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Steady-state observables, such as occupation numbers and currents, are crucial experimental
signatures in open quantum systems. The time-convolutionless (TCL) master equation, which is
both exact and time-local, is an ideal candidate for the perturbative computation of such observables.
We develop a diagrammatic approach to evaluate the steady-state TCL generator based on operators
rather than superoperators. We obtain the steady-state occupation numbers, extend our formulation
to the calculation of currents, and provide a simple physical interpretation of the diagrams. We
further benchmark our method on a single non-interacting level coupled to Fermi reservoirs, where
we recover the exact expansion to next-to-leading order. The low number of diagrams appearing
in our formulation makes the extension to higher orders accessible. Combined, these properties
make the steady-state time-convolutionless master equation an effective tool for the calculation of

steady-state properties in open quantum systems.

I. INTRODUCTION

Open quantum systems constitute a wide research area
that permeates both fundamental and applied physics [I}
2]. Specific examples include transport phenomena in
semiconductor devices [3 4], quantum simulations based
on cold atom experiments [5H7], as well as quantum in-
formation processing with trapped ions [8, 9] or with su-
perconducting circuits [I0, [I1]. Given the recent devel-
opments in quantum technologies, such systems promise
great advances in computing [12} T3], simulation [14], and
sensing [I5HI7]. Regardless of the specific realisation,
open systems can all be broadly described as containing
a small system of central interest that is coupled to a large
environment. The presence of the environment can fun-
damentally change the dynamics of the system [I8] [19],
while leaving it sufficiently coherent for quantum effects
to be crucial in explaining its behaviour. In electronic
mesoscopic transport several phenomena, such as cotun-
neling [20H22] or the Kondo effect [20H23], fall into this
category.

The standard way to cope with open systems is to
construct the effective dynamics of the system by in-
tegrating out the environmental degrees of freedom. A
common phenomenological approach to do so is based
on the Lindblad master equation [I], where the most
general and physically-allowed evolution of the system
is parametrised and then constrained by physical as-
sumptions and experimental data. Conversely, bottom-
up methods start from a microscopic description of the
entire setup including the system, the environment, and
their coupling [20, 24H27]. This latter approach offers
greater predictive power by reducing the number of (or
even eliminating the need for) fitting parameters [20].
Furthermore, a microscopic description can be readily
extended to include higher-order effects.

In setting up such a microscopic formalism, several as-
sumptions have to be made about the environment’s state
and its coupling to the system. Commonly, we assume
an environment that is equilibrated and decoupled from

the system in the far distant past [20]. The coupling
between the system and the environment then involves
a slow switch-on. Technically, this is done with the in-
troduction of a switch-on rate n/h that defines the time
scale over which the system and environment are coupled.
Such a slow switch-on appears, explicitly or implicitly,
in a range of methods, from the functional renormali-
sation group [28] to simpler perturbative master equa-
tions [, 20, 29]. The latter can be broadly categorised
into three families: (i) Formally exact time-non-local
methods, such as the equivalent real-time-diagrammatic
(RT) method [30H37], Nakajima-Zwanzig (NZ) master
equation [25] 26], and Bloch-Redfield (BR) master equa-
tion [38-40]. (ii) Formally exact time-local master ap-
proaches such as the time-convolutionless master equa-
tion (TCL) [41H43]. (iii) Approximate methods, that in-
clude approximations on top of (i) and (ii), in particular
Fermi’s golden rule [20] and the T-matrix master equa-
tion [44H46].

The T-matrix approach is often used to generalise
Fermi’s golden rule [20], however, it predicts unphys-
ical divergences in the switch-on rate 7i/n due to the
time non-local nature of the rates [29]. Deep in the per-
turbative regime, it has been shown that a physically
motivated regularisation scheme for the T-matrix [44-
46] becomes an acceptable approximation when comput-
ing currents, but not occupation probabilities [47), 48].
On the other hand, the RT or NZ master equation is a
time non-local method, that naturally avoids divergences
in 7 [30, BI]. The TCL master equation provides a fur-
ther formally exact description, naturally free of diver-
gences, and produces a conceptually simpler time-local
master equation [41H43], [49]. Furthermore, the TCL has
recently been combined with the slow switch-on approx-
imation [49H51] such that it can directly be used to com-
pute a perturbative expansion of the steady-state; a de-
velopment which we call the steady-state time convolu-
tionless STCL master equation.

In this work, we focus on the STCL master equation
approach and demonstrate that it serves as a practical



tool to compute the steady-state of open quantum sys-
tems. We provide a brief overview of current approaches
to open systems dynamics and highlight the merits of
using the STCL. We then develop a diagrammatic ap-
proach to compute the STCL generator and perform the
expansion explicitly up to fourth-order for quadratic en-
vironments. For practical applications, we extend the
STCL to the calculation of currents and again perform
the expansion explicitly to fourth-order for quadratic en-
vironments. We demonstrate the implementation of our
formalism on a non-interacting setup that serves as a test
bed.

The paper is structured as follows: in Section [[I, we
briefly highlight and discuss the main results of this
work. In Section [[T], we review the state of the art in
the field. We introduce the T-matrix approach in both
the usual operator formalism and in terms of superop-
erators. The real-time-diagrammatic and steady-state
time-convolutionless master equations then are directly
formulated in the superoperator language. En route, we
show that the STCL, which relies on a switch-on process
in the distant past, is suitable to compute the steady-
state, order by order, whereas it cannot directly be used
to compute dynamics without further assumptions. In
Section [[V] we develop a diagrammatic formulation of
the STCL generator S. We use both the operator and
superoperator formalisms to minimise the complexity of
the diagrams. In Section [V we apply the STCL mas-
ter equation to setups with quadratic environments and
take advantage of Wick’s theorem [52]. We then show
how the STCL recovers exact results for the occupation
numbers in a non-interacting setup. In Section [VI] we
extend the STCL to compute currents flowing through
the system in steady-state, and again show that we re-
cover exact results for the currents in a non-interacting
setup. Finally, in Section [VII we summarise the results
of our work and give an outlook on future applications
for the STCL master equation.

II. MAIN RESULTS

We start with a short tour through our main results
and discuss their implications. The goal of the present
work is to develop a practical, though exact at every or-
der, method to calculate steady-state probability distri-
butions and transport currents in driven open quantum
systems, see e.g., Fig.[I] where we illustrate the electronic
mesoscopic setup serving as our physical motivation. We
achieve this goal with the help of the steady-state time-
convolutionless master equation [41], 42} 50} 51]

Dupn(t) = 1 Loppl(®) + St mpp(0), (1)

for the (projected) density matrix p,(t), with £y the Li-
ouvillian of the uncoupled system—environment setup, S
the STCL generator and  — 0 a slow switch on rate, see

FIG. 1. Open quantum system, device schematic and model.
(a) Sketch of a gate-defined quantum dot device. The semi-
conductor heterostructure defines a two-dimensional electron
gas (2DEG) at the boundary (green) between two semicon-
ductor layers (transparent) [2I]. The gold top-gates (cen-
tre, biased with a set of gate voltages Vi) deplete the 2DEG
and form a quantum dot (purple), which is coupled to metal-
lic leads on each side. These are, in turn, contacted with
wires (gold, sides) that impose a bias voltage (source Vs and
drain Vp) across the device. The latter drives the measurable
current I through the dot. A magnetic field B can be applied
to the entire setup making the setup spinless for large fields.
(b) Generic setup for an open quantum system out of equilib-
rium, see Egs. and . A system (purple disc) is coupled
(via V;.) to the n different reservoirs (grey ovals) constitut-
ing the environment. Each individual reservoir r is at equi-
librium with a temperature T, and a chemical potential p,.
The environment is usually assumed to be out-of-equilibrium,
e.g., r # p and/or Ty # T

the discussion around Eq. . Specifically, we perform
three steps:

(i) We construct a set of diagrammatic rules to
compute the STCL generator § for arbitrary system-—
environment setups, order by order in the system—
environment coupling V. The results are found in
Eqgs. (63)-(65) describing the recursive expansion of the
STCL generator S in terms of the propagator G presented
in Eq. . The latter involves the expansion of the evo-
lution operator in Eq. . The corresponding diagram-
matic representation is depicted in Figs. [ [} and [7]

(ii) We apply the diagrammatic expansion to setups
with quadratic environments, where Wick’s theorem
greatly simplifies the calculations, and use the corre-
sponding diagrammatic formulation from Figs. [10]and [T]]
to obtain explicit fourth-order rates for the STCL. These

rates are reported in Egs. (101)), (105)—(107)), and (B13)—



(B15)). In Fig. we highlight the result of computing
these rates for a non-interacting setup and then calcu-

lating the steady state occupation Pj; of a single-level in
a non-interacting quantum-dot at equilibrium. We com-
pare this analysis (up to next-to-leading order) to the
expansion of the exact result and find perfect agreement.

(iii) We extend the STCL to compute steady-state cur-
rents for setups with quadratic environments. We modify
the diagrammatic formulation to include so-called cur-
rent rates. This provides us with the results in Eq.
for the currents as expressed through the current gen-
erator , and the charge transfer propagator ,
see also Fig. In Fig. we again show up to fourth-
order, that these results recover the exact results for a
non-interacting single-level setup.

The diagrammatic expansion presented here can be
systematically expanded beyond fourth-order, e.g., we
predict that only three times more diagrams appear at
sixth order as compared with what we have computed
at fourth-order. There are several effects, such as mea-
surement backaction [53] and the Kondo effect [20], that
manifest at sixth order, motivating further development
of our diagrammatic scheme. Lastly, we highlight that
the STCL lends itself to resummation schemes, similar
in spirit to those that have already been developed for
the RT method [30H32] B6], see Ref. [48] for a brief dis-

cussion.

III. BACKGROUND

We consider a setup composed of a system and an envi-
ronment as shown in Fig. |1} and compute its steady-state
properties. To this end, we focus on the time evolution
of the system after a slow switch-on using a master equa-
tion. Expanding the rates that govern this evolution
order-by-order in the system-environment coupling V,
we obtain a power series for the steady-state properties
of interest. In this section, we provide an introduction to
the T-matrix [20] and steady-state time-convolutionless
[41H43), [5T] master equations. Concurrently, we comment
on the relationship between these methods and the real-
time diagrammatic approach [Il 25] 26, [30H34].

A. General properties

The system is assumed to be small, i.e., it is de-
scribed by a finite Hamiltonian Hgys which we can solve
exactly, e.g., via numerical techniques, providing eigen-
states [i), . and eigenenergies x;. The environment may
be large/infinite, is described by the Hamiltonian Hepy,
and is commonly assumed to be non-interacting such
that it is exactly solvable. It has eigenstates |u),,, with
eigenenergies &,. The combined unperturbed Hamilto-
nian describing the decoupled system and environment

reads
HO = 1env & Hsys + Henv &® 1Sy87 (2)

with eigenstates |u,i) = [u),,, ® |i). and eigenener-
gies &, + x;. Throughout this work, we omit system
and environment subscripts at times when it improves
readability (we use indices ¢, j, f, g, n, m for system states
whereas u, v are reserved for environment states).

The environment is composed of multiple reservoirs r
that are individually at equilibrium (with corresponding
temperatures T, and chemical potentials u,.) but mutu-
ally out-of-equilibrium. Each reservoir may be composed
of fermions or bosons (or particles with exotic statistics).
They are coupled to the system by individual perturba-
tions V,., the sum of which makes up the total perturbing
Hamiltonian

V=> V. (3)

The total Hamiltonian H = Hy + V which governs the
physics of the full setup is the sum of the unperturbed
part and the system—environment coupling.

1. Unitary time evolution

The state of the full setup is described by the density
matrix p, which evolves according to the von Neumann
equation [I5]

i
Here, we allow the Hamiltonian H to be time dependent
to account for the switch-on of the perturbation V. Mak-
ing use of the unitary time-evolution operator

J— ) t

Ult,to) = T exp H / dt’H(t/)], (5)
to

with the time-ordering operator 7, the differential equa-
tion can be formally integrated,

p(t) = Ult,to)p(to)UT (¢, to). (6)

With the density matrix composed of elements
|u,i)v, j|, the forward-evolution U acts on the density
matrix p(tg) from the left and propagates a state |u, )
from time t¢ to t; it is commonly referred to as the for-
ward Keldysh branch of the time evolution. Concur-
rently, the backward evolution UT acts on p(to) from
the right and propagates a conjugate state (v, j| forward
in time, commonly referred to as the backward Keldysh
branch. These two branches, shown pictorially in Fig.
form the basis for our diagrammatic representation in
Section Combining the von Neumann equation
with an initial condition p(tg) at a time ¢, fully specifies
the density matrix of the system—environment setup at a
later time ¢.
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FIG. 2. The Keldysh contour; graphical representation

of Eq. @ The density matrix p(to) of the entire setup at
time to is evolved to a later (leftward) time ¢ by unitary
time-evolution operators (triple line) for the coupled system—
environment setup on each of the Keldysh branches. Note
that, on the lower branch, the evolution is given by U (to,t) =
Ut (t,to), corresponding to the different directions of propa-
gation on the two branches.

2. Distant past

We assume that in the distant past t; — —oo, the
system and environment were decoupled. Such an initial
condition implies that the density matrix

p(to) = pgnv & pSyS(tO)a (7)

at time ¢y can be decomposed into the product of the sys-
tem’s density matrix peys(to) and a locally-equilibrated
distributionof the environment

pgnv = Z Pinv |u><u|env : (8)

Here, the probability distribution PS™ describes the
thermal-equilibrium configuration of each reservoir in the
environment.

The large size of the environment makes the direct cal-
culation of the density matrix p(t) from the initial condi-
tion (7)) and the von Neumann equation (4]) intractable.
To tackle this problem, two steps are commonly applied:
(i) expand the time evolution operator as a perturba-
tion series in V, and (ii) integrate out the environment
dynamics to be left with only the system behaviour. As
we will see in Egs. and , the expansion is incom-
patible with the ¢ty — —oo limit for a time-independent
perturbation V. To circumvent this problem, we intro-
duce the slow switch-on assumption

V — lim "/, (9)

n—0

where n/h is an infinitesimal switch-on rate. The sys-
tem and environment are in contact for an effective
timescale hi/n — oo before the present time ¢t = 0, and
thus if a steady-state exists it will have been reached.

3. Ezxpanding U

The expansion of the time evolution operator can
be written in the form

U= i U, (10)
v=0

where the terms U, of order V¥ can be found using the
recurrence relation

J— y t

U, (t,to) = #/ dty Up(t, t1)Ve"™/hU, 4 (t, to), (11)
to

with the first term Up specified by the free evolution of

the unperturbed Hamiltonian Hy in Eq. ,

—1

Uo(t, to) = exp[ 7 (t - to)H0:| . (12)

We perform the integral in the recurrence relation ,
keeping a finite switch-on rate h/n and assuming to —
—o0 such that

lto| > 1i/n. (13)

This relation is assumed to remain true when taking the
second limit n — 0 later on. We work in the eigenba-
sis |u, i) of the unperturbed Hamiltonian Hy and repeat-
edly insert identity operators to obtain

ent/ﬁ

Xi+&—Ho+ivn

Uy (t;n) u, i) = VU, 1w, i), (14)

where U, now depends on ¢ and 1 (but not on ty — —o0)
due to the slow switch-on. There is no clear notion of in-
termediate times in Eq. , however a specific operator
ordering for the coupling events V is inherited from the
time-ordering in Eq. (11). Note that each time the re-
currence ((14)) is applied, an additional factor of exp(nt/h)
appears, which is the reason for the v-fold enhancement
of 7 in the denominator. Furthermore, the rightmost op-
erator in the recurrence is always an unperturbed time-
evolution Uy. The recurrence relation is undefined
at n = 0 as the real part of the denominator of the free
propagator

1

H(:)t(wayn) = w— H, iilln’

(15)
vanishes for states |u,4) that fulfil x; + &, = w. The re-
sulting divergences motivate the introduction of the slow
switch-on @ with a finite n > 0.

Making use of the perturbative expansion , we can
now integrate out the environment. The T-matrix, usu-
ally familiar from scattering theory [20], provides a stan-
dard approach to achieve this goal: It is commonly used
to construct a rate equation for the probabilities P; of

finding the system in a state |i), i.e., the diagonal el-
ements of the density matrix. Such a rate equation is



also known as a Pauli master equation, and can be used
to study relaxation, i.e., the time scales on which the
system decoheres due to transitions between different
states [I 20]. In contrast, a full master equation can
be used further to study dephasing, where the system
state is preserved but the off-diagonal elements of the
density matrix decay [I]. Next, we sketch the derivation
of the Pauli T-matrix rate equation as it will allow us to
effectively highlight its pitfalls.

B. Fermi’s golden rule and the T-matrix

Let us consider the probability Pi7 of finding the sys-
tem in a state |f) at time ¢, given that in a far distant
past the system was in an initial state |¢). The environ-
ment is in equilibrium at tg and its state at time ¢t is
irrelevant. To compute the probability P, we evolve
the state |u, i) from tg to t, square its overlap with a final
state |U, f), and sum over the environment states u,v,
weighted by the distribution PS™ of initial environment
states. This procedure propagates the system probabili-

ties according to

P;|yis = ZPSHV| (v, fIU(t, to) lu,4) |27 (16)

u,v

and only depends on the original environment distribu-
tion, implying that we have integrated out the effect of
the environment at all later times.

