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The backaction of quantum measurement on the Kondo effect in a quantum dot system is investi-
gated by considering continuous projective measurement of singly occupied states of a quantum dot.
We elucidate the qualitative feature of the Kondo effect under quantum measurement and determine
effective Kondo temperature affected by the measurement. The Kondo resonance in the spectral
function is suppressed when the measurement strength reaches the energy scale of the Kondo tem-
perature without measurement. Through the spin susceptibility, we identify the generalized Kondo
temperature under continuous quantum measurement. The measurement backaction changes the
singularity in the spin susceptibility into a highly non-monotonic temperature dependence around
the generalized Kondo temperature. The dependence of the generalized Kondo temperature on the
measurement strength is quantitatively discussed.

Introduction.— Quantum measurement is not only a
unique property of itself that does not exist in classical
mechanics, but it also leads to backaction on the physical
object, producing several nontrivial phenomena [1]. Re-
cent development in quantum technologies has facilitated
the possibility of observation of measurement backaction
from single quanta to many-body systems [2, 3]. For
example, the continuous quantum Zeno effect has been
observed in ultracold atoms subjected to strong particle
loss [4–7]. The measurement backaction naturally arises
in dissipative open quantum systems since an environ-
ment may act on a system as an observer [8–19]. This
close relation between the measurement backaction and
dissipation implies that new functionalities or novel tran-
sitions may be induced in quantum many-body systems
using measurement backaction via dissipation engineer-
ing [20–29].

The Kondo effect is a well-known nontrivial quantum
many-body phenomenon in which a localized quantum
spin forms a spin-singlet state with surrounding elec-
trons [30]. To observe quantum-measurement backaction
in the Kondo effect, quantum dot systems are a promis-
ing platform [31–38]. In quantum dot systems, many sys-
tem parameters can be tuned, and the electronic state of
the quantum dot can be continuously detected by real-
time measurement techniques [39–42]. While dissipation
engineering in quantum dot systems has been recently
discussed [43–46], limited studies have been conducted
on the effect of measurement backaction on the Kondo
effect [47, 48]. Given the experimental developments in
these decades, it is clearly fundamental to figure out the
effects of quantum measurement on the Kondo effect. In
this paper, we step forward in this direction by consider-
ing a quantum dot under the projective measurement of
singly occupied states of the dot. See Fig. 1 (a).

Although our measurement setup is simple, its back-
action on the Kondo effect is highly nontrivial since such
projective measurement does not destroy a local mag-
netic moment inside the dot. Therefore the Kondo singlet
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FIG. 1. (a) Schematic of the considered system. A single-level
quantum dot is connected to an electron reservoir with a tun-
nel coupling strength v, and a continuous projective measure-
ment is applied to the dot with a coupling strength ~γ. (b)
Schematic density plot of the singular part χ̃m [Eq. (13)] of
the spin susceptibility for U/v = 10.0 and εd/v = −3, 0. The
horizontal axis denotes the strength of measurement, ~γ/v,
and the vertical axis denotes the reservoir temperature T in
units of the Kondo temperature for γ = 0. The broken curve
displays the generalized Kondo temperature defined in Eq.
(14). The γ-dependence differs for the particle-hole symmet-
ric and asymmetric cases. To highlight the gradient around
the generalized Kondo temperature, we set the range of the
color bar from −0.1 to 0.1, though χ̃m takes larger values
around the diverging point.

state survives under this measurement. Note that the
measurement detects the number of electrons, not the
spin of the electrons. Within this measurement frame-
work, we extract general features of measurement back-
action. The main goals of this paper are as follows: cap-
ture the qualitative feature of the Kondo effect under
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quantum measurement, and determine effective Kondo
temperature affected by the measurement. To this end,
we develop the Keldysh formalism that has recently been
discussed for open quantum systems [49], together with
the standard approaches for analyzing the pure Kondo
effect [30]. In addition, we employ modified Schrieffer-
Wolff transformation. For the first aim, we calculate the
spectral function of the quantum dot by the perturba-
tion theory in the regime of weak Coulomb interaction.
To achieve the second aim, we extend the Schrieffer-
Wolff transformation to open quantum systems. Then we
derive a generalized Kondo model under measurement,
which involves a complex-valued spin-exchange coupling.
By calculating the spin susceptibility with the pertur-
bation theory with respect to the complex-valued spin-
exchange coupling, we found that the logarithmic singu-
larity in the spin susceptibility is significantly altered due
to the measurement backaction. The explicit dependence
of the generalized Kondo temperature on the measure-
ment strength is briefly summarized in Fig. 1 (b).

Setup.— We consider a quantum dot system under
continuous projective measurement. The quantum dy-
namics under continuous measurement is described by
the following Lindblad equation after the ensemble aver-
age over measurement outcomes [50, 51]:

d

dt
ρ = − i

~
[H, ρ] + γ

(
LρL† − 1

2
{L†L, ρ}

)
≡ Lρ. (1)

Here ρ is a density matrix of the system and γ is an
amplitude (frequency) of the measurement. [·, ·] and {·, ·}
are a commutator and an anti-commutator, respectively.
The Hamiltonian of the system is given by the Anderson
impurity model:

H =
∑

s

[
εdd
†
sds +

U

2
d†sdsd

†
s̄ds̄

]
+
∑

k,s

εkc
†
kscks

+v
∑

k,s

(c†ksds + d†scks), (2)

where ds(d
†
s) is an annihilation (creation) operator of

an electron in a quantum dot with spin s ∈ {↑, ↓} and

cks(c
†
ks) is that of an electron in an electron reservoir with

wave number k and spin s. The coefficients U , εd, and
εk are the Coulomb interaction strength, an energy level
of the dot, and the energy dispersion of the reservoir, re-
spectively, and v is a tunnel coupling constant between
the reservoir and the dot, where we assume the wide-
band limit. Here s̄ denotes the opposite component of
spin s, i.e., ↑̄ =↓. The jump operator L is a projection P
onto the singly occupied subspace of the dot:

L = P =
∑

s

d†sdsds̄d
†
s̄. (3)

Hereafter we set ~ = kB = 1.
Spectral function.— We first calculate the spectral

function to obtain an indication of qualitative nature

of the backaction on the Kondo effect. The spectral
function is defined as As(ω) = Γ Im[GAs (ω)]/2, where
Γ = 2πνv2 is the linewidth with the density of the states
of the reservoir ν and the function GAs (ω) is the Fourier
transform of the advanced Green’s function, GAs (t) ≡
iΘ(t)

〈
{ds(0), d†s(t)}

〉
. Here 〈...〉 implies a steady-state

average. The advanced Green’s function can be expressed
in the following form:

GAs (ω) =
1

ω − εd − iΓ/2− ΣAs (ω)
, (4)

where ΣAs (ω) is the one-particle irreducible (1PI) self-
energy. We calculate the self-energy within the second-
order perturbation theory with respect to the Coulomb
interaction strength [52], which is a minimal approxima-
tion for the Kondo resonance peak at the Fermi level in
the particle-hole symmetric case (εd = −U/2).

