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We study the evolution of an open quantum system using a Langevin unravelling of the density
matrix evolution over matrix product states. As the strength of coupling to and temperature of the
environment is increased, we find a transition where the entanglement of the individual trajectories
saturates, permitting a classical simulation of the system for all times. This is the Hamiltonian open
system counterpart of the saturation in entanglement found in random circuits with projective or
weak measurements. If a system is open, there is a limit to the advantage in simulating its behaviour
on a quantum computer, even when that evolution harbours important quantum effects.

The term classical is applied to quantum systems in
at least two different ways. On the one hand, if a closed
quantum system is in a weakly-entangled state, it may
be considered classical as long as the entanglement re-
mains low. In this limit, the equations of motion of the
system are termed semi-classical. On the other hand,
an open system behaves classically once the coupling to
the environment has caused dephasing of the off-diagonal
elements of the density matrix. These two limits occur
on very different timescales — the semi-classical limit at
early times and the dephasing limit at late times.

Can these views be reconciled and a classical descrip-
tion developed that works from the earliest to the latest
times? Recent insights have made steps towards such
an understanding for open systems. The transition in
entanglement growth in random circuits as a function of
the rate of projective or weak measurement allows a clas-
sical, weakly-entangled description of the system for all
times[1–7].

Both are cousins to the quantum Zeno effect, by which
frequent measurement in a channel impedes transitions
in that channel[8]. The nature of the many-body transi-
tion has been studied extensively[9–19] and similar analy-
ses extended to measurement-induced transitions in open
Hamiltonian systems[20–23]. These later cases are closely
related to a transition in classical describability as a func-
tion of coupling to the environment, which we consider.

Our approach is to consider an unravelling of the den-
sity matrix evolution for an open system over trajecto-
ries described using matrix product states. The equa-
tions of motion of each trajectory can be considered
a Langevin extension of the time-dependent variational
principle (TDVP) for matrix product states. For closed
systems, the TDVP equations constitute a semi-classical
limit; they correspond to classical Hamilton equations of
motion on the variational manifold[24, 25]. As the en-
tanglement grows during the Hamiltonian evolution, the
TDVP equations break down as a larger and larger vari-
ational manifold (measured by an exponentially growing
bond order) is required in order to capture the state and
its dynamics. In this sense, the semi-classical descrip-
tion is confined to early times. In our stochastic TDVP

Langevin equation, we find thresholds in the dynamics
of individual trajectories as a function of coupling to and
temperature of the environment, whereby the entangle-
ment saturates at a low value, and a low-bond order
description gives high fidelity for all time. This quan-
tum Zeno phase[2] constitutes a transition in the classi-
cal describability of the open quantum system: the low
bond order TDVP Langevin equation is an effective semi-
classical description that works for all time.

I. A TDVP LANGEVIN EQUATION

Langevin equations describe the motion of a system
coupled to an environment (or alternatively the motion
of slow collective degrees of freedom in an effective bath
described by the faster degrees of freedom[26]) by adding
noise and friction terms to the basic equations of motion
of the system. If the environmental degrees of freedom
are in thermal equilibrium, the friction and noise satisfy a
fluctuation-dissipation relation. Applied to quantum sys-
tems, the Schrödinger equation provides the basic equa-
tions of motion. The ensemble of the resulting stochastic
Schrödinger trajectories recovers the density matrix evo-
lution and is said to be an unravelling of it.
The Langevin equation over matrix product states

studied here, can be written in its Markovian limit as:

〈∂iψ|∂jψ〉Ẋj = −i〈∂iψ|Ĥ|ψ〉 − i
∑
n

〈∂iψ|F̂n|ψ〉η(t)

−i
∑
n

γ
〈ψ|F̂n|ψ〉

dt
〈∂iψ|F̂n|ψ〉. (1)