In order to obtain the T-matrix rate equation, we in-
sert the expansion into the expression for the
propagated system probability. We differentiate the re-
sult with respect to time ¢ which we set to ¢t = 0 without
loss of generality. Taking the limit  — 0, we obtain the
transition rate

T = 6(0xis + 0€un)| (v, f1 Tor usi) PPE™, - (17)

U,v

where we have introduced dx;r = x; — x5 and 0&,, =
& — &, for compactness. The delta function in Eq.
ensures energy conservation and arises from two occur-
rences of the leftmost denominator in Eq. due to
the two occurrences of U in Eq. (16)). Furthermore, we
have introduced the T-matrix T, that is defined by the
self-consistency relation

T u, i) =V |u,i) +V

Xit+&u—Ho+i0

with 07 a positive infinitesimal. Note that in the T-
matrix rate equation the infinitesimals 0% in each de-
nominator are usually all taken equal, which is justified
if 'y is convergent in the n — 0 limit. However, this
convergence is not guaranteed and thus the prefactor v
of n in Eq. is a crucial ingredient that must be
tracked in an exact method. At lowest order Thy = V
and the rates are identical to Fermi’s golden gule.

At higher orders in V, the rates are divergent in the
limit n — 0.

The rate matrix I't and its elements Fif relate the
change in the probability P;(0) (to find the system in
state |f) at time ¢ = 0) to the corresponding probabili-

ties P7Y*(—o0) at time t) = —o0
O PP (t=0) =Y T P (~00), (19)
where T%¥ = —° ¥ I such that the total probabil-

ity is conserved. From here onwards we shall drop the
”sys” label on the system probabilities for brevity, while
the ”env” label will remain to avoid ambiguity. Equa-
tion with its (time non-local) rates ' does not
generate a time-local rate equation, as pointed out in
Ref. [29]. The equivalence at lowest order between the
T-matrix rates and Fermi’s golden rule means that it
is tempting to use the T-matrix rate equation as a
higher-order generalisation of Fermi’s golden rule [20]. To
do so, Eq. is turned into an approximate time-local
master equation

0, Pp(t) = ) T P(1), (20)

which at lowest non-vanishing order in V' is identical to
Fermi’s golden rule.

This path is fraught with difficulties though, even for
the seemingly simple task of calculating the steady-state
distribution of the system. The standard procedure [20]
29, [44H46] to do this is to use and assume that the
system has reached the steady state at ¢t = 0 such that

> TP, (0) = 0. (21)

It is then claimed that solving for P, (0) in Eq. gives
us the steady-state system-distribution. However, we
have in fact solved for the distribution of system prob-
abilities at tg = —oo that leads to the steady-state at
time ¢t = 0, cf. Egs. and or see Ref. [29].
Furthermore, in the limit » — 0, every distribution
at tg = —oo leads to the steady-state at ¢t = 0, as an infi-
nite amount of time has elapsed, and the constraint
becomes ill-defined. This manifests as divergences in
the T-matrix rates I't, which signal the breakdown in
the approximation . Consequently, physically mo-
tivated regularisation schemes for I'; have been devel-
oped [44H46] that remove the divergences, but produce
results which differ from the exact expansion [54]. The
STCL, on the other hand, takes the step from Eq.
to in a rigorous manner, which is why we choose to
use this approach in our present work.

C. Superoperator formulation

Next, we introduce the mathematical tools, specifically
the superoperators, which facilitate the calculations of



the various master equations [I]. We then briefly red-
erive the T-matrix in this more formal language and
then provide a simplified derivation of the STCL inspired
by Refs. [49H51]. Additionally, we discuss the relation-
ships between the T-matrix, the STCL, and the RT ap-
proaches.

1. Setup evolution

We start with the von Neumann equation in super-
operator notation

o=~ L(0)p (22)

with the Liouvillian superoperator Lp = [H,p]. Ev-
ery Hamiltonian (Hyp, V) is associated with a Liouvillian
(Lo, Lyv) (we denote superoperators by caligraphic up-
per case letters [55]). In analogy to @, we formally
integrate to obtain the time evolution

p(t) = u(ta tO)p(t0)7 (23)
with the time evolution superoperator
— t
mgm:7@mL;/mmww (24)
to

which can also be written in terms of the unitary evo-
lution Up = UpU'. We expand the superoperator U =
Yoo oUaq in the Liouvillian Ly (equivalent to an expan-
sion in V') and perform the integrals, in the limit ¢ty —
—00, as for the unitary evolution, see Egs. (5)) and (11])-
(14). The resulting recurrence relation takes the form
Uo |u,i)v, j| = (25)
ent/h
(5)(1']' + 6&uw — Lo +iam
which is similar to the one for the unitary time evolu-
tion . Each time the recurrence is applied an addi-
tional factor of exp(nt/h) appears, the rightmost super-
operator is an unperturbed evolution U, and the super-
operator ordering is inherited from the time-ordering in
Eq. . By expanding the time evolution of the den-
sity matrix in the operator- @ and superoperator- (23)
representations and comparing order by order, we obtain
the identity

Up= Y U, pU},

ptr=a

‘cvua—l IU, i><1}, j‘ .

v € [0,...,al. (26)

Henceforth, a sum over u+v = « implies that each of the
indices v, p runs from 0 to a and in opposite direction for
the partner. Note that, the single term U, in Eq.
contains « Liouvillians Ly, and hence a commutators
with V. When written explicitly, these commutators lead
to 2% terms, significantly more than the o + 1 terms on
the right hand side of Eq. . We thus conclude that
Eq. significantly reduces the complexity of comput-
ing series expansions of the evolution, and will use this
feature in Sec. [Vl

2. Projected space

Having specified the evolution in the superoperator
language, we proceed by integrating out the environment
part of the evolution. To this end, we define the projec-
tor P through its action on a density matrix

Pp(t) = ply @ Trenv[p(t)], (27)

where Tren, is the partial trace over the environment
states |u),,,. In effect, Eq. projects any density
matrix to the space of valid initial conditions, such that

Pp(to) = p(to)- (28)

The projector P obeys the usual condition P? = P, and
it is straightforward to verify that [£o,P] = 0 as well as

Tr[PO] = Tr O, (29)

where Tr is the trace over all setup (system and envi-
ronment) states |u,4) and O is any setup operator. We
define the projected density matrix

pp(t) = Pp(t), (30)

which carries only the system degrees-of-freedom but re-
sides in the Hilbert space of the full setup, i.e., we can
write

Pp (t) = pgnv ® psys(t>- (31)

At this point, we can write down the projected time-
evolution superoperator Up = PUP, which directly prop-
agates the projected density matrix

pp(t) = Up(t,to)pp(to), (32)

from a decoupled initial time tg up to time ¢. This pro-
jected evolution will be central to the derivation of master
equations in the rest of this work.

To obtain the T-matrix master equation in the super-
operator formalism, we differentiate with respect to
time t using the identity

OuU(t 1) = =1 (Lo+ ™MLy YUt 1), (33)

which follows from the definition of ¢/ in Eq. . We
substitute the result into the projected evolution ,
make use of the commutator [L£g,P] = 0 and obtain
the T-matrix master equation (describing both relaxation
and dephasing) in the form

Dupp(t) = — 1 Lopy(t) + Rl mipp(—00),  (34)

see Fig. 3| Here, we have taken the limit t; — —oo and
introduced the T-matrix generator in its superoperator
form

i@nt/h

Ra(t7n) = - h

PLyUL 1P, (35)



with R = )" Ra. Its explicit perturbation expansion
can be obtained by inserting the expansion for the su-
peroperator U, either from Eq. ., or the one from
Eq. ( . if the operator representation is preferable. At
higher orders this leads to divergences in 7 as for the
usual T-matrix formulation, see Section [[ITA]

8. Pauli projected space

The master equation tracks both relaxation and
dephasing, i.e., on- and off-diagonal elements of the sys-
tem density matrix. On the other hand, Pauli master
equations describe only relaxation, and are thus suffi-
cient to calculate occupation probabilities. They require
the introduction of the Pauli projector P, and Pauli pro-
jected space pg, through

pr = 75/) = pgnv ® Diag{Tl"env [p(t)]}’ (36)

where Diag sets all non-diagonal elements of a matrix to
zero. The projector P thus limits us to track only the
system probabilities

Po(t) = (n| Treny [p(t)] 1) , (37)

which can in turn be used to reconstruct the Pauli pro-
jected density matrix

pp penv ® ZP (38)

Assuming that the initial system condition is completely
dephased

Psys (tO) = Diagpsys (to) (39)

we can make use of the Pauli projected evolution Uz =
PUP to construct Pauli master equations.

As an example, the Pauli T-matrix master equation
takes on the form

Bepp(t) = R(t,m)pp(—00), (40)

which is obtained by replacing each occurrence of the pro-
jector P in Eq. by a Pauli projector P, see Eq. .
Furthermore, we have used the property LoP = 0, which
can easily be verified, and introduced the Pauli T-matrix
generator R, which is obtained by replacing P — P
in Eq. . This superoperator formulation of the T-
matrix Pauli master equation is identical to the one in

Section [[IT Al cf. Egs. and with ¢t = 0.

D. Steady-state time-convolutionless approach

The steady-state time-convolutionless [II, (411 42} [49-
511 [56] master equation is of the form (see below for the
derivation)

Opp(t) = Eopp( )+ St n)pp(1), (41)

with the superoperator S(t,7) depending on ¢ and 7 but
not on %y, that has been sent to the distant past, to —
—o00. Its time-local property naturally sidesteps the is-
sues that appear in the T-matrix approach. As shown
in Refs. [50, [51], each term S, in the STCL series ex-
pansion S = Y 07 | S, is convergent for the setups we
consider here and in the limit n — 0. The latter limit, in
combination with t) — —oo implies that the system and
environment have been in contact for an infinite amount
of time, such that the asymptotic state has been reached.
Specifically, the projected density matrix may display an
oscillating behaviour which is basis dependent.

The Pauli projected density matrix, however, reaches
a basis dependent but constant steady-state [50]. As for
the T-matrix scheme, the STCL master equation has a
Pauli equivalent

Oupp(t) = S(t,m)pp(t), (42)

which is of central importance to the present work. Si-
multaneously, the Pauli STCL superoperator is uniquely
defined by its matrix elements S*/, which are the time-
local transition rates between system states |i) and |f).
Written in terms of (diagonal) matrix elements, the Pauli
STCL master equation becomes

=3 "8 (t.)Pi(t), (43)
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which we will use for practical calculations in sections [V]
and As the Pauli STCL is time local, a steady-
state constraint exists, and is obtained by setting the
derivative in Eq. to zero

> 80, 0)P, =0, (44)

n

where P, is the steady-state probability distribution of
the system [57] that also satisfies >~ P, = 1. To avoid
notational clutter, we denote the steady-state system
probability by P,,, simply dropping the time-dependence.
By expanding Eq. and given an explicit representa-
tion for the perturbation series of S, we obtain a formally
exact power series for P,. In the next subsection, inspired
by Refs. [A9H5T], we present a simplified derivation of the
superoperator S.

1. Derivation of S

In order to find an expression for the STCL superop-
erator S, we invert the projected time evolution and
insert it back into the superoperator formulation of the
T-matrix approach; the result

i _
Depp(t) = —ﬁﬁopp (t) + Ruplpp(t>7 (45)
then provides the identification [49]

S = RUy*, (46)



(a) o
Orpp(t) <==-=m-=-- pp(to)
(b) o -
Oppp(t) <=--=--=--- pp(tg) <==---=---- pp (1)
FIG. 3. Different master equations in a nutshell. (a) T-

matrix master equation functionality. The full density ma-
trix at time to, where p, = p, is propagated forward and dif-
ferentiated with respect to time and then brought into the
projected space using the time derivative of the projected
evolution ;Up. (b) Steady-state time-convolutionless master
equation functionality. The projected density matrix at time ¢
and the inverse projected evolution U/, ! are used to construct
the projected density matrix at time to, where p, = p. The
result is then fed through the same procedure as in the T-
matrix master equation.

see Fig. Starting directly from Eq. provides
a significant technical advantage in deriving an expres-
sion for the generator S as compared to previous deriva-
tions [50,51]. As pointed out in Ref. [58], the operator Up
is analytic in time and finite dimensional as it evolves
only the projected space density matrix. It is thus in-
vertible at all but isolated points in time, see Ref [48].
This mathematical property guarantees the existence of
the STCL for any non-zero finite value of n or ¢3. In
the limit |to| > h/n — oo, the system and environment
have been in contact for an infinite time and the steady-
state has been reached. The STCL we use in this work is
therefore limited to steady-state calculations and cannot
describe dynamical properties.

To obtain a series expansion of the inverse U, Lt is
convenient to introduce the time-local propagator

G =Uply* — I, (47)

where 7 is the identity superoperator, and its Pauli equiv-
alent G obtained by replacing all occurrences of P by P.
The time-local propagator G encodes the non-trivial evo-
lution in the projected space and its series expansion
G =307, Ga, is defined by

ga - Puau(]_ 1P~ (48)

The terms G, are divergent in the limit n — 0 and must
therefore be computed as a Laurent series in 7, i.e., a
power series that includes terms of negative powers of 7.

In the projected space, we can recast the projected
time evolution in terms of the time-local propagator

Up = (T +G)Uo, (49)

Note that this representation of Up is only appropriate
when acting on projected density matrices as we have
omitted the projector P in the unperturbed evolution. It

is then straightforward to write down the inverse of Up
as a power series

Up' =Us {T+G) " =U (T -G+G—..). (50)

We insert Eq. and the T-matrix generator into
Eq. and compare the result, order by order, with the
STCL master equation . As a result, we obtain the
recurrence relation

ient/n . i,
S, = — - PLy Uy U, P—;Sa_ﬁgﬁ, (51)

for the expansion of the STCL generator. Both the T-
matrix and STCL generators, R and S, conserve proba-
bility (but not necessarily positivity) at each order, i.e.,

Tr[Sup] = 0, (52)

which can be seen by first taking the trace over Egs.
or (or their Pauli equivalents) and then performing
an expansion on both sides. The fact that probability
must be conserved at each order, puts constraints
on each term S, which we will use to reduce the number
of diagrams we compute later on in section

From equations and 7 we immediately infer
that at lowest non-vanishing order the Pauli (PUy = P)
STCL and T-matrix superoperators coincide [50, [51].
Hence, at the lowest order the Pauli STCL is identical
to Fermi’s golden rule. At higher orders, the T-matrix
includes divergent terms, which in the STCL are correctly
subtracted by the recursion formula

a—1
AT = Al = 30 AT 3G, (53)
p=1
that generates a time-local version A°¢(t) = > Alc

from the expansion A, of a propagating projected-
space superoperator A(t,ty). The recursion appears
in and was derived in Ref. [5I]. In the specific
case of the T-matrix and STCL master equations, it can
be thought of as a regularisation procedure, which sub-
tracts reducible contributions, and guarantees that each
term S, in the expansion of the STCL generator is con-
vergent in the limit n — 0 [B0, [5I]. We stress that the
regularisation leads to exact results for the power
series of steady-state system properties that are differ-
ent from those obtained by the more common, physically
motivated, regularisation scheme [29, [44H47, [50].

2. Relation to real-time method

The real-time [30} BT} 33], [34], Bloch-Redfield [38H40] or
Nakajima-Zwanzig [25], [26] master equations are equiv-
alent, formally exact, and time-non-local, formulations
of the dynamics of the projected-space density matrix.



They encode the evolution with

, t
Oupy(t) = — 3 Lopy (! +/ Kt t)pp(t) dtr,  (54)
to
and are embodied by the kernel K. This approach is
conceptually more complex than the T-matrix or TCL
master equations as it involves an integral over all previ-
ous times; it is often combined with physical assump-
tions to generate a Lindblad master equation [I] or
other more complex often non-Markovian master equa-
tions [59]. Furthermore, a set of powerful tools, including
resummation schemes [32-36] and renormalisation group
methods [60HE5] have been developed for these master
equations. As for the T-matrix and STCL approaches,
Eq. has a Pauli equivalent

onnlt) = [ Rietoman,  (55)

where K is the Pauli Kernel. The derivation of either the
full K or Pauli K kernels, can be found in a breadth of
pedagogical texts on the topic, see for example Refs. [I}
17, 43).

The RT method is commonly used to compute the
asymptotic-state of the projected-space density matrix.
Here, we focus on the Pauli case where the probabilities
reach a steady-state and refer the interested reader to
Ref. [48] for a treatment of the off-diagonal terms. We
combine Eq. with a steady-state assumption

pol) =Pp ¥ ta<t<0, (56)
and move the limit tg — —oo of the integral to the far
distant past. Making use of the steady-state assump-
tion (also known as the Markov approximation), we
add the qualifier steady-state to the RT method (SRT),
as we already did for the TCL. We substitute Eq. (6]
into the (Pauli) real-time master equation and ob-
tain the condition

Zps = UO K(0,t1) dtl} ps =0, (57)

which when solved for, order-by-order in V', leads to
the same steady-state as the STCL condition . In
Eq. , we introduce the Pauli SRT generator Z, which
is obtained by performing the integral over time [30]. The
series expansion Z = Yoa Z,, of the Pauli SRT generator

Za = —%ﬁﬁvz;{afﬂxfoilﬁ, (58)

is closely linked to the expansions of the T-matrix and
STCL generators, see Refs. [11, 80, [47] 48] for a derivation.
Here, U, is the Pauli version (u = v and i = j) of the ex-
pansion of the full evolution minus secular contributions
(Z — I —P), such that

. T_ -

Z/la = T—Jz@mﬁvua_l’ (59)

9

with the initial condition Uy = Uy, cf. Eq. witht = 0.
The Pauli SRT generator Z is thus composed of an un-
perturbed backward propagation U, L and a full forward
propagation minus the secular contributions. The same
way the regularising recurrence (53 guarantees that S
is finite at each order, the subtraction of secular con-
tributions (through Z — Z — P) guarantees that Z is
finite at each order. The full SRT generator Z is not as
easy to obtain as in the STCL case due to the oscillating
off-diagonal elements, see for example Ref. [4§].