By using the Keldysh formalism for the Lindblad equa-
tion [49], we generalize the 1PI self-energy for nonzero γ.
Up to the first order of γ, it is decomposed into three
terms [53]:

ΣAs (ω) = Σ
(1),A
s,U (ω) + Σ(1),A

s,γ (ω) + Σ
(2),A
s,U (ω). (5)

Here, Σ
(1),A
s,U (ω) = Uns̄ and Σ

(1),A
s,γ (ω) = iγ/2 are the 1PI

self-energies in the first order with respect to U and γ,

respectively, and Σ
(2),A
s,U (ω) is the 1PI self-energy in the

second order with respect to U . Here ns is the occupation
number of the dot. Within this form, the occupation
number is calculated using the self-consistent equation:

ns =

∫
dω

2π

Γf(ω) + γns
(ω − εd − Uns̄)2 + (Γ + γ)2/4

. (6)

Figure 2 displays the spectral function for several val-
ues of γ. For γ = 0, the spectral function exhibits the
Kondo resonance at the Fermi level, which indicates that
the linear conductance reaches the unitary limit. When
the projective measurement is introduced, this Kondo
resonance is suppressed and halved at γ = γhalf ∼ 0.05Γ.
Note that γhalf should be of the same order of the Kondo
temperature since the Kondo resonance peak is halved at
the Kondo temperature, as inferred from the empirical
formula [54]. In fact, γhalf and the Kondo temperature
without measurement estimated from the Fermi liquid
theory [55] are of the same order for the given parame-
ters [56].

Non-unitary Schrieffer-Wolff transformation.— The
perturbation theory with respect to the Coulomb inter-
action strength is based on the weak-coupling approach
in the spirit of the local Fermi liquid theory [30]. In
the opposite limit that describes the deep Kondo regime
(|v| � |εd|, εd + U), a local moment is formed at the
quantum dot, and the spin-exchange interaction between
the local moment and the reservoir electrons plays the
primary role in the Kondo effect. To understand the ef-
fect of the measurement backaction in the deep Kondo
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FIG. 2. Frequency dependence of the spectral function As(ω)
for several values of γ. The parameters are set to U = 6.0Γ
and εd = −3.0Γ. The temperature of the electron reservoir
is set to zero. The qualitative tendency of the suppression
of the Kondo resonance peak is not changed by the finite-
temperature effect [53]. The inset shows the spectral function
near the Fermi level, ω = 0.

regime, we generalize the Schrieffer-Wolff transformation
(SWT) [57] to the Anderson model under continuous
measurement. The objective of using this transformation
is to derive the effective Kondo Hamiltonian and then to
generalize the Kondo temperature.

Here, we employ a non-unitary generalization of the
SWT for the Liouvillian L defined in Eq. (1) [58, 59].
We use this technique for weak measurement. The
non-unitary transformation requires meticulous treat-
ment [60]. As shown later, this method can be qualita-
tively justified by consistent results obtained for the weak
measurement case by the unitary SWT. In introducing
the non-unitary SWT, it is convenient to use vector rep-
resentation of the density matrix with a doubled Hilbert
space as ρ′ :=

∑
i2,i2

ρi1,i2 |i1〉 ⊗ |i2〉. The Liouvillian L
can similarly be identified with a linear operator L′ act-
ing on the doubled Hilbert space. Then, the non-unitary
SWT is defined by a transformation L̃ = eSL′e−S and
ρ̃ = eSρ′ with a non-Hermitian generator

S = S1 ⊗Q+Q⊗ S∗1 + S2 ⊗ P + P ⊗ S∗2 , (7)

Si =
∑

k,s

∑

α={p,h}

(
v

εk − εαi
nαds̄c

†
ksds − h.c.

)
, (8)

where Q = 1 − P , npds = 1 − nhds = d†sds, ε
p
1 = (εp2)∗ =

εd+U+iγ/2, and εh1 = (εh2 )∗ = εd−iγ/2. The non-unitary
SWT decouples a subspace projected by P ⊗ P +Q⊗Q
from its complement up to the second order of the tunnel
coupling. We obtain an effective Liouvillian in the singly
occupied subspace of the dot as [53]

d

dt
ρ̃PP = L̃eff ρ̃PP , (9)

where ρ̃PP = P ⊗ P ρ̃ and

iL̃eff = PHeffP ⊗ P − P ⊗ PH∗effP. (10)

The effective Hamiltonian is given by a non-Hermitian
Kondo model [15]

Heff =
∑

k,s

εkc
†
kscks + J

∑

k1,k2

Sd · Sk1k2 , (11)

where Sd and Sk1k2 are the spin operators at the
quantum dot and the electron reservoir, respectively.
The i(= x, y, z)th component of these operators are

given as Si,d = (d†↑, d
†
↓)(σi/2)(d↑, d↓)T and Si,k1k2 =

(c†k1↑, c
†
k1↓)(σi/2)(ck2↑, ck2↓)

T with the Pauli matrices σi.
In Eq. (11), we drop nonessential terms that are not re-
lated to the Kondo effect, such as a potential scatter-
ing term. The coefficient J is a complex-valued spin-
exchange coupling strength at the Fermi level given by

J = −2v2

(
1

εd + iγ/2
− 1

εd + U − iγ/2

)
. (12)

The dependence of the spin-exchange coupling on the
wave numbers k1 and k2 is neglected since we focus on the
scattering process around the Fermi level. The complex-
valued spin-exchange coupling may be interpreted as a
consequence of the measurement backaction on interme-
diate states in the virtual processes in the second-order
perturbation theory [61].

Spin susceptibility .— Having obtained the effective
Kondo Hamiltonian (11), we now compute the spin sus-
ceptibility to identify the Kondo temperature. Note that
in the pure Kondo effect without measurement, the spin
susceptibility exhibits a divergence at the Kondo tem-
perature within the perturbation theory with respect to
the spin-exchange coupling [30]. Here, we calculate the
spin susceptibility of the quantum dot under continu-
ous measurement by the perturbation theory with re-
spect to the complex spin-exchange coupling J and dis-
cuss how its singular behavior is altered by the measure-
ment backaction. The spin susceptibility is defined as
χm(t) = (gµB)(∂ 〈Sz,d(t)〉 /∂B)|B=0, where g and µB are
the Landé g-factor and the Bohr magneton, respectively.
Here, the magnetic moment of the dot is coupled with
the magnetic field B through Zeeman coupling.

Using the Keldysh formalism for the Lindblad equa-
tion [17, 19, 49], we compute the spin susceptibility of
a steady state. By summing up the contribution whose
Green’s functions of electrons in the reservoir are con-
nected in a single loop and all lined up on either the
forward time contour or the backward time contour [53],
we extract a leading singular contribution to the spin
susceptibility as

χ̃m ' −
χm,0√

3a
Re

[
aJν

1 + aJν lnT/D

]
. (13)
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FIG. 3. Temperature dependence of the singular contribu-
tion to the spin susceptibility around the Kondo temperature
for U/v = 10.0 and εd/v = −3.0. The divergence at the
Kondo temperature is replaced by a zero crossing at the gen-
eralized Kondo temperature for nonzero γ. The generalized
Kondo temperature decreases as γ increases in the particle-
hole asymmetric case.

