how
the quantum speed limit properties of the reference pro-
cess impact those of the accelerated processes. Finally,
our conclusions are presented in Sec. [VI}

II. THEORY AND METHODS

In the Markovian regime, the dynamics of an open
quantum system is described by the Lindblad equation,

dp
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Here, p is the density operator, L is the Liouvillian super-
operator, and H is the system Hamiltonian, which gener-
ates the unitary part of the dynamics. The Lindblad op-
erators Ly characterize nonunitary transformations such
as relaxation and decoherence that take place at rates
v, > 0 for all time ¢ [28430]. For clarity, we omitted the
time dependence of p(t), L(t), H(t), Li(t), and ¢ (¢) in
the expressions above. The Lindblad equation represents
the general description of the time evolution of the state
of a system under the action of a completely positive
trace-preserving (CPTP) map [31]. Usually, it is derived
under the assumptions of weak system-environment cou-
pling and the absence of memory effects (Born-Markov
approximation) [32].

When solving the Lindblad equation, it is often conve-
nient to rewrite it in the vectorized form [33]:
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where |p) is a d?-entry column vector obtained by stack-
ing the columns of the d x d density operator p, with d
being the dimension of the Hilbert space, and the Liou-
villian superoperator becomes
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The superscripts *, T', and T represent the complex conju-
gate, transpose, and adjoint operators, respectively, and
I is the identity operator. The general solution of Eq.
is given by |o(t;)) = A(ts, 0)]p(0)), with

A(ty,0) = Texp{ Y £(t’)dt’} (5)

0

being the propagator of the dynamics that starts at time
t = 0 and finishes at ¢t = ¢; [3Il B2]. Here, 7 is the
time-ordering operator, similar to the Dyson series for
time-dependent Hamiltonian dynamics [34]. We call the
dynamics generated by L(t) the reference process, and
point out that it takes a time At .y =ty to occur.

The main goal of this work is to design new processes
that are capable of driving the system from the same
initial state |p(0)) to the same final state |p(tf)) in a
shorter time interval, At < At,.r. For that, we consider
the change t' = f(7) in the time variable of Eq. , where
we call f(7) the time-rescaling function. This change
transforms the propagator as follows
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Later we will require that f~1(0) = 0 such that the time
duration of the new process becomes At = f~1(ts). We
observe that the last expression in Eq. has the same
form as Eq. . This means that we obtained a modified
propagator with the same effect as that of the reference
process, which starts at time ¢ = 0 and ends at t =
/7 (ts). The Liouvillian that generates the new process
relates to that of the reference process simply by

L(t) = LIF DS (). (7)

The new process will be called the time-rescaled (TR)

process, where f~1(t) and f(t) are the inverse and the
first derivative of f(t), respectively.

It is important to observe that the propagator of
Eq. @ was obtained from that of Eq. () simply by a
change of variable, i.e., both have exactly the same effect.
That is, the transformation caused by A[f~!(¢¢),0] in an
arbitrary initial state |p(0)), which takes a time At, is
the same transformation caused by A(ty,0), which takes
a time At,.f. In mathematical terms, we have |p(ty)) =
A[f~1(tf),0]|p(0)) = A(ts,0) |p(0)). Naturally, if we are
interested in a TR process that is faster than the refer-
ence, we still need to guarantee that At < At,..

A key challenge in controlling open quantum dynamics
is to design fast processes in which the system experiences
specific external conditions at the beginning and end of
the evolution. This is crucial, for instance, in the ex-
ecution of noisy quantum computations with prescribed
boundary conditions [35, B6], or in implementing nonuni-
tary strokes in quantum heat engines [37]. To satisfy this
requirement, the Liouvillian superoperators of the refer-
ence and TR processes must coincide at the initial and
final times. This ensures that the system is subjected
to the same Hamiltonians parameters and environmen-
tal conditions at the start and end of both processes.
For that, f(¢) must satisfy the following properties: (i)
f71(0) = 0, for the initial times of the reference and the



TR processes to be equal; (i) f~'(ty) < ts, for the TR
process to be faster; (iii) £(0) = £(0), to make the initial
Liouvillians equivalent; and (iv) L[f~'(t;)] = L(ts), to
make the final Liouvillians equivalent.

Similar to the case of closed quantum dynamics [I1],
we have that the function

f(t) = at — (a2;a1)t fsin (2tmt> (8)

f

meets all the requirements above. Indeed, for a > 1 we
find that the evolution of the TR process is equivalent
to the reference one, but occurs a times faster, say At =
Atrer/a. For this reason, we call a the time contraction
parameter. Next, we show that the trajectory followed
by the state of the system in Hilbert space is the same
for both the reference and the TR processes.