Both the SRT and STCL methods lead to identical
power series for steady-state observables, through re-
lated but different generators. This difference between
the STCL and SRT methods occurs because the STCL
generator S carries a remnant of the dynamics within it.
The SRT master equation, instead, includes an explicit
steady-state (or Markov) assumption and therefore
cannot be straightforwardly extended to an exact time-
local master equation. We choose to work with the STCL
over the SRT for three main reasons: (i) its conceptually
simpler form, (ii) its direct formulation in terms of Up,
which we will use to considerably simplify the compu-
tation of rates, and (iii) its potential to be extended to
the TCL, a time-local master-equation that can describe
the dynamics after a quench. Next, we proceed with
the derivation of a diagrammatic expansion of the STCL
generator S.

IV. DIAGRAMMATIC EXPANSION

Computing the rates in the superoperator S of the
STCL master equation requires evaluating the ex-
pressions PLyUUy P and G order by order in V, see
Eq. (51)). The derivation in does not rely on the lim-
its tg = —oo or n — 0, and Eq. (51)) is valid for any initial
time as long as ¢ is adapted correspondingly in G and U.
We will now show that, in the t) — —oo limit, the combi-
nation PLyUUy 1P can be recast in terms of G and thus
finding the latter is sufficient for computing S. We then
construct a novel diagrammatic approach to compute G,
inspired by T-matrix calculations [20, 44146, [66] and the
simplifications in Ref. [47]. Specifically, we will perform
the expansion of G using operators, as it leads to a signifi-
cant reduction in the number of terms compared with the
superoperator formulation, see Appendix [A] As G con-
tains terms that diverge in 1/7 and higher powers thereof,
it is necessary to perform the computations for finite 7
and then express the result as a Laurent series (including
negative powers of n). Our diagrammatic representation
of G can then be used to construct a diagrammatic ex-
pansion for §. The recurrence then guarantees that
negative powers of 7 are subtracted from the expressions
for S.



A. tog— —oo limit

Our first goal is to simplify the expression for S,,
and more specifically the term PLyU,_1U, P, by re-
casting Eq. in terms of G, and Ly only. To do so,
we compare two alternative representations of the deriva-
tive O:U of the full time evolution. To obtain the first ex-
pression, we expand both sides of the identity order
by order in V to arrive at the equality

ihOUy = Lolde + "MLyl 1. (60)

The second form, valid only in the tg — —oo limit, is
found by differentiating with respect to time and
expanding to obtain

ith Oy = Us (Lo + iam). (61)

Combining the two expressions and , we find the
relation

ent/hﬁvua71 = ianua + [uon [’0]7 (62)

which can easily be verified using . Substitution into
Eq. provides us with the result

. a—1
_an 1
Sa = ? a ﬁ[gouﬁo] - ;Sa—ﬁg,ﬁv (63)

that only involves the expansion of G and and the Liou-
villian L. The recursion in is of the form that
provides us with a reqularised expression and guarantees
that each order S, is convergent in the 7 — 0 limit. The
first two terms in Eq. are generated by the time
derivative; the first one

@
g, =g, (64)
h
arises from the derivative of the explicit time dependence
of the perturbation V' o exp(nt/h). The second term

ga = _%[gouﬁo]a (65)

is similar to the von Neumann equation but formu-
lated in the superoperator space; it can be thought of as
the evolution of the propagator G under the influence of
the unperturbed evolution L.

The above derivation tells us that the expansion
of the generator G is the key to computing the STCL
generator order by order. We use the Hamiltonian rep-
resentation of U to reduce the number of terms in
our computation by defining

Us = > Uy, (66)

vt+pu=«

where U, ,p = Ul,pU): is the contribution to the time
evolution of p with v () occurrences of the perturbation
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on the upper (lower) Keldysh branches. We apply this
same procedure to the expansion of the generator G,
such that

ga: Z gu,u,a (67)

ptr=a

where G,,, = ’PZ/I,,MU(;lp and v + p > 1. Similarly, the
terms A, in the expansion of any superoperator A gen-
erated from G, can be decomposed into terms A,,. This
decomposition will reduce the number of terms that we
have to compute, from 2% to (« + 1), in complete anal-
ogy to the diagrammatic grouping in Ref. [47], see also
Appendix [A]

Next, we construct the terms S,,, by generalising the
regularising recursion to account for the two Keldysh
branches

SV/L = Q/W + gVM - Z SV/“/QV//H//, (68)
V,Jrl/”:l/
U'I""U'“:Uf

Here, each occurrence of the subscript « in the defini-
tions and of G" and G is replaced by a@ — vp.
Simultaneously, the prefactor o in Eq. is replaced
by a = v+ p.

B. Diagrammatic rules

We develop our diagrammatic technique for the ele-
ments

S99 = Tran {(f1[S (e ® 001 19)}, (69)

of the generator S. While these are in fact elements of a
four dimensional tensor, we will refer to them as matrix
elements to keep the nomenclature consistent between
the full and Pauli generators. They are indexed by four
system indices 1, j, f, g, and are the rates that can then
be used to compute the steady-state. Furthermore, they
can be used to reconstruct the superoperator through the
identity

S (P @ [iil) =D S99 (ply @ [ fXgl) . (70)
fg

The matrix elements for other projected-space superop-
erators, such as G, R, and Lg, are defined in the same
way (69) as those for S. Simultaneously, these matrix
elements can be used to reconstruct their corresponding
superoperators with Eq. . The generator S is con-
structed from the propagator G, see Eq. , and we
have to consider the expansion of the latter first. We use
the decomposition of U, in terms of unitary evolu-
tions in the definition of the expansion of G and
69)

insert the result into Eq. (| to obtain

Gigl? = Trany (491U, UL 1) (10, U8 1) ) - (T1)
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FIG. 4. Diagrammatic rules for the propagator G of arbi-
trary open setups. (a) Diagrammatic representation of the
perturbative evolution of a state |u,¢). The system (red) and
environment (blue) evolve freely and independently (lines)
between applications of the system—environment coupling V'
(black dots). (b) Diagram for the matrix elements Gi7/9, see
Eq. , which includes the initial environment density ma-
trix (open red circle) and trace over final environment states
(wiggly red line). The total operator on the lower Keldysh
branch (dashed box) appears as a Hermitian conjugate, see
Eq. . The states on the upper (lower) branch scatter
a total of v (u) times. (c) Simplified form of the diagram
(b) for the matrix elements G/9, where we have omitted
the double lines and references to the environment for clarity.
The dashed arrow indicates the operator ordering which ap-
pears in Eq. , once the Hermitian conjugation has been
performed. (d) Series expansion for G in the diagrammatic
representation, see Eqgs. and . Note that the lowest
order terms contain one occurrence of the coupling V' (black
dot).

Here, we immediately notice the strength of the oper-
ator formulation, where G, contains a + 1 terms, each
with « occurrences of V', see Eqgs. and (71). On the
other hand, the superoperator formulation (25| contains
a single term with « occurrences of the Liouvillian Ly,
which leads to 2% terms once the commutators in the
Liouvillians are written explicitly, see also Appendix [A]

The operators G, = UVUJ in Eq. , propagate a

@  § =y } §
() fE . } AR I

\. J/

FIG. 5. Common diagrammatic operations. (a) Internal
wiggly lines (or cut) appearing in the multiplication of two
projected-space operators, see Eq. . The cut signals that
there are actually two distinct diagrams which must be multi-
plied. Alternatively, it is possible to formulate a set of rules for
them and retain a single diagram, see main text. (b) The com-
mutator of G with Lo, see Eq. , is represented by the dia-
gram for G with diamonds at each of the corners, marking the
four system energies x. The =+ signs mark positive/negative
contributions of the energies x and are dropped henceforth.

hybrid system—environment state |u, i) backwards in time
with an unperturbed evolution Ug , before propagating it
forward in time with v system—environment scattering
events. We use the recurrence relation for U, to
define the diagrammatic rules (in energy space) for the
matrix elements (v, f| Gy |u, i), see Fig. [ffa):

1. Act with a perturbation V', which mixes the system
and environment.

2. Evolve forward freely using the decoupled system—
environment Green’s function .

3. Repeat the steps 1 and 2 a total of v times.

The operator G, (GL) appears on the upper (lower)
Keldysh branches, see Eq. and Figs. 2| and b).
The initial environment state |u) is the same on each of
the Keldysh branches and is summed over, weighted by
the probability P (encoded in p2, ) of finding the un-
perturbed environment in the state |u), see Fig. [d(b) and
Eq. . As the environment is traced out in (71f), the
final environment state |v) is the same on the upper and
lower Keldysh branches as well, see Fig. [{[(b). We define
a simpler diagrammatic form for g%fg in Fig. c), where
we merge the system and environment lines for simplicity.
Note that the decomposition , means that scattering
events on each Keldysh branch have an operator order
inherited from the temporal order, however, there is no
inherited ordering relation between the upper and lower
branches.

To construct a diagrammatic expansion of the STCL
generator S, see Eq. , we require two further ele-
ments. The first is the composition AB of two projected-
space superoperators A and B, which in matrix element
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FIG. 6. Diagramatic representation of the STCL genera-

tor S, see Eqs. , and . (a) Definition of the dia-
gram for S,,, exhibiting v (i) system-bath scattering events V'
on the upper (lower) branch of the Keldysh contour. Com-
pared to G,,, see Fig. E[, the hatched area indicates that the
recursion and its associated cuts, see Fig. have not
been applied. Furthermore, the hatched area has dimension
[time™!] as S is a rate whereas G is a propagator. (b) Rules
of the recursion for S,u, where the first two terms re-
fer to g;u and Q.,,N respectively. The remaining lines encode
the recursive regularisation . The hatched parts again
denote lower-order versions of S,/,/, which themselves must
be evaluated using the recursion, leading to diagrams with an
increasing number of cuts.

form is

(AB)ijfg — ZAnmngijnm. (72)

nm

Diagrammatically, we replace this product by a cut, see
Fig. [ffa), which can be understood as reset of the free
propagators Hg from Eq. . Namely, the counter v for
the prefactor of 7 in the propagators I (w, vn) returns to
one, and the energy w becomes that of the system state at
the cut x, or x,, plus the environment energy &, of the
unperturbed environment state |u) (which are summed
over, weighted by the unperturbed distribution P™).
The second new element involves the commutator of a
projected-space operator, e.g., G with the unperturbed
Liouvillian Ly. In the projected space, the matrix ele-
ments of the unperturbed Liouvillian are

(PL0)19 = (xi — x;j)0is g, (73)

which follows from the definitions of Lg in , of the
projector P in (27), and of the matrix elements (69). To
obtain the matrix elements of the superoperator com-
mutator [G, Ly] from Eq. , we combine Eqs. ([73)
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and 7 leading to
(G, Lo]"79 = (x; — x5 + Xg — X;)G719,  (74)

see Fig. (b) for a simple diagrammatic representation.
The diagrams for S,,, are composed of three parts, see
Eq. and Fig.@ The first two are G,, and _C';l,#,
which are obtained by multiplying G,, by (v + w)n
and —i(dxi; — 0Xg)/h respectively. The last part is the
recursion scheme, which for convenience, we rearrange
according to the depth of the recursion, see also Ref. [56].
We thus arrive at rules to generate S, directly from G, ,:

1. Create every distinct composite diagram by intro-
ducing cuts into the diagram.

2. The prefactor of the subdiagrams is multiplied by 1
(—1) for an even (odd) number of cuts.

3. Transform the leftmost term G in each diagram into
the sum of its time differentiated versions G and G’.

Combining these three rules and the rules for G in Fig. [4]
we generate all terms which contribute to S,,,. We exem-
plify this scheme with a representation of Ss3 in Fig.
Its generalisation provides us with the diagrammatic ex-
pansion of the full STCL generator S.

C. Pauli STCL

The Pauli STCL master equation does not track
the off-diagonal elements of the system density matrix
in pp. Its generator S is obtained by replacing all occur-

rences of the projector P — P in the STCL generator

Eq. , leading to
a—1
~ an s ~ ~
Sa=—Ga — [;sa_ﬁgﬁ, (75)

where we have used that PLy = 0. As for the full STCL
generator, we decompose the Pauli generator S accord-
ing to the number of perturbations v, u on each of the
Keldysh branches

~ n 5 ~ ~
SVN = (l/ + /J,)ﬁg,,u + Z SV’NIQV”N/”' (76)
y'+1/”:1/
wAn=p

The Pauli STCL generator should be contrasted
with the Pauli T-matrix generator

Ru,u = (V + M)%guu; (77)

which is not convergent in the  — 0 limit. Note that
the matrix elements gy; of the Pauli superoperator G are
indexed by only two system indices 7 and f, i.e., they are
obtained by enforcing

Gt = 6105017, (78)



FIG. 7. Diagrammatic construction of the STCL generator, exemplified on S33. By introducing every possible set of cuts in
the diagrams, we implement the recursion . At first the number of diagrams in Ss3 appears large, however we note that all
contributions that contain a cut are obtained from products of lower order diagrams, such that a single sixth order object (Gs3)
must be computed. The prefactor is negative (positive) for diagrams with an odd (even) number of iterations of the recursion,

i.e., the number of introduced cuts.

see Egs. and ( ., as well as Fig. I(a In contrast,
the matrix elements S of the Pauli STCL generator con-
tain multiple projectors and are obtained by combining
the Pauli propagators G according to Eq. and can-
not be immediately obtained from S%f9. In the diagram-
matic representation, we differentiate between G and its
Pauli counterpart G by a single star % in the starting
environment distribution. On the other hand, § and S
additionally differ by a star at every cut, see Fig. .(b
The additional constraint ( unmedlately implies that
the G contributions vanish for the Pauli master equation,
see Fig. [§[c) and Egs. and (78).

There are several properties of the Pauli STCL gener-
ator that can be used to reduce the number of diagrams
that need to be computed. First, note that matrix ele-
ments related by an inversion of the number of scatterings
on the two Keldysh branches are complex conjugates of
each other Sff, = S/f*. Next, we show how the con-
servation of probability can be used to avoid computing
the diagrams with a vanishing index v = 0 or ¢ = 0.
Just as for the full master equation, the conservation of
probability implies that

Si==>"8I. (79)

f#i

Here, S% has the usual interpretation as the inverse life-
time of the system state |i). We use Egs. . ) and .
to conclude that S o §;; (and similarly for Sif ), and
use this conclusion to split , such that

S Sao = Z Z Swu ==V (80)

f v=1

Note that here, unlike in , the sum over the system
states f is arbitrary and does not exclude diagonal ele-
ments. Hence, the sum of diagrams with a zero index
follows from the diagrams without vanishing indices, and
at lowest order we obtain the simplification Sp; +810 = 0.
The rates of the form S”O or §(, are purely diagonal and,

as we will see in section[V]] they are not associated with a
physical process, such that we denote them as probability
conserving rates.

D. Discussion

We have developed a diagrammatic method for the ma-
trix elements of the STCL generator S and its Pauli coun-
terpart S, which extends upon results from Refs. [30-
34, 37, @7, (50l BIL 56]. Within our scheme, there is no
inherited time-order between the two Keldysh branches,
i.e., the vertices on each branch are ordered but are free to
move left or right with respect to the other branch. This
should be contrasted with the more common approach,
where scattering events on different Keldysh branches
obey a specific (left-right) ordering with respect to each
other [30, BI]. This simplification drastically reduces the
number of diagrams for G, to be evaluated, from 2¢
to a+ 1. These results for G, can then be used in combi-
nation with products of lower order diagrams to generate
the expansion S, of the STCL. We achieved this simpli-
fication by using Eq. , which recasts the evolution U
of the full density matrix in terms of pairs of the uni-
tary evolution U, see Appendix [A] We thus develop a
generalised STCL equivalent of the diagrammatic sim-
plification that was presented in Ref. [47] at fourth-order
for the RT method. To illustrate the method, we draw
the first- and second-order Pauli diagrams in Fig. [0 In
the next section, we apply this formalism to setups with
quadratic environments, where Wick’s theorem allows for
further simplifications, and compute explicit rates up to
fourth-order for the Pauli STCL.