Here, χm,0 is the spin susceptibility for v = 0, D is the
bandwidth of the reservoir, and a = (1 +

√
3)/4. In

the γ → 0 limit, χ̃m exhibits a divergence at the Kondo
temperature T = TK = De−(aJν)−1

. For nonzero γ, the
divergence at the Kondo temperature reduces to a zero
crossing at a generalized Kondo temperature

T̃K = D exp

[
− 1

aν

ReJ

(ReJ)2 + (ImJ)2

]

= TK

[
1− π

4

(U + 2εd)
2

aΓU3
γ2

]
+O(γ4) ≤ TK , (14)

and χ̃m exhibits a highly non-monotonic temperature de-
pendence around T̃K (see Fig. 3). We present a schematic
density plot of χ̃m in Fig. 1 (b), where the generalized
Kondo temperature is shown by the broken curve. We
note that T̃K = TK holds for εd = −U/2; thus, the Kondo
temperature is unaffected by the measurement backac-
tion in the particle-hole symmetric case.

Interpretation of the generalized Kondo temperature.—
The qualitative behavior of the Kondo effect under con-
tinuous quantum measurement can also be understood
from the standard unitary SWT on the Anderson impu-
rity model. When the unitary SWT is applied to the
Lindblad equation [Eq. (1)], the states projected by the
jump operator are no longer singly occupied states of the
dot in the Kondo model. For example, a local spin-singlet
state in the Anderson impurity model is transformed into
a superposition of four states |↑↓〉K , |↓↑〉K , |02〉K, and
|20〉K [53]. Here, |σ〉, |0〉, and |2〉 denote a singly oc-
cupied state with spin σ, an empty state, and a doubly
occupied state, respectively, and |ij〉K denotes a quan-
tum state in the frame after the SWT where the dot site
is in |i〉 state and the reservoir site next to the dot is in
|j〉 state.

To see the effect of the projective measurement of this
hybridized state, we consider the time evolution of a
singly occupied state ρ = (|↑↓〉 〈↑↓|K + |↓↑〉 〈↓↑|K)/2. The

γ-dependent diagonal terms of the density matrix are cal-
culated from the Lindblad equation as [53]

〈↑↓| ρ̇ |↑↓〉K = 〈↓↑| ρ̇ |↓↑〉K
∼ −γv

2

2

[
1

ε2d
+

1

(εd + U)2

]
< 0,

〈20| ρ̇ |20〉K ∼ γv2 1

(εd + U)2
> 0,

〈02| ρ̇ |02〉K ∼ γv2 1

ε2d
> 0. (15)

Thus, the projective measurement of the hybridized state
decreases the probability distribution of the singly occu-
pied states and facilitates charge fluctuations, thereby
effectively weakening the singularity in the Kondo effect.

The γ-dependence of the generalized Kondo temper-
ature in Eq. (14) is consistent with the above picture.
The decrease rate of the probability in the singlet state
in Eq. (15) takes its minimum at εd = −U/2 under fixed
J . Since the outflow of the probability distribution of the
singlet states is suppressed for εd = −U/2, the general-
ized Kondo temperature (14) takes its maximum value
in the particle-hole symmetric case.

Summary and discussion.— To elucidate the effect
of measurement backaction on quantum many-body
physics, we have analyzed the Kondo effect in a quantum
dot under continuous projective measurement of singly
occupied states of the dot. The main results are sum-
marized in Fig.1 (b). The result of the spectral func-
tion has revealed that the measurement backaction sup-
presses the Kondo resonance peak when the strength of
the measurement is of the order of the Kondo temper-
ature. Furthermore, we have shown that the divergent
behavior of the spin susceptibility near the Kondo tem-
perature is replaced by a zero crossing with highly non-
monotonic temperature dependence that is characterized
by the generalized Kondo temperature.

The generalized Kondo temperature in Eq. (14)
is consistent with the energy scale of a circular
renormalization-group flow of the non-Hermitian Kondo
model (11) in Ref. 15 [62]. While the signature of the
new energy scale has remained elusive in Ref. 15, our re-
sult derived from the spin susceptibility shows that the
generalized Kondo temperature characterizes the non-
monotonic temperature dependence of physical quanti-
ties in a quantum dot under continuous measurement.

Our result in Eq. (13) reveals that the singular behav-
ior of physical quantities in the Kondo problem is sig-
nificantly altered due to measurement backaction. Nev-
ertheless, we note that Eq. (13) is not an exact sus-
ceptibility and only extracts the singularity from specific
contributions. To calculate the spin susceptibility in the
low-temperature Kondo regime, developing reliable nu-
merical methods for the Kondo effect in open quantum
systems is desired.
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In quantum dot systems, real-time detection tech-
niques for electronic states have been developed exper-
imentally [39–42, 48]. We hope that further development
of detection techniques in the near future would finally
enable us to observe quantum measurement backaction
on Kondo phenomena.
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[11] C. E. Rüter, K. G. Makris, R. El-Ganainy, D. N.
Christodoulides, M. Segev, and D. Kip, Observation of

parity–time symmetry in optics, Nature Physics 6, 192
(2010).

[12] T. E. Lee and C.-K. Chan, Heralded magnetism in
non-hermitian atomic systems, Phys. Rev. X 4, 041001
(2014).

[13] J. M. Zeuner, M. C. Rechtsman, Y. Plotnik, Y. Lumer,
S. Nolte, M. S. Rudner, M. Segev, and A. Szameit, Ob-
servation of a topological transition in the bulk of a non-
hermitian system, Phys. Rev. Lett. 115, 040402 (2015).

[14] Y. Ashida, S. Furukawa, and M. Ueda, Quantum crit-
ical behavior influenced by measurement backaction in
ultracold gases, Phys. Rev. A 94, 053615 (2016).

[15] M. Nakagawa, N. Kawakami, and M. Ueda, Non-
hermitian kondo effect in ultracold alkaline-earth atoms,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 121, 203001 (2018).

[16] K. Yamamoto, M. Nakagawa, K. Adachi, K. Takasan,
M. Ueda, and N. Kawakami, Theory of non-hermitian
fermionic superfluidity with a complex-valued interac-
tion, Phys. Rev. Lett. 123, 123601 (2019).
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DETAILS OF THE PERTURBATION THEORY WITH RESPECT TO THE COULOMB

INTERACTION STRENGTH AND THE MEASUREMENT STRENGTH

In this section, we consider the perturbation theory with respect to the Coulomb in-

teraction strength U and the measurement strength γ. Within this perturbation scheme,

arbitrary strength of the hybridization vk is considered, while U and γ should be small.

Here, we consider the following Anderson impurity model:

H = H0 +H1, (1)

where

H0 =
∑

s

εdd
†
sds +

∑

k,s

εkc
†
kscks, (2)

H1 =
∑

s

U

2
d†sdsd

†
s̄ds̄ +

∑

k,s

vk(c
†
ksds + d†scks). (3)

Following Ref. [1], we define the Keldysh action as

S = S0 + S1 + S2, (4)

where

S0 =

∫

K

dt

{∑

s

d†s(t)i∂tds(t) +
∑

k,s

c†ks(t)i∂tcks(t)−H0(t)

}
, (5)

S1 = −
∫

R

dt H1(t), (6)

S2 = −iγ
∫ tf

ti

dt [L(t+)L†(t−)− 1

2
L†(t+)L(t+)− 1

2
L†(t−)L(t−)]. (7)

The integrals
∫
K
dt and

∫
R
dt are performed on the Keldysh-Schwinger path and defined as

follows:
∫

K

dt f(t) =

∫ tf

ti

dt+ f(t+)−
∫ tf

ti

dt− f(t−) +

∫ ti−iβ

ti

dtM f(tM), (8)

and
∫

R

dt f(t) =

∫ tf

ti

dt+ f(t+)−
∫ tf

ti

dt− f(t−), (9)

where ti and tf denote the initial time and the final time, respectively. We focus on the

steady state by taking tf = −ti = ∞. Since the steady state does not depend on the

initial condition, for convenience, we assume that the initial state is a thermal equilibrium

state with inverse temperature β in the limit of vk = U = γ = 0, and the interactions are

introduced at the initial time ti.
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Green’s function

The Green’s function (GF) of electrons in the quantum dot is defined as

Gµ1µ2
s (t1, t2) = (−i)

〈
TKds(t1µ1)d†s(t2µ2)

〉
, (10)

where TK denotes the path ordering, and the Keldysh index µi = ± indicates that the time

variable tiµi is on the forward (backward) contour for µi = + (µi = −).