Let us introduce a parameter n € [0,1] which char-
acterizes the stage of the trajectory followed by the
density operator in the reference process according to

[p(nts)) = Anty,0)[p(0)), where

nty

A(nty,0) = T exp { E(t’)dt'} . (9)

0
Here, |p(nts)) represents all states of the trajectory gen-
erated by the Liouvillian £(t), from [p(0)) (when n = 0)
to |p(ty)) (when n = 1). Now, if we apply the same
change of variable as before, say t' = f(7), we get
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Since A[f~!(nts),0] was obtained from A(ts,0) by a
change of variable, both have the same effect if ap-
plied to an arbitrary initial state. Namely, |p(nts)) =
Ant7,0)[p(0)) = ALF~1(nts). 0] |p(0)). Tn other words,
all states of the reference dynamics |p(nts)), which are
reached in a time nty, are also obtained in the TR process
in a shorter time f~!(nts). Yet, as there is a one-to-one
correspondence between the propagators A(nty,0) and
A[f~'(nts),0] characterized by 7, we learn that the tra-
jectories produced by the reference and the TR processes
are exactly the same. In Fig.[1| we sketch the relation be-
tween the trajectory states and the time at which they
occur in the reference (@ = 1) and the TR processes for
a =2 and a = 10.

Based on Fig. [T} and adopting the simplification ¢ =
Nt ¢, we can express a relation between the reference and
the TR dynamics as

AL @) = lp(1))

where the superscript ~ represents the TR dynamics.
This remarkable result implies that the TR dynamics can
be analytically obtained from the reference dynamics by
a simple reparametrization of time. With this facility,
starting from a known open quantum dynamics as a refer-
ence, one is able to directly compute the analogue fast dy-
namics without resorting to numerical calculations. This

0<t<ty (11)
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FIG. 1: Time evolution of a reference (¢ = 1) Lindblad dy-
namics and the corresponding TR dynamics for a = 2 and
a = 10. In all cases, the trajectories from |p(0)) to |p(tf))
in Hilbert space are the same. The time duration of the TR
processes are a times faster than the reference one.

connection may be particularly useful for quantitative
studies of many-body quantum dynamics [38-H40].

III. RESULTS

We apply our method to two models of open system
dynamics, and call attention that, in this section and
the next, we assume i = 1. First, we study the design
of processes that accelerate the dynamics of a two-level
system (TLS) under the action of the amplitude damping
channel and driven by the Hamiltonian

H= —gaz — %O’x, (12)
where o, and o, are the z and z Pauli operators, §
is the detuning and 2 is the Rabi frequency. In this
case, the action of the environment is described by the
Lindblad operator o_ = |0)1|, where o,|0) = |0) and
0. |1) = —|1), and by the spontaneous emission rate +.
Here, we call |0) and |1) the ground and excited states,
respectively. Fig. [2| shows the time evolution of the pop-
ulation of the states |0) and |1) in several different pa-
rameter regimes, with the initial state assumed to be |1).
The reference (a = 1) dynamics are displayed in the first
column, where we set the time duration as ¢ty = 5 and
v = 1 in adimensional units. The detuning § and the
Rabi frequency ) were varied in order to obtain quali-
tatively different dynamics. The results of the reference
dynamics are in agreement with Refs. [42] 43].

In the second and third columns of Fig. [2] we display the
corresponding TR dynamics in which the time duration
is shortened by a factor of 2 (a = 2) and 10 (a = 10), re-
spectively. To generate these dynamics, the reference Li-
ouvillian must be changed as in Eq. . Since the control
parameters 0, €2 and 7 are constant in the reference pro-
cesses, the changes to be performed in order to generate
the fast dynamics are simply 6 — df(¢), @ — Qf(¢) and
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FIG. 2: Spontaneous emission of a driven two-level system. Ground (blue) and excited (orange) state population dynamics of
a driven two-level system under the action of the amplitude damping channel. The detuning § and the Rabi frequency 2 of the
reference dynamics (first column) are set as constants, with the decay rate v = 1. The results of the engineered TR dynamics
are shown in the second and third columns for the a = 2 and a = 10 cases, respectively. The system starts out in the excited

state in all cases.

v = 'yf(t), where for the a = 2 and a = 10 cases we have
f(t) = 2 — cos(4nt/ty) and f(t) = 10 — 9cos(20mt/t;),
respectively. With no driving field (2 = 0), the excited
state population simply decays monotonically to zero, as
can be seen in the first line of Fig. 2] In the nonzero
driving case (€ > 0), oscillations of the populations are
observed before an asymptotic stabilization.