V. QUADRATIC ENVIRONMENTS

In the following, we focus on setups with quadratic en-
vironments. We restrict ourselves to the case of system—
environment couplings that involve a single environment
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FIG. 8. Diagrammatic rules for the Pauli steady-state master
equation. (a) For the Pauli version G of the superoperator G
the initial and final system states must be the same on both
Keldysh branches, see Eq. . We introduce this property
diagrammatically with a symbol %, which is only shown in the
open circle but is understood to also act at the wiggly line. (b)
The Pauli STCL generator S diagrams are obtained by adding
a star to each and every open circle in the diagrams obtained
from Fig. (c) The commutator of the Pauli propagator G
with the unperturbed Liouvillian Lo vanishes, see Egs.

versus (|75).

f
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particle, though our diagrams straightforwardly gener-
alise to multi-particle couplings (such as in the Kondo
model [20]). We use the Pauli STCL as it is sufficient to
calculate the steady-state distribution in- and the current
through- the system.

The strength of the (Pauli) STCL and our diagram-
matic approach is demonstrated at fourth-order in V|
with a natural and correct regularisation and only five
diagrams that need to be computed. The fourth-order
rates Sif are convergent in the limit n — 0, as opposed to
the T-matrix rates 7@? which diverge, see, e.g., Eq.
below. The rates Sif and S/ provide the exact results

for the first two terms Pflo) and Pr(LQ) in the expansion of
the steady-state system probabilities P,,. We validate our
analysis through a comparison with the exact solution of
the non-interacting resonant level.

A. Setup

Our setup consists of an arbitrary system, a quadratic
environment, and a system—environment coupling that
involves only a single environment operator at each ver-
tex. This last assumption does not affect the diagrams
from Sec. [V] It does, however, influence the specifics
of how Wick’s theorem is applied, as seen later in this
subsection [67]. While we work with a fermionic exam-
ple, our approach is generic. To keep the notation con-
cise, we group all indices of the environment into the in-
dex k = (Ax, ki ). Here, the indices of all discrete degrees
of freedom, such as particle/hole, reservoir r and spin o
are encoded in the discrete multi-index A = £(r,0,...),
while k£ indexes momentum. The sign of the index A
(sgnk = sgn)\,) indicates whether we are considering par-
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FIG.9. Diagrammatic construction of the Pauli STCL gener-
ator. (a) The first-order Pauli diagrams (Spo does not exist),
which due to conservation of probability vanish when
summed. (b) Second-order Pauli diagrams, which contain
products of lower order terms.

ticle creation (4) or annihilation (—) as viewed from the
reservoir. The environment Hamiltonian reads

Heynw = Z €xCrC—k) (81)

k>0

where ¢, (c_) creates (annihilates) a particle with quan-
tum numbers k and energy €,. Note that the creation
and annihilation operators obey ¢l = c¢_,, and we de-
fine €_, = —e¢,.

A many-body environment eigenstate |u), . is con-
structed by repeatedly applying creation operators x > 0
(in proper order) on the vacuum

|u>env = H Cr ‘O>env ) (82)

KEU

K

where |0),, is the environment vacuum, and u is a set of
positive indices k. In a non-interacting environment, the
single-particle energies are additive, with the eigenenergy
of the many-body state |u) given by

fu = Z €k- (83)

KEU

In contrast to the environment, we keep the system
general, i.e., its Hamiltonian is

Nsys

Hyys = Y X In{nlys (84)

n=1

where Ngys is the number of eigenstates in the system.
Furthermore, for simplicity, we assume that the micro-
scopic coupling between the system and environment in-
volves a single environment particle, allowing us to write

V= Z VomeCr @ |n><m|5ys y (85)

nm,k
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FIG. 10. Diagrammatic rules applied to the specific system—
environment setup described in 7. (a) The diagrams
remain structurally the same as those in Fig. [ and we have
explicitly included the system states 4, j, f, g, 7, m for clar-
ity. For each application of the perturbation V, a (anti-)
particle with quantum numbers k is added to the environ-
ment. The environment indices k1 ...k, 4, are chosen to run
clockwise (dashed arrow) through the diagram. (b) A factor
in the perturbative series on the upper branch, that adds a
particle with quantum numbers k to the environment, while
changing the system state from |m) — |n). The operator cx
acts on the environment, whereas all other factors are num-
bers. The energy de; tracks the total number of particles (on
the upper branch) that have been added to the environment.
(c) Similar to (b) but for the lower branch of the Keldysh
contour. We use the fact that the perturbation is Hermi-
tian Y-, VamxCe = >, V,ZMCL. Note, that the Hermitian
conjugation on the lower branch (see Fig. both flips the
order of the environment operators and conjugates them in-
dividually ¢l — c.. As a result, the environment correlator
assumes the form shown in Eq. .

where the amplitudes V¥ . =V, . _ . of the perturba-
tion guarantee Hermiticity. Last, we assume that the
amplitudes V. do not depend on the continuous (mo-
mentum) part of the subscript k. We can thus inter-

change V. and Vj,,,,n whenever it is convenient.

We insert the explicit representation of the setup 7
into the expansion for the propagator G, see
Fig. Each system—environment scattering event V'
now changes the system state and describes the emis-
sion or absorption of an environment particle, i.e., adding
or removing a particle in the environment, respectively.
As usual [30, B7, [47], we embody this emission (absorp-
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tion) process by a thin line attached to each vertex V
in the diagrams a). The additive property of
the single-particle environment energies ¢, leads to a
simplifications in the matrix elements gf,{f 9, cf. Figs.
[[0[b)—(c) and [b). The denominator of the recur-
rence relation for the time evolution, which appears
in , now changes by one single-particle environment
energy €, after each application of the perturbation V,
see Fig. b). We thus use ¢, to update the energy de-
nominator due to the environment det, which tracks the
total number of particles added to the environment af-
ter B applications of the perturbation V on the upper
(—) or lower (+) Keldysh branches. We use a clockwise
labelling of the environment indices, see Fig. [L0fa), and
use V (VT = V) on the upper (lower) Keldysh branch,
cf. Figs. [10[b) and (c). These last steps give rise to an

environment operator expectation value
(CirCry - Crpyy) EZ P (u| ey Cry - - - Creyppy 1) (86)
u

of v 4+ p creation or annihilation operators ¢y,
where ) P corresponds to the open circle in our di-
agrammatic formulation.

1. Wick’s Theorem

The evaluation of locally equilibrated environment cor-
relators to describe the steady-state, is a great strength of
the STCL methodology. It is a consequence of the combi-
nation of the back and forth propagation in Eq. (46). We
can therefore apply Wick’s theorem [52] when evaluating
Eq. , which is thus recursively reduced by

(Cry CrgCrip) = Z(il)p (CuyCry) ( H Crr). (87)

I#1,p

The sign in Eq. indicates fermionic (—) or bosonic
(4) environment modes [68]. Note that the normal-order
contribution appearing in Wick’s theorem vanishes be-
cause the environment is locally-equilibrated in the dis-
tant past [62 [69]. We thus reduce the a-point correla-
tor into a sum over products of two point correlators

<c,{cn/> = (5,,{7,€/TLA(€ — /J)\aT)\)» (88)

where n, is the Fermi-Dirac (A=F) or Bose-Einstein
(A=B) distribution, with p the chemical potential (0
for massless bosons) and T the temperature of the dis-
crete degree of freedom A, ¢ is the Kronecker delta, and
we again use the fact that the environment is locally
equilibrated at ¢t = —oco. Furthermore, in the far dis-
tant past, the environment is in an incoherent superpo-
sition Pg™ of states |u),,, which each have well defined
particle numbers, see Eq. . There is thus no coherent
superposition of states with different numbers of parti-
cles, and expectation values (c,) = 0 vanish (as well as
other odd correlators). Within a diagrammatic formula-
tion, Egs. and (88]) are implemented by:



(a)
(Croy Crin ) c,%c,.€4 (CroyCroy) c,.mc,.€3
g : %‘F gil % g ; %)
c,ﬂc,€3 (CronCroy)
+1 Bosons _
b e { C = 0
( ) >< —1 Fermions ( ) E)

FIG. 11. Wick’s theorem applied to the diagrams of Fig.
for G31. (a) Expectation value of a four-point environment

correlator. The environment operators ¢, are arranged clock-
wise starting in the bottom right due to the hermitian con-
jugation of the lower branch, see Figs. [d] and [I0] Wick’s the-
orem implies that we can decompose the diagram by
summing over every possible set of contractions (connected
thin lines). (b) A number p of crossed fermionic environment
lines produces a (—1)? sign. (c¢) Odd numbers of environment
legs result in a vanishing diagram because the unperturbed
environment density matrix is diagonal, see Eq. ,

1. Create all possible sets of pairs of scattering events
and connect the vertices within each pair by an
environment line. For a connected pair of scat-
tered environment particles replace c....cor —

.{cxewr), 1., the appropriate equilibrium distri-
bution function as given by Eq. .

2. Crossing fermionic lines produce additional minus
signs.

In Fig. we provide a specific example for the calcula-
tion of G31. Pairs that reside on the same Keldysh branch
do not influence the environment state, when considered
together. On the other hand, a pair connecting the upper
and lower branch is a physical process where the system
emits a particle (or anti-particle) into the environment,

, these diagrams will contribute to the current flow
in the steady-state. Diagrammatically, the (thin) Wick
contraction lines act in the same way as the (weighted)
trace line with an open circle that appears on the right
of every diagram, see also Fig.

Using the diagrammatic rules for the Wick decompo-
sition, we build each superoperator G,, (or G,,) as the
sum over its Wick contributions

B Z gvuwa (89)

where we have introduced the Wick index w, see be-
low for an example. The Wick index w shows up in
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the same way 1n the calculation of other superoperators
such as R,, (77) or Svu . At second order, there
is only one contractlon (€x, Cry) and the Wick mdex can
be dropped. At fourth (second non-vanishing) order the
four-point correlator decomposes as

= (Cro1 Cra) (CriaCris) (90)

F (Chy Crig) (CraCra) + (CriyCr) (CrisCria) »

(Cry CrinCrzCra)

where the =+ sign accounts for the bosonic (+) or
fermionic (—) nature of the particles, see Fig. [I1[b). We
denote the three contractions in Eq. by the Wick
indices w = a,b, ¢, respectively. Note that, the linear
additivity of energies coupled with Wick’s theorem
implies

(€ry + €y + oo+ €ry) (Cry CrpeeCron) = 0, (91)
which we will use to simplify expressions for G,,, later.

At this point it is useful to recall the hierarchy

G=>Ga=>_ >, Gu=>_ > > G (92)

a vtpu=«a a vitpu=a w

of the indices o, v, u, and w as we will use them exten-
sively for explicit calculations of the rates. Furthemore,
we note that in the Pauli STCL rates, complex conjuga-
tion is equivalent to flipping the upper and lower Keldysh
branches. This means that g;{t = QZLfV*, and that for
each contraction w there exists a contraction w’ such
that Q,Z/:Lw = G7* . In some cases we have w = w’,
e.g., at second order where there is a single contraction.

B. Explicit rates

We focus on the Pauli STCL as it is sufficient for the
purpose of calculating steady-state occupations and cur-
rents. First, we show how to recover Fermi’s golden rule
as encoded in the leading (or second) order in V' Pauli
STCL master equation with its associated rates S‘;f , see
Eq. and Fig. These rates involve the exchange
of a single particle between the system and an envi-
ronment reservoir, and are commonly dubbed sequen-
tial tunnelling rates in mesoscopic research [20] [21], see
Figs. [[2b) and (c). We proceed with the fourth-order
in V Pauli STCL, where the rates Sif are associated
with the exchange of up to two particles (potentially from
different reservoirs) between the system and the environ-
ment. These rates include co- and pair-tunnelling [20],
see Figs. [I3(b) and (c), as well as virtually-assisted
sequential- tunnelling which are responsible for level
broadening and renormalisation [311, [47], see Fig. b).
The strength of the STCL already manifests at this order:
while such fourth-order rates diverge in the T-matrix for-
mulation [29] [45], the STCL, by construction, systemati-
cally removes these divergences [50]. For illustration, we
will demonstrate a perfect agreement of the STCL rates
with exact results for a single-particle level, see Fig.



1. Fermi’s golden rule

Fermi’s golden rule [70] successfully describes transi-
tions in open quantum systems with weak couplings to
large environments; it commonly includes solely the di-
agonal of the system’s density matrix (Pauli) but can
be extended to describe the system s coherences as well.
We consider the Pauli STCL (42) at lowest non-vanishing
(second) order in the perturbatlon V given in Eq. ( .
The first order term has an odd number of environment
operators c,.i in the correlator and thus vanishes,
see Fig. [11[c). At second order, we have three dlagrams

for G. We apply the rules from Figs. 4 l l m, and [1 . 1| to
find

it = Z ( Vigsl® (o) (93)

€ T+ 5Xif)2 + 772’

CrCep)

1f o 6 Z |‘/;mm|
T 2in ey + Oxim +1in’

that we display in Fig. [12{a) (recall dxnm = Xn — Xm)-
The G11 diagrams are associated with a sequential tun-
nelling event, see Fig.[12|b), where a particle tunnels in or
out of the system. The Gy¢ and Goo diagrams on the other
hand are associated with probability conserving events,
see Eq. , where an excitation tunnels back and forth
between the system and the environment along one of the
Keldysh branches, with the setup finally returning to the
initial state. Note that in our discussion, we will alter-
nate between the superoperators S, G and their matrix
elements S/, G| according to convenience.

We substitute Eq. into Egs. and to com-
pute explicit values for the second-order Pauli STCL
(equivalently, Fermi’s golden rule) rates. We recall
that k = (A, ki) to convert the sum over momentum k,
in Eq. into an integral over energy

> / de DyAy(e), (94)
K A

while maintaining the sum over discrete degrees of free-
dom A. The density of states DA (¢) associated with A
is composed of two parts. The first D) is energy inde-
pendent and is a typical scale of the density of states,
while the second Aj(e€) is a dimensionless function that
encodes the dependence on energy.

Furthermore, we evaluate the expectation value of the
(fermionic) environment operators using and intro-
duce the real and dimensionless spectral function

C)\(E) = A)\(E)TLF(E — ,u)\,T)\). (95)

We can then write the second-order Pauli STCL (Fermi’s
golden rule) rates in the form

Got = (Gah)",

- 2w

S =5 2 Vi PDrCx(0x51) (96)
X
2m 9

= 0if > Vimal> DACA (8 xmi)

mA
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FIG. 12. Second-order diagrams. (a) The second order Gs di-
agrams, where we have dropped the sums over system (n,m)
and environment (k) variables for clarity. (b)—(c) Hlustra-
tion of the various processes occurring in the diagrams of (a).
The solid line in (b) indicates a sequential tunnelling process,
where the initial and final states of the system differ by one
(anti-) particle that has tunnelled out of the environment.
The dotted line in (c) indicates a probability conserving pro-
cess, where a (anti-) particle tunnels back and forth between
the environment and system, leaving the setup unchanged.
(d) Second-order rates Sz, where we have dropped all sums
and indices for clarity. Unlike the more general case in Fig. [0}
due to Wick’s theorem [see Fig. [11|c)], all odd-order diagrams
(Q~01 and Q~10) vanish and there are therefore no subtractions
of products of lower orders.

which is the sum of the three diagrams shown in
Fig. d). The first term (S11) describes sequential tun-
nelling and is identical to the rates obtained from Fermi’s
golden rule. The second term

S% 02 = —dif 2511 ) (97)

is a manifestation of conservation of probability, see
Eq. (80). The explicit rates for the lowest-order full
(as opposed to Pauli) STCL for quadratic environments
is not required for our discussion but can be found in

Ref. [48].

2. Co- and pair-tunnelling

Fourth-order processes are those that arise from matrix
elements with v+pu = o = 4. In contrast to the T-matrix
rates R4 ~ 1/n associated with the same physical pro-
cesses, the STCL rates 5‘4 o n° are convergent in the
limit » — 0. We start by computing Pauli STCL co- and
pair-tunnelling rates Sao, before moving to the rates S3;
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FIG. 13. Co- and pair-tunnelling. (a) Fourth-order Pauli

diagrams for Gaz, see Eq. 7 where we have dropped the
sums over system (n,m) variables for clarity. (b) Hlustration
of the co- and pair-tunnelling processes associated with the
diagrams G2, and Gazp. A particle or antiparticle (black dot)
tunnels into the system from the environment simultaneously
with a second particle or anti-particle (white dot) from the
same or a different reservoir. If both particles tunnelling to
the system are electrons (or holes) this process is known as
pair tunnelling. On the other hand, if one particle is a hole
and the other is an electron, the process is known as a co-
tunnelling event. An elastic cotunnelling event is one which
leaves the system state unchanged while in an inelastic pro-
cess the initial and final system states differ. (c) Illustration
of processes associated with the diagram Gase. A particle or
anti-particle tunnels back and forth between the system and
the environment along each of the Keldysh branches. This
process leaves the environment unchanged, while it can mod-
ify the state of the system. (d) Diagrammatic representation
of the three contractions for 522 with all indices dropped.

and 5’13 which renormalise the lower-order sequential-
tunneling rate 811 from Fermi’s golden rule. We avoid
computing the rates 840 and 804, as they are merely a
manifestation of conservation of probability (80| .