The perturbation theory consists of two steps. First, we calculate the GF by expanding

it with respect to the tunnel coupling vk in the non-interacting limit (U = γ = 0). The GF

Gµ1µ2
s,0 (t1, t2) in the non-interacting limit satisfies the Dyson equation as follows:

Gµ1µ2
s,0 (t1, t2) = gµ1µ2s (t1, t2)

+
∑

µ3,µ4

(−1)µ3µ4
∫ tf

ti

dt3dt4 g
µ1µ3
s (t1, t3)Σµ3µ4

s,v (t3, t4)Gµ4µ2
s,0 (t4, t2), (11)

where gµ1µ2s (t1, t2) is the GF for vk = U = γ = 0 and (−1)µ3µ4 is a sign of the Keldysh time

integral defined as (−1)++ = (−1)−− = −(−1)+− = −(−1)−+ = 1. Here, Σµ3µ4
s,v (t3, t4) is a

one-particle-irreducible (1PI) self-energy due to tunnel coupling. Because the Hamiltonian

of the tunnel coupling is quadratic, Eq. (11) is soluble for an arbitrary vk. In the wide-band

limit, the momentum dependence of the tunnel coupling is neglected (i.e., vk = v), and the

GFs are calculated as

GR
s,0(t1, t2) = [GA

s,0(t2, t1)]∗ =

∫
dω

2π
eiω(t1−t2) 1

ω − εd + iΓ/2
, (12)

G+−
s,0 (t1, t2) = i

∫
dω

2π
eiω(t1−t2) Γ

(ω − εd)2 + Γ2/4
f(ω), (13)

where Γ = 2πνv2 is the linewidth, ν is the density of states at the Fermi level, and f(ω) =

[1 + eβω]−1 is the Fermi distribution function of the electron reservoir. The superscripts ·R

and ·A denote the retarded and advanced components, respectively, defined as ·R = ·++−·+−

and ·A = ·++ − ·−+.

The next step involves performing the perturbation with respect to U and γ. Since the

tunnel coupling Hamiltonian is quadratic, we can apply the Wick’s theorem and the Dyson

equation for the GF Gµ1µ2
s (t1, t2) in the interacting case reads

Gµ1µ2
s (t1, t2) = Gµ1µ2

s,0 (t1, t2)

+
∑

µ3,µ4

(−1)µ3µ4
∫ tf

ti

dt3dt4 G
µ1µ3
s,0 (t1, t3)Σµ3µ4

s (t3, t4)Gµ4µ2
s (t4, t2), (14)
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FIG. 1. Feynman diagrams for the calculation of the self-energy due to the Coulomb interaction.

where Σµ3µ4
s (t3, t4) is the 1PI self-energy due to the Coulomb interaction and measurement

backaction. We calculate the 1PI self-energy up to the second order of U and the first order

of γ. The self-energy is categorized into the following three parts: a γ-independent part,

Σµ3µ4
s,U (t3, t4) = lim

γ→0
Σµ3µ4
s (t3, t4), (15)

a U -independent part,

Σµ3µ4
s,γ (t3, t4) = lim

U→0
Σµ3µ4
s (t3, t4), (16)

and a composite part,

Σµ3µ4
s,Uγ (t3, t4) = Σµ3µ4

s (t3, t4)− Σµ3µ4
s,U (t3, t4)− Σµ3µ4

s,γ (t3, t4). (17)

Self-consistent first-order approximation

For the lowest-order calculation, we consider the self-consistent first-order approximation.

Without the measurement (γ = 0), this procedure corresponds to the Hartree approximation.
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In this approximation, the self-energies are expressed as follows:

Σµ1µ2
s,U (t1, t2) = Σ

(1),µ1µ2
s,U (t1, t2),

Σµ1µ2
s,γ (t1, t2) = Σ(1),µ1µ2

s,γ (t1, t2),

Σµ1µ2
s,Uγ (t1, t2) = 0. (18)

Within the first-order approximation, the composite part of the self-energy vanishes. Here,

Σ
(1),µ1µ2
s,U (t1, t2) is the self-energy due to the Coulomb interaction in the first order (see Fig. 1

(a) for the corresponding Feynman diagram), and calculated as

Σ
(1),++
s,U (t1, t2) = −Σ

(1),−−
s,U (t1, t2) = Uns̄δ(t1 − t2), (19)

Σ
(1),+−
s,U (t1, t2) = Σ

(1),−+
s,U (t1, t2) = 0, (20)

Σ
(1),R
s,U (t1, t2) = Σ

(1),A
s,U (t1, t2) = Uns̄δ(t1 − t2), (21)

where ns = −iG+−
s (t, t) is the expectation value of the occupation number of the dot.

Σ
(1),µ1µ2
s,γ (t1, t2) is the self-energy due to the measurement backaction in the first order, that

is calculated as

Σ(1),++
s,γ (t1, t2) = Σ(1),−−

s,γ (t1, t2) = iγ
2ns − 1

2
δ(t1 − t2), (22)

Σ(1),+−
s,γ (t1, t2) = iγnsδ(t1 − t2), (23)

Σ(1),−+
s,γ (t1, t2) = iγ(ns − 1)δ(t1 − t2), (24)

Σ(1),R
s,γ (t1, t2) = [Σ(1),A

s,γ (t1, t2)]∗ = −iγ
2
δ(t1 − t2). (25)

See the next section for details of the derivation of Eqs. (22)-(25). Using Eqs. (19)-(25), we

obtain the GFs within the first-order approximation as

G(1),R
s (t1, t2) = [G(1),A

s (t1, t2)]∗ =

∫
dω

2π
eiω(t1−t2) 1

ω − εd − Uns̄ + i(Γ + γ)/2
, (26)

G(1),+−
s (t1, t2) = i

∫
dω

2π
eiω(t1−t2) Γf(ω) + γns

(ω − εd − Uns̄)2 + (Γ + γ)2/4
. (27)

The GFs in Eqs. (26) and (27) depend on ns, which is determined from a self-consistent

equation for the occupation number

ns =

∫
dω

2π

Γf(ω) + γns
(ω − εd − Uns̄)2 + (Γ + γ)2/4

. (28)

Equation (26) displays that the measurement backaction effectively decreases the lifetime of

the dot state.
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FIG. 2. Density plot of the spectral function As(0) at the Fermi level. The horizontal and the

vertical axes denote γ/Γ and T/Γ, respectively. The Coulomb interaction strength and energy level

of the quantum dot are set to U = 6.0Γ and εd = −3.0Γ, respectively.

