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We investigate the classical limit of quantum master equations featuring double-bracket dissipa-
tors. Specifically, we consider dissipators defined by double commutators, which describe dephasing
dynamics, as well as dissipators involving double anticommutators, associated with fluctuating anti-
Hermitian Hamiltonians. The classical limit is obtained by formulating the open quantum dynamics
in phase space using the Wigner function and Moyal products, followed by a systematic ℏ-expansion.
We begin with the well-known model of energy dephasing, associated with energy diffusion. We then
turn to master equations containing a double anticommutator with the system Hamiltonian, recently
derived in the context of noisy non-Hermitian systems. For both classes of double-bracket equa-
tions, we provide a gradient-flow representation of the dynamics. We analyze the classical limit
of the resulting evolutions for harmonic and driven anharmonic quantum oscillators, considering
both classical and nonclassical initial states. The dynamics is characterized through the evolution
of several observables as well as the Wigner logarithmic negativity. We conclude by extending
our analysis to generalized master equations involving higher-order nested brackets, which provide a
time-continuous description of spectral filtering techniques commonly used in the numerical analysis
of quantum systems.

I. INTRODUCTION

Double-bracket master equations govern the evolution
of physical systems in a variety of contexts. A familiar
instance arises in the open quantum dynamics of Marko-
vian systems [1]. The associated master equation takes
the Lindblad form [2], and when it involves a single Her-
mitian jump operator, it reduces to a double-commutator
master equation that describes dephasing in the eigenba-
sis of the jump operator. When the latter coincides with
the system Hamiltonian, the evolution describes energy
dephasing, which constitutes a simple model of decoher-
ence with manifold applications. An ubiquitous scenario
in which it arises involves the description of unitary evo-
lutions timed with realistic clocks involving errors [3, 4].
Similarly, it can be derived as an effective dissipative dy-
namics describing an ensemble of trajectories governed
by stochastic Hamiltonians [5]. In this context, it has
been used to predict extreme decoherence in fluctuating
random Hamiltonians [6] and to describe the emergence
of objectivity from random quantum measurements [7].
Energy dephasing models also allow us to describe the
use of filters in the numerical study of spectral statistics
in many-body systems as physical operations character-
ized by a quantum channel [8]. As a result, it provides
a natural framework for investigating dissipative quan-
tum chaos [9, 10] and the role of decoherence in confor-
mal field theory and holography [11]. Energy dephasing
also arises in modifications of quantum mechanics of the
kind involved in wavefunction collapse models [12–20]. In
addition, it can be seen as a Liouvillian deformation of
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Hamiltonian evolution [21].

It is worth noting that the kind of double-bracket mas-
ter equation that describes energy dephasing arises in a
broader context related to matrix diagonalization [22].
For example, the Hamiltonian flow formulated by Weg-
ner [23, 24] and Glazek and Wilson [25, 26] in the context
of the continuous renormalization group is governed by a
double-bracket equation that diagonalizes the Hamilto-
nian in block form [27]. The analogy of the Wegner flow
with energy dephasing has been discussed in [28]. This
kind of double-bracket master equation is at the core of
a variety of quantum algorithms [29, 30].

More recently, double bracket equations have been in-
troduced in the context of fluctuating non-Hermitian evo-
lutions. In this case, the equation of motion involves a
double anticommutator with the imaginary part of the
fluctuating operator, such as the system Hamiltonian
[31].

Double-bracket equations have numerous applications,
and it is natural to explore their classical limit. In
this work, we undertake such an analysis by resorting
to a phase space formulation of the quantum evolution.
We analyze the dissipative time-evolution of the Wigner
function and perform an ℏ-expansion to identify the cor-
responding classical equations of motion.

We first discuss how master equations with a double-
commutator arise in a variety of contexts in Sec. II.
By formulating the master equations in phase space, we
discuss their classical limit in Sec. III. The analysis is
generalized to master equations involving double anti-
commutators in Sec. IV. The gradient flow interpreta-
tion of master equations involving either kind of double
brackets is presented in Sec. V. Section VI illustrates
the evolution under double-bracket master equations in
the simple case of a quantum oscillator, characterizing
natural observables and the Wigner negativity. A driven
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anharmonic oscillator is studied to explore the interplay
of decoherence in the classical-quantum correspondence
of chaotic models. In addition, we discuss how filters
used in the numerical analysis of spectral properties of
quantum systems can be described by generalized mas-
ter equations involving higher-order nested brackets, in
Sec VII, before closing with a summary and discussion.

II. MARKOVIAN QUANTUM DYNAMICS AND
DOUBLE-COMMUTATOR MASTER

EVOLUTIONS

When the state of a system embedded in a surround-
ing environment is initially described by a tensor product
state, a Markovian master equation for the reduced state
of the system can be derived. The latter is known as the
Gorini–Kossakowski–Sudarshan–Lindblad (GKSL) mas-
ter equation and can be written in terms of the Hamilto-
nian of the system (including the Lamb shift) and dissi-
pation terms [1, 2, 32]

˙̂ρ = − i
ℏ
[Ĥ, ρ̂] +

∑
m

ΓmD[L̂m]ρ̂ , (1)

where D[L̂m]ρ̂ = L̂†
mρ̂L̂m − 1

2{L̂
†
mL̂m, ρ̂} is known as the

dissipator. This evolution arises in a large class of quan-
tum systems. For Hermitian jump operators, the quan-
tum GKSL master equation reduces to a double-bracket
equation

˙̂ρ = − i
ℏ
[Ĥ, ρ̂]− 1

2

∑
m

Γm[L̂m, [L̂m, ρ̂]] . (2)

This evolution describes dephasing in the eigenbasis of
L̂m. For instance, the high-temperature limit of quan-
tum Brownian motion corresponds to the choice of the
position operator as the single jump operator [1, 33]. The
case of multiple noncommuting jump operators is also fre-
quent and can be used to describe, e.g., the depolarizing
channel of a qubit [34] or phase-space measurements [35].

The dephasing master equation can also be derived in a
different context, that of fluctuating Hamiltonians. Fluc-
tuating Hamiltonians have broad applications in physics
and chemistry [36], and can be used, e.g., to explore the
robustness to noise of quantum control protocols such
as shortcuts to adiabaticity [37–40], describing errors in
quantum annealing [41–43], and the quantum simulation
of open systems [5, 44]. Consider an isolated system, un-
der unitary dynamics generated by the stochastic Hermi-
tian Hamiltonian

Ĥst = Ĥ +
∑
m

ξm(t)λmL̂m , (3)

where λm is a dimensionless constant and {ξm(t)} repre-
sent real Gaussian processes with zero mean and white-
noise autocorrelations ⟨ξm(t))ξn(t

′)⟩ = δmnδ(t− t′). The
evolution of an initial state |ψst⟩ is then dictated by

the stochastic Schrödinger equation (or the Liouville von
Neumann equation in the case of density matrices). Al-
ternatively, one can consider an ensemble of realiza-
tions and introduce the noise-averaged quantum state
ρ̂ = E[|ψst⟩⟨ψst|], which can be shown to evolve according
to the dephasing master equation (2) with the identifica-
tion [5, 36, 45, 46]

Γm = (λm/ℏ)2 . (4)

Yet a different context for the occurrence of the dephas-
ing master equation arises in the description of continu-
ous quantum measurements [47, 48]. The monitoring of a

set of observables L̂m is described by a stochastic master
equation. Disregarding the measurement outcomes, the
state of the system is described by the dephasing master
equation (2).
The evolution (2) simplifies when the dissipator takes

the form of a single double commutator involving the
Hamiltonian, i.e., by choosing the Hamiltonian as the
only Hermitian Lindblad operator L̂ = L̂† = Ĥ. The
master equation for energy dephasing is given by

˙̂ρ = − i
ℏ
[Ĥ, ρ̂]− Γ

2
[Ĥ, [Ĥ, ρ̂]] , (5)

where Γ indicates the strength of decoherence. This evo-
lution induces dephasing in the energy eigenbasis but pre-
serves the energy distribution. As already mentioned,
energy dephasing arises in a variety of scenarios, such as
evolutions timed with realistic clocks, fluctuating Hamil-
tonians and random measurements [3, 4, 7], modifications
of quantum mechanics [12–14, 17, 18, 20], spectral filter-
ing [8, 21], and quantum chaos [6, 9].