The terms on the left-hand side and the first term on the
right constitute the conventional time-dependent varia-
tional principle (TDVP) equations[24]. The second and
third terms on the right are, respectively, the noise and
friction due to coupling to the environment. F̂n are the
operators by which the system is coupled to the bath
displacement operators. We generally assume these to
be spatially local. For spin-half chains they are given
by the x, y and z−components of the spin operators
on each site, each of which couples to a separate bath.
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FIG. 1. Basic Properties of MPS Langevin Evolution: The
TDVP Langevin equation, Eq.(1) describes the evolution of
the density matrix through an ensemble of stochastic pure-
state trajectories. Here, the von Neumann entanglement as a
function of time for a typical trajectory is shown calculated
is shown calculated for different coupling strengths. Here the
bond dimension is D = 128 and we have kept temperature
fixed, T = 0.2, while we vary the noise, γT , i.e. coupling
γ. Such plots show three different regimes of behaviour. An
initial transient, followed by an approximately linear in t or
logarithmic in t growth and finally a saturation at the longest
times. This saturation can either be determined by the vari-
ational approximation or intrinsically by the interplay of the
Hamiltonian and the dissipative bath. It signals whether a
lower bond-dimension (hence less computationally intensive)
simulation suffices in underpinning the entropy dynamics.

The bath is described as a collection of harmonic os-
cillators and the noise-correlator is determined by the
spectrum of oscillators and the temperature of the bath;
〈〈η(t)η(t′)〉〉 = 2γTδ(t− t′) in the combined classical and
Markovian limits.
The TDVP Langevin Equation is a new approach to

unravelling the density matrix evolution of an open sys-
tem. It combines the study of quantum many-body dy-
namics on a variational manifold — here we use matrix
product states (MPS)[27–29] — with the Langevin limit
of Keldysh field theories[30, 31]. We combine these ap-
proaches by constructing a Keldysh path integral over
MPS states[32]. To date, MPS techniques have been em-
ployed in the study of open systems largely in three ways:
by starting with the Lindblad master equation and ei-
ther describing the density matrix directly as a matrix
product operator[33–35] or else unravelling its evolution
over MPS representations of quantum trajectories[36–
38]; alternatively, tensor network techniques can be em-
ployed to describe the bath directly within the state
ansatz[39]. Of these, the latter is numerically costly and
the Lindblad-based approaches formally apply in a differ-
ent limit[40]. Questions of applicability aside, there are
some features of our approach that make it particularly
attractive. It naturally leads to thermal equilibrium, and
it can treat the non-Markovian limit. There also exists

a natural hydrodynamic limit and Fokker-Plank descrip-
tion. The scaling of the algorithm for each trajectory is
the same as the usual TDVP for matrix product states
– moreover, there appears to be a degree of self averag-
ing so that certain quantities are well-approximated by
relatively fewer trajectories.

A derivation of Eq.(1) is given in Appendix A. We de-
velop the Langevin equation from the Keldysh path inte-
gral for the time-evolution of the density matrix. The
method follows that of Ref.[30] with the modification
that the Keldysh path integral is constructed over matrix
product states[32]. The result adds noise and friction to
the time-dependent variational principle constructed over
matrix product states[24]. A similar construction for any
variational class would lead to a similar stochastic equa-
tion of motion, which we dub the TDVP-Langevin equa-
tion. An alternative, heuristic derivation involves solving
the Schrödinger equation for the system and bath and
substituting the solution of the latter into the equation
of motion of the former. Alternative unravellings of the
Lindblad equation for the density matrix evolution over
MPS[36] apply in different circumstances of relative time
and energy scales of the bath and system.

We construct Eq.(1) over matrix product states us-
ing conventional methods[24]. Integration of this equa-
tion is complicated by the friction term. Naively,
this requires inversion of a matrix that is proportional
to the system size and dimension of the variational
manifold. However, recognising that it consists of an
outer product of vectors allows an efficient inversion
and integration of the equations of motion. Details
are given in Appendix B and our code is available at
https://github.com/AndrewHallam/Langevin.