If we analyze the behavior of the processes without
paying attention to the time duration, we note that the
dynamics tend to develop more rapidly at intermediate
times (t ~ t/2a) than at earlier (¢t ~ 0) and later times
(t ~ ty/a) for increasing values of a. This is because f(t),
which dictates the time evolution of the TR dynamics [see
Eq. ], grows more and more rapidly for intermediate
times as a increases (see Fig. . It can also be seen that
the trajectories of the reference and TR dynamics are
identical, and that these dynamics are related to each
other by a reparametrization of time, in agreement with
the result of Eq. . The Mathematica notebook that
generates the results displayed in Fig. [2] is available in
the Supplemental Material [41].

The experimental realization of the fast dynamics in
the context of a two-level atomic system involves two
parts: the unitary control, which is related to the real-
ization of §(t) = § f(t) and Q(t) = Qf(¢), and the nonuni-
tary control, which corresponds to the manipulation of
~v(t) = ~vf(t). The constants J, Q and ~ are the refer-
ence parameters, and f (t) is a smooth function of t. The
unitary control can be realized by exposing the atoms

to a laser beam whose intensity and frequency vary in
time according to f(t). We call attention to the fact
that the Rabi frequency Q(t) and the detuning §(¢) scale
proportionally to the intensity and frequency of the inci-
dent radiation field, respectively [44]. This type of uni-
tary quantum control with atoms is commonly realized
with current technology [45, 46]. On the other hand,
the implementation of the nonunitary control requires
time-dependent manipulation of the coupling between
the atomic system and its environment; a task generally
more challenging than controlling Hamiltonian parame-
ters [47]. Nonetheless, engineered environments enabling
such control have been experimentally demonstrated, for
instance, in trapped-ion systems. In those experiments,
a uniform oscillating electric field applied along the trap
axis served as a tunable environment [48]. Additionally,
the use of squeezed vacuum fields as controlled environ-
ments for atomic systems has also been experimentally
realized [49].

We next apply our method to the transverse-field Ising
model (TFIM) with two sites, which is a four-level sys-
tem. The Hamiltonian of the TFIM is

H = —JZng)ogk""l) — hZJ;k), (13)
k k

where J is the nearest-neighbor coupling strength and
h is the transverse magnetic-field strength. Here, we as-

sume the influence of the environment as described by the
(k)

Lindblad damping operator ¢’ acting independently at
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FIG. 3: Dissipative transverse field Ising model. Time evolution of the populations of the states |00) (blue), |11) (black) and
the sum of the populations of the states |01) and |10) (orange). For the reference dynamics (first column), the transverse
magnetic-field strengths h are set as constants, with the nearest-neighbor coupling strength J = 1.0 and the decay rate v = 0.1.
The second and third columns show the results of the corresponding TR dynamics for a = 2 and a = 10, respectively. In all

cases, we set |11) as the initial state.

each site k, with a decay rate v. Fig. [3]shows the popu-
lation dynamics of the states |00) and |11) and the sum
of the populations of the states |01) and |10) for differ-
ent parameter settings, where we set the initial state to
[11). Our calculations showed that the populations of
the states |01) and |10) are the same in all processes.
The reference (a = 1) dynamics are displayed in the first
column for some fixed values of h to illustrate different
dynamical behaviors. In these processes, we set J = 1,
v = 0.1, and t; = 15 in adimensional units. There are
no population oscillations in the absence of the magnetic
field (h = 0). In contrast, population oscillations with
increasing frequency take place as h increases. Our sim-
ulations also revealed that the asymptotic values of the
populations are independent of the field strength. The
reference dynamics results agree with Refs. [42] [43].

The engineered TR, dynamics for a = 2 and a = 10 are
shown in the second and third columns of Fig. 3] respec-
tively. These fast dynamics are generated from the refer-
ence ones by means of the application of the TR Liouvil-
lian according to Eq. @ Once the reference dynamics
have fixed values for the control parameters, the required
changes are J — Jf(t), h = hf(t) and v — v f(t). As we
can see, our method successfully provided open quantum
dynamics, which are a times faster than the correspond-
ing reference processes, following the same trajectories.
The property that TR processes develop more rapidly
when ¢ ~ t;/2a than when t ~ 0 and t ~ ¢y /a is also evi-
dent in this example. In the Supplemental Material [41],

we have provided a Mathematica notebook that details
the calculations of the results shown in Fig. [3]

This application is also experimentally feasible. The
unitary part requires time-dependent control of both the
coupling strength, J(t) = Jf(t), and the transverse
magnetic field, h(t) = hf(t). Arrays of individually
trapped Rydberg atoms are well-established as a ver-
satile platform for simulating the quantum Ising model
[50). In such systems, the tunable distance between ad-
jacent atoms effectively plays the role of the interaction
strength, while the Rabi frequency of the laser coupling
involving the ground and Rydberg states of the atoms
serves as the transverse magnetic field. Both of these pa-
rameters have been demonstrated to be controllable with
high precision using current experimental techniques [51].
The nonunitary control follows a similar strategy to that
described in the previous example. In the following sec-
tion, we present a reformulation of our method to ac-
commodate the implementation of time-independent en-
vironments in the design of fast dynamics.