III. PHASE-SPACE REPRESENTATION OF
MARKOVIAN OPEN QUANTUM EVOLUTIONS

AND THEIR CLASSICAL LIMIT

One way of formulating a classical limit is by resort-
ing to a phase-space formulation in which the master
equation can be understood as a ℏ-deformation of the
classical dynamics, associated with the ℏ → 0 limit
[49–52]. Consider a N -dimensional system with coor-
dinates x = (x1, · · · , xN ), p = (p1, · · · , pN ), and let
dx = dx1 · · · dxN . The role of the density matrix is re-
placed by the Wigner function

W (x,p) =
1

(2πℏ)N

∫
dy⟨x−y/2|ρ̂|x+y/2⟩eip·y/ℏ , (6)

and to each operator Â one associates the Weyl symbol
A = A(x,p)

A(x,p) =

∫
dy⟨x− y/2|Â|x+ y/2⟩eip·y/ℏ . (7)

The expectation values can then be computed as

⟨Â⟩ = Tr(Âρ̂) =

∫
dxdpA(x,p)W (x,p) , (8)
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and thus
∫
dxdpW (x,p) = 1. We define the

phase space average of a Weyl symbol A as ⟨A⟩ =∫
dxdpA(x,p)W (x,p).

Similarly, one can compute moments Ân of an observ-
able as

⟨Ân⟩ = Tr(Âρ̂) = ⟨A ⋆ A ⋆ · · · ⋆ A⟩ = ⟨A⋆n⟩ , (9)

in terms of the star product

A ⋆ B = A exp

 iℏ
2

N∑
j=1

(←−
∂ xj

−→
∂ pj
−
←−
∂ pj

−→
∂ xj

)B

=

N∑
j=1

∞∑
s=0

1

s!

(
iℏ
2

)s s∑
t=0

(−1)t
(
s

t

)
(∂s−t

xj
∂tpj

A)

× (∂txj
∂s−t
pj

B) . (10)

In this context, the Wigner-Weyl transformation is
used to systematically recover the classical limit. Effec-
tively, it reduces to replacing commutators with Moyal
brackets 1

iℏ [Ĥ, ·] → {{H, ·}} and density matrix ρ̂ with
the Wigner function W . The Moyal bracket has the fol-
lowing form in terms of the star product

{{A,B}} = 1

iℏ
(A ⋆ B −B ⋆ A) , (11)

Using the ℏ-series expansion, the Moyal bracket admits
the compact expression

{{A,B}} = 2

ℏ
A sin

(
ℏ
2
Λ

)
B , (12)

where the Poisson operator reads Λ =∑N
j=1

(←−
∂ xj

−→
∂ pj
−
←−
∂ pj

−→
∂ xj

)
. This approach allows

one to represent master equations in phase space, as
often done to study quantum Brownian motion; see,
e.g., [35, 53–63].

The GKSL equation in phase space reads

∂tW = {{H,W}}+
∑
m

Γm

[
Lm ⋆ W ⋆ L∗

m (13)

−1

2
(L∗

m ⋆ Lm ⋆ W +W ⋆ L∗
m ⋆ Lm)

]
,

where A∗ denotes the complex conjugate of A.
To leading order in the ℏ-expansion, the Moyal bracket

reduces to

{{A,B}} = AΛB +O(ℏ2) = {A,B}P +O(ℏ2), (14)

where AΛB ≡ {A,B}P is the usual Poisson bracket. In
addition,

A ⋆ B = AB +O(ℏ) . (15)

In this limit, the phase-space dissipator identically van-
ishes if Γm and L̂m do not scale with ℏ. This

is the case as Lm ⋆ W ⋆ L∗
m 7→ |Lm|2W and

1
2 (L

∗
m ⋆ Lm ⋆ W +W ⋆ L∗

m ⋆ Lm) 7→ |Lm|2W .

As a specific case, for Hermitian operators L̂m, one
finds that the dephasing master equation (2) takes the
phase-space form

∂tW = {{H,W}}+ ℏ2

2

∑
m

Γm{{Lm, {{Lm,W}}}} ,

(16)

and the classical limit of the dissipator still vanishes iden-
tically.
However, in the case of fluctuating Hamiltonians, L̂m is

an energy operator and Γm is given by (4). The classical
limit of dephasing associated with the term of order ℏ0
involves a nonvanishing dissipator

∂tW = {H,W}P +
∑
m

λm
2
{Lm, {Lm,W}P}P .(17)

This is consistent with the use of fluctuating Hamilto-
nians in both the quantum and classical domains. In
particular, consider the master equation (5) to the dy-
namical equation for the Wigner function under energy
dephasing,

∂tW =
2

ℏ
H sin

(
ℏ
2
Λ

)
W

+ 2ΓH sin

(
ℏ
2
Λ

)[
H sin

(
ℏ
2
Λ

)
W

]
. (18)

In this limit, we find that the dynamical equation asso-
ciated with energy dephasing becomes

∂tW = {H,W}P +
λ

2
{H, {H,W}P}P

− ℏ2

24

[
HΛ3W +

λ

2

(
HΛ(HΛ3W ) +HΛ3(HΛW )

)]
+O(ℏ4) . (19)

Recognizing the classical Liouvillian associated with
Hamiltonian dynamics L∗ ≡ {H, ∗}P and defining γ = λ

2 ,
the dynamical equation in the classical limit becomes

∂tW = LW + γL2W . (20)

Since L2 commutes with L, we can write the full solution
as

W (t) = eγtL
2

etLW (0) . (21)

This expression makes clear that the classical limit of
energy dephasing is a deformation of the classical Hamil-
tonian dynamics associated with the deformation of the
generator L → L + γL2. This can now be applied to
specific systems.



4

A. Heat Kernel Solution and Ehrenfest Equations

We begin by considering a simple system of a massive
particle moving under a potential V (x̂). The Hamilto-
nian and the propagator L are given by

Ĥ =
p̂2

2m
+ V (x̂) , (22)

L = − p

m
∂x + V ′(x)∂p . (23)

As shown in Appendix A, the energy-dephasing dynamics
governed by L + γL2 can be obtained via a heat kernel
in terms of Hamiltonian flow,

W (x, p, t) =
1√
2πγt

∫ ∞

−∞
e−

(t−u)2

2γt W (ϕu(x, p))du . (24)

Here, W (ϕu(x, p)) = W (x(u), p(u), u), with x(u), p(u)
corresponding to the solutions of Hamilton’s equation
with H.

Without referring to the explicit form of the Wigner
function or the Hamiltonian flow, we can derive the evo-
lution equation for different moments of the canonical
observables x and p in phase space. The average values
of the observables defined in Eq. (8) satisfy the Ehrenfest
equations

d

dt
⟨x⟩ = ⟨p⟩

m
− γ

m
⟨V ′(x)⟩ , (25)

d

dt
⟨p⟩ = −⟨V ′(x)⟩ − γ

m
⟨pV ′′(x)⟩ , (26)

which can be derived using the evolution equation for the
Wigner function in Eq. (20) and integration by parts.

Simple Harmonic Oscillator— As a concrete working
example, we first consider the simple harmonic oscilla-
tor. The potential function is given by V (x̂) = 1

2mω
2x̂2

corresponding to the frequency ω. The Hamiltonian flow
Φu of this model is described by the equations(

x(u)
p(u)

)
=

(
cos(ωu) 1

mω sin(ωu)
−mω sin(ωu) cos(ωu)

)(
x(0)
p(0)

)
.

(27)

Naturally, the Wigner function is then given by
W (x(u), p(u)). This also depends on the initial config-
uration of the function, for which we choose a Gaussian
function with variances σ2

x and σ2
p along the x and p di-

rections, respectively. This yields

W (x(u), p(u)) = A exp

[
− (x− x(u))2

2σ2
x

− (p− p(u))2

2σ2
p

]
,

(28)

where A = 1
2πσxσp

is the normalization constant. The

smeared Wigner function, resulting from the convolution

with the kernel in (24) takes the form

W (x, p, t) =
A√
4πγt

∫ ∞

−∞
exp

[
− (t− u)2

2γt

]
× exp

[
− (x− x(u))2

2σ2
x

− (p− p(u))2

2σ2
p

]
du .