Basic properties of the TDVP Langevin equation are
summarised in Fig.1. A thermal distribution over the
variational manifold is given by a Boltzmann-weighted
Haar average over the variational manifold. In the case
the of MPS of bond dimensionD, this average can be per-
formed as a Haar integral over the group SU(dD) (with
d the local Hilbert space dimension). Such thermal dis-
tributions are fixed points of the Langevin evolution (see
Appendix A). Fig. 1 captures the dynamics of the von
Neumann entanglement entropy typical for trajectories
over the parameters we consider. In the case shown, tem-
perature T = 0.2 is kept fixed and friction is increased.
Beyond a critical value, γT ≈ 0.1, entanglement growth
is suppressed. The entanglement undergoes a transition
from being determined by the variational approximation
to becoming intrinsic to the interplay between the Hamil-
tonian and the dissipative bath. Similar transitions occur
when other parameters are kept constant (friction γ, or
noise γT ). We detail these results in the following sec-
tion.
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II. OPEN EVOLUTION OF A RAPIDLY
ENTANGLING SYSTEM

In the absence of coupling to a bath, TDVP equations
eventually fail as the entanglement grows beyond that
which can be represented on the variational manifold[54].
However, just as observed in projective measurements of
random circuits, the effects of the environment may re-
strict the growth of entanglement. In extremis this might
limit entanglement of individual trajectories so that they
can be represented on low dimensional variational man-
ifolds. The TDVP Langevin equation will then give a
good account of the dynamics at all times, signifying a
transition in its classical representability. This is our in-
terpretation of the sequence of results presented in this
section.
The Hamiltonian that we consider is the tilted field

Ising model

Ĥ = −
∑
i

[
Jσzi σ

z
i+1 + hσzi + gσxi

]
, (2)

with J = 1, g = −1.05 and h = 0.5. With these param-
eters, the Hamiltonian is a far from any integrable point
and rapidly thermalising[42, 43].
Infinite temperature and vanishing friction: Fig.2

shows the variation in von Neumann entanglement across
the central bond as a function of time for simulations
with a range of bond orders and noise strengths. The
broad result of these simulations is that the entangle-
ment saturates at long times at a value determined by
the bond order of the simulation. This is consistent with
an infinite temperature final state with the maximum en-
tanglement supported by the variational manifold. The
most interesting aspect of these results is the decreasing
rate of early-time entanglement growth with increasing
noise strength. Crucially we do not find evidence of an
intrinsic saturation of entanglement – only that dictated
by the limitations of the variational approximation.
Finite temperature and friction: Including both noise

and friction, we do see such an intrinsic saturation. This
is demonstrated in two ways; by considering the satura-
tion of entanglement at long times and by a high fidelity
between low- and high-bond order simulations at long
times.
i. Saturating entanglement In order to demonstrate this,
we first show in Fig. 3 the long-time average of the von-
Neumann entropy. A graph showing the typical time-
dependence from which such saturation values are com-
puted is shown in Fig.1b). For low noise and friction, the
saturation is determined by the limitations of the varia-
tional manifold. Panels a), b) and c) show that as a func-
tion of γT at fixed γ, then T , and γT at fixed γ, respec-
tively. A threshold is reached for each bond order where
it adequately captures the saturation entanglement, thus
indicating a transition to increasingly classically simu-
latable dynamics. The transition can be seen from the
point where the trajectories obtained at different bond
orders give the same saturation entanglement. From this
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FIG. 2. Evolution of Entanglement at Infinite Temperature:
Here we consider the evolution under Eq.(1) with Hamiltonian
Eq.(2) with J = 1, g = −1.05 and h = 0.5. The friction
coefficient γ = 0 with noise γT finite and initial state Z.
a) von Neumann Entropy versus time at a fixed bond order
D = 160 for different values of γT . Without noise, and after
an initial transient, the entanglement grows linearly with time
before saturating at a constant value less than the maximum
determined by the MPS manifold. With non-zero noise, the
entanglement growth is linear in time with a growth rate that
reduces with increasing γT due to the dephasing effects of
the bath. Ultimately, all curves saturate (not shown) to the
same value characteristic of an infinite temperature state on
the variational manifold. b) The growth rate of entanglement
Ṡ, extracted beyond the initial transient (t ≈ 4), versus noise.

we can extract a critical γ or γT as a function of bond
order that we show in each corresponding inset figure.
ii. High fidelity as t→∞: We can identify an analogous
transition in the fidelity of each trajectory at different
bond orders versus a reference trajectory with bond or-
der D = 128. In this case, we find that beyond a critical
combination of γ or γT , the fidelity of the state at low
bond dimension remains close to 1 for long times. We ex-
pand upon this result in Fig. 4, where we identify a diver-
gent classical simulation time. We note that the fidelity
is more sensitive to the time-step as friction is increased
– an issue typical of numerical integration of systems of
stochastic differential equations. This makes accessing
the critical point of the transition numerically intensive
for the parameters and Hamiltonian we consider. The
entropy is less sensitive to this.