The matrix elements

5 Vinrs Vagro Vimes Vinis
ngzz 1Vnfre Vimes 4w (98)
nmer (5X1f + €ry + €K2)2 + 4772
<C)<,1 CroCrg CH4>
(5Xin + €k, — in)<5Xim —€gy T+ “7)’
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required to compute 322, contains two occurrences of the
perturbation on each of the Keldysh branches. We com-
bine Eq. with the contractions (90]) to obtain the ma-
trix elements of the superoperators Goog, _C';ggb, and g~226,
see Fig. [I3((a). These matrix elements correspond to new
processes beyond sequential tunnelling, where the initial
and final state differ by an even (possibly 0) number of
particles. Co- and pair- tunnelling arise from the dia-
grams Goo, and gggb, see Fig. |1 b In a cotunnelling
process, an electron or hole tunnels onto the system while
at the same time a second particle of the same kind tun-
nels out of the system. These two particles may originate
from the same or different reservoirs, and a cotunnelling
process may change the system state, but not its charge.
If the initial and final system states are identical such a
process is termed elastic cotunnelling. A pair-tunnelling
process on the other hand, occurs when two electrons
(or holes) from the same or different reservoirs simulta-
neously tunnel into the system, thus changing the state
and charge of the system. The Gyo. diagrams gives rise
to processes where two particles (electrons or holes), one
on each Keldysh branch, tunnel in and out of the system,
leaving the environment unchanged, see Fig. c¢). The
rates Sggc associated with these processes vanish, as we
show in Eq. .

Non-crossing co- and pair-tunnelling. We first con-
sider the type a Wick contraction from Eq. . We
note that the associated T-matrix co- and pair-tunnelling
rates, evaluated by substituting Eq. into Eq. for
the a contraction, scale as

1
R22a = g22a x " +0(°), (99)

and thus diverge in the limit  — 0 [50]. On the other
hand, combining the recurrence relation for the
STCL with the same contraction provides us with the
rates
4 2
82211 = ng22a - Z gm

Focn,  (100)

which contains corrections from two consecutive
sequential-tunnelling events g; Qu , see Fig. . d).
These corrections cancel the diverging part of (99) and
leave the Pauli STCL rates Si}, convergent in the
limit 7 — 0. Diagrammatically, corrections due to prod-
ucts of lower order occur whenever a diagram for G can
be cut vertically without slicing a contraction line.

We substitute the matrix elements C;;éa [combining
Eqgs. and (90)] and G from into Eq. (L00),
transform the sums over momenta to integrals over en-
ergy and assume constant density of states . We then
evaluate the expectation values for environment op-
erators and take the n — 0 limit to obtain the expression
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i 2m Mn)\ Vn A Vm As Vm1 A —
Sl = Lt %X];m : 2D, D, I3, 3, (0Xin, OXn) = I3, 5, (0Xim: O £m)] (101a)
N
2
+ 23 WVanns P1Vin e [2Day Do, Re I35, (0Xom X ) (101b)
)\?}\2
2T
+ 4 > Vima, PV as |* Da, Dy Re [Cx, (5X m) 0y, I3, (9Xim) + Cix, (6Xmi) O, T3 (9xmy) ] (101c)

m
A1z

with dimensionless integrals I and J defined in Egs.
and . To arrive at this formula, several lengthy
but straightforward steps are required. These are out-
lined in detail in Appendix [B| Eq. is a typical ex-
ample of the subtraction of reducible contributions ,
where two cancelling diverging terms in 1/7 appear (one
from G, and one from the product _C’;HC;H). In the
course of this calculation, we have expanded the expres-
sions in Eq. as Laurent series in 7 before taking
the n — 0 limit; in doing so, we have replaced the deriva-
tives with respect to 7 arising from this expansion by
derivatives with respect to x.

The first line in the cotunnelling rate S;J;a is a
convergent contribution which is attributed to tunnelling
through two different system states n # m on each of the
Keldysh branches, see Fig. (a). The same contribution

J

Cy, (e —01)Cx, (02 —
et in

)\1>\ (61,52 = hm/

where ng is the Bose-Einstein distribution at tempera-
ture 7" and ny(0) = ¢(1/2+140/2nT) is a generalised dis-
tribution in terms of the digamma function . Note that,
the latter is related to both the Fermi-Dirac and Bose-
Einstein distributions, see Appendix [C} Furthermore, we
have dropped the explicit dependence on temperature T'
in all distribution functions n,, as we assume all temper-
atures in the setup to be equal. The second integral J is

(see Appendix

/np(ﬁ—fs—m) de

JiE(6) = lim e

n—0
= Fimne(—6 — px)+ Reny (0 + pa)+ In(Ay) + O(AY),

(103)

where A, is an ultraviolet cutoff for the continuum vari-
able k in the environment reservoir A. Typically, in elec-
tronic systems, this is the bandwidth of the Fermi reser-

voirs. Due to the derivatives with respect to x acting on
the integrals J in Eq. (101¢), the ultraviolet cutoffs do

)de:nB(§2 — 01 — pxa —

(

appears in the T-matrix rate 7%12];,1 The second and third
lines correspond to a co- or pair-tunelling process
where the intermediate states on both Keldysh branches
are the same, i.e., n = m. The second line coincides with
the contribution obtained in the T-matrix approach using
the phenomenological regularisation scheme developed in
Ref. [45], see Ref. [48]. The third line contains ad-
ditional corrections which are of the same order as
but are missing in the regularisation of Ref. [45], see also
Refs. [29, 44l [47] [66]. For a detailed discussion compar-
ing Egs. to the corresponding result using the SRT
approach, we refer the reader to Ref. [48].

In Egs. , we introduced two dimensionless inte-
grals I and J. To evaluate them, we assume constant
densities of states Ay (e) = 1 for each environment degree
of freedom and further assume a constant temperature 7'
across the entire environment in the distant past. Under
these assumptions, the first integral I is (see Appendix

fixg) [y (FO2 = px, ) —ny (FO1 F pay )], (102)

(

not affect the rates Syo, in the wide band limit A — 0,
see Appendix [C]

Crossing co- and pair-tunnelling. Next, we consider
the b contractlon see Eq. (90), which we combine with

Eqgs. and . ) to obtain

Sif 7477

Sgb = Rog, = gQ2b (104)

This process includes crossing contraction lines, see
Fig. and thus depends on the particle statistics (in
the present case fermions). For the b contraction it is
not possible to cut the g~22b diagram vertically without
cutting a contraction line, see Figs.[13[a) and (d). Thus,
there are no corrections from second-order products in
Eq. and the associated T-matrix, STCL and SRT
rates are identical and convergent as n — 0. Combining
Eqgs. (98), and (104)), the evaluation of this term yields
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No-tunnelling. We now turn to the third contraction c
for the rates associated with Gos. These are associated
with processes that do not change the state of the envi-
ronment. Substituting the contraction c into the expres-
sion for the matrix elements of Gyo, see Eq. , we find
that the associated T-matrix rates scale as

0:

4 i
Rihe = 2 Gihe o nf+0(n)- (106)

This expression diverges in the 7 — 0 limit for equal
initial and final states and vanishes otherwise. It there-
fore does not contribute to the rate equation (or current
rates see Section and was therefore discarded in the
phenomenological regularisation scheme of Ref. [45]. The
corresponding STCL rates, see Fig. d)7 are properly
regularised,

522c = 471g~:§2c 47751,09 0902 X 1, (107)

and vanish in the n — 0 limit, further justifying the
omission of R&,. in Ref. [45].

The two contributions 522,1 and 3221, to the STCL rates
are associated with co- and pair-tunnelling, which are
distinct from the sequential-tunnelling process at second
order. In the following, we study further contributions
at fourth-order, that renormalise the lower-order rates
and are mterpreted as virtually-assisted sequential tun-
nelling. These contributions arise from the Gs3; and Gi3

superoperators (67) and are as important as the cotun-
nelling rates (101)) and (105]) in an exact expansion.

3. Virtually-assisted sequential tunnelling

We now compute the virtually-assisted sequential-
tunnelling rates 831 and Si5 in the Pauli STCL master
equation, see Eqs. (76]) and (78§ . To this end, we use our

diagrammatic rules for G from Sec. to write

Vvifnl an/-cz V’ﬂmﬁg Vmim;

Git = ~ . 108
" T;z (Oxif + €x, — 1) (OXif + €, + 3in) (108)
X <Cm CrpCrg CH4>
(6Xi” — €kg — €ry T 2in)(6Xim — €y T+ in)’

with 913 = Gi*. We combine with the contrac-
tions to obtain the three propagators g~31a, g~31b,
and g},lc, see Figs. a) and (b), which can be un-
derstood as sequential-tunnelling processes where one of
the Keldysh branches takes an indirect path to the fi-
nal state. We use the recurrence relation and the

h 6me + 5an

(1550 0Xins X ) — Iy 5, (OXmss Oxma)] - (105)
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FIG. 14. Virtually-assisted sequential-tunnelling processes.

(a) Fourth-order diagrams for Gsi. (b) Illustration of the
physical processes associated with the diagrams in (a): A
particle or anti-particle (black dot) tunnels into (full arrow)
the system on each of the Keldysh branches. Simultaneously,
a second (anti-) particle (white dot) enters (dotted arrow) the
system before returning to the environment (along the upper
Keldysh branch). These processes renormalise the sequential
tunnelling and are thus often ignored [46]. (¢) Diagrams
fOI‘ 531.

contractions to obtain

277
331@ = g31a - ngmv (109a)
47] =
S5ty = = Gstoy (109b)
ot 477 277 )
83{(: = gSl(‘ - gl{gm ) (109c)

see Fig. ( ) For each contraction w there is a w’
Si* | For the 31 +» 13 diagrams the

such that S = 31w
pairs (w,w’) are (a, c), (b,b) and (¢, a). As for Saop ,
the b contraction does not involve products of
the lower-order terms as this diagram cannot be split.
The explicit calculations of the rates involve similar
methods as the calculation of the cotunnelling rates Soo
and can be found in Appendix

We have now computed all fourth-order rates that are
associated to physical processes. The remaining fourth-
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FIG. 15.  Probability conserving diagrams Sao at fourth-
order a = 4. (a) Fourth-order diagrams for Gao. These terms
each contain a Kronecker delta, which enforces identical initial
(¢) and final (f) system states. (b) Illustration of processes
described by the diagrams in (a) resembling those for Gaz. in
Fig. ¢), except for the fact that now the entire setup, rather
than just the environment, initial and final states must be the
same. The different diagrams in (a) correspond to different
time orderings of the events in (b). (c) Diagrams for Sqo.

\

order contributions 340 and 504 ensure conservation of
probability. Their sum can be obtained from the super-
operators Soz, 831, and 813 or calculated explicitly as for
the other fourth-order rates. We take the former route
though, for completeness, we now briefly discuss the gen-
eral structure of Sy9 and Spy.

4. Probability conservation at fourth-order

The probability conserving processes at fourth-order
involve the propagator

‘/ionl Vonng Vnmng Vmin4

Gio =1, ' : 110
0 g nmoRr (4“7) (6Xio + 6”1 —+ 3’“7) ( )
X <CNICHQCI€3 Cm4>
((;XML — €ky T €ry + 27/]’])(6sz — €ry + Zn)?

with & = Gil* | see Fig. [15(a). Combined with the con-
tractions , the matrix elements correspond to
physical processes where the system goes through three
intermediate states on one of the branches of the Keldysh
contour, before returning to the initial state. This can
be thought of as two particles, that tunnel in and out of
the environment only to return to the original state, see
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Fig. b). We combine these fourth-order terms with
the pairs of second-order terms according to the recur-

rence rule , see Fig. to obtain

S40a = g40a7 (111a)
477
340b g40b7 (111b)
M mt
540c = g400 77g 09505 (111c)

where we note that Si, = 6;;Sii, for each contrac-
tion w. Instead of computing the terms in , we
make use of the conservation of probability to com-
pute the sum

3 04—_sz(S

"t Slg”) . (112)

5. Steady-state system probability distribution

We now have all expressions needed for the computa-
tion of the Pauli STCL rates up to fourth-order. The
latter then give us access to the steady-state probability
distribution

oo

P, = Z Prg,2a)7

a=0

(113)

of finding the system in state |n). Here, PP denote the
contributions of order 2a to the probabilities P, (with
odd terms vanishing, see Fig. . This is the first ob-
servable quantity that we can compute and showcases the
strength of the STCL. We insert the formal expansions
for P, and S™" into the steady-state condition and
solve it order by order (all odd orders vanish) to obtain
the conditions

0="> 8&"PY, (114a)
0= (S P + S3mPR).

n

(114b)

In order to test our scheme and for illustration, we cal-
culate the STCL rates up to fourth-order for a non-
interacting model and compare the results of Eq.
with the expansion of the exact solution.

C. Non-interacting system

In non-interacting setups the steady-state probability
distribution of the system states and current between the
reservoirs through the system can be computed exactly,
e.g., using equations of motion for Green’s functions or
scattering matrices [20} [7IH73], see also Appendix[D] The
non-interacting setup, see Fig. (a), is thus an ideal plat-
form to test the STCL.
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FIG. 16. Non-interacting lead-dot-lead setup and processes.
(a) The setup involves two reservoirs/leads at temperature T'
and chemical potentials +4/2, that are connected by a hop-
ping amplitude J/v/2 to a single non-interacting fermionic
mode (the dot-level) with energy €, see the discussion around
Eqgs. (115)-(I17). (b) Addition spectrum of relevant processes
at equilibrium, combining two reservoirs into a single one
(grey shaded area). In a sequential tunnelling process, a par-
ticle (or hole) enters the system (thin full arrow) and leaves
a hole (particle) behind. In the probability conserving trivial
processes (320 and 502), a particle (or hole) visits the envi-
ronment (dotted arrow) and returns back. A fourth-order,
virtually-assisted sequential tunnelling combines the two pre-
ceding processes coherently. (c¢) Cotunnelling process in an
out-of-equilibrium setup. A particle or hole exits the system
on one side, while another enters on the other (or same) side.
This process leaves the system unchanged and its contribution
to probabilities is compensated by a probability conserving

rate (112)).

1. Setup

The non-interacting resonant level, ie., a single
fermionic level (or quantum dot) coupled to Fermi leads,
see Fig. can be realised in gate-defined electronic
devices, see Fig. [[[a). Its Hamiltonian is composed of
the same three parts as our generic model in Sec. [[ITA]
with a quadratic environment as described in Sec. [V] see
Fig. (a) for a sketch. The system involves a single
fermionic mode (with energy €p) and is described by the
Hamiltonian

HY. = egdidy, (115)

sys

where dg; (dy) creates (annihilates) an electron in the sys-
tem. The environment is composed of left (I = L) and
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right (I = R) leads and is described by

HNI

_ T
env — E :Ek CiiCuks

1Lk

(116)

where csz (¢,,) creates (annihilates) a particle with mo-
mentum k and energy € in lead [. The left and right en-
vironments are assumed to be at the same temperature T'
and have chemical potentials p1/2 and —p/2, respectively,
with the total bias given by u. The system—environment
coupling is given by the tunnelling Hamiltonian

J
V= 2 Z(d(];clk + Cjkdo)7 (117)
Lk

that couples the system to each reservoir in the envi-
ronment with hopping amplitude .J/v/2. We choose this
tunnelling amplitude such that in the case y = 0 the
setup is equivalent to a single mode coupled to a single
reservoir with amplitude J.

2. Diagrams

We consider the STCL rates up to fourth-order in the
perturbation, including the expressions (96 for Fermi’s
golden rule, co- and pair-tunnelling (L01f), (105), ,
virtually assisted sequential tunnelling (B15), and
the fourth-order probability conserving rates (112]), see
Fig. As there are only two system states for the
non-interacting level, empty |0) or full |1), there are only
a small number of diagrams contributing to the STCL
rates, see Fig. The sequential tunnelling rates Siq,
familiar from Fermi’s golden rules change the occupa-
tion of the dot from full (|1)) to empty (|0)) or vice-
versa, see Figs. [[6(b) and [[7(a). During a virtually-
assisted sequential-tunnelling process, an (anti) particle
is removed from the environment and changes the sys-
tem state on both Keldysh branches, while another (anti)
particle is removed from the environment before return-
ing on one of the two Keldysh branches, see Figs. b)
and [17[(b). There are only elastic cotunnelling rates in
the non-interacting setup, i.e., rates that leave the sys-
tem unchanged and therefore do not contribute to the
rate equation (42), see Figs. [L6{c) and [17|c). These elas-
tic processes do, however, contribute to the steady-state
current through the system as we will see in Sec. [VIC|

3. Equilibrium

We start with the equilibrium situation g = 0. In the
steady-state, the exact probability P; of the level being
occupied is [74] (see also Appendix [D)

FO — 2i60) (118)

2

1 1 1
P=—-+-1 =
! +7rm¢(2+ 47T
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FIG. 17. Relevant diagrams for the non-interacting setup.

(a) STCL diagram for a sequential tunnelling event, where
an electron from the environment enters the system, chang-
ing the latter from empty |0) to full |1). (b) STCL diagram
for virtually-assisted sequential tunnelling events where an
electron from the environment enters the system. Simulta-
neously this electron leaves and returns to the environment
(potentially in a different location). The b contraction does
not contribute for the non-interacting setup. (c) Diagram for
an elastic cotunnelling rate, where an electron enters the sys-
tem before leaving again. These rates do not contribute to
the rate equation as they leave the system invariant (elas-
tic process) and are compensated by a probability conserving
rate (112). They do however contribute to the current as we
will see in Section [VI} As for the virtually-assisted processes,
the b contraction does not contribute to the non-interacting
setup rates, while the Sa2. contributions always vanish.

where we have introduced the width 'y = 27|J|?D. The
exact probability can be expanded in powers of V'
J, or equivalently Ty oc |J|? as odd terms vanish, and
thus serves as a benchmark for the STCL results, which
we now compute.