Second-order approximation

The minimal approximation that can describe the Kondo behavior is the second-order

approximation [2], within which the Kondo resonance peak is developed at the Fermi level

in the particle-hole symmetric case (εd = −U/2). In the second-order approximation, the

self-energy is given by

Σµ1µ2
s,U (t1, t2) = Σ

(2),µ1µ2
s,U (t1, t2), (29)

where

Σ
(2),µ1µ2
s,U (t1, t2) = U2G(1),µ1µ2

s (t1, t2)G
(1),µ1µ2
s̄ (t1, t2)G

(1),µ2µ1
s̄ (t2, t1). (30)

This contribution corresponds to the Feynman diagram shown in Fig. 1 (c). Note that we

have replaced the GFs in Eq. (30) with those in the first-order approximation. Thus, the
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contribution from the Feynman diagrams in the first-order approximation is already included

in the GFs, and it is not necessary to consider tadpole-type diagrams such as those shown

in Fig. 1 (b). Substituting the self-energy [Eq. (30)] into the GFs [Eqs. (26) and (27)], the

spectral function presented in the main text can be calculated.

In the main text, we only discussed the spectral function at zero temperature. Here, we

discuss the finite-temperature effect on the spectral function. Figure 2 displays the spectral

function at the Fermi level for several values of temperature and measurement strength. For

low temperature and weak measurement strength, the spectral function exhibits a strong

Kondo resonance. As the temperature and measurement strength increase, the spectral

function at the Fermi level decreases. This result can be understood from Eq. (27), where the

numerator of the integrand reveals that the contribution from the measurement backaction

can be regarded as a coupling to an effective infinite-temperature bath.

SELF-ENERGY DUE TO THE MEASUREMENT BACKACTION

Here, we calculate the self-energy due to the measurement backaction shown in Eqs.

(22 - 25). Before discussing the details of the calculation, we remark on the ordering of

the creation and annihilation operators included in the jump operator L because the jump

operator is not written in the normal order. To maintain the correct ordering, we introduce

infinitesimal time differences to the jump operator as

L†(t)L(t) =
∑

s1,s2

d†s1(t1)ds1(t2)ds̄1(t3)d†s̄1(t4)d†s2(t5)ds2(t6)ds̄2(t7)d†s̄2(t8), (31)

where the time variables ti are shifted from t by infinitesimals so that t1 > t2 > · · · > t8 is

satisfied. With this jump operator, the first-order contribution to the GF Gµ1µ2
s (τ1, τ2) with

respect to γ is given by

−(−i)γ
2

∫
dt
∑

s1,s2

〈
TKds(τ1)d†s(τ2)d†s1(t1+)ds1(t2+)ds̄1(t3+)d†s̄1(t4+)d†s2(t5+)ds2(t6+)ds̄2(t7+)d†s̄2(t8+)

〉

−(−i)γ
2

∫
dt
∑

s1,s2

〈
TKds(τ1)d†s(τ2)d†s1(t1−)ds1(t2−)ds̄1(t3−)d†s̄1(t4−)d†s2(t5−)ds2(t6−)ds̄2(t7−)d†s̄2(t8−)

〉

+(−i)γ
∫
dt
∑

s1,s2

〈
TKds(τ1)d†s(τ2)d†s1(t1−)ds1(t2−)ds̄1(t3−)d†s̄1(t4−)d†s2(t5+)ds2(t6+)ds̄2(t7+)d†s̄2(t8+)

〉
.

(32)
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By applying Wick’s theorem to Eq. (32), we can decompose the first-order corrections into

the following four terms:
∫
dt Gµ1+

s,0 (τ1, t)× (GFs)×G+µ2
s,0 (t, τ2), (33)

∫
dt Gµ1+

s,0 (τ1, t)× (GFs)×G−µ2s,0 (t, τ2), (34)
∫
dt Gµ1−

s,0 (τ1, t)× (GFs)×G+µ2
s,0 (t, τ2), (35)

∫
dt Gµ1−

s,0 (τ1, t)× (GFs)×G−µ2s,0 (t, τ2). (36)

Summing up all contributions from Eq. (33), we obtain the (++) component of Σ
(1)
s,γ. Sim-

ilarly, we can calculate Σ
(1),+−
s,γ , Σ

(1),−+
s,γ , and Σ

(1),−−
s,γ by summing up all the contributions

from Eqs. (34), (35), and (36), respectively. As a result, we obtain the self-energy as

Σ(1),++
s,γ (t1, t2) = Σ(1),−−

s,γ (t1, t2)

= γ1δ(t1 − t2)
[1

2
G+−
s,0 (t1, t1)G−+

s̄,0 (t1, t1)G−+
s̄,0 (t1, t1) +

1

2
G−+
s,0 (t1, t1)G+−

s̄,0 (t1, t1)G+−
s̄,0 (t1, t1)

+
1

2
G+−
s,0 (t1, t1)G+−

s̄,0 (t1, t1)G+−
s̄,0 (t1, t1) +

1

2
G−+
s,0 (t1, t1)G−+

s̄,0 (t1, t1)G−+
s̄,0 (t1, t1)

−G+−
s,0 (t1, t1)G+−

s̄,0 (t1, t1)G−+
s̄,0 (t1, t1)−G−+

s,0 (t1, t1)G+−
s̄,0 (t1, t1)G−+

s̄,0 (t1, t1)
]
,(37)

Σ(1),+−
s,γ (t1, t2)

= −γ1δ(t1 − t2)[G+−
s,0 (t1, t1)G−+

s̄,0 (t1, t1)G−+
s̄,0 (t1, t1) +G+−

s,0 (t1, t1)G+−
s̄,0 (t1, t1)G+−

s̄,0 (t1, t1)

−2G+−
s,0 (t1, t1)G+−

s̄,0 (t1, t1)G−+
s̄,0 (t1, t1)], (38)

and

Σ(1),−+
s,γ (t1, t2)

= −γ1δ(t1 − t2)[G−+
s,0 (t1, t1)G−+

s̄,0 (t1, t1)G−+
s̄,0 (t1, t1) +G−+

s,0 (t1, t1)G+−
s̄,0 (t1, t1)G+−

s̄,0 (t1, t1)

−2G−+
s,0 (t1, t1)G+−

s̄,0 (t1, t1)G−+
s̄,0 (t1, t1)]. (39)

By replacing the non-interacting GFs with the full GFs and substituting G+−
s (t, t) = ins

and G+−
s (t, t) = i(ns − 1) into them, we obtain the self-energies shown in Eqs. (22 - 25).