(29)

In general, this integral is difficult to compute in closed
form. However, it is relatively straightforward to com-
pute the moments of W (x, p). Let us consider the first
and second moments ⟨x⟩, ⟨p⟩ and ⟨x2⟩, ⟨p2⟩, ⟨xp⟩. In par-
ticular,

⟨x⟩ = e−γω2t

[
x(0) cos(ωt) +

p(0)

mω
sin (ωt)

]
(30)

and

⟨p⟩
mω

= e−γω2t

[
−x(0) cos(ωt) + p(0)

mω
sin (ωt)

]
. (31)

Note that in the limit t → ∞, the Wigner function is
centered at ⟨x⟩ = 0 and ⟨p⟩ = 0 for finite γ. Next, we
compute the second moments, which are the elements of
the covariance matrix. One finds

⟨x2⟩ = e−2tγω2

[(
x(0)2

2
− p(0)2

2m2ω2

)
cos(2ωt)

]
+ σ2

x

+
x(0)p(0)

2mω
e−2tγω2

sin(2ωt) +
x(0)2

2
+

p(0)2

2m2ω2
. (32)

Similarly, for the momentum p we obtain the moment
⟨p2⟩/(m2ω2) = −⟨x2⟩ + σ2

x + σ2
p. As for the cross term,

it is given by

⟨xp⟩
mω

=

(
p2(0)

m2ω2
− x(0)2

)
e−2tγω2

sin(2ωt)

+
x(0)p(0)

mω

(
1− 2e−2tγω2

cos(2ωt)
)
. (33)

Note that the covariance matrix tends to a constant in-
dependent of t and γ in the limit t → ∞ for any finite
γ. Thus, the final Wigner function at late times, repre-
senting the steady state, has a finite spread around the
center (x, p) = (0, 0), irrespective of the starting non-zero
(x(0), p(0)).

IV. DOUBLE-ANTICOMMUTATOR MASTER
EQUATION AND ITS CLASSICAL LIMIT

Next, we investigate the evolution encoded in a quan-
tum master equation involving a double anticommuta-
tor, recently derived [31] in the context of fluctuating
non-Hermitian systems [64–66]. Specifically, we consider
a double anticommutator with the Hamiltonian, supple-
mented by a trace-restoring term inspired by “balanced
gain and loss” models. Such evolution is not of the GKSL
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form and is nonlinear in the quantum state. The quan-
tum master equation reads

dρ̂

dt
= − i

ℏ
[Ĥ, ρ̂]− Γ{Ĥ, {Ĥ, ρ̂}}+ 4ΓTr

(
Ĥ2ρ̂

)
ρ̂ , (34)

where {Â, B̂} = ÂB̂ + B̂Â is the anticommutator. The
last term, which is nonlinear in ρ̂, ensures that the trace
of ρ̂ is preserved over time. Our goal is to understand
the classical limit of this dynamics.

We start by considering its phase-space representation,
making use of the symmetric Moyal bracket {{A,B}}+ =
A ⋆ B +B ⋆ A,

dW

dt
= {{H,W}}−Γ{{H, {{H,W}}+}}++4Γ⟨H⋆H⟩W ,

(35)

where Tr
(
Ĥ2ρ̂

)
= ⟨H ⋆ H⟩. In what follows, it is in-

sightful to keep the expansion up to O(ℏ4). We have
already considered the ℏ-expansion of the first term

{{H,W}} = {H,W}P − ℏ2

24HΛ3W + O(ℏ4). As for the
symmetric Moyal bracket,

{{H,W}}+ = 2H cos

(
ℏ
2
Λ

)
W

= 2HW − ℏ2

4
HΛ2W +O(ℏ5) , (36)

whence it follows that

{{H, {{H,W}}+}}+

= 4H2W − ℏ2HΛ2HW − ℏ2

2
H[HΛ2W ] +O(ℏ4) .

(37)

Finally, the expectation value ⟨H ⋆H⟩ simply yields

⟨H ⋆H⟩ = ⟨H2⟩+ iℏ
2
⟨HΛH⟩ − ℏ2

8
⟨HΛ2H⟩+O(ℏ4) .

(38)

As the linear term in ℏ vanishes,

⟨H ⋆H⟩ = ⟨H2⟩ − ℏ2

8
⟨HΛ2H⟩+O(ℏ4) . (39)

Using this, the effective classical master equation can be
written as

dW

dt
= {H,W}P − 4Γ

(
H2 − ⟨H2⟩

)
W

− ℏ2

24
HΛ3W + Γℏ2

[
HΛ2HW +

1

2
H(HΛ2W )

]
− ℏ2Γ

2
⟨HΛ2H⟩W +O(ℏ4) . (40)

The terms proportional to ℏ0 are {H,W}P − 4Γ(H2 −
⟨H⟩2)W , which represent the Poisson-bracket propaga-
tion altered by the balanced gain/loss contribution pro-
portional to Γ. Since the highest order terms in this

expansion contain Λ2 and Λ3, it is worth writing down
the corresponding explicit expressions

HΛ2W = ∂2xH∂
2
pW + ∂2pH∂

2
xW

− 2 (∂x∂pH) (∂x∂pW ) , (41)

HΛ3W = ∂3xH∂
3
pW − ∂3pH∂3xW

− 3
(
∂2x∂pH

) (
∂x∂

2
pW

)
+ 3

(
∂x∂

2
pH

) (
∂2x∂pW

)
,

(42)

HΛ2HW = ∂2xH∂
2
p(HW ) + ∂2pH∂

2
x(HW )

− 2 (∂x∂pH) (∂x∂pHW ) . (43)

We clarify that the above analysis relies on Γ being in-
dependent of ℏ. By contrast, the scaling in (4) would
rescale the terms in the ℏ-expansion by 1/ℏ2, causing the
nonlinear term to diverge in the classical limit. Such a
divergence leads to constrained dynamics on a surface in
phase space with constant H(x, p)2, i.e., on the energy
shell.

A. Purely Classical Limit

Let us consider the ℏ0 case of this equation. This is
given by

dW

dt
= {H,W}P − 4Γ(H2 − ⟨H2⟩)W , (44)

where ⟨H2⟩ =
∫
H2(x, p)W (x, p, t)dxdp. This equation

preserves the normalization as d
dt

∫
Wdxdp = 0. In

general, such equations are difficult to solve. However,
it is possible to construct solutions along characteris-
tic curves (x(t), p(t)) which satisfy Hamilton’s equations.
Along these curves, the Hamiltonian is conserved, i.e.,
H(x(t), p(t)) = H(x(0), p(0)). Let us denote the coordi-
nates along the characteristic curves as ϕt := (x(t), p(t)).
Thus, H(ϕt) = H(ϕ0) ≡ h, assuming that H does not
have an explicit time dependence. Therefore, the equa-
tion for W reduces to

d

dt
W (ϕt, t) = −4Γ(h2 − ⟨H2(t)⟩)W (ϕt, t) . (45)

This equation can be formally integrated to give the fol-
lowing solution

W (ϕt, t) =W (ϕ0, 0)e
−4Γh2t exp

(
4Γ

∫ t

0

⟨H2(s)⟩ds
)
.

(46)

Note that the integral over the phase space is equiva-
lent to the integral over all initial conditions of the char-
acteristic curve ϕ0. Using this, we can compute the aver-
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age ⟨H2(t)⟩. This involves plugging in the formal solution

⟨H2(t)⟩ =
∫
h2W (ϕt, t)dϕ0

=

∫
h2W (ϕ0, 0)e

−4Γh2te4Γ
∫ t
0
⟨H2(s)⟩dsdϕ0

= e4Γ
∫ t
0
⟨H2(s)⟩ds

∫
h2W (ϕ0, 0)e

−4Γh2tdϕ0

≡ A(t)M(t) , (47)

where we have introduced the notation A(t) =

e4Γ
∫ t
0
⟨H2(s)⟩ds andM(t) =

∫
h2W (ϕ0, 0)e

−4Γh2tdϕ0. The
equation for A(t) can then be written as

d

dt
A(t) = 4ΓM(t)A2(t) , (48)

which has the solution 1−A−1(t) = 4Γ
∫ t

0
M(s)ds, where

we have used the fact that A(0) = 1. Therefore, we can
write

A(t) =
1

1− 4Γ
∫ t

0
M(s)ds

, (49)

and the full solution of the Wigner function can be writ-
ten as

W (ϕt, t) =W (ϕ0, 0)A(t)e
−4Γh2t . (50)

The time integral in the denominator can be evaluated
explicitly,∫ t

0

M(s)ds =

∫
h2W (ϕ0, 0)

1− e−4Γh2t

4h2Γ
dϕ0 . (51)

This leads us to the simplified expression

W (ϕt, t) =
W (ϕ0, 0)e

−4Γh2t∫
W (ϕ0, 0)e−4Γh2tdϕ0

. (52)

Note that this solution is along the characteristic curve.
Therefore, the actual solution is obtained by reversing the
transformation to the characteristic curve, which gives us
the following relation

W (x, p, t) =
W (ϕ−t)e

−4ΓH2(x,p)t∫
W (ϕ−t)e−4ΓH2(x,p)tdxdp

, (53)

where W (ϕt) is the term generated by the Hamiltonian
flow. In the limit Γ → 0, it reduces to the usual Hamil-
tonian solution form.