We insert the model ((115)—(117) into our expressions
96}

for the sequential rates (96| and obtain

8" =Tone(e)/h, 8;° = Tone(—eo)/,  (119)

where the temperature in the Fermi-Dirac distribution ny
is implicit. These rates are familiar from Fermi’s golden
rule and correspond to an electron entering (leaving) the
system on both the upper and lower Keldysh branches,
see Fig.[L7|(a). The second-order diagonal elements of the
rate matrix S3° = —S9' and Si' = —S3° are obtained
directly from the conservation of probability (79). We
solve the lowest-order steady-state constraint (114a)) and
obtain

PV =ne(eo), B =ne(—e),  (120)
where Pl(o) (Péo)) is the zeroth-order probability of find-

ing the system in the occupied (empty) state |1) (]0)).
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FIG. 18. Probability P; of finding the non-interacting single
level occupied, see Egs. (118), (120]), and (122). The low-

est order (blue dashed), and first correction (green dotted),
for T'o/T = m were calculated with the STCL. The corre-
sponding (blue and green) crosses are obtained from an expan-
sion of the exact result and must coincide with any formally-
exact method. For completeness we show the sum of the first
two terms (black dotted-dashed) and the exact result (full
black).

At this order, the results of the STCL and T-matrix ap-
proaches coincide and both give rise to the same result
as the one obtained from Fermi’s golden rule (120)), see
Fig.[18[a). Furthermore, the result coincides with the ex-
pansion of the exact result , see Appendix@ For an
infinitely sharp non-interacting level, the result is
exact, however, the coupling to the environment broad-
ens the levels [20], which manifests at fourth-order in the
rates.

At fourth-order there are three types of rates, see
Figs. and The virtually-assisted sequential
tunnelling rates S3; and S13, change the configuration of
the system, see Fig. [17|(b). We use the formulas (B13)-
in Appendix [B| to compute the virtually-assisted
sequential-tunnelling diagrams, see Fig. b)7 for the
non-interacting setup. We obtain the fourth-order cor-

rection
- T2 1
321 = 0 Im<’ ( _~_i7€0 ) )

4m2hT 2 2nT (121)
to the rate for changing the system state from empty
to occupied, where 1)’ is the trigamma function. The
rate S}0 for the reverse process can be found by replac-
ing g = —¢p in Eq. . The probability conserving
(S0 + Sou) rates at fourth-order are again found by en-
forcing Eq. . We insert and into the con-
straint for the next-to-leading order steady-state
probability distribution correction P(?) and obtain

T 1 €
P(2) _ 0 I N Y
S e ™Y\ s T )

as well as PéQ) = 7P1(2) as required by conservation of
probability. The expression (122)), is identical to the one

(122)



obtained from an expansion of the exact result and
is plotted in Fig. [18] for the specific case I'g/T = 7. The
result decays as o< I'g/¢q for large onsite energies
(such that €gexp(—eg/T) < T'yp) and thus embodies the
broadening of the level due to its coupling to the en-
vironment, see for example Refs. [20, [74] for a detailed
overview.

We conclude that the STCL approach provides a use-
ful tool to perturbatively compute the steady-state dis-
tribution of open systems. It defines a time-local master
equation with proper rates S/ that are convergent in
the n — 0 limit. In a next step, we take the setup out
of equilibrium g # 0 and investigate the current flowing
through the system.

VI. CURRENTS

The most common transport observable in mesoscopic
research is the electrical current[I9, 21, [(5H77], where
electric charge is flowing in or out of leads attached to the
system. Other types of currents can be defined that are
associated with the environment reservoirs, e.g., in the
case of a spin-full electronic system, each lead [ is further
split into two reservoirs r = [,o by the spin degree of
freedom o. It is then possible to consider both electrical
and spin currents. Here, we extend the diagrammatic
formulation of the STCL rates S from sections [Vl and [V]
to include current flow out-of-equilibrium.

A. Definition and Derivation

In our discussion, we consider currents to (from)
the reservoirs that contain a mean number of parti-
cles Tr(pN, ), where

Ny = ZCAkC—Aka (123)
%

denotes the reservoir number operator and we use \ =
+r, and —A = —r (with the 4+ describing particles) in-
stead of just r to keep the notation compatible with pre-
vious sections. The particle current 9;Tr(pNy) can al-
ways be thought of as an anti-particle current flowing in
the other direction 0, Tr(pN_») = —9;Tr(pNy). Further-
more, the particle currents 0;Tr(pNy) in and out of the
different reservoirs, multiplied by the charge ¢ carried by
each particle, give rise to physical and measurable cur-
rents I. For electrical currents, the charge of each parti-
cle (electron) is —e, with the elementary charge e, while
for spin currents the ‘charge’ of each particle is +h/2,
depending on the reservoir, i.e., the charge ¢, may de-
pend on the reservoir (or even the momentum k in the
case of a heat current). This leads us to define the charge
operator

Qx = ANy, (124)
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which is the charge operator associated with the reser-
voir A and the single particle charge g). Note that the
number (and charge) operators commute with the un-
perturbed Hamiltonian [Hy, N»] = 0. In fact, our con-
siderations apply for any environment operator Qe that
satisfies [Qenv, Henv] = 0. This criterion, allows us to un-
ambiguously promote the operator Ny to a superoperator
when desired, see Appendix [E] Furthermore, the vanish-
ing commutator [Hp, Nx] = 0 implies that no currents
flow when the system and environment are decoupled,
i.e., when the Hamiltonian V' — 0 vanishes.

The current Iy(t) is defined as the time derivative of

the expectation value of the charge

L(t) = Qe (1)) (125)
where the density matrix p describes the coupled system—
environment setup. Working in the Schrédinger picture,
the time derivative acts solely on p(¢). An alternative
path, particularly common in the RT approach, uses the
Heisenberg equation of motion, and thus [H,Q,] to en-
code the time dependence with a static p.

In the limit  — 0 and ¢y — —oo the system is in
the steady-state at ¢t ~ 0 (0¢pp = 0), though out-of-
equilibrium with a finite current flow across the system
(Otp # 0). The large environment inhibits a direct so-
lution of Eq. , cf. the similar challenge in solving
the von Neumann equation . Ostensibly, we would
like to replace p by the projected density matrix p, in
Eq. . However, the latter does not include the
evolution of the environment as it has been projected
out, i.e., Tr[Qrpp] = QY is constant for all p,. Further-
more, the projected space has reached the steady-state p,
for t = 0 and therefore does not encode any dynamics.
Either of the latter two arguments is sufficient to show
that a simple substitution p — p, in Eq. leads to
vanishing currents and contains no information

XTr[Qxpp(t)] = 0 = 0, Tr[Qxpp)- (126)

The determination of currents thus starts from the full
density matrix p which includes the non-trivial evolution
of the environment. Even though the projected space has
reached a steady-state, the full setup has not. Common
treatments of currents (as in the T-matrix approach) rely
on transition rates, in the form of a rate matrix, acting
on steady-state populations [20]. These transition rates
change the environment charge and produce finite cur-
rents into and out of the reservoirs. In the following, we
obtain a similar description for the STCL. Specifically,
we find a set of current rates Sy, such that

I = o\ Tx[Sx(0,7)py], (127)
where we add the reservoir index A to the generator; we
will show below that the rates Sy can be obtained directly
from the STCL rates S by filtering/weighting different
processes.



1. The current generator S

We follow a similar program as in the derivation of the
STCL generator S in section [[ITD] First, we construct
the full density matrix at time ¢ from the projected one
at time tq using the evolution U from Eq. (23)). We then
use the inverse projected evolution to obtain the full
density matrix at time ¢ from the projected one at the
same time

plt) = Upy(to) = ULl " py (1):

Here, Z/l7;1 = Uy *(T+G)~ ! propagates the projected den-
sity matrix p,(¢) back in time to to, where p,(to) = p(to),
cf. Egs. and (50). The full density matrix p(t) is then
forward propagated using the time evolution /. Note
that, unlike in Sec. [[TI] we do not immediately apply the
projector again once we arrive at time t.

We substitute into Eq. to obtain a time-
local expression for the currents in terms of the projected
density matrix

(128)

I = 0, Tx[PQ\UUS  py), (129)

where we used TrP = Tr, see Eq. , to insert a projec-
tor before the trace and thus define the projected space
superoperators PQ\UUL 1

At this point, it seems that it were sufficient to com-
pute the matrix elements (PQ\UUL l)ij f9_ order by order
in V', to reconstruct the current I,. Unfortunately, these
matrix elements diverge in the limit 7 — 0 (irrespective
of the derivative 0;), even though the trace over them,
and therefore the current, is finite. We overcome this
problem by a subtraction of superoperators whose ma-
trix elements diverge identically to PQ \UU ~1 but that
vanish when traced. We will thus be left Wlth a set of

convergent rates S” 9. Furthermore, we will show that

the resulting rates S” 79 evaluated for quadratic environ-

ments are obtained by adding a set of Kronecker deltas
to the diagrams used to compute the STCL rates S7f9.
This filter in the calculation of diagrams implies that the
currents I can be obtained with little additional effort as
compared with the determination of the distribution pp,.

The charge transfer propagator. As the current is the
time derivative of the expectation value of the charge, we
can subtract the (vanishing) time derivative of the charge
at time tg

0 (Qr) (to) = O Tx[UQNUL " pp)] = 0, (130)

where, different from (129), the charge operator @) is
now applied prior to the forward propagation in time U.

Subtracting (130) from (129) we obtain
In = 0 Tx[GA(Z + G) ' pp),

where we have used TrP = Tr to insert the projector P,
made use of the definition of Z/{7§17 used [Qx,Up] =0
and introduced the charge-difference propagator

Gy = P[Ny,Uly P.

(131)

(132)
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Physically, Eq. can be understood as propagating
the projected density matrix p, backward in time to the
distant past, before evolving it forward again. On the
way forward, the charge transfer propagator in Eq.
tracks the number of particles in reservoir r that have
been created minus the ones that have been annihilated.
This physical interpretation of the propagator G, is com-
monly used in T-matrix calculations of currents [20].
Applying the derivative. We apply the time deriva-
tive 0 in Eq. , and use the simplification (which
is valid at t) — —o0). The expressions then all become
time independent in the limit 7 — 0 and we thus use the
steady-state projected density matrix to obtain

Iy = Tr[(GA + G)(Z +G) oyl

Here, we have introduced the time-differentiated coun-
terparts G4 and G of the charge transfer propaga-
tor Gy. These two terms are obtained via the expan-
sion Gy = ), Gxa in combination with G}, = anGx./h
and Q,\ = —z [Ga, Lo]/h, in full analogy to the steps in
Egs. 65)) for the propagator g in scctlonu Notice
that Eq 1 3) and Eq. ( are very similar, but that
the matrix elements

lim [(G3 +G2)(Z +9) 17,

(133)

(134)

of the projected space superoperator in Eq. are not
well defined in the limit n — 0 (even though the current
is), just as was the case for . The easiest way to
verify that is ill defined in the limit n — 0 is to
evaluate the matrix elements explicitly at fourth-order,
which can be done using the methods developed in Sec. [V]
and Appendix [B]

Adding zero. In order to obtain convergent rates, we
add a compensating term to Eq. , that vanishes
when traced over, but contains divergent matrix ele-
ments that cancel the diverging part of Eq. (134). In
Eq. . ) the projected Space superoperators that prop-
agate backwards (I4+G)~! do not contain any occurrences
of N, whereas those that propagate forward with G )\—|—g \
do. This asymmetry between the backward and forward
propagation is the root causing the diverging matrix ele-
ments ((134). We therefore add the vanishing term

o Tr{(G' + )T +G) app} =0, (135)

to the current ((129)), where we have introduced the back-
ward charge transfer propagator

(Z+G) =G +GG+GG\—...,

It will become clear later, when adapting our diagram-
matic approach to the currents, how the term
regularises the matrix elements (134]). To verify that
Eq. is indeed vanishing, we rewrite G’ and G in
terms of G using Eqgs. and , and expand all oc-
currences of G in powers of V. All of the resulting terms
take on the form

(136)

Tr[GaApy] = 0, (137)



where A is composed of a product of charge transfer prop-
agators Gyg and regular propagators Gg. To verify that
Eq. (137) vanishes, we rewrite
Tr[GaApp]| = Tr[UaZ/IO_I'PApp], (138)
where we used TrP = Tr, see Eq. . We then use
the invariance of the trace of an operator under unitary
transformation to write
Tr[UA] = TrA = Tr[Up 4], (139)
with A an arbitrary operator and Tr[/A] = Tr[UAUT]
and similarly for Uy. Expanding U in powers of V in
Eq. (139) we then immediately obtain Tr[U,A4] = 0
for a # 0. Defining the operator A = Uy "P.Ap, then
tells us that Eq. (137)) holds true.
We sum Egs. (133)) and (135)), expand the result in V,

and compare it order by order with (127). We thus arrive
at the series expansion for the STCL current generator

S)\a = gi\a + GAa

a—1

- Z [S/\ﬂga—,@ +(Gp + g.ﬁ>g)\a—ﬁ} ,
=1

(140)

which can be used to reconstruct the STCL current gen-
erator

(141)

Sx=) S

The expansion of the current generator is very
similar to the expansion for the STCL genera-
tor S but with an additional regularising term in the
sum. Constructing the formally exact convergent cur-
rent rates is one of the main results of this work.

2.  Diagrammatics

We now develop a diagrammatic approach to compute
the (divergent) matrix elements of Gy,,, and thereof the
(convergent) matrix elements of Sy,,. Here, as for G,,,,
the vu indices indicate the number of scattering events
on the upper and lower branches respectively, and thus

g)\ = Zg)\a = Z Z g)\u/u

a vtpu=a

(142)

cf. Eq. . We insert the expansion of U in
terms of the expansion of the unitary evolution U

into Eq. (132)) and obtain
GRLY ~Trens [N (FIU,US10) P (1 Ug U L9} (143)

— Tron |(f1U,U§ i) Napbu (10 UL 19)] -
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FIG. 19. Current generator Sx. (a) The diagram for
the charge transfer propagator G, involves the com-
mutator of the number operator Ny (open diamond) with
the propagator UHUJ. As a convention, we choose to place
the commutator on the lower branch; choosing the upper
branch would lead to the same result. (b) Diagramatic rep-
resentation (black dot with open diamond) of the commu-
tator [Ny, V]. (c¢) The u diagrams that each differ by one
commutator [Ny, V] from G,,. When summed, these u dia-
grams give rise to Gxyy. (d) The Sy, diagrams, obtained by
producing p copies of S,,,, with each of the scattering events
on the lower branch replaced by a commutator [Ny, V].

Next, we use the cyclic nature of the trace and the fact
that the charge operator commutes with the unperturbed
environment distribution [Ny, p% ] = 0, to obtain

G190 = Treny [ (9| [N, ULUSN) (F1UUS 1) | (144)

which is identical to g}‘,{[ 9 in Eq. up to the commu-
tator with NVy.

Diagrammatically, the commutator in Gy, is obtained
by taking the difference of two terms, where we in-
sert Ny to the far left on one of the Keldysh branches,
and the second with N inserted to the far right on the
same Keldysh branch, cf. Figs. [I0[a) and [I9(a). On the
other hand, mathematically, we could deal with the com-
mutator [Ny, U,U; '] by separately evaluating the two
terms N,U,U, ' and U, U, ' Ny before subtracting them.
Here, we make use of the structure of U, to simplify
the commutator before performing any explicit calcula-
tion. We insert the expansion into the commutator
from and obtain an expression of the form

[N,\,UMU()_l] = [Ny, o VII, V.. I, V], (145)
where IIy are the free propagators, see Eq. . The
number operator N, commutes with the unperturbed

Hamiltonian Hy and therefore also with the free prop-
agator [Ny, ] = 0, allowing us to rewrite Eq. (145]) as



a sum of terms

[Ny, U, Uyt = O [Ny, VI V.1,V (146)
+ VI [Ny, V]..IHgV + ... + T VII V... I[Ny, V],

each with one occurrence of the perturbation V' replaced
by the commutator [Ny, V], see Fig.[L9b). Diagrammat-
ically, Eq. means that we go from G, to G, by
drawing p copies of G,,, and replacing one of the system-—
environment scatterings (V') on the lower Keldysh branch
by [Ny, V], see Fig. [19(c). We could equivalently choose
the upper Keldysh branch and create v copies, leading to
the same final result.

Convergent matriz elements of Sy,,. Thanks to the
addition of the vanishing terms , the relationship
between Sy, and S,, is identical to the relation be-
tween Gxyy and Gy, of. Figs. [I9(c) and (d). Trans-
forming from the usual superoperator to the current
(\) superoperator, we again draw p copies of the di-
agram and replace scattering events V on the lower
branch with commutators [Ny, V] (without the vanish-
ing terms (135)), commutators [Ny, V] would only re-
place scattering events to the left of the leftmost cut,
see Fig. . As the dependence on the slow switch-on
parameter n lies entirely within the unperturbed propa-
gator Iy, the exact form of the scattering events does not
influence the convergence in the limit n — 0. Thus if the
matrix elements S%f 9 are finite, the same will be true
ijfyg

for the matrix elements S o

of the current generator.