III. DISCUSSION

This work introduces a new method to investigate
the dynamics of open many-body quantum systems, the
TDVP-Langevin equation. We derive this by consider-
ing an appropriate limit of the Keldysh path integral
constructed over the MPS manifold. Our investigations
reveal a phase transition in the applicability of this ap-
proach as a function of coupling to the environment –
when the bath temperature and induced friction are suf-
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FIG. 3. Evolution of Saturation Entanglement at Finite Temperature: Here we consider the evolution under Eq.(1) with
Hamiltonian Eq.(2) where J = 1, g = −1.05 and h = 0.5 and finite γ and T . In the main figures we show the dependence of the
von Neumann entropy as a function of noise and friction: a) versus γT at fixed γ, b) versus γT at fixed T , c) versus γ at fixed
γT . In each case, at low values of noise and friction, the saturation entanglement S̄, is determined by the choice of variational
parametrization through the bond order. As the noise and friction are increased, there is a cross-over where the saturation
entanglement decreases from this value. Each bond order captures the saturation entanglement for a sufficiently large noise and
friction. This is indicated when the entanglement begins to follow the entanglement given by the highest bond order simulation.
Where the saturation entanglement of the individual trajectories (distinguished by bond order) dramatically fall to a single
curve, so that the lower bond dimension curves coincide with higher bond dimensions, illustrates this transition to situations
where the saturation entanglement is intrinsically determined. In each corresponding inset figure, we have extracted critical
dissipation strengths where these transitions occur as a function of bond order.

ficiently high, entanglement growth in individual trajec-
tories is suppressed, and a low bond order description
works for all time. This is a transition in the classical
simulabiity of the open quantum system.

We believe that this transition is related to several
other transitions in quantum dynamics that have been
observed as a function of coupling the the environment or
measurement, including the restriction of entanglement
growth in random circuits with projective measurement,
the quantum Zeno effect (and perhaps the KT transition
in the spin-boson model [44–46]).

The implications of this result may be far-reaching.
In the context of using the TDVP-Langevin equation to
simulate open quantum systems, an efficient description
for long times is possible for systems in the many-body
quantum Zeno phase. Indeed, when a target system is in
such a phase, there is no (asymptotic) advantage in using
a quantum computer to simulate it. Since many chemical
reactions of potential interest for quantum computation
occur embedded in a dissipative aqueous environment,
this is certainly a point worthy of consideration.

Moreover, viewed from the perspective of a description
of the quantum computational device, the transition into
the many-body Zeno phase might indicate transitions in
the ability to solve quantum problems. While thresholds
of noise for quantum error correction have been identified
in the case of gate-based quantum computation, no such
thresholds currently exist for adiabatic computation. It is
intriguing to speculate that determining whether a puta-

tive adiabatic computational device is in its Zeno phase or
not might provide similar bounds on performance[46, 47].

We envisage a number of ways in which this work might
be developed. Extending the approach to local observ-
ables in closed quantum systems presents some excit-
ing possibilities. In this case the bath would refer to
other elements of the system itself and its properties self-
consistently determined through the evolution[26, 48],
Such a description has the promise of connecting early-
time semi-classical descriptions to late-time hydrody-
namics and thermalisation. Exploring the Fokker-Planck
formulation of the TDVP-Langevin equation would bring
a complementary perspective to our analysis[49].