Energy moments— We can also compute the n−th or-
der energy moments µn along the characteristic curves,
defined as

µn =

∫
hnW (ϕt, t)dxdp . (54)

The rate of change with respect to time satisfies a recur-
sion relation

d

dt
µn = −4Γ

∫
hn(h2 − ⟨H2(t)⟩)W (ϕt, t)dxdp

= −4Γ[µn+2(t)− µn(t)µ2(t)] . (55)

We first consider the case n = 0, associated with the
normalization, to understand how the total area under
the Wigner function evolves. It satisfies the differential
equation

d

dt
µ0(t) = 4Γµ2(t)(µ0(t)− 1) , (56)

which can be solved to get

µ0(t) = 1 + (µ0(0)− 1) exp

(
4γ

∫ t

0

µ2(s)ds

)
. (57)

The total area under the Wigner function is conserved if
the initial state is normalized. If not, there is an expo-
nential drift governed by the second moment. The second
moment itself satisfies the differential equation

d

dt
µ2(t) = −4Γ[µ4(t)− (µ2(t))

2] . (58)

Using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we see that µ4(t) ≥
(µ2(t))

2. Indeed, the rate is given by the variance
Var(h2) = µ4(t) − (µ2(t))

2 ≥ 0, which implies that the
second moment decreases monotonically. The evolution
drives the Wigner function to minimize µ2, as is also
evident from Eq. (44), which enhances regions where
H2 < ⟨H2⟩. Before discussing specific examples, we next
show that the dynamics admits a gradient flow descrip-
tion.

V. GRADIENT FLOW REPRESENTATION OF
DOUBLE BRACKET EQUATIONS

The dynamics of a quantum state under commuta-
tor or double-commutator dissipators can be described
as a gradient flow on some constrained manifold. This
approach [67–70] offers several advantages for advanced
methods in quantum control, optimization and machine
learning [71–76]. The canonical formulation of gradient
flow is targeted towards dynamics of the form ∂tρt =
[H, ρt] or ∂tρt = [[H, ρt], ρt] (or combinations thereof),
which are useful for diagonalization, for example. The
main idea is the following: consider a surface M where
each point denotes a density matrix σ̂ allowed in the
Hilbert space of the problem. Under some generator of
dynamics L, a given density matrix σ̂0 maps a trajec-
tory on this surface. This trajectory is denoted by Ô.
The collection of all such trajectories is equal toM. The
tangent space Tσ̂t at any point σ̂t along the trajectory is

the space of all commutators [X̂, σ̂t] for all n-dimensional

matrices X̂ ∈ Rn×n; see Fig. 1.
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[X̂, σ̂t]

M

Tσ̂t

Ô
σ̂t

FIG. 1. Gradient flow description of the time evolution, show-
ing the orbit associated with the trajectory Ô in the manifold
M. The tangent space, shown as the plane surface with grids,
is denoted by Tσ̂t , at the point σ̂t on Ô, for some parameter
t parametrizing the trajectory. An element on Tσ̂t is marked

as [X̂, σ̂t].

It was demonstrated in [77] that double-bracket gen-
erators Lρt = [[H, ρt], ρt] can be written as a gradient
of a scalar function (potential) Φ(σ̂) that is defined on
the tangent manifold through an appropriate Rieman-
nian metric, where the gradient is evaluated at σ̂ = ρ̂t.
In other words, for the isospectral double bracket, we can
write

dρ̂t
dt

= [[H, ρ̂t], ρ̂t] = −∇σ̂Φ(σ̂)
∣∣∣
σ̂=ρ̂t

. (59)

In the case of such isospectral double bracket flows, it is
known that the potential is given by

Φ(σ̂) =
1

2
||Ĥ − σ̂||2HS , (60)

where ||Â||HS =
√
Tr Â†Â stands for the Hilbert-Schmidt

norm. In performing this computation, note that the ma-
trix calculus involves dσ̂Φ = Tr[∇σ̂Φ(ρ̂, σ̂)dσ̂]. From this
expression, we can then read off ∇σ̂Φ(ρ̂, σ̂). Similar gra-
dient flows can be written for master equations involving
balanced gain and loss [78–81], while for more general
Lindbladians, nearly-gradient flows can be derived [82].

In this work, we are interested in the dynamics of a
state ρt under single- and double-bracket master equa-
tions ∂tρt = Lρt, where the brackets can be commuta-
tors or anti-commutators. Furthermore, the generator
Lρt can be linear or nonlinear in ρt, making it different
from the isospectral diagonalizing flow. Regardless, the
time evolution can still be described as a gradient flow
by introducing appropriate scalar potentials. We are in-
terested in equations of the following form

dρ̂

dt
= Lρ̂− Tr (Lρ̂) ρ̂ , (61)

with a generator L of the form

Lρ̂ = − i
ℏ
[Ĥ, ρ̂]−

∑
m

ξm{K̂m, {K̂m, ρ̂}}

−
∑
n

Γn[L̂n, [L̂n, ρ̂]] . (62)

Here, L̂n and K̂m are general (Hermitian) operators. As
we next show, the action of the Linbladian can be recast
in terms of the gradient of a (scalar) potential function
Φ, that can be split into three terms

Φ(ρ̂, σ̂) = Φ0(ρ̂, σ̂) +Φ+(σ̂) +Φ−(σ̂) . (63)

The commutator term in Lρ̂ naturally lends itself to a
Hamiltonian flow, rather than a gradient flow. However,
using the knowledge of the density matrix ρ̂, it is possible
to construct a function Φ0(ρ̂, σ̂) where the gradient is
taken with respect to σ̂. This is given by

Φ0(ρ̂, σ̂) = Tr

(
− i
ℏ
[Ĥ, ρ̂]σ̂

)
. (64)

In terms of the underlying Lie group manifolds, this is
expected since the commutator is precisely the tangent
vector at the point σ̂ = ρ̂ on the tangent space Tσ̂Oσ̂ of
the orbit Oσ̂ of σ̂. The double commutator admits the
known gradient flow representation with the function

Φ−(σ̂) = −
∑
n

Γn Tr
(
[L̂n, σ̂][L̂n, σ̂]

†
)

≡ −
∑
n

Γn||[L̂n, σ̂]||2HS . (65)

This form is familiar in the study of decoherence, as it
governs the short-time decay of the purity and fidelity
under dephasing dynamics [83, 84]. It can be rewritten
as a generalized covariance and equals to the decoherence
rate, which generalizes the celebrated estimate by Zurek
for the case of high-temperature quantum Brownian mo-
tion [85] to generic dephasing evolutions. As such, it has
manifold applications, e.g., in noisy quantum systems [5],
nonexponential decay [84], quantum metrology [86], and
dissipative quantum chaos [6, 87].
The third term in L, involving the anti-commutator,

corresponds to the potential

Φ+(σ̂) = −
∑
m

ξm Tr
(
{K̂m, σ̂}{K̂m, σ̂}†

)
≡ −

∑
n

ξm||{K̂m, σ̂}||2HS . (66)

This demonstrates that the anticommutator term has
a gradient interpretation. To interpret this potential
in the manifold picture, the anticommutator {K̂m, σ̂}
has to be interpreted as a commutator [K̂ ′

m, σ̂] in terms

of some other operator K̂ ′
m that allows us to write

||{K̂m, σ̂}||2HS = ||[K̂ ′
m, σ̂]||2HS. This is because the prod-

uct structure on Lie group manifolds is defined asX◦Y =
[X,Y ] and is essential to define a uniform metric on the
tangent space. We do not comment further on this, aside
from noting that one potential way to construct K̂ ′

m from

K̂m would be through the inverse of the symmetric loga-
rithmic derivative [88]. We note that in such construction