8. Quadratic environment and Wick’s theorem

We now consider the specific case of quadratic environ-
ments with linear coupling, see Sec. [V} Here, the commu-
tator [Ny, V] assumes a particularly simple form

[Na, el = (0xn, — Oa—x. )Cxs (147)

which can be thought of as a filter associated with the
environment operators c,, see Figs. (a). Each contri-
bution to the filter is a Kronecker delta which constrains
the discrete degree of freedom ), associated with a scat-
tering event to either A or —\. In the diagram for G,,
we have to insert this commutator subsequently for ev-
ery scattering event on the lower branch of Gy,,, see
Fig.[19(c). As a result, we obtain a simple diagrammatic
rule that takes us from G to Gy via the substitution

) (Cry o Crpsy ), (148)

in the unperturbed environment correlator 7 with the
filtering function

<C,.€1 ...C,@V+u> — 5)\()\1,A27...

n
Sa(Ay o A) =) [6amx, — G,

s=1

(149)

and the shorthand notation A\; = A,_. The additional
minus sign when compared to Eq. (147]) arises from the
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FIG. 20. Diagrams for the current generator Sx,,. These

are obtained by replacing the dashed area in Fig. by dia-
grams with different sets of cuts and prefactors according to
the rules in Fig.[7] Notice that the terms with a commutator
(black dot and open diamond) to the left of the leftmost cut
arise from Eq. . On the other hand, any diagram with
a commutator to the right of the leftmost cut arises from the
term . These latter terms ensure that the matrix ele-
ments of Sy, are convergent. Specifically they are a regular-
ising contribution to the corresponding diagram with no cuts.
For example, the right diagram in the third row of this figure
is a regularising contribution to the top right diagram, and
would not exist without the addition of the term in Eq. .

Hermitian conjugation on the lower branch, see Fig. [ in
Sec. [[V1

Wick’s theorem. The environment correlator for
the charge transfer propagator Gy,, is identical to the
one for G,,, Eq. 7 up to the prefactor §) composed
of a set of Kronecker deltas for the discrete degrees of
freedom A, associated with the scatterings on the lower
Keldysh branch. Hence, we can apply Wick’s theorem in
the same way as before and write Gy, in terms of a sum
over contractions with Wick index w,

gkyu = Z g)\uuw- (150)

As a further simplification, we note that the filters asso-
ciated with two contracted scattering events ks and k¢
on the lower Keldysh branch, such that ks = —k;, vanish

(Oa—x. =0ax, +6x-x, —0xx,) (Cu.Cx,) (--) =0, (151)

see Fig. c). Thus, the only filters that contribute
to Gy, are those associated with contractions that con-
nect the upper and lower branch.

To unify the calculation of both Gy, and Gy, we in-
troduce the constrained propagator G, (Ap, Ag, ...), see
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FIG. 21. Charge difference propagator diagrammatics, for a
quadratic environment. (a) Diagrammatic representation of
the commutator [Ny, V]. Each commutator gives rise to two
contributions, where the discrete degree of freedom A, is asso-
ciated with Kronecker deltas (small open squares) to the par-
ticle reservoir A or anti-particle reservoir —\, see Eqgs. (147)
and . (b) Definition of the constraining symbol (small
open square). A constrained contraction line only contains
the specific discrete degree of freedom A, i.e., the symbol
acts as a Kronecker delta. (¢) The commutators of two
terms contracted on the same Keldysh branch (s,¢ < u) van-
ish, see Eq. . As a result, only contractions that con-
nect the upper and lower Keldysh branches contribute to the
charge difference. (d) Diagrams for the constrained propa-
gator Guuw(Ap, Ag,-..). All sums over environment degrees
of freedom (discrete and continuous) are implicit except for
the sums over the discrete part of contractions that connect
the upper and lower Keldysh branches (Ap, Ag, ...). Not per-
forming the latter allows us to obtain both Gxyuw and Gupuw

from Gupw(Ap, Ag, --.), see Fig.

Fig. d). This constrained propagator is identical to
the propagator G, .., except for the fact that the sum over
discrete degrees of freedom Ay, Ay, ... associated to con-
tractions that connect upper and lower Keldysh branches
are not performed. Once G, (Ap, Ag, ...) has been com-
puted one can immediately obtain either the charge dif-
ference propagator or the usual propagator

Gavpw = D OrA(Aps Mgy )Gup(Ap, Ag, ), (152a)
Aps gy

guﬂw: Z gz/uw()\pa)\qa-“)7 (152b)
ApAgye

see Fig. The relationships between the

rates Syuw(Ap, Ag, ), Svpw and Sxyuw are identi-
cal to the relationships between the corresponding
propagators G (and similarly for Pauli equivalents). This
conclusion follows from equivalence of the rules for rates
and propagators shown in Figs. [I9(c) and (d).

e \

-0
gu,uw :Z 1 %‘. < }

Ap,Aq,
oo
gxyuw=26A(Ap,Aq,...> }
Apshgse.. 9-0-6-9 -

FIG. 22. The filtering scheme that produces G, . and G pw
from the constrained propagator G, uw(Ap, Ag, ...). Of all the
sums over ki, K2, ...Ku+u, we make explicit the sums over the
discrete part Ap, Aq, ... of contractions that connect upper and
lower Keldysh branches, while all other sums (over discrete
and continuous degrees of freedom) are implicit.

The filtering rules , , and . ) that dis-

tinguish the Pauli rates S’f from the current rates Sl
are the same ones that are commonly employed in T—
matrix calculations |20, [78] or the RT approach [32] and
provide an intuitive physical description of the processes
that contribute to currents: one simply counts the change
in the environment’s charge during a process to identify
its contribution to transport.

4. Steady-state currents between reservoirs

We proceed with the calculation of the steady-state
current Iy ﬂowing out of the reservoir A using the cur-
rent rates SY" and the steady-state probablhty distribu-
tion P, as obtamed from the rates S? in section [V| We
remind the reader that we work with the index A > 0
instead of the reservoir index r in order to keep the no-
tation consistent. The Pauli equivalent to , written
in matrix element form, reads

I,\ = Qgx Z S«;\men

nm

(153)

We expand this expression order by order and. obtain

1P =) Sy PO (154a)
IV =SSP 4+ Y S P©,  (154b)

which allows us, along with P and P? from Eq. (114),
to compute the current from a reservoir A in any setup
with a quadratic environment up to fourth-order.

B. Current rates

We now apply the diagrammatic rules for the cur-
rent generators, see Figs. and obtain explicit ex-
pressions for the associated current rates; the latter are
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FIG. 23. Constrained Pauli diagrams, up to fourth-order,
that contribute to the current for quadratic environments and
linear coupling. S11(A1): Sequential tunnelling rates involv-
ing an environment particle in reservoir A;. The probability
conserving rates Szo and Sp2 do not contribute to the cur-
rent as the two vertices lie on the same Keldysh branch and
thus the_initial and final environment states are the same,
see Fig. c). S31(A1): The virtually-assisted sequential tun-
nelling diagrams that contribute to the current. These rates
only have one leg connecting the upper and lower branches
a~nd therefore only one constrained environment index A;p.
S22(A1,A2): The co- and pair-tunnelling diagrams that con-
tribute to the current. Note that each leg that connects the
upper and lower branches counts once, leading to two contri-
butions per diagram.

closely related to the Pauli STCL rates we computed in
Sec. [Vl

Fermi’s golden rule. At second order, there are three
diagrams Sy1, S99, and Spo for the STCL rates. The
first of these three is Fermi’s golden rule, while the lat-
ter two contributions ensure conservation of probabil-
ity . Summing up these three terms gives rise to
the second-order STCL contribution Ss. The current
rates S;f only contain contributions from constrained
diagrams that connect the upper and lower Keldysh
branches. At second order, there is only one such dia-
gram Sa(A1) = S11(\1), see Fig a). We compute the
constrained diagram for Fermi’s golden rule rates by not
performing the discrete environment sum in Eq. and
obtain

SO0 = 2T Wi PO (g —x). (159)

We then use the filtering scheme to obtain the sec-
ond order current rates

~i 2w s
S = ;\VifAFCA(CSXﬁ) - gIVfMIQC—A@Xﬁ), (156)
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which describes sequential tunnelling where a particle of
type A tunnels out of (first term) or into (second term)
the environment.

Fourth-order. At fourth-order there are three
types of constrained contributions, Sz1(M\1), Si3(M1),
and Sya(A1, A2). The first two contain exactly one con-
traction that connects the upper and lower branch, irre-
spective of the Wick index w, see Fig. These three
diagrams are identical to the ones for Ssi, or Sisw,
except for the fact that we do not sum over the dis-
crete degrees of freedom that connect upper and lower
Keldysh branches, as in Eq. (155). We determine these
constrained rates in Appendix |[B] along with the corre-
sponding STCL rates and can use them to reconstruct
the current rates

)\31 - Z dx( )‘1 31w (A1),

w/\l

(157)

and similarly for Si INTT

The co- and pair-tunnelling current rates S;J;Q arise
only from the a and b contractions, see Fig. These
diagrams have two contractions connecting the upper and
lower Keldysh branches, in contrast to the ¢ contrac-
tion which has none, see Fig. [[3] We constrain the con-
tractions (A; and Ag) that connect the upper and lower

branches
Z — S;J;w()\l,Az) : Z s
A1)a,... .= =

in Egs. and (105]), for w = a,b. Here the crossed
out sum indices A1, Ao indicate that we do not sum over
any discrete environment degree of freedoms. We then
again use the filtering scheme to obtain the co- and
pair-tunnelling current rates

Sih (158)

$i2 =30 a2 [Sih, O, 2a) + i, 0, 2) . (159)
A1,A2

Summing the contributions from 531, 313, and 5‘22, we
obtain the total fourth-order current rate

S,l\{x = S,\22 +2Re S,\31 (160)

We are now in a position to calculate both the steady-
state system probability distribution and the environ-
ment currents to next-to-leading order. The former is
calculated as detailed in Sec.[V]and then used along with

the current rates (156]) and (160) in the expression (154))

for the currents up to fourth-order.

C. Non-interacting model

As a first application and test of the formalism, we
focus on the non-interacting resonant-level (115)—(117)
and take the setup out-of-equilibrium (u # 0), implying
that a steady-state current will flow across the device,



see Fig. As for the (equilibrium) probability distri-
bution ([118)), it is possible to compute the resulting (out-

of-equilibrium) current exactly. This can be done using
a scattering matrix or Green’s function approach [20] [73]
and produces a current

I, = o {I w< (161)

Arh 47T

1 FO — 2i€0 - Z,u
tmy (2 T ) ]

into the right (R) reservoir with e the unit charge, see
Appendix [D] for a brief sketch of the calculation. The
setup is fully described by the level width T'g = 27 |J|%D,
the single level energy ¢g, the chemical potential differ-
ence u between the leads, and the temperature T'.

The expression can be expanded in powers of V'
(or equivalently T'y), leading to

L Do —2ieo + w)

11(3) _ 642; [ne (€
at lowest order. This same result can be obtained from
the STCL. First we compute the steady-state probabil-
ity Pl(o) (P(O)) of finding the level occupied (empty) as in
section[V'C| but under finite bias conditions. We then use
these probabilities and the sequential current rates
in the expressions for the lowest-order current.
As for the probabilities in Sec. [V.C] this lowest-order re-
sult is exact in the case of infinitely sharp levels.
At higher orders, see Refs. [20, [78], the broadening of the
level due to its coupling to the environment manifests. A
straightforward but lengthy calculation using the fourth-

€0 — p/2) —ne (0 +11/2)],  (162)

order STCL rates provides the current [ F(:l) and recovers
the exact expansion, see Fig. [24]

VII. CONCLUSION AND OUTLOOK

In this work, we developed an operator-based diagram-
matic approach to the steady-state time-convolutionless
master equation. We greatly reduced the number of dia-
grams to be computed at any given order o when com-
pared to a superoperator formulation, from 2% to o + 1.
We thus kept the complexity of STCL calculations as low
as in the T-matrix approach, while remaining formally
exact as in the real-time master equation. Going beyond
the analysis of a steady-state system distribution, we ex-
tended the STCL to perturbatively evaluate the steady-
state current through the system. We then applied
our diagramatic approach to setups with non-interacting
environments and a bilinear system—environment cou-
pling for both steady-state distributions and currents.
As an example, we verified our methodology on a non-
interacting setup, a single-level coupled to leads, where
we demonstrate perfect agreement between our expan-
sion and the expansion of the exact result. These results
show that the STCL is a versatile tool which can be used
for practical perturbative calculations.
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FIG. 24. The non-interacting resonant-level out-of-
equilibrium, for T'g/T = 7 and p/T = 6. The inset pro-
vides a sketch of the configuration. The chemical potentials
in the two leads are offset by u. The level moves with eg,
and passes through the bias window, when it lies between the
two chemical potentials. The main figure shows the current
flowing through the level when the system is driven out-of-
equilibrium, lowest order (blue dashed), first correction (green
dotted), their sum (black dotted-dashed) and the exact result
(black full). The corresponding (blue and green) crosses are
obtained from an expansion of the exact result and have to
be matched by any formally exact perturbative method.

We identify a number of future research topics based
on the work presented here, with three key examples:
extensions to higher orders, resummation schemes, and
dynamics. A sixth order analysis is well within reach as
there are only 45 new diagrams to be computed. Specifi-
cally, these are gggw, Ga2w, and g51w for the fifteen Wick
contraction contractions w at sixth order. The sixth or-
der Pauli STCL rates Sg, where Kondo signatures are ex-
pected to become apparent [20], can then be constructed
from these (and lower-order) terms. This is also the
order at which certain backaction effects are expected
to appear [53]. Furthermore, the STCL provides a for-
mally exact expansion for the steady-state observables,
and can therefore be used as a base for resummation
schemes. While existing resummation schemes for the
SRT method [31H33] can be directly applied to the su-
peroperator formulation of the STCL, our operator-based
approach enables the resummation of different sets of dia-
grams. Finally, while this work was exclusively concerned
with steady-state properties, our operator-based simpli-
fications can readily be applied to the TCL description
of dynamics after a quench [43] 48]. We conclude that
the time-convolutionless master equation still holds many
surprises and a large potential for future applications.
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the left of the leftmost scattering.
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Appendix A: Order on the Keldysh contour

In this appendix, we compare two approaches to dia-
grams for the propagator G. Our diagrams from Sec. [[V]
are based on a decomposition of the density matrix evo-
lution U, into unitary evolutions (U, and U}) on each
Keldysh branch. They therefore do not rely on order-
ing (inherited from time ordering) between the upper
and lower branches and we term them wunordered. In
contrast, the common diagrammatic formulation of the
RT method [30, 47], which can also be applied to the
STCL or the propagator G, relies directly on superoper-
ators U,. In these latter diagrams there is an ordering
relation between events on different Keldysh branches in-
herited from the superoperator time-ordering, such that
we term this formulation ordered. This ordered descrip-
tion of the STCL (SRT) contains significantly more di-
agrams (2% vs « + 1) than the unordered version. The
ordered formulation, however, has other strengths, for
example, in the proof of the convergence of the expan-
sion of S (£) [47, 50], or in the resummation of certain
diagrams [30H32, [36]. In essence, in the ordered formula-
tion, G, is replaced by related propagators G, where the
discrete index z tracks the upper/lower Keldysh branch
which the liouvillian Ly acts on, see Fig. [25|and the dis-
cussion below for details. As a safety check, we have
computed the fourth-order rates using both of these dia-
grammatic formulations and find proper agreement.
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1. Ordered diagrams

The ordered diagrams are constructed by inserting the
expansion of the evolution I/ into the definition
of the STCL generator S. First, we construct G, in this
way. We substitute the expansion for U into the
expression for G,, and obtain

GiI9 = eI (3xi; — bxgg + avin) ! (A1)
X Trenv (f| [V, (6xij — Lo +i(cr — 1)n) [V, ..
V2 (Oxij — Lo+ in) "V, )i @ peny )]l 19) »

where the commutator [V p] is always evaluated before
the unperturbed Liouvillian £ is applied. For each or-
der «, there are then 2% diagrams for G,, due to the «a
commutators with V' arising from a occurences of Ly .
We therefore introduce a new multi-index z, which keeps
track of the specific sequence of the commutators and
thus replaces « in a similar way that the indices vy re-
placed « in section [[V] This is best illustrated with an
example, such as z = (1,]) that gives rise to the contri-
bution

GT8 = —e /by — Sxgg + in) ! (A2)

X Trenv<f| [V((;Xl] 7‘60 + ”7)71(|'L><]| & pgnvv)} |g> 5

where we consider the positive part of the leftmost (lat-
est in time) commutator, and the negative part of the
rightmost (earliest in time) commutator. Note the nega-
tive sign in Eq. , which arises from the negative sign
in the rightmost commutator. We use 1 and J, for the
individual commutators, because the positive (negative)
contributions act on the upper (lower) Keldysh branch.

To obtain one full order of the propagator we sum over
the index z with the condition |z|] = «, i.e., the total
number of entries in z is a. Similarly, we can obtain
the vu contribution to the propagator G by summing over
the G, terms that fulfil the constraint |z4| = v (|| = w),
i.e., the total number of scattering events on the upper
(lower) Keldysh branch is v (u). These two rules are
summarised mathematically by

> g,

ga = Z gZ7 and, gl/u =
|zt |=v, |z |=p

|z|=a

(A3)

which complement the existing relationships be-
tween indices for G.