The accurate description of a quantum system from
early to late times is generally not possible because of
growing entanglement. However, coupling to the envi-
ronment can limit this growth and render this achiev-
able. This work has coordinated physical insights from
several different perspectives to develop such a numeri-
cal scheme. We hope both that the algorithm itself will
prove useful and that it will inspire further insights.
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FIG. 4. Divergent Classical Simulation Time: Simulations carried out at a bond order D give a good account of the system
evolution up to a time t∗(D). We extract these values versus a reference D = 128 simulation, which serves as the good account
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from the reference trajectory. The row with panels a), b), c), shows t∗(D) extracted from the entropy, while panels d), e), f)
demonstrate this for the fidelity. The fixed variables are split across the columns – a), d), shows varying γT at fixed γ = 0.2,
b), e) γT at fixed T = 0.2, and c), f) γ at fixed γT = 0.25. Panels g) and h) show typical evolution of entanglement and fidelity
with time. This is data from the near-critical point for T = 0.2, which is for the trajectory with noise γT = 0.1. We say that
a simulation has failed to provide a good account of the system when the trajectory deviates beyond ε = 0.05, and the time at
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is the time when the fidelity is appreciably different to 1, i.e. |〈ψD=128(t)|ψD(t)〉| < 1 − ε. A divergent t∗(D), within either
method of extraction, indicates a transition in the classical simulability of the open quantum system.
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Appendix A: Haar averaging on the MPS manifold

In the left canonical form, MPS of left bond order
D and local Hilbert space dimension D are given by
SU(dD) isometries[27]. In the case of a finite chain of
length L, the left bond order at the nth site Dn = dn up
to the maximum bond order at site n = logdDmax. The
bond order remains Dmax up to site L− 1 + logdDmax
beyond which it reduces as Dn = d(n−L+1).

The thermal expectation of an operator can be calcu-
lated by a Boltzmann-weighted Haar average over this
variational manifold. The average of an operator Ô is
given by

〈〈Ô〉〉 =

∫ ∏
nDAn〈φ|Ô|φ〉 exp

[
−β〈φ|Ĥ|φ〉

]
∫ ∏

nDAn exp
[
−β〈φ|Ĥ|φ〉

] . (A1)

The expectation of the Hamiltonian 〈φ|Ĥ|φ〉 and the op-
erator 〈φ|Ô|φ〉 are calculated by usual MPS techniques.
In practice, we carry out the integrals by by sampling
a Haar random distribution of isometric MPS tensors;
Aσij ≡ Ui⊗σ,j⊗1 ∈ SU(dDn) . These are obtained by a
QR decomposition of a tensor with elements drawn ran-
domly from a normal distribution.

Fig. 5 shows this Boltzmann-weighted Haar distribu-
tion as a function of energy at different temperatures.
These thermal distributions are fixed-points of the dy-
namics described by Eq.(1)

Appendix B: Deriving the TDVP Langevin Equation

Here we outline how the MPS TDVP Langevin equa-
tion can be obtained. We follow two separate routes:
a heuristic route using a solution of the Schródinger
equation for the bath and system, and constructing a

FIG. 5. Density of occupied states at finite-temperature for
a length 15 chain at bond order Dmax = 2: a) The density
of occupied states is computed for the Hamiltonian Eq.(2)
with J = 1 g = −1.05, and h = 0.5 from a sample of Haar
random distributed isometric MPS initial states. At T = ∞
— an unweighted Haar average — the majority of the states
are in the middle of the spectrum and are highly entangled.
A Boltzmann weight shifts this distribution to lower energy.
Low-entanglement states are a subset of measure zero in the
thermodynamic limit. b) The Boltzmann-weighted Haar aver-
age is a fixed point of the TDVP-Langevin equation. Here we
compare distributions obtained after evolving with the Hamil-
tonian for t = 1, 2, and 3, with γ = 0.1 and T = 0.1. The
distribution for T = 0.1 is shown in bold in a), we see the
Langevin evolution preserves this distribution.

Langevin limit of the Keldysh path integral constructed
over MPS.
Bath Model: We model the bath as a collection of in-

dependent non-interacting harmonic oscillators. These
are coupled to local system operators F̂n at site n by
their displacements. The Hamiltonian for the bath and
its coupling to the system are given by