DETAIL OF THE NON-UNITARY SCHRIEFFER-WOLFF TRANSFORMATION

In this section, we provide a detailed derivation of the effective non-Hermitian Kondo

model by using the non-unitary Schrieffer-Wolff transformation (SWT). We first map the
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density matrix ρ =
∑

i2,i2
ρi1,i2 |i1〉 〈i2| to a vector

ρ′ =
∑

i2,i2

ρi1,i2 |i1〉 ⊗ |i2〉 (40)

in a doubled Hilbert space. Here, {|i〉}i denotes an orthonormal basis set of the Hilbert

space of the system. Similarly, Liouvillian L is mapped to an operator L′ acting on the

doubled Hilbert space:

L′ =
∑

i1,··· ,i4
Li1i2,i3i4(|i1〉 ⊗ |i2〉)(〈i3| ⊗ 〈i4|), (41)

where Li1i2,i3i4 = 〈i1| L(|i3〉 〈i4|) |i2〉. Then, a non-unitary similarity transformation is ap-

plied to the Liouvillian and the density matrix as L̃ = eSL′e−S and ρ̃ = eSρ′. The non-

Hermitian generator S is defined as

S = S1 ⊗Q+Q⊗ S∗1 + S2 ⊗ P + P ⊗ S∗2 , (42)

Si =
∑

k,s

∑

α=p,h

(
vk

εk − εαi
nαds̄c

†
ksds −

v∗k
εk − εαi

d†scksn
α
ds̄

)
, (43)

where Q = 1−P , npds = 1−nhds = d†sds, ε
p
1 = (εp2)∗ = εd+U+iγ/2, and εh1 = (εh2)∗ = εd−iγ/2.

By expanding the Liouvillian after the transformation up to the second order of S as

L̃ ' L′ + [S,L′] +
1

2
[S, [S,L′]], (44)

the Liouvillian takes a block-diagonal form with respect to a subspace projected by P ⊗P +

Q⊗Q and its complement:

(P ⊗ P +Q⊗Q)L̃(P ⊗Q+Q⊗ P ) = (P ⊗Q+Q⊗ P )L̃(P ⊗ P +Q⊗Q) = 0. (45)

Note that P ⊗ P +Q⊗Q+ P ⊗Q+Q⊗ P = I ⊗ I, where I is the identity operator. The

explicit form of the Liouvillian after the non-unitary SWT is given by

iL̃ ' PHeffP ⊗ P − P ⊗ PH∗effP +QH̃effQ⊗Q−Q⊗QH̃∗effQ+ LPQ, (46)

up to the second order of S. Here,

Heff =
∑

k,s

εkc
†
kscks +

∑

s

(
εd −

1

2

∑

k

Wk,k

)
d†sds +

∑

k1,k2

Jk1,k2Sd · Sk1k2

+
∑

k1,k2

∑

s

(
1

2
Wk1,k2 −

1

4
Jk1,k2

)
c†k1sck2s, (47)

9



is the effective Hamiltonian in the single-particle subspace, which is the non-Hermitian

Kondo model [3] with a complex-valued spin-exchange coupling

Jk1,k2 = vk1v
∗
k2

(
1

εk1 − εh2
+

1

εk2 − εh2
− 1

εk1 − εp2
− 1

εk2 − εp2

)
, (48)

and a complex-valued spin-independent potential

Wk1,k2 = vk1v
∗
k2

(
1

εk1 − εh2
+

1

εk2 − εh2

)
. (49)

The other effective Hamiltonian

H̃eff =
∑

k,s

εkc
†
kscks −

∑

k1,k2

J∗k2,k1Td · Tk1,k2 +
∑

k1,k2

∑

s

(1

2
W ∗
k2,k1
− 1

4
J∗k2,k1

)
c†k1sck2s

+
(

2εd + U −
∑

k

W ∗
k,k

)
T zd + εd +

U

2
− 1

2

∑

k

W ∗
k,k, (50)

which involves the complex-valued exchange interaction between charge pseudospins

T xk1,k2 =
1

2
(c†k1↑c

†
k2↓ + ck1↓ck2↑), T

y
k1,k2

=
1

2i
(c†k1↑c

†
k2↓ − ck1↓ck2↑), T

z
k1,k2

=
1

2
(c†k1↑ck2↑ + c†k1↓ck2↓ − 1),

T xd = −1

2
(d†↑d

†
↓ + d↓d↑), T

y
d = − 1

2i
(d†↑d

†
↓ − d↓d↑), T zd =

1

2
(d†↑d↑ + d†↓d↓ − 1),

describes the charge Kondo effect in the subspace in which the quantum dot is empty or

doubly occupied [4]. The residual term in Eq. (46) is expressed as follows:

LPQ =
1

2
P∆SQ⊗ PH∗vQ−

1

2
Q∆SP ⊗QH∗vP

−1

2
PHvQ⊗ P∆S∗Q+

1

2
QHvP ⊗Q∆S∗P, (51)

where

∆S = S1 − S2

=
∑

k,s

∑

α=p,h

([ 1

εk − εα1
− 1

εk − εα2

]
vkn

α
ds̄c
†
ksds −

[ 1

εk − εα1
− 1

εk − εα2

]
v∗kd
†
scksn

α
ds̄

)
, (52)

and Hv =
∑

k,s vk(c
†
ksds + d†scks) is the tunneling Hamiltonian. Thus, the Lindblad equation

after the transformation is given by

d

dt
ρ̃PP = (P ⊗ P )L̃(P ⊗ P )ρ̃PP + (P ⊗ P )L̃(Q⊗Q)ρ̃QQ, (53)

10



where ρ̃PP = P ⊗P ρ̃ and ρ̃QQ = Q⊗Qρ̃. In the deep Kondo regime with weak measurement

strength, the density-matrix elements are dominated by those in the single-particle subspace

P . Hence, we have

d

dt
ρ̃PP ' L̃eff ρ̃PP (54)

where

iL̃eff = PHeffP ⊗ P − P ⊗ PH∗effP, (55)

is the effective Liouvillian presented in the main text. The complex-valued spin-exchange

coupling constant J at the Fermi level is obtained by setting εk1 = εk2 = 0 in Eq. (48).

Since we are interested in the measurement effect on the Kondo effect, we ignore the spin-

independent potential term Wk1,k2 which does not qualitatively change the Kondo physics.

The complex-valued spin-exchange coupling constant at the Fermi level is expanded by the

measurement strength γ up to the second order as

J̃ =

{
J +

1

2
γ2|v|2[

1

(εd)3
− 1

(εd + U)3
]

}
+ iγ|v|2

[
1

ε2d
+

1

(εd + U)2

]
+O(γ3). (56)

We note that the above approximation of neglecting ρ̃QQ is justified if we postselect the

measurement outcomes in which the detector finds a single electron at the quantum dot. To

see this, we rewrite the Lindblad equation as

d

dt
ρ = − i

~
[H, ρ] + γ

(
PρP − 1

2
{P, ρ}

)

= − i
~

[H, ρ] + γ

(
QρQ− 1

2
{Q, ρ}

)
. (57)

Then, when we discard the measurement outcomes that induce quantum jumps by the

operator Q, the conditional dynamics of the system is described by [5, 6]

d

dt
ρ = − i

~
(Hcρ− ρH†c ), (58)

where

Hc = H − iγ

2
Q (59)

is a non-Hermitian Anderson Hamiltonian that includes the effect of the backaction of post-

selecting the measurement outcomes. By performing the non-unitary SWT eS2Hce
−S2 , we

find that the time evolution equation (58) after the transformation is equivalent to Eq. (54)

with the non-Hermitian Kondo model Heff .
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At the end of this section, we give a remark on the non-unitary transformation. The

ensemble average of an observable is given by 〈O(t)〉 = Tr[Oρ(t)] = 〈ρ′T , O′ρ(t)′〉, where 〈·, ·〉
denotes the inner product of the doubled Hilbert space, ρ′T =

∑
i |i〉 ⊗ |i〉 is a trace vector,

and O′ = O ⊗ I is an observable expressed in the doubled Hilbert space [7]. Since the

non-unitary transformation does not preserve the trace of an operator, the trace vector after

the non-unitary SWT is expressed as ρ̃T = M−1ρ′T with some non-identity matrix M . Thus,

we have 〈O(t)〉 = 〈ρ̃T , Õρ̃(t)〉, where Õ = M †O′e−S is a transformed observable. However,

when the measurement strength is sufficiently weak, i.e., γ � |εd|, U , the non-unitary SWT

is almost unitary and therefore we assume Õ ' O′.