IV. ACCELERATED PROCESSES WITH
TIME-INDEPENDENT ENVIRONMENT

Although the structure of the Lindblad operators is
time-independent, the rates «(¢) in the TR processes
introduced in the previous section are time-dependent.
Physically, this implies that precise and rapid control



over the environment degrees of freedom is required to
generate the designed time control of the transition rates.
As discussed in the previous section, this has been a chal-
lenging task. As such, it is of interest to explore methods
for accelerating Lindblad dynamics without relying on
time control of the environment properties. This is the
focus of the present section. To achieve this, we employ
a linear time-rescaling function, g(t) = at. This function
satisfies properties (i) and (ii) outlined in Sec. [[I, but not
properties (iii) and (iv). As a result, the TR dynamics
generated by ¢(t) are indeed faster than the reference dy-
namics, but they involve different initial and final Liouvil-
lian superoperators. This implies that the system will be
subjected to different initial and final Hamiltonians, and
that the initial and final environmental conditions will
also differ. However, we will see that if the properties
of the environment are time-independent in the reference
dynamics, they will remain time-independent in the TR
dynamics.
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FIG. 4: Driven two-level system subjected to the amplitude
damping channel. Population dynamics of the ground (black)
and excited (red) states are shown. The main plot displays
the behavior of the accelerated dynamics, which has a time
duration 15 times (a = 15) shorter than the reference process
(a = 1), shown in the inset. For the reference case, we use the
parameters 6 = 0.5, Q = 7, and v = 1.5. In the accelerated
process, the corresponding parameters are § = 7.5, 2 = 105,
and v = 22.5.

Following Eq. , the Liouvillian that generates the
TR process now relates to the reference one as

L(t) = LIg®)lg(t) = aLlg(t)]. (14)

This results in a transformation of the Hamiltonian given
by H(t) — H(t) = aH[g(t)], and similarly for the rates:
Y(t) — avk[g(t)]. With this, if the rates are time-
independent in the reference process, they remain time-
independent in the accelerated dynamics, transforming
as v — a7vg. Therefore, to generate open dynamics
that are a times faster than the reference, one requires
an environment with the density of particles increased
by a factor of a, thereby enhancing the decay rates by
the same factor. As previously mentioned, in the cur-
rent framework, the initial and final Hamiltonians of the
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FIG. 5: Dissipative transverse field Ising model. Time evolu-
tion of the populations of the states |00) (purple), |11) (black),
and the sum of the populations of the states |01) and |10)
(red). The main plot shows a fast process accelerated by
a factor of 15 (a = 15) compared to the reference process
(a = 1), which is shown in the inset. The parameters used in
the reference process are J = 3, h = 2, and v = 0.2. The cor-
responding parameters for the accelerated process are J = 45,
h =30, and v = 3.

accelerated dynamics differ from those of the reference
process. However, this is not a big problem, since the
reference and TR Hamiltonians commute at the times
when they generate the same state |p(t)), i.e., at times ¢
and g~!(t), respectively. In fact, we have

[H (), Hlg™ (O] = [H(t), aH (t)] = 0. (15)

This commutation relation implies that the reference and
TR Hamiltonians share the same set of eigenstates at the
corresponding times. Therefore, if the state of the system
is stationary at the initial and final times of the reference
dynamics, the same will hold for the initial and final times
of the accelerated dynamics.

This commutation relation also ensures that the dy-
namical properties of the state of the system throughout
the entire reference process is preserved in the fast pro-
cesses generated using the function g(t). In general, two
main differences arise when replacing the function f(t)
studied in the previous sections with g(t). On the one
hand, the TR processes designed via g(t) require a differ-
ent Hamiltonian at all times. On the other hand, there
is no need for time-dependent control of the environment
properties. In both cases the system state follows the
same trajectory in Hilbert space as in the reference pro-
cess at a rate which is a times faster. In Figs. [4 and
we illustrate the effect of the time-rescaling method us-
ing g(t) for both the driven two-level system in an ampli-
tude damping channel and the dissipative transverse field
Ising model, in order to compare with results of the pre-
vious section. It is evident that the reference processes
were perfectly accelerated in both cases. Furthermore,
since the action of the environment in these cases is time-
independent, the designed fast processes also inherit this
property, which significantly simplifies the practical im-
plementation.