By inspecting and comparing it to the expres-
sion for G,,,, we notice a few key differences, which
we encode diagrammatically, cf. Figs. 25| and

1. Replace the single branch free propagator by a dou-
ble branch free propagator.

2. Keep track of the order between upper and lower
scattering events.

3. Introduce an additional prefactor —1 to each scat-
tering event on the lower branch, thus accounting
for the sign of the commutators.
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FIG. 26. Ordered diagram for G, to be contrasted with the diagrams for G,,, see Fig. As in Sec. E the Wick index
w is added by creating all pairings of the different environment operators. (a) The full diagram, which is related to Fig.
in the same way as Fig. [I0a) is related to Fig. [ffc). The scattering events V (black dots) pick up a contraction line (thin
vertical lines) which are indexed clockwise from the bottom right. The system indices along the free propagation (dashed lines
on upper and lower branch) are identical to those in Fig. a), while the counter from 1 to « is shared between the upper
and lower branch. (b)-(c) Factors that contribute to the diagram in (a) with a scattering event on the upper (b) or lower (c)
Keldysh branch. Unlike in the unordered case of Fig. @ the environment energy counter deg is shared between the branches.
Note the negative sign when the scattering event lies on the lower branch (c).

4. Remove the Hermitian conjugate operation on the
lower branch.

These diagrammatic considerations carry over directly
to the specific example of quadratic environments which
we considered in section [V} see Fig. In contrast to
our unordered diagrams, the diagrams in Fig. 26] contain
a single environment energy counter de, which is incre-

J

mented by scattering events both on the upper and lower
branches. We can further apply Wick’s theorem to the
diagrams for G, to obtain the diagrams G.,, in exactly the
same way as for the G,,,. The STCL generator terms S,
are generated from the diagrams G, in exactly the same
ways as S, are generated from G,,. Due to the or-
dering relation between upper and lower branches in the
ordered diagrams, any cut must be vertical.

Appendix B: Fourth-order STCL rates

In this appendix, we show the steps that lead to the explicit expressions for the fourth-order rates. We will take

care to include the 1 dependence and only take the n — 0 limit for convergent expressions. We start with the Sa2a
rate, as it includes most of the technical difficulties which arise. We first write down the diagram from Fig. a) as

Szza = 477g22a 21 Z gﬁngﬁf (B1)

=2

mni

_ 210nm,
(OXmf + €1y)* + 12

4n
(5Xif + €y T 652)2 + 4772

Vinky Voo Vimes Vinin, (CryCra) (Chy Crg )

6X7,n + €r1 — “7)(5sz + €rq + “7)

where the second term in the bracket (o< dy.,) arises from the diagram with a cut. As a next step, we change the
environment sums into sums over the discrete parts of the environment and integrals over the continuous parts. We
then perform a change of variables such that both terms in the bracket have the same denominator

C>\2 (262 — €1 + (5sz + 5me) - 5nmCA2 (62)

d61 d€2.
(€2 + xXm — x5)2 + 12

(B2)

_ Z / 20V Var s Vim—xs Vini—x, Ca, (€1)
820 = (0Xin + €1 — in)(OXim + €1 +in)

nmx\l AQ
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We then split this expression into two, evaluate the Kronecker delta, and perform some manipulations on the (con-
vergent) n # m sum

zn Vn V m— mi— C — Xi — C — Xi: —
8§, =2r 3 Vi Vun f Ao Vimi=x /C [ 20t = xi =€) Ol =xi = 9] o (B3)
= Xn —XnFe—il X~ Xmt+etin
A1 A2
Cr, (262 — €1 + 2xm — X — Xi) — Oy (€2)
+2 [Vimas |2 Vi g |2/C,\ €N = dep deg . (B4)
m%:& s S OG = X e+ 12 [Otm — xr + €)% + 17

In the n # m sum, we have performed the €5 integral in the n — 0 limit and taken a partial fraction decomposition
of the remaining denominator. The remaining integral is common in higher-order rate equation calculations. In
Appendix |C] we outline one way of performing it analytically which leads to the expression in Eq. .

The second line with m = n is also convergent, which we will now show, before computing it explicitly. We
rewrite Eq. in the functional form

1 .
Flan= > [ Hanlamge,edada,  with  Len = i, (85)

where we have extracted a 1/n factor to guarantee that the integral is convergent, irrespective of the function g. The
latter is given by

glerea) =2 Y Vi, [PIVingaa [POx, (€1 = 6Xim) [C, (262 — €1 = Sxms) — O, (€2 = Oxmy)]- (B6)
m)\1A2

We find the convergence condition on F' by multiplying (B5|) by 7 and use L(e,n) = 7d(e) + O(n) to obtain
nFlg,n) = 7°9(0,0) + O(n) = O(n), (B7)

which confirms that Eq. (B4]) is convergent in the n — 0 limit. As a consequence of I.’Hé6pital’s rule and the fact
that F' is convergent in the limit n — 0, we can write

limy Flg.n] = lim 9, {nFlg.n)) = lim 0, [ L(e.lg(e,0) + g(0,6)) e, (B8)

where we have further made use of the product rule of differentiation and L(e,n) = wd(€) + O(n). We substitute the
expression for g back into this latest expression and obtain

—or Z “/lm)\l | |me>\2 | a / |:C>\(15 C)\z (6sz E) C)q (5sz)(27)\2 (53 - C)\l (G)C)\Q (ijmQ) de , (Bg)
e Oxim + €2 +1%  (OXms +6?+1°  (Oxim +€)* 47
which is valid in the n — 0 limit. The first integrand in the last expression is the same contribution as the regularised
T-matrix integral, see Ref [48], whereas the next two are corrections. In Appendix |C| we show how these can be cast
into the expressions in Eqgs. (101b]) and (101c]).
The S;;J;b = 417§’;;J;b diagram is much simpler

S‘if — Z 47]‘/1'”&1 anﬁz meﬂs Vmim; <Cf€1 Cfi3> <C*€2 CR4> (BIO)
22 « (0Xif T €ny + €xa)® 407 (OXin + €xy — 1) (Oim + €y + 1)

Cxi(€)Cr; (0xsi — €)
= 2 inA1 Ynfls m—A1 Ymi—Ao - -
:menz,\;,\zVAVf)\ Vim—x1 Vimi—a /(5Xin+€—“7)(5xmf+€—zn)

de, (B11)

where in the second line, we performed the €5 integral, a partial fraction decomposition, and relabelled e; — €. The +
sign is + for bosons and — for fermions. The remaining integrals, after a partial fraction decomposition, are again
standard and an analytic expression for them can be found in Appendix We thus obtain the expression in Eq. (105)).
The last 5'22 contribution arises from the ¢ contraction

ot Sif 4o Al A 4 Vvin/{ Vn K an Vmin <Cl<a Ck ><C/<; Ck >
if_ gnGl Ans —(1—6 Ui 1VnfroVfmerg 4 \Cr1Cro 3Cra _ B12
Stze = dnGae —anbs oGy = (1= 1) B T e i onim + eny + (o) 4] ~ 0 O (B12)

nmeg



and vanishes in the n — 0 limit.
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We can now repeat the same steps as above but for the 331 and 513 diagrams. For the first contraction a we obtain

S, =

4n O

Z V;'fral anlmvnmngvmiml <Cnlcn4> <CI€26I€3> |:
(0Xif + €ny — ) (OXim + €y +11) L (

nmer

Vn QVnm QVmZ 1
=21y Vg, 2 Y A 22 AL 0y (Oxpa) I, (OX pn)

e (Xf - Xm)Vf
m#f

=21 > Vipn, PIVinaa PCn (0x£)0, T3 (Oxn) =1 > [Viga, P[Vinao 20y, T3 (6Xip) TS, (0 fn),

Tl)\l)\g

- — +
OXin + €y + €y + 2i0)(0Xif + €4y + 3in)

(6an + €ko + ”7)

(B13a)

(B13b)
’IL)\l )\2

where we have again used L’Hopital’s rule and the integrals from Appendix [C] The b contraction is again simpler,

leading to

(Chiy Cris ) (CrinCris)

31b Z 477‘/1']%1 Vfrm2 Vnmn;; me4
(O + 3in) (OXin + €xy + €xy + 2i0)(0Xim + €xy +17)

i f + €r1 — “7)(5le + €k

nmes

= 427 Z V;f)\lvfn)q nm— )\1 mi— )\20)\1(6 fl)

nmAii Az

J;; (an) - J;; (Xim)
Xi = Xf+Xn—Xm

(B14)

where the + differentiates bosons (+) and fermions (—). The last Ss1 contribution arises from the ¢ contraction. It
requires the use of L'Hopital’s rule and the integrals from Appendix [C]to obtain

V;fnl anK/Q Vnmng Vmin4 <Cn1 Cry > <CK3 Cry >

4n B din2n

S =
0= 2 (6Xin =+ 2i0)(0Xim + €y + 1) (OXif + €5y —

nmk

=27 Z ‘/zf)\lvfn )\1V7’Lm>\2 mi— )\20>\1(6Xf1)

m)\l )\2
n#i

The S5 = 5‘;‘1 terms are obtained by complex conjuga-
tion. We do not compute the S0 or Sps terms as their
sum can be obtained easily from the conservation of prob-
ability, see Eq. .

The last terms in each of Sif and Si_ contain a J
integral which is not differentiated. They thus include
ultraviolet divergences A, which we will show cancel in
physical setups in the wide-band limit. We sum the two
contributions

S;){a+831 = O(A%)

=i > WVipn, [P [03, T3, 0xip)] (Vina|* =
nAiAs

(B16)
|‘/;WA2 |2)A>\2’

and focus on the terms that are linear in A to obtain the
condition

D VirlPAy =K, Vi,
ni

(B17)

where K is a constant. If we assume that the environ-
ment is approximately particle-hole symmetric, the two
ultraviolet cutoffs Ay ~ A_, are related. We can then

in) | (Oxif + €x, + 3in)

JA2 (6Xim)
OXin

B15
(Oxif + €xy +1i1) ( )

—1 Z |Vif>\1 |2|Vimx\2|2a><f‘])-\i_1 (6Xif)‘],<; (6X1m)
m)\1>\2

(

further simplify the constraint (B16]) to

Z ([Vinal® + [Vair|?)

n

= ‘V)\|27 v iv)‘a (BlS)

where V), are reservoir dependent constants. This is the
case in any setup constructed purely from second quan-
tised operators, such as the non-interacting level con-
sidered in this work or Anderson’s impurity model. It
is, however, possible to make the ultraviolet cutoff rele-
vant. One method to do so is to introduce a large (of
order unity compared to the bandwidth) particle-hole
asymmetry, which breaks the assumption allowing us to
go from Eq. to Eq. . Alternatively, we can
discard system states that are considered to be at very
high energies. In the Kondo model, for example, high en-
ergy intermediate system states are not included, as their
presence is purely encoded in an effective coupling. This
leads to a bandwidth-dependent Kondo-temperature [20].
On the other hand, a Kondo temperature computed di-
rectly from the Anderson impurity, where the empty and
doubly-occupied states are included does not depend on
the bandwidth [79].



1. Current rates

Finally we find the current rates for the S5 contribu-
tions. We use the diagrammatic rules from Fig. 21] and
thus immediately conclude that we must replace the sums
over the reservoir index that connects the two Keldysh

contours
331 : Z — 331()\1) : Z
A1z, XX o,

(B19)

Appendix C: Useful integrals and properties

In this appendix, we provide a collection of useful in-
tegrals, many of which can be found in similar form in
Refs. [46, [78]. These are used extensively when com-
puting cotunnelling rates of electronic setups. The in-
tegrals I, (61,02) and Ji(6), from Sec. and
Appendix can be evaluated analytically in terms of
digamma functions . The latter is closely related to the
Fermi-Dirac distribution n, and Bose-Einstein distribu-
tions ng as both distributions can be written in terms of
digamma functions

2mne(2) = T + it (; + ;T) — it (; - ijT) (C1)

2nT ] )
2mng(z) = —m — % — (Q;ZT> + ) <227TZT>

Here, we work with fermionic environments and a con-
stant temperature T across the entire environment. To
avoid notational clutter, we introduce the integral

- % np(e — pa)ne(pe — €
IO (M17l~02a’Y>:/ d€ F( E)ZF( )7
—00 -y

(C2)

and its complex conjugate IS‘ = I, ", where v > 0. This
integral is related to the ones in Sec. [VB2] by

I, (01,62) = %%15(51 + 1ag 02 = piag,m),  (C3)

I3 (8) = lim I§(8 + pi, —Ax, 1), (C4)
n—0

where we have introduced the reservoir dependent cut-
off A for the continuous degree of freedom. In a phys-
ical system this cutoff is finite due to the bandwidth of
the electronic environment and can thus be properly ac-
counted for. Here, however, we restrict ourselves to the
wide band limit where Ay — oo, which is justified as
long as A is much larger than all other energy scales in
the setup and all observables remain finite in the limit.
We use the substitution

1 > —Kt
— = dt
K /O € )

to replace the denominator in Eq. (C2|) and thus obtain

= z/ de/ dtng (e — p1)np (2 — €)eiet=t,
—00 0

(C5)
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We then perform the Fourier transform of the product
of Fermi distributions using contour integration and the
residue theorem to obtain

oo
(C2) = ns (u2 — ul)/ da e~ (/270
0

where we used the notation a = a/(27T), for a =
v, 41, 2. We can then use the integral representation
of the digamma function

e~ lh2T _

1—e®

e—iﬂqx

)

oo Git efzt
= — - t
v = [ (Foitm)e (@
to conclude that
Iy (pap2,7) = ne(pe — pa) (C7)

1 v+im 1 v+ips
X{¢(2+ 27rT> TZ)(2+ 2nT '
Inserting this last result into Eq. (C3), we obtain the
expression (102)) for the integral I in section In-

serting the same result into Eq. (C4]), taking the large
band limit, and using

B(iAy) %ig—i—lnA,\, (C8)
we obtain an expression (103)) for the J integral in sec-
tion [V I3 2

Appendix D: Exact methods for the non-interacting
setup

This appendix contains a brief description of the exact
results for the non-interacting level that are derived in a
broad set of different pedagogical texts [20, [74]. A key
element, both in and out of equilibrium, is the imaginary
part of the retarded Green’s function (spectral function)

I'o
(UJ — 60)2 + ].—‘3/47
of the non-interacting level [20], recall Ty = 2x|J|?D.
It is obtained in a straightforward manner using an

equation-of-motion for Green’s functions approach, see
for example chapter 9.2 of Ref. [20].

Alw) =

(D1)

1. Equilibrium occupation

The probability P, = (djd,) of finding the level occu-
pied is the expectation value of the associated number
operator djjd,, which in equilibrium (y = 0) is simply

(dia) = [~ SEA@me(w)

— 00

(D2)

the convolution of the spectral weight A and the oc-
cupation probability np, see for example Eq. (8.62) of
Ref. [20]. Using the integral from Eq. in the
limit A — oo and a partial fraction decomposition on A
we arrive at the exact expression for the occupation
probability P;.



2. Out-of-equilibrium current

The out-of-equilibrium( p # 0) current across a level is
an archetypal observable quantity. For a non-interacting
system it can be obtained [20, [74] using scattering ma-
trices or the Green’s function formalism. Alternatively
it can be derived from the more general Meir-Wingreen
formula [73], which is valid for both interacting and non-
interacting systems and takes the Green’s function as an
input. For the non-interacting level, the current is given
by the exact expression [7§]

oo

I= ;1;—% 7oodw A(w)[ne(w — p1/2) — np(w + 1/2)],
(D3)

see for example equation (9) of Ref. [73]. Physically, the
transport occurs in an energy window of width u, reduced
by the temperature 7'. Within this window the tunnelling
probability is proportional to the spectral function A of
the non-interacting level, i.e., how much weight the non-
interacting level makes available at a given energy. Using
the integral Eq. in the limit Ay, — oo and a partial
fraction decomposition on A, we arrive at the exact ex-
pression for the current across the non-interacting
level.
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Appendix E: Combining operators and
superoperators

In Sec. [VI] we obtained expressions which contain
both superoperators and the number operator Ny. To
maintain an unambiguous order, such expressions re-
quire large numbers of brackets. For example the se-
ries AABBp of operators A, B and superoperators A, B
acting on a density matrix p can be bracketed in a mul-
titude of ways including but not limited to

(AA)(BB)p, or {A[A(BB)l}p, or A{A[B(Bp)]}, (E1)

which in general may produce different results. In this
Appendix, we explain the notational shorthand we use
to avoid this large number of brackets.

Whenever an operator N, appears to the right of a
projector P , we define

PNadp = PINA(Ap)] = PI(Ap)NA],  (E2)

where A is an arbitrary superoperator and we have used
the fact that N, is an environment operator and the
cyclic property of the environment trace in P. Similarly,
whenever an operator Ny appears to the left of a projec-
tor we define

BNAPAp = BINA\(PAp)] = B(PADN:],  (E3)

where B is an arbitrary superoperator and we used both
the fact that Ny is an environment operator and the fact
that [Ny, Ho] = 0 (which in turn implies [Ny, p2 ] = 0).
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