DETAILED CALCULATION OF SPIN SUSCEPTIBILITY

In this section, we give a detailed calculation of the spin susceptibility by the perturbation

theory with respect to the complex-valued spin-exchange coupling J in the non-Hermitian

Kondo model.

Perturbation setup

For later convenience, we consider the non-Hermitian Kondo model

Heff = H̃0 + H̃1, (60)

where

H̃0 =
∑

k,s

εkc
†
kscks +

∑

s

(εdd
†
sds +

U

2
d†sdsd

†
s̄ds̄), (61)

H̃1 = J
∑

k1,k2

Sd · Sk1,k2 . (62)

Following the formalism in Ref. [1], we define the Keldysh action as

S̃ = S̃0 + S̃1, (63)

where

S̃0 =

∫

K

dt

{∑

s

d†s(t)i∂tds(t) +
∑

k,s

c†ks(t)i∂tcks(t)− H̃0(t)

}
, (64)
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and

S̃1 = −
∫ tf

ti

dt[H̃1(t+)− H̃∗1 (t−)]. (65)

The spin susceptibility is defined as

χm =
(gµB)2

4
χ̄m(t), (66)

where

χ̄m(t) = i

∫

K

dt′ 〈σz(t+)σz(t
′)〉 , (67)

g is the Landé g-factor, µb is the Bohr magneton, and the operator σz is defined as

σz = d†↑d↑ − d†↓d↓. (68)

We note that Wick’s theorem cannot be used in the perturbation theory with respect to

the spin-exchange coupling since the unperturbed Hamiltonian H̃0 is not quadratic. In the

following, we calculate the spin susceptibility for arbitrary εd and U . The spin susceptibility

of the original non-Hermitian Kondo model [Eq. (11) in the main text] is obtained by taking

the limit of U = −εd → ∞ that restricts the occupation number of the dot to unity. Note

that the parameters εd and U in Eq. (61) are introduced for taking this limit and independent

of the spin-exchange coupling in Eq. (62).

Unperturbed case

We first calculate the unperturbed part of the spin susceptibility. For J = 0, the dimen-

sionless spin susceptibility is calculated as

χ̄m(t) = i

∫ tf

ti

dt′+ 〈σz(t+)σz(t
′
+)〉 − i

∫ tf

ti

dt′− 〈σz(t+)σz(t
′
−)〉+ i

∫ ti−iβ

ti

dt′M 〈σz(t+)σz(t
′
M)〉

= 2βρ1, (69)

where ρ1 is the probability distribution of the one-particle state, defined as

ρ1 =
e−βεd

1 + 2e−βεd + e−β(2εd+U)
. (70)

The spin susceptibility for the isolated quantum dot is calculated as

χm,0 =
(gµB)2

2
βρ1. (71)
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FIG. 3. (a) Time-ordered diagram for forward time contour and (b) anti-time-ordered diagram for

backward time contour. The black arrow denotes the Keldysh contour. Solid squares denote the

times in which the operator σz is inserted. The complex-valued spin-exchange interaction occurs

at the times denoted by solid circles, which are connected by red arrows that express the GFs of

the electron reservoir.

Diverging series

Next, we extract the diverging series in the spin susceptibility. The N -th order term of

the spin susceptibility is calculated as

i(−i)N
∫

K

dt0

∫

R

dt1 · · · dtN 〈TKσz(t0)σz(t+)J (t1) · · · J (tN)〉 , (72)

where J (t) is an interaction vertex on the Keldysh contour defined as

J (t+) =
J

4

∑

s1,··· ,s4

∑

k1,k2

(σs1s2 · σs3s4)d†s1(t+)ds2(t+)c†k1s3(t+)ck2s4(t+), (73)

J (t−) =
J∗

4

∑

s1,··· ,s4

∑

k1,k2

(σs1s2 · σs3s4)d†s1(t−)ds2(t−)c†k1s3(t−)ck2s4(t−). (74)

The logarithmic singularity in the spin susceptibility originates from the contributions from

the diagrams shown in Fig. 3. For example, the diagram shown in Fig. 3 (a) represents the

contribution

(−i)
(
J

4

)N
ρ1

∑

s1···sN

∑

k1···kN

∫ ti−iβ

ti

dt0

∫ t

ti

dt1 · · · dtNΘ(t1 < · · · < tN)

×Tr
[
σz(t0)σz(t)σ · σsN−1sN (tN) · · ·σ · σsNs1(t1)

]

×ḡ++
k1s1

(t1, t2) · · · ḡ++
kN−1sN−1

(tN−1, tN)g++
kNsN

(tN , t1). (75)

Here, Θ(t1 < · · · < tN) is a product of the Heaviside unit-step function,

Θ(t1 < · · · < tN) =
N−1∏

k=1

Θ(tk+1 − tk). (76)
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The time-ordered GF g++
k1s1

(t1, t2) of electrons in the electron reservoir is given by

g++
k1s1

(t1, t2) = (−i)
〈
TKck1s1(t1)c†k1s1(t2)

〉
J=0

= (−i)e−iεk1 (t1−t2)[Θ(t1 − t2)[1− f(εk1)]−Θ(t2 − t1)f(εk1)]. (77)

The second line in Eq. (75) is calculated by recursively using

∑

s2c,s2d

(σs3ds2d · σs2cs3c)(σs2ds1d · σs1cs2c) = 2(σs3ds1d · σs1cs3c) + 2Is3ds1dIs1cs3c (78)

as [8]

Tr
[
σz(t0)σz(t)σ · σsN−1sN (tN) · · ·σ · σsNs1(t1)

]
=

4√
3

[(1 +
√

3)N−1 − (1−
√

3)N−1].(79)

The integrals involving the GFs in Eq. (75) can be calculated by using the Fourier trans-

formation as

∫ t

ti

dt1 · · · dtNΘ(t1 < · · · < tN)g++
k1s1

(t1, t2) · · · g++
kN−1sN−1

(tN−1, tN)g++
kNsN

(tN , t1)

=

∫ t

ti

dt1

∫ t

t1

dtN

∫ ∞

−∞
dt2 · · · dtN−1ḡ

++
k1s1

(t1, t2) · · · ḡ++
kN−1sN−1

(tN−1, tN)g++
kNsN

(tN , t1)

=

∫
dω

2π

∫ t

ti

dt1

∫ t

t1

dtNg
++
kNsN

(tN , t1)e−iω(t1−tN )ḡ++
k1s1

(ω) · · · ḡ++
kN−1sN−1

(ω)