V. QUANTUM SPEED LIMIT

The quantum speed limit (QSL) refers to the mini-
mum time required for a quantum system to evolve from
a given state to another under specific physical condi-
tions (energy cost to realize the process and type of
control) [52]. One of the first QSL results for closed
quantum systems was established by Mandelstam and
Tamm in 1945 [53], who showed that the evolution time
is bounded from below by the inverse of the energy uncer-
tainty of the system in the form At > tggr, = wh/(2AH),
where AH = \/(H?) — (H)?. An alternative bound was
later derived by Margolus and Levitin [54], expressed as
At > tgsr = wh/(2(H)). Together, these two results de-
fine the fundamental lower bound on the evolution time
between two orthogonal states in an isolated quantum
system. For open quantum systems, however, the first
results on quantum speed limits only emerged in 2013
[55H5T].

In Ref. [55], del Campo et al. presented a general-
ization of the Mandelstam-Tamm bound for open quan-
tum systems governed by Lindblad dynamics. For time-
independent Liouvillians £, the bound takes the form

40°Tx[p(0)]?
72/ Te[LTp(0)]?

where the parameter 6 characterizes the relative purity
between the initial and final states as

T t

O
Trlp(0)]?

Here, p(0) and p(ts) denote the initial and final states of

the dynamics, respectively. The adjoint of the Liouvillian
reads

Aty > tosr = (16)

6 = arccos f(ty) = arccos (

i 1
Lip= 7ol + > (Llka - Q{LlLkvP}> - (18)
B

Let us now analyze how the QSL of a system governed
by a Liouvillian £ transforms under time-rescaling with
the function g(t) = at, as discussed in the previous sec-
tion. We assume that the reference dynamics is already
the fastest possible evolution connecting p(0) and p(ty);
the so-called quantum brachistochrone. In this case, the
minimum evolution time is given by the QSL time tggr,
in Eq. . After applying the TR transformation via
g(t), the total duration of the rescaled dynamics becomes
Aty = tosr/a. This accelerated dynamics is generated
by the Liouvillian £(t) = a£, as shown in Eq. . Using
Eq. to calculate the QSL time for the transformed
Liouvillian, we obtain

sy — _AETOF AT

w2\ JTr[ipo)2 om*VTLTp(0)]P

which leads to the result Aty = tosr/a = tosr.
In other words, if the original Liouvillian Lx gen-
erates the fastest evolution between two states p(0)

and p(ty) under the conmstraint +/Tr[LTp(0)]? = v,

then the rescaled Liouvillian £, = afl, yields the
fastest evolution within the class of dynamics char-
acterized by /Tr[LTp(0)]2 = av. More generally, by
classifying dynamical regimes according to the quantity

Tr[LTp(0)]?, we find that the quantum brachistochrone
of one dynamical regime gives rise, via time rescaling,
to the brachistochrones of other dynamical scenarios.
This highlights the universality and versatility of the
time-rescaling method.

VI. CONCLUSION

We have formulated a universal framework to accel-
erate Lindblad dynamics, which generalizes the time-
rescaling method [I1] to open quantum systems. The
method is simple, analytical, and has significant advan-
tages over previous STA schemes. First, our approach
provides exact fast processes that are driven through the
same trajectory in Hilbert space as the reference protocol.
In fact, the reference and the fast dynamics were shown
to be related by a simple reparametrization of time [see
Eq. ] Second, the engineered dynamics are Marko-
vian and do not necessarily require time control of the
environment properties. Third, calculations of the pro-
tocols do not require information about the (complex)
eigenvalues of the reference Liouvillian, and the experi-
mental realization does not involve extra control fields.

Another important feature of our approach is that the
fast dynamics are generated by a Liouvillian that satis-
fies locality constraints, as long as this is also true for the
reference process. This result is expected to be relevant
to the study of dissipative quantum state engineering in
many-body systems and the design of quantum many-
body engines [58, 59]. We verified the efficacy of the
method in two scenarios: a driven two-level system in a
heat bath at zero temperature and the dissipative trans-
verse field Ising model. Moreover, for a reference process
that is known to take the minimal time evolution between
two states, under a determined dynamical constraint, it
was shown that the proposed method enables to find a
family of optimal processes that comply with different
values of the constraint.
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