K̂ ′
m is in general a function of σ̂.
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Retaining the commutator and anti-commutators inde-
pendently, we can write the dynamics Lρ̂ as the following
gradient flow,

Lρ̂ = −∇σ̂Φ(ρ̂, σ̂)|σ̂=ρ̂ . (67)

The last term that we have to address is the trace-
correcting nonlinear term Tr(Lρ̂)ρ̂. As an upshot,

dρ̂

dt
=−∇σ̂Φ(ρ̂, σ̂)|σ̂=ρ̂

− 1

2
Tr [∇σ̂Φ(ρ̂, σ̂)|σ̂=ρ̂]∇σ̂ Tr

(
σ̂2

)
|σ̂=ρ̂ . (68)

Note that both with and without the trace preserving
term, the steady state ρ̂ss is given by the inflection points
of the function Φ(ρ̂, σ̂). The trace-preserving case can be
understood as a type of a projected gradient flow, where
the operation Pσ̂(Â) projects the operator Â onto the
tangent space of all operators with unit trace. In terms
of the projection, we can write the dynamics as

dρ̂

dt
= −Pσ̂ [∇σ̂Φ(ρ̂, σ̂)|σ̂=ρ̂] . (69)

Therefore, the dynamics can be mapped to a gradient
flow with a projective constraint. Let us now focus on the
particular case where n,m = 1 and L̂ = Ĥ and K̂ = Ĥ,
which are the cases considered in this work. Assuming
the Hermiticity of ρ̂, σ̂, we find that in terms of the eigen-
basis |n⟩ of Ĥ, the potential term Φ can be written as

Φ(ρ̂, σ̂) = − i
ℏ
∑
n,m

En (ρnmσmn − σnmρmn)

− 2Γ
∑
n,m

(
E2

n − EnEm

)
σnmσmn

− 2ξ
∑
nm

(
E2

n + EnEm

)
σnmσmn . (70)

The first term is the usual commutator expression, while
the second and third terms can be combined into S(ρ̂, σ̂)
where

S(ρ̂, σ̂) = −
∑
n,m

2En ((ξ + Γ)En + (ξ − Γ)Em) |σmn|2 .

(71)

Assuming that En ≥ 0∀n, this tells us that the function
S(ρ̂, σ̂) ≤ 0 and convex if ξ > Γ. This ensures the exis-
tence of a local minimum and, therefore, a steady state in
the absence of the Hamiltonian term. This is a sufficient,
but not necessary, condition.

The semi-classical gradient flow equations are then ob-
tained by replacing the trace Tr by an integral over the
phase space and inserting the Weyl symbol corresponding
to the operators within the trace. This yields

Φ−(Wσ) = −ℏ2
∑
n

2Γn

∫
{{Ln,Wσ}}2dxdp, (72)

Φ+(Wσ) =
∑
m

2ξm

∫
{{Km,Wσ}}2+dxdp . (73)

These quantities are nonlinear in the Wigner function
Wσ corresponding to the tunable density matrix σ̂. The
Weyl symbols Ln,Kn are obtained using the definition
(7) with the operators L̂n, K̂n. The commutator portion
Φ0(ρ̂, σ̂) takes the following form

Φ0(Wσ) =

∫
{{H,Wσ}}Wσdxdp . (74)

Combining Φ0 and Φ± gives the Moyal form of the func-
tion Φ. The contribution of these terms can be isolated
order-by-order in ℏ from Φ. These will then correspond
to the ℏ expansion of the equation for ∂tW discussed
above.

VI. EXAMPLES

In this section, we look at the effect of the double
bracket structure in two different systems. We first con-
sider the simple harmonic oscillator and solve the prob-
lem numerically and analytically to characterize the dy-
namics in the quantum and classical limits. In addition,
we use a driven anharmonic oscillator as a toy model to
explore the interplay between decoherence and chaos.

A. Simple Harmonic Oscillator

We start our analysis by revisiting the harmonic oscil-
lator. It is described by the Hamiltonian

H(x, p, t) =
p2

2m
+

1

2
mω2x2 . (75)

Since the Hamiltonian is quadratic, the Moyal bracket is
exactly equal to the Poisson bracket. The time evolution
of the Wigner function in the classical limit of energy
dephasing is given by replacing H(x, p, t) in Eq. (20),

∂tW =mω2x ∂pW −
p

m
∂xW

+ γ[m2ω4x2∂2pW +
p2

m2
∂2xW − 2ω2xp ∂x∂pW

− ω2p ∂pW − ω2x ∂xW ] . (76)

The numerical solution to the above equation is plotted
in Fig. 2 for a Gaussian initial state. We have also plot-
ted the average position, momentum, and energy of the
Wigner function in Fig. 3.
The problem is more transparent in the canonical

action-angle variable, where the Hamiltonian can be writ-
ten as H = ωr2/2 with r2 = X2 + P 2, X =

√
mω x, and

P = p/
√
mω. We can define the Wigner functionW (I, θ)

in terms of variables I = r2/2 and θ = tan−1(P/X). The
corresponding equation for the Wigner function is

∂tW (I, θ) = −ω ∂θW (I, θ) + γω2 ∂2θW (I, θ) . (77)
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FIG. 2. Evolution of the Wigner function of an initial Gaussian wavepacket with mean at (x, p) = (1, 1) in the semiclassical
limit of double-commutator (top) and double-anticommutator (bottom) master equations (Γ = 0.3).

The two terms describe Hamiltonian advection and an-
gular diffusion (for γ > 0). If we write the Wigner
function in terms of its Fourier modes W (I, θ, t) =∑

k∈Z W̃k(I, t)e
ikθ, we can simplify the right-hand side

∂tW̃k(I, t) = (−ikω − γω2k2)W̃k(I, t) , (78)

which yields

W̃k(I, t) = W̃k(I, 0) exp
[
(−ikω − γω2k2)t

]
. (79)

Thus, the Wigner function evolves as

W (I, θ, t) =
∑
k∈Z

W̃k(I, 0)e
ikθ exp

[
(−ikω − γω2k2)t

]
.

(80)

We observe that each mode rotates separately with an
exponential damping proportional to k2. The Wigner
function in Fourier space W̃k(I, t) → 0 as t → ∞ (for
k ̸= 0). Therefore, the long-time stationary state of the
Wigner function is uniform in the angle θ (only k = 0
survives) for a fixed value of energy. This is evident in
the numerical results shown in Fig. 2, where the Wigner
function forms a uniform ring around the center. The
corresponding phenomenon in the quantum regime is the
decay of off-diagonal terms ρmn = ⟨m|ρ̂|n⟩ in the density
matrix due to energy dephasing. Equation (5) can be
written in the energy basis of the Hamiltonian as

∂tρmn = − i
ℏ
(Em − En)ρmn −

γ

2
(Em − En)

2ρmn , (81)

which can be solved to get

ρmn(t) = ρmn(0) exp

(
− i
ℏ
∆mnt−

γ

2
∆2

mnt

)
, (82)

where ∆mn = Em − En. For the harmonic oscillator,
∆mn = ℏω(m − n) and the factor of coherence decay
matches the classical Fourier-mode decay with k = m −
n. Parts of this analysis hold true in general for the
Hamiltonians depending purely on the action H(I).
In the semi-classical limit, we can also look at the en-

ergy marginal

W (I, t) =
1

2π

∫ 2π

0

W (I, θ, t)dθ. (83)

This quantity is similar to the population in the en-
ergy basis given by the diagonal elements of the density
matrix, since both describe the probability distribution
across different energy values. Differentiating with re-
spect to time, we get

dW (I, t)

dt
=

∫ 2π

0

[−ω ∂θW (I, θ, t) + γω2 ∂2θW (I, θ, t)]
dθ

2π

=
1

2π

[
−ωW (I, θ, t)

∣∣∣∣2π
0

+ γω2 ∂θW (I, θ, t)

∣∣∣∣2π
0

]
= 0 , (84)

using the periodicity of the Wigner function W (I, θ, t)
along the angle variable θ. In the quantum limit, we



10

observe a similar behavior as the population in different
energy eigenstates remains unchanged in the presence of
dephasing. The mean energy

∫
IW (I, t) dI is also a con-

stant, as can be observed from the numerical simulation
in Fig. 3. This is consistent with the invariance of the
total energy, as expected from the original master equa-
tion.