Ĥbath =
∑
n

∑
α

~ωα
(
â†n,αân,α + 1/2

)
,

ĤI = −
∑
n

∑
α

λα
(
â†n,α + ân,α

)
F̂n, (B1)

respectively. The index α labels the different oscillator
modes at the site n. The distribution and temperature

http://arxiv.org/abs/1709.07423
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of the oscillator modes is assumed to be the same at each
site. Moreover, we assume no back reaction of the system
on the bath, so that the bath distribution remains equi-
librium. This is a subtle assumption - the bath must be
non-linear in order to thermalise energy absorbed from
the system, but these non-linearities must operate on
timescales such that the bath’s effect on the system is
the same as independent oscillators. The assumptions
are standard - but non-trivial - and permit the simple
manipulations that follow.
A heuristic derivation of the TDVP Langevin equation

can be made in the spirit of the Frenkel principle for de-
riving the TDVP equations [50]. The state of the system
and bath is parametrized as |ψ(z)〉 ⊗n,α |φn,α〉 where z
corresponds to some set of variational parameters of the
system and φn,α are coherent state parameters of the
α-oscillator on site n. The time derivative of the wave-
function in the Schrödinger equation for the system and
bath is expanded in a chain rule over the system and bath
parameters:

ż|∂ziψ〉 ⊗n,α |φn,α〉+ |ψ〉
∑
m,β

φ̇m,β∂φm,β (⊗n,α|φn,α〉)

≈ −iĤ|ψ〉 ⊗n,α |φα〉,

where the inequality is because the dynamics might
take the state outside of the variational manifold. Tak-
ing an inner product with 〈∂ziψ| ⊗n,α 〈φn,α| allows
us to obtain an equation of motion for the system in
the presence of the bath, and an inner product with

〈ψ| ∂φo,γ (⊗n,α〈φn,α|) allows us to obtain an equation
of motion for the bath in the presence of the system:

i〈∂ziψ|∂zjψ〉żj = 〈∂ziψ|ĤS |ψ〉

+
∑
n

〈∂ziψ|F̂n|ψ〉
∑
α

λ̃α(φ̄n,α(t) + φn,α(t))

iφ̇n,α = ωα + λα〈ψ|F̂n|ψ〉 (B2)

The equalities are attained since the inner products with
the tangent vectors project the Hamiltonian evolution
back onto the variational manifold. These equations cor-
respond to the usual TDVP equations with addition of
coupling between the system and bath.

The remaining steps involve integrating the equation of
motion for the bath degrees of freedom and substituting
back into the equation of motion for the system. The
formal solution of the equation of motion of the bath
degrees of freedom is

φn,α(t) = φn,α(0)e−iωαt −
∫ ∞

0

DR(t′ − t)〈ψ|F̂n|ψ〉dt′

where we have identified the retarded bath correlator
DR(t′ − t) = −iΘ(t − t′)〈â†(t′)â(t)〉 = ieiω(t′−t). The
assumptions of no back reaction of the system on the
bath are taken account of by treating the terms ηn(t) =∑
α φn,α(0)e−iωαt as a stochastic random field with vari-

ance appropriate to the thermal distribution. After fur-
ther identifying ∂tΓ(t) = DR(t) the system of equation
of motion can be put in the form

i〈∂Aiψ|∂Ajψ〉Ȧj = 〈∂Aiψ|ĤS |ψ〉+
∑
n

〈∂Aiψ|F̂n|ψ〉
(∫

dt′Γ(t− t′)〈∂Ajψ|F̂n|ψ〉Ȧj + η(t)

)
(B3)

the Markovian limit of which recovers Eq.(1).
A formal derivation from the Keldysh path integral

can also be made. We follow the approach described in
Ref.[30, 51, 52] constructing a Keldysh path integral for
the density matrix and integrate out the bath in an ap-
propriate limit to obtain a Langevin equation. Our main
modification is to construct the path integral over MPS
following Ref.[32].

The initial density matrix is assumed to factorise
into density matrices for the system and bath as
ρ̂ ⊗ ρ̂bath - the bath being in thermal equilibrium
and its distribution assumed to be unchanged in
time. This evolves to T̄ e−i

∫ t
0
dt′(Ĥ+Ĥint+Ĥbath)ρ̂ ⊗

ρ̂bathTe
−i

∫ t
0
dt′(Ĥ+Ĥint+Ĥbath) at time t. Construction of

the Keldysh path integral proceeds by dividing up the
time-ordered (T ) and anti-time-ordered (T̄ ) exponentials

into many infinitessimal evolutions and inserting resolu-
tions of the identity over coherent state variables for the
bath and using a Haar measure over MPS states for the
system[32]:

1 =

∫ ∏
n

dφ̄n(t)dφn(t)e−
∑
n φ̄nφn ⊗n |φ̄n〉〈φn|

1 =

∫
DA(t)|A〉〈A|

Here DA symbolises an integral over all tensors in
the MPS chain using the Haar measure introduced in
Ref.[32]. A Keldysh rotation transforms from the fields
on the time-ordered contour (+) and the anti time-
ordered contour (−) to the sum and difference between
them A± = Acl ±Aq, φ± = φcl ± φq, known as the clas-
sical and quantum components of the quantum field.
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These manipulations give the following path integral for the evolution kernal of the density matrix:

K(t) =

∫
DAD(φ̄, φ)eS[Ac,Aq,φc,φq ]

S = S[Acl +Aq]− S[Acl −Aq] +

∫
dt

[∑
n,α

λα
(
F qn , F

cl
n

)( φcln,α + φ̄cln,α
φqn,α + φ̄qn,α

)]

+

∫
dt dt′

[∑
n,α

(
φ̄cln,α(t), φ̄qn,α(t)

)( 0 [DA
α ]−1(t− t′)

[DR
α ]−1(t− t′) [D−1

α ]K(t− t′)

)
(t− t′)

(
φcln,α(t′)
φqn,α(t′)

)]

where DA
α , DR

α and DK
α are the advanced, retarded and Keldysh components of the bath Greens function. Consistent

with our assumption of a thermal equilibrium bath and no back reaction, they are related by the fluctuation dissipation
relation: DK

α (ω) = coth(ω/2T )[DR
α (ω) − DA

α (ω)] with DR(A) = 1/(ω ± iδ). S[A] is the action of the system in the
absence of coupling to the bath.

The simple quadratic form of the bath action follows from our assumptions and modeling of its affects as independent
harmonic oscillators. It enables one to integrate out the bath and, depending upon timescales[? ], to construct either
a Lindblad or Langevin limit. We construct the latter limit in three steps. First the bath degrees of freedom are
integrated out. The resulting dissipative contribution to the action has cross terms between classical and quantum
components of the expectations of F̂ , and a term quadratic in the quantum component.,

Sdiss =

∫
dt dt′

∑
n

(
F cln , F

q
n

)
(t)

(
0 DA(t− t′)

DR(t− t′) DK(t− t′)

)(
F cln
F qn,

)
(t′),

where the bath propagators without indices indicate a sum over all modes, for example DR =
∑
α λ

2
αD

R
α . The

quadratic term in F q is decoupled with a Hubbard-Stratonovich field η(t) that ultimately will play the role of the
stochastic noise field in Eq.(1). The final trick to bring this integral to the Langevin form is to Taylor expand the
action to linear order in the in the quantum fields, Aq. The result is a path integral over the MPS tensors Aq and Acl
and the noise field η:

K(t) =

∫
DAqDAclDηeiS[Ac,Aq,η]

S =

∫
dt
∑
n

Aqn(t)

[
2δS[Acl]/δAcln (t) + 2

∑
m

∂F clm/∂A
cl
n (t)

(∫
dt′ DR(t− t′)F clm(t′) + ηm(t)

)]
︸ ︷︷ ︸

Eq.(1)

−
∫
dt dt′

∑
n

ηn(t)[DK ]−1(t− t′)ηn(t′)

]
.

This is equivalent to the TDVP Langevin of Eq.(B3); the quantum field Aq plays the role of a Lagrange multiplier
that imposes Eq.(B3) and the remaining term gives the bath correlations. The tensor indices have been suppressed
for clarity in this expression.

To make the comparison with the TDVP Langevin equa-
tion, note that δS[Acl]/δAcln (t) = 0 recovers the usual
TDVP equations for matrix product states. The addi-
tional terms correspond to the dissipative effects of the
bath. These terms are non-local in the chain indices n
and m, despite our model of local independent baths.
This is due to the potential long-ranged entanglement of
the matrix product state. The long-range effects of the
noise term reflect those already found in the usual TDVP
equations, since the noise term arises from a random local
potential. The non-locality of the friction term is more
problematic and some insight is required to implement it
efficiently.