' −[1− f(εkN )][∂ω[ḡ++
k1s1

(ω) · · · ḡ++
kN−1sN−1

(ω)]ω=εkN
, (80)

where ḡ++
k1s1

(t1, t2) is the lesser GF

ḡ++
k1s1

(t1, t2) = iΘ(t2 − t1)e−iεk1 (t1−t2)f(εk1). (81)

By replacing the summation over wave numbers with an integral over energy, the logarithmic

term is extracted as

−
∑

k1,··· ,kN
[1− f(εkN )][∂ω[ḡ++

k1s1
(ω) · · · ḡ++

kN−1sN−1
(ω)]ω=εkN

= (N − 1)νN
∫ D

−D
dε1 · · · dεNf(ε1) · · · f(εN−1)[1− f(εN)]

1

(εN − ε1)2

1

(εN − ε2)
· · · 1

(εN − εN−1)

' (N − 1)νN
∫ βD

0

dx1 · · · dxN
1

(xN + x1)2

1

(xN + x2)
· · · 1

(xN − xN−1)

= −(N − 1)

∫ βD

0

dxN

[
1

xN + βD
− 1

xN

]
[ln(xN + βD)− ln(xN)]N−2

' [ln βD]N−1. (82)
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By substituting Eqs. (79) and (82) into Eq. (75), we have

− 1√
3a
βρ1 (aJν)N [ln βD]N−1, (83)

where a = (1 +
√

3)/4. Summing up Eq. (83) over N , we obtain the contribution from the

diagrams in Fig. 3 (a) as

− 1

2
√

3a
χm,0

aJν

1 + aJν ln[T/D]
. (84)

In the same way, the N -th order contributions represented by the diagram in Fig. 3 (b)

can be calculated as following:

(−i)
(
−J

∗

4

)N
ρ1

∑

s1···sN

∑

k1···kN

∫ ti−iβ

ti

dt0

∫ t

ti

dt1 · · · dtNΘ(t1 > · · · > tN)

×Tr
[
σz(t0)σ · σsN−1sN (tN) · · ·σ · σsNs1(t1)σz(t)

]

×g−−k1s1(t1, t2) · · · g−−kN−1sN−1
(tN−1, tN)g−−kNsN (tN , t1), (85)

and their summation over N leads to a logarithmic contribution as

− 1

2
√

3a
χm,0

aJ∗ν

1 + aJ∗ν ln[T/D]
. (86)

As a result, we obtain the leading singularity in the spin susceptibility calculated from

the diagrams in Fig. 3 as

χm ∼ χm,0

[
1− 1√

3a
Re

[
aJν

1 + aJν ln[T/D]

]]
. (87)

In the main text, we subtracted the unperturbed susceptibility from this result and wrote

the singular contribution as χ̃m = χm − χm,0.

TIME EVOLUTION UNDER THE PROJECTIVE MEASUREMENT

In the main text, we interpreted the suppression of the Kondo effect due to the measure-

ment backaction by using the unitary SWT. In this section, we show detailed calculations

of the unitary SWT and discuss time evolution of the density matrix under projective mea-

surement. Then, we show that the measurement backaction in the frame after the uniraty

SWT projects a single-particle state of the quantum dot onto another state with charge

fluctuations, thereby weakening the Kondo effect.
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The unitary SWT is widely used to map the Anderson impurity model to the Kondo model

[9]. Here, for simplicity, we consider a limit in which the excitation energies of the quantum

dot are sufficiently larger than those in the electron reservoirs, i.e., εk � |εd|, |εd + U |. In

this limit, the generator of the unitary SWT is given by

Su ' v
∑

s

[
1

εd + U
d†s̄ds̄(d

†
sc0s − c†0sds) +

1

εd
ds̄d
†
s̄(d
†
sc0s − c†0sds)

]
, (88)

where c0s =
∑

k cks is the annihilation operator of an electron at the site next to the quantum

dot. Through this transformation, a single-particle state of the quantum dot is mapped to

a state with charge fluctuations. For example, we have

eSu |↑↓〉A = M↑↓,↑↓ |↑↓〉K +M↑↓,↓↑ |↓↑〉K +M↑↓,20 |20〉K +M↑↓,02 |02〉K , (89)

where

M↑↓,↑↓ = 1− v2

2
[
1

ε2d
+

1

(εd + U)2
] +O(v3),

M↑↓,↓↑ = −v
2

2
[
1

ε2d
+

1

(εd + U)2
] +O(v3),

M↑↓,20 =
v

εd + U
+O(v3),

M↑↓,02 = − v
εd

+O(v3). (90)

Here, |σ〉, |0〉, and |2〉 denote a singly occupied state with spin σ, an empty state, and a

doubly occupied state, respectively, and |ij〉A (|ij〉K) denotes a quantum state in the frame

before (after) the transformation, where the dot site is in the |i〉 state and the reservoir site

next to the dot is in the |j〉 state. Thus, the backaction of the projective measurement of

the single-particle states produces charge fluctuations at the quantum dot in the frame after

the transformation.

Having obtained the basis after the unitary SWT, we now calculate an infinitesimal time

evolution under the projective measurement. Here we focus on the probability distribution

of several charge configurations such as

P↑↓(t) = K 〈↑↓| ρ(t) |↑↓〉K , P↓↑(t) = K 〈↓↑| ρ(t) |↓↑〉K ,

P20(t) = K 〈20| ρ(t) |20〉K , P02(t) = K 〈02| ρ(t) |02〉K . (91)

We consider an initial state

ρ(ti) = |02〉K K 〈02| ρ0 + [|↑↓〉K K 〈↑↓|+ |↓↑〉K K 〈↓↑|] ρ1 + |20〉K K 〈20| ρ2, (92)
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where ρ0 + 2ρ1 + ρ2 = 1. The initial state shown in the main text is a special case of this

state and is obtained by setting ρ0 = ρ2 = 0. Then, the initial values of the probability

distribution read

P02(ti) = ρ0, P↑↓(ti) = P↓↑(ti) = ρ1, P20(ti) = ρ2. (93)

The infinitesimal time evolution of the probability distribution is calculated from the Lind-

blad equation:

d

dt
Pij(ti) = K 〈ij|

[
γL̃ρ(ti)L̃

† − γ

2
{L̃†L̃, ρ(ti)}

]
|ij〉K , (94)

where L̃ = eSuLe−Su . The time evolution equations are approximated up to the second order

of v as

d

dt
P02(ti) = 2γ

v2

ε2d
(ρ1 − ρ0) +O(v3),

d

dt
P↑↓(ti) =

d

dt
P↓↑(ti) = γ

[
v2

ε2d
(ρ0 − ρ1)

v2

(εd + U)2
(ρ2 − ρ1)

]
+O(v3),

d

dt
P20(ti) = 2γ

v2

(εd + U)2
(ρ1 − ρ2) +O(v3). (95)

Since ρ1 is typically larger than ρ0 and ρ2 in the Kondo regime, we conclude that the distri-

bution of the charge-transferred states increases, d
dt
P02(ti),

d
dt
P20(ti) > 0, and the distribution

of the single-particle states decreases, d
dt
P↑↓(ti),

d
dt
P↓↑(ti) < 0. This tendency suggests that

the projective measurement of the singly occupied states facilitates charge fluctuations in

the frame after the unitary SWT, which prevent the formation of the Kondo singlet state.
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