In Section IV, we derived the expression for the classi-
cal limit of the double anticommutator term that appears
in the dynamics of stochastic non-Hermitian Hamiltoni-
ans. We can numerically study the evolution of Wigner
functions governed by such equation for the same physi-
cal systems. We begin by truncating Eq. (40) to O(ℏ0)
to study the effect of the balanced gain/loss term in the
usual Liouvillian flow induced by Poisson bracket. We
have plotted the numerical results for the harmonic os-
cillator in Fig. 2.

Before delving into the classical limit of the double
anticommutator master equation, we first analyze the
quantum phenomenon that Eq. (34) captures. In the

eigenbasis of the Hamiltonian Ĥ, the evolution of the
elements of the density matrix is given by

∂tρmn =
Em − En

iℏ
ρmn − Γ[(Em + En)

2 − 4⟨Ĥ2⟩]ρmn .

(85)

Focusing on the diagonal elements, we get the expression

∂tρn = −4Γ(E2
n − ⟨Ĥ2⟩)ρn , (86)

where ρ̂nn(t) ≡ ρ̂n(t). This equation is of the exact same
form as Eq. (46), and its solution is thus

ρn(t) =
ρn(0)e

−4ΓE2
nt∑

k ρk(0)e
−4ΓE2

kt
, (87)

We note that, in the large t limit, populations in the
higher-energy levels are exponentially suppressed. Thus,
Eq. (34) describes cooling in the quantum regime. The
system is driven towards its ground state, provided there
is a nonzero overlap between the ground state and the
initial state. Otherwise, the system will drive towards
the state with the minimum possible energy among those
with non-zero overlap. If we instead focus on the off-
diagonal elements (m ̸= n), we get

ρmn(t) =
ρmn(0)e

− i
ℏ (Em−En)te−Γ(Em+En)

2t∑
k ρk(0)e

−4ΓE2
kt

. (88)

Along with the usual oscillation terms with frequency
determined by the energy gap ∆mn = Em − En, the
damping term induces a decay rate proportional to
(Em + En)

2. This implies decoherence in the energy
eigenbasis, where the elements farther from the diago-
nal (or, equivalently, the coherent terms involving higher
energies) damp faster.

As before, we can analyze the dynamics of the har-
monic oscillator in terms of action-angle variables. The

energy marginal, as defined in Eq. (83), satisfies the dif-
ferential equation

∂tW (I, t) = −4Γ(I2 − µ2(t))W (I, t) , (89)

which can be formally solved to get

W (I, t) =
W (I, 0)e−4ΓI2 t∫
W (I, 0)e−4ΓI2tdI

. (90)

Notice that the energy marginal is not constant as in the
classical limit of the double commutator. Higher energies
are exponentially suppressed, and the Wigner function in
energy space will concentrate towards the lowest possible
energy present in the initial distribution. As the proba-
bility distribution shifts towards the lowest energy value,
we expect the mean energy

∫
I W (I, t) dI to decay as

well. This can be observed in Fig. 3.
For the Gaussian distribution chosen as the initial

state, we can explicitly calculate the energy marginal.
Defining I0 = (x20+p

2
0)/2 and ϕ = tan−1(p0/x0), the ini-

tial distribution in terms of action-angle variables reads

W (I, 0) =
1

2πσ2
exp

(
− (I + I0)−

√
II0 cos(θ − ϕ)
σ2

)
.

(91)

Plugging this into the expression for the energy marginal,

W (I, 0) =
1

2π

∫ 2π

0

W (I, 0)dθ

=
1

2πσ2
exp

(
−I + I0

σ2

)
I0
(
2
√
II0
σ2

)
, (92)

where we have used the definition of the modified Bessel
function

∫ 2π

0
ez cosudu = 2π I0(z). The energy of the

Gaussian state can be arbitrarily close to zero, which
implies that the Wigner function eventually evolves to-
wards the low-energy state, i.e., it forms a peak closer to
the center in (x, p) space. We observe this numerically
in Fig. 2. This phenomenon is equivalent to cooling and
is consistent with the diagonal elements of the density
matrix evolving in the energy basis when the spectrum
has nondegenerate E2

n values.

B. Decoherence and Quantum-Classical
Correspondence in Chaotic Models

The system we have studied so far, i.e., the simple har-
monic oscillator, provides valuable insights into the ef-
fect of the double-bracket structure in the classical limit.
However, since the Hamiltonian is quadratic, the Moyal
bracket is exactly equal to the Poisson bracket, and there
is no quantum effect in the classical phase space in the
absence of decoherent terms. Here, we move onto a richer
model, namely the driven anharmonic oscillator given by
the Hamiltonian

Ĥ =
p̂2

2m
−Ax̂2 +Bx̂4 + κx̂ cos (ωdt) . (93)
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FIG. 3. Average position, momentum, and energy of the Wigner function evolved using the semiclassical limit of the master
equation with double commutator (left) and double anticommutator (middle). We can also observe the monotonic decrease of
energy moments µ2 and µ4 (right) for the case of double anticommutator.

Due to the presence of a quartic term, there is a O
(
ℏ2
)

correction to the Moyal bracket given by

{{H,W}} = {H,W}P − ℏ2Bx
∂3W

∂p3
. (94)

Moreover, explicit time dependence in the Hamiltonian
makes the system chaotic. The effect of decoherence in
this model is studied in [59], in the weak-coupling, high-
temperature limit of quantum Brownian motion. The
authors show that quantum effects are suppressed by de-
coherence, as the Wigner function remains positive and
the expectation values of observables agree when evolved
by both the quantum master equation and the classi-
cal Fokker-Planck equation. In the semi-classical limit,
a driven anharmonic oscillator has also been studied in
[89] using the Husimi distribution function, where the
authors find that the driving term enhances chaos and
increases the rate of quantum tunneling between stabil-
ity tubes present in the classically inaccessible regions of
phase space.

Another canonical chaotic model studied in this con-
text is the kicked rotor. Authors in [90] showed that
quantum corrections to the classical motion scale much
faster in the chaotic limit of the kicked rotor compared
to the case of smaller kick amplitude with quasiperiodic
trajectories in phase space. However, in the presence of
decoherence, Refs. [91, 92] argue that higher-order quan-
tum corrections to the Poisson bracket can be ignored for
longer times in chaotic systems. It is because diffusive
effects prevent the formation of small-scale structures in
phase space, thereby setting the time scale for quantum
effects to significantly alter the dynamics.

In the previous section, we noted that the presence of
a double anticommutator term in the quantum master
equation adds a classical term to the evolution equation
for the Wigner function; see Eq. (44). Here, we describe
its effect in the presence of decoherence and the quantum
correction term to the Poisson bracket. Consider the
equation

∂tW = {H,W}P + γ{H, {H,W}P}P

− 4Γ(H2 − ⟨H2⟩)W − ℏ2Bx
∂3W

∂p3
. (95)

For an initial Gaussian wavepacket in phase space, the
O
(
ℏ2
)
quantum term is expected to introduce negative

values in the Wigner function, which is an indicator of
non-classical behavior [93, 94]. It is known that the deco-
herence terms suppress these negative values, indicating
the emergence of classicality [95]. We next use a resource
monotone called Wigner Logarithmic Negativity W, de-
fined as

W = log

(∫
|W (x, p)|dxdp

)
, (96)

to capture the negativity in the Wigner function. This
probe captures the “quantum-ness” of the system and is
closely related to its stabilizerness [96]. Figure 4 shows
how the Wigner logarithmic negativity evolves for differ-
ent parameter values. As expected, there are no negative
values without the quantum correction, and the deco-
herence term eventually suppresses the negative values.
We define the time of classical emergence tc as the in-
stant when the total negative area of the Wigner function
reaches zero; see also [97]. Figure 4 also shows tc for dif-
ferent values of the parameters γ and Γ. We observe that
the presence of the classical term from the anticommuta-
tor part delays the emergence of classicality in theWigner
function. From the differential equation, it follows that
the classical term amplifies or dampens the Wigner func-
tion depending on the relative sign of (H2 − ⟨H2⟩) at
each point in the phase space. It acts as a multiplica-
tive factor and thus cannot generate negative values in
the Wigner function. However, it can amplify the nega-
tive values introduced by the quantum contribution and
help to maintain them longer against decoherence. The
balanced gain/loss contribution in the evolution equation
provides a mechanism to delay the quantum-to-classical
transition in phase space. The negativity of the Wigner
function can also be used as a resource for quantum com-
putation [98, 99]. Prolonged negativity indicates that
the anti-Hermitian noise in the Hamiltonian (which re-
sults in the double anticommutator term in the quantum
master equation) can act as a resource for quantum ad-
vantage. An experimental approach to measuring the
Wigner function, as demonstrated in [100, 101], can be
used to verify the numerical observation. In Fig. 5, we
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FIG. 4. Wigner logarithmic negativity W and time of classical emergence tc for different parameter values. Physical parameters
in the Hamiltonian are set to m = 1.0, A = 1.0, B = 0.1, κ = 0.2, and ωd = 1.0. The initial state is taken to be a Gaussian
wavepacket with minimum uncertainty, centered near the right minimum at x0 = 2.19.