Appendix C: Implementing the TDVP Langevin
Equation

Here we outline how the TDVP Langevin equation,
Eq.(1), can be implemented numerically for MPS. This
equation comprises three parts. The first is the closed-
system TDVP equation. This is implemented by stan-
dard means. The second is the random noise induced by
the environment. This is essentially a time-dependent
Hamiltonian term. We integrate it in a Stratonovich
scheme. The final part is friction. Even in the Marko-
vian limit, this term is generally spatially non-local —
however, a significant simplification can be acheived by
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working with purely local operators.
The TDVP equations for MPS can be written n the form

〈∂iψ|∂jψ〉Ẋj = −i〈∂iψ|Ĥ|ψ〉
⇒ 〈∂Anψ|∂Amψ〉Ȧm = −i〈∂Anψ|Ĥ|ψ〉 (C1)

where we have suppressed the tensor indices of A for
clarity, retaining only the site index. The solution of
this equation is well established. A judicious choice of
gauge fixing for the tangent vectors to the MPS mani-
fold puts the Gramm matrix 〈∂Anψ|∂Amψ〉 in a diago-
nal form. Various algorithms for evaluating the TDVP
equations for finite systems exist, in this report we have
used a modification of the method introduced in [53]. A
single time-step of the algorithm is achieved by sweep-
ing through the system from right to left and apply-
ing a unitary rotation to the local variables on each site
An(t+ δt) = eiHeffAn(t), followed by repeating this pro-
cess by sweeping from left to right.
The Noise contribution to the TDVP Langevin equation
for MPS can be written in the form

−i
∑
m

〈∂iψ|F̂m|ψ〉η(t)

⇒ −i
∑
m

〈∂Anψ|F̂m|ψ〉ηm(t) (C2)

This evidently takes the same form as the right hand side
of Eq.(C1) and no substantial modification to the TDVP
algorithm is required. At the beginning of each timestep,
ηm(t) is chosen by sampling from a normal distribution
with mean zero and variance 2δtγT .

Friction: The friction term can be written in the Marko-
vian limit and in terms of MPS tensors as follows:

−i
∑
m

γ
〈ψ|F̂m|ψ〉

dt
〈∂iψ|F̂m|ψ〉, (C3)

where

〈ψ|F̂m|ψ〉
dt

= 〈ψ|F̂m|∂Anψ〉Ȧn + 〈∂Ānψ|F̂m|ψ〉
˙̄An. (C4)

Eq.(C4) can be evaluated by substituting in Eq.(C1) introducing the poisson bracket notation, {O1, O2} =

i〈ψ|Ô1|∂Anψ〉〈∂Ānψ|Ô2|ψ〉 − i〈ψ|Ô2|∂Anψ〉〈∂Ānψ|Ô1|ψ〉,

(δm,n +
∑
n

γ{Fm, Fn})
〈ψ|F̂n|ψ〉

dt
= {Fm, H}+

∑
n

{Fm, Fn}ηn(t)

→ 〈ψ|F̂n|ψ〉
dt

= (I + γF)−1

(
{Fm, H}+

∑
n

{Fm, Fn}ηn(t)

) (C5)

where Fij = {Fi, Fj}. Evaluating Eq.(C5) exactly for arbitrary operators F̂n is quite numerically inefficient, scaling
quadratically in the number of noise operators. Moreover, it is inconsistent with the site by site sweep algorithm
introduced above for the TDVP equations. Fortunately, Eq.(C5) is substantially simplified in the case of single-site,
local noise fields. For local fields {Fi, Fj} is only non-zero provided the two operators are located on the same site of
the system and so F becomes a simple, block diagonal matrix.

The modified TDVP algorithm therefore works as fol-
lows: Before each sweep through the system ηm(t) is sam-
pled from a normal distribution with mean 0 and vari-
ance 2δtγT . The Hamiltonian and noise terms are then
used to calculate 〈ψ|F̂n|ψ〉dt for all noise operators Fn us-

ing Eq.(C5). The noise and friction terms are then com-
bine with the Hamiltonian using Eq.(C1) and the state
is evolved using the standard TDVP algorithm.
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