FIG. 5. Wigner logarithmic negativity W for different
strengths of the nonlinearity parameter κ ∈ [0, 1] plotted for
different decoherence strengths γ and Γ using the Gaussian
initial state in the driven anharmonic oscillator.

plot the Wigner logarithmic negativity W for different
strengths of the nonlinear term parameterized by κ. We
note that the peak of W is higher on average for a larger
coupling strength. Increasing the strength of the deco-
herence term with γ (moving below the grid) suppresses
the Wigner negativity. However, increasing Γ (moving
towards the right in the grid) enhances the negative re-
gions and helps them to last longer against decoherence.

The above analysis can be extended to a quantum
(non-coherent) initial state. Consider Schrödinger cat
states, which are linear superpositions of classically dis-
tinguishable states. They can be realized in multiple
physical systems. For instance, in quantum optics, us-
ing coherent states

|α⟩ = exp

(
−1

2
|α|2

) ∞∑
n=0

αn

√
n!
|n⟩ , (97)

where |n⟩ is the n-th eigenstate of the quantum harmonic
oscillator, a cat state can be defined as

|ψcat⟩ = N
(
|α⟩+ eiϕ |−α⟩

)
. (98)

Here, ϕ captures the relative phase between the coherent
states, and some special cases include ϕ = 0 (even coher-
ent states), ϕ = π (odd coherent states), and ϕ = π/2
(Yurke-Stoler states) [102]. These states have been ex-
perimentally realized on various platforms [103–108], and
are a useful resource for understanding quantum-classical
boundaries and for quantum information processing ap-
plications. In terms of the Wigner function, the cat state
is defined as

Wcat = N
{
exp

[
−2((x− α)2 + p2)

]
+ exp

[
−2((x+ α)2 + p2)

]
+ 2 exp

[
−2(x2 + p2)

]
cos (4αp− ϕ)

}
, (99)

with N = 1/(π[1 + cosϕ exp
{
−2α2

}
]) as the normaliza-

tion constant [102]. The first two terms describe clas-
sical Gaussian states centered at (α, 0) and (−α, 0), re-
spectively. The final term captures quantum interference
and introduces negative regions in phase space. We set
the phase parameter ϕ = 0 to describe an even parity
coherent state.
In Fig. 6, we present the evolution of the Wigner func-

tion obtained by solving the dynamical equations (95)
with the Hamiltonian for a driven Anharmonic oscillator
and Wcat as the initial state. Negative regions are high-
lighted in blue. Similarly, Fig. 7 shows the Wigner loga-
rithmic negativity W as a function of time and captures
the effect of decoherence and anti-dephasing term at vari-
ous strengths. Across different values of the chaos param-
eter κ, we observe that increasing Γ for fixed decoherence
strength γ (moving right along the grid) enhances the
Wigner negativity and extends it for longer times. Simi-
larly, increasing the decoherence strength (moving below
the grid) suppresses the negative regions, indicating the
emergence of classical behavior.
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FIG. 6. Evolution of the Wigner function of an initial cat state Wcat under the driven anharmonic oscillator potential with
parameter values γ = 0.05, Γ = 0.1, and κ = 0.2.

FIG. 7. Wigner Logarithmic Negativity W for different pa-
rameter values of the anharmonic oscillator and an initial cat
state.

VII. BEYOND DOUBLE BRACKET MASTER
EQUATIONS: SPECTRAL FILTERING AND

HIGHER-ORDER NESTED BRACKETS

Before closing, we discuss examples of master equation
involving higher-order nested brackets. Numerical meth-
ods for studying the spectral properties of many-body
systems often employ filters that select a subset of the
spectrum (eigenvalue filters) or a frequency range (fre-
quency filters). Frequency filters can be associated with
Liouvillian deformations of energy dephasing, and can be
described in terms of master equations with higher-order
nested brackets [8, 21]. Specifically, given the Hamil-

tonian Ĥ =
∑

nEn|n⟩⟨n|, we consider a frequency fil-
ter w(x) ≥ 0, satisfying w(x) = w(−x), such as that
used in the study of the filtered spectral form factor
SFFw(t) = 1

d2

∑
nm w(En − Em)e−it(En−Em), where d

is the Hilbert space dimension. The spectral form factor
SFFw(t) can be understood as the Uhlmann fidelity be-
tween the quantum state ρ̂(0) = 1

d

∑
nm |n⟩⟨m| and its

time evolution [9, 109]

ρ̂(t) =
1

d

∑
nm

|n⟩⟨m|e−it(En−Em)eχ(t)G(En−Em) , (100)

in terms of the auxiliary function G(x) = logw(x). The
real function χ(t) satisfies χ(0) = 0. Frequent choices for
it involve the Heaviside step function χ(t) = γΘ(t) with
some γ < 0 and the linear function χ(t) = γt, which
arises naturally in certain non-Hermitian quantum evo-
lutions [8]. In particular, the case of energy dephasing is
associated with χ(t) = γt and W (x) = −x2, i.e., for a
Gaussian frequency filter w(x). The master equation de-
scribing the action of a general frequency filter can thus
be written as [8]

d

dt
ρ̂ = −i[Ĥ, ρ̂] + χ̇(t)

∞∑
n=0

G(2n)(0)

(2n)!
[Ĥ, ρ̂]2n , (101)

in terms of the n-th order nested commutator [Ĥ, ρ̂]n =

[Ĥ, [Ĥ, ρ̂]n−1]. The form of the dissipator reflects the
Taylor series expansion of the symmetric function G(z) =∑∞

n=0
G(2n)(0)
(2n)! z2n. This is an instance of a master equa-

tion involving higher-order nested commutators.
Motivated by this, we consider extending such a master

equation to a system of continuous variables. In phase
space, each term in the dissipator is found by the map

[Ĥ, ρ̂]2n 7→
(
H

2

ℏ
sin

(
ℏ
2
Λ

))2n

W . (102)

Alternatively, using the Taylor series of G(z), the equa-
tion of motion of the Wigner function can be compactly
written as

d

dt
W =

2

ℏ
H sin

(
ℏ
2
Λ

)
W + χ̇(t)G

[
H

2

ℏ
sin

(
ℏ
2
Λ

)]
W .

(103)
To leading order in the ℏ-expansion, one obtains the clas-
sical equation of motion

d

dt
W = {H,W}P + χ̇(t)G (HΛ)W (104)

= {H,W}P + χ̇(t)

∞∑
n=0

G(2n)(0)

(2n)!
{H,W}2nP ,
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in terms of the n-th order nested Poisson bracket
{H,W}nP, with {H,W}1P = {H,W}P, {H,W}2P =
{H, {H,W}P}P, and so on. The evolution remains de-
terministic, and the locality of the dissipation is reduced
with increasing order of the nested commutators.

Similarly, one can justify master equations with higher-
order nested anticommutators. Consider the spectral fil-
tering of the density matrix

ρ̂(t) =
1

N(t)

∑
nm

ρ̂nm(0)|n⟩⟨m|e−it(En−Em)eχ(t)G(En+Em) ,

(105)

with the normalization N(t) = tr
[
ρ̂(0)eχ(t)G(2Ĥ)

]
.

Eigenvalue filters [8] are associated with the choice
G(En+Em) = G(En)+G(Em). It can be shown that the
evolution (105) is associated with the master equation

d

dt
ρ̂ = −i[Ĥ, ρ̂] (106)

+ χ̇(t)

∞∑
n=0

G(2n)(0)

(2n)!

[
{Ĥ, ρ̂}2n − 22n Tr

(
Ĥ2nρ̂

)
ρ̂
]
,

where the n-th order nested anticommutator obeys
{Ĥ, ρ̂}n = {Ĥ, {Ĥ, ρ̂}n−1}.
To derive the classical limit, we explore the phase-space

representation of the master equation, which can be ob-
tained by noting that the nested anticommutators map
as (see Eq. (36))

{Ĥ, ρ̂}2n 7→
(
2H cos

(
ℏ
2
Λ

))2n

W =: {{H,W}}2n+ ,

(107)
where we have defined the nested symmetric Moyal
bracket {{H,W}}n+ = {{H, {{H,W}}n−1

+ }}. To lead-
ing order in the ℏ-expansion, {{H,W}}2n+ = (2H)2nW .
Likewise,

tr
(
Ĥ2nρ̂

)
7→ ⟨H ⋆H ⋆ · · · ⋆ H⟩ =: ⟨H⋆2n⟩ . (108)

The Wigner function evolves as

d

dt
W = {{H,W}} (109)

+ χ̇(t)

∞∑
n=0

G(2n)(0)

(2n)!

[
{{H,W}}2n+ − 22n⟨H⋆2n⟩W

]
.

Given (15), the classical equation of motion reads

d

dt
W = {H,W}P (110)

+ χ̇(t)

∞∑
n=0

G(2n)(0)

(2n)!

[
22n(H2n − ⟨H2n⟩)W

]
,

which provides an instance of a master equation with
higher-order nested Poisson brackets associated with
eigenvalue filtering.

VIII. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

Double-bracket equations have widespread applica-
tions in physics. By resorting to a phase-space formu-
lation, we have analyzed the classical limit of double-
bracket equations via an ℏ-expansion.

Specifically, we have considered nonunitary evolutions
describing energy dephasing, in which the dissipator is
given by a double commutator with the system Hamil-
tonian. We have also considered the trace-preserving
evolution in which the dissipator involves a double an-
ticommutator, which is the effective nonlinear evolution
that emerges as the noise-average dynamics of a stochas-
tic non-Hermitian system. Both kinds of evolution ad-
mit a description in terms of gradient flows. We have
illustrated the semiclassical evolution in these cases for a
simple harmonic oscillator as well as for a driven anhar-
monic oscillator, which reflects the interplay of decoher-
ence, dissipation, and chaos.

Motivated by the use of filters in the study of the spec-
tral properties in many-body physics, we have also intro-
duced the associated quantum master equations, phase-
space dynamical equations and classical equations of mo-
tion involving nested brackets (commutators or anticom-
mutators), Moyal brackets (antisymmetric as well as their
symmetric extension), and Poisson brackets, respectively.

The results presented here indicate that phase-space
methods provide a natural and versatile framework for
studying nonunitary quantum dynamics generated by
double and nested brackets. The emergence of gradient-
flow structures and well-defined classical limits shows
that these evolutions admit a clear geometric interpre-
tation beyond the strictly quantum regime. Extending
this approach to interacting many-body systems, non-
linear filtering techniques, and other instances of quan-
tum chaos is a promising direction for future work, with
potential applications to decoherence control and to the
semiclassical analysis of spectral filtering techniques.
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Appendix A: Hamiltonian flow solution for single
particle dynamics

For the single-particle one-dimensional case,

H =
p2

2m
+ V (x) , (A1)

L =
p

m
∂x − V ′(x)∂p . (A2)

Hamilton’s equations read

dx

du
=
∂H

∂p
,
dp

du
= −∂H

∂x
, (A3)

where the time variable along the path is given by u.
The solutions of these equations describe a trajectory,
also known as Hamiltonian or Liouville flow, ϕu(x, p) ≡
(x(u), p(u)) with initial condition ϕ0(x, p) ≡ (x, p). The
time evolution of any function of this flow f(ϕu(x, p)) is
given by

df

du
=
∂f

∂x

dx

du
+
∂f

∂p

dp

du

=
∂f

∂x

∂H

∂p
− ∂f

∂p

∂H

∂x
= {H, f}P . (A4)

Thus, the dynamical equation becomes
d

du
f(ϕu(x, z)) = Lf(ϕu(x, z)) . (A5)

Hence, the action of L on the function f can be treated
as taking a derivative with respect to u. Now, the full
solution for f(t), in the presence of the L2 term is given
by

f(t) = eγtL
2

f(ϕu(x, z))
∣∣∣
u=t

= eγt∂
2
uf(ϕu(x, z))

∣∣∣
u=t

.

(A6)

Therefore, the operator ∂2u is the effect of the L2

term. This is simply the Laplace-Beltrami operator in
1-dimension, and therefore the resulting solution is de-
scribed by the heat kernel as follows

f(t) =
1√
2πγt

∫ ∞

−∞
exp

[
− (t− u)2

2γt

]
f(ϕu(x, p))du .

(A7)

This solution is used to evaluate the Wigner function of
the simple harmonic oscillator under the action of the
double bracket.
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[70] T. Schulte-Herbrüggen, S. J. Glaser, G. Dirr, and
U. Helmke, Gradient flows for optimization in quantum
information and quantum dynamics: foundations and
applications, Reviews in Mathematical Physics 22, 597
(2010).

[71] R. Wiersema and N. Killoran, Optimizing quantum cir-
cuits with Riemannian gradient flow, Phys. Rev. A 107,
062421 (2023).

[72] R. Wiersema, D. Lewis, D. Wierichs, J. Carrasquilla,
and N. Killoran, Here comes the SU(N): multivariate
quantum gates and gradients, Quantum 8, 1275 (2024).

[73] L. Xiaoyue, M. Robbiati, A. Pasquale, E. Pedicillo,
A. Wright, S. Carrazza, and M. Gluza, Strategies for
optimizing double-bracket quantum algorithms (2024),
arXiv:2408.07431 [quant-ph].

[74] M. Gluza, Double-bracket quantum algorithms for di-
agonalization, Quantum 8, 1316 (2024).

[75] N. A. McMahon, M. Pervez, and C. Arenz, Equat-
ing quantum imaginary time evolution, Riemannian
gradient flows, and stochastic implementations (2025),
arXiv:2504.06123 [quant-ph].

[76] A. Villanueva and L. P. Garćıa-Pintos, Hamiltonian and
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gence for primitive Lindblad equations with gns-detailed
balance, Journal of Mathematical Physics 60, 052202
(2019).

[81] E. A. Carlen and J. Maas, Non-commutative calculus,
optimal transport and functional inequalities in dissi-
pative quantum systems, Journal of Statistical Physics
178, 319 (2020).

[82] G. Kaplanek, A. Maloney, J. Pollack, and D. VanAllen,
Lindblad evolution as gradient flow, Phys. Rev. A 112,
042220 (2025).

[83] D. A. Lidar, I. L. Chuang, and K. B. Whaley,
Decoherence-free subspaces for quantum computation,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 81, 2594 (1998).

[84] M. Beau, J. Kiukas, I. L. Egusquiza, and A. del Campo,
Nonexponential quantum decay under environmental
decoherence, Phys. Rev. Lett. 119, 130401 (2017).

[85] W. H. Zurek, Decoherence and the transition from quan-
tum to classical, Physics Today 44, 36 (1991).

[86] M. Beau and A. del Campo, Nonlinear quantum metrol-
ogy of many-body open systems, Phys. Rev. Lett. 119,
010403 (2017).

[87] Y. Yang, Z. Xu, and A. del Campo, Decoherence rate in
random Lindblad dynamics, Phys. Rev. Res. 6, 023229
(2024).

[88] S. L. Braunstein and C. M. Caves, Statistical distance
and the geometry of quantum states, Phys. Rev. Lett.
72, 3439 (1994).

[89] W. A. Lin and L. E. Ballentine, Quantum tunneling
and chaos in a driven anharmonic oscillator, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 65, 2927 (1990).

[90] J. H. Jensen and Q. Niu, Wigner symbols, quantum
dynamics, and the kicked rotator, Phys. Rev. A 42, 2513
(1990).

[91] W. H. Zurek and J. P. Paz, Decoherence, chaos, and the
second law, Phys. Rev. Lett. 72, 2508 (1994).

[92] A. R. Kolovsky, Quantum coherence, evolution of the
Wigner function, and transition from quantum to clas-
sical dynamics for a chaotic system, Chaos: An Inter-
disciplinary Journal of Nonlinear Science 6, 534 (1996).

[93] N. Lütkenhaus and S. M. Barnett, Nonclassical effects
in phase space, Physical Review A 51, 3340 (1995).
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