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We propose a computationally efficient method to solve the dynamics of operators of bosonic
quantum systems coupled to their environments. The method maps the operator under interest to
a set of complex-valued functions, and its adjoint master equation to a set of partial differential
equations for these functions, which are subsequently solved numerically. In the limit of weak
coupling to the environment, the mapping of the operator enables storing the operator efficiently
during the simulation, leading to approximately quadratic improvement in the memory consumption
compared with the direct approach of solving the adjoint master equation in the number basis, while
retaining the computation time comparable. Moreover, the method enables efficient parallelization
which allows to optimize for the actual computational time to reach an approximately quadratic
speed up, while retaining the memory consumption comparable to the direct approach. We foresee
the method to prove useful, e.g., for the verification of the operation of superconducting quantum
processors.

Introduction.—In recent years, the potential to revolu-
tionize a spectrum of industries [1], such as finance [2],
pharmacy [3], and cybersecurity [4], has given a ma-
jor impetus towards realizations of practical-use quan-
tum computers [5–12]. The role of classical simulations
of such devices in the progress is of great importance.
First, accurate classical simulations contribute to the op-
timization of the control of a quantum processor to max-
imize the fidelity of the target quantum algorithm. Sec-
ond, while there has already been claims of achieving
the quantum supremacy [13, 14], these experiments need
to be verified against fully controllable classical simula-
tions. Third, a fair proof of quantum supremacy requires
a comparable effort put on the development of classical
simulations of the given experimental setup, which may
raise the bar for quantum computers.

Currently, some of the most prominent architectures
for programmable quantum computers are based on su-
perconducting technology [13, 15]. Such devices, among
a range of other quantum technological applications [16–
18], such as those employing quantum optics [14, 19] and
circuit quantum electrodynamics [20, 21], can predomi-
nantly be considered as bosonic systems. Recent progress
in the development of quantum technology, especially in
superconducting circuits [22–24], has enabled reaching
the limit of very weak interaction between the system
under interest and its environment [15, 25]. Therefore,
the weak interaction limit has become increasingly rele-

vant also for classical simulations.

Typically, the experiments with quantum processors
terminate with the measurement of the qubits in their
computational basis. However, a variety of problems of
experimental interest use instead measurements of cer-
tain other observables, including certain non-commuting
observables [26], correlation functions [27], and dynami-
cal linear response functions [28]. The Heisenberg picture
is the natural picture for the implementation of classi-
cal simulations of such schemes. The direct approach to
solve the dynamics of a given operator in the Heisenberg
picture is to transform its adjoint master equation into
a set of coupled scalar differential equations correspond-
ing to the number basis, or to some other basis [29–31],
and to integrate this set numerically. In this Letter, we
refer to the former of these methods to as the conven-
tional approach. Alternative techniques include the so-
called coherent state representation [32] and the phase
space formulation [33, 34]. However, in general these ap-
proaches are memory-consuming which poses stringent
requirements for the utilized computational hardware.

In this Letter, we push the boundaries of classical
simulations of weakly dissipative bosonic quantum sys-
tems in the Heisenberg picture. The proposed approach
is based on expanding the operator under interest in
a problem-specific operator basis, mapping the adjoint
master equation of the operator into a complex-valued
partial differential equation for the generating function
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FIG. 1. Schematic process chart of the proposed method
to solve the dynamics of operators of open bosonic quantum
systems. The symbols are defined in the main text in the
vicinity of the related equations. For clarity, we have used the
short-hand notation O for the temporal evolution operator of
the generating function G and similar notations for those of
Gx, Gy and R, and suppressed the temporal dependencies of
the Hamiltonian and the temporal evolution operators.

of this expansion, performing a simple and well-defined
transformation to this dynamic equation, and solving the
transformed dynamic equation numerically. In the pro-
cess, the operator is mapped to a set of complex-valued
functions in a fashion that enables storing it memory-
efficiently during the simulation. The approach poses no
assumptions on the structure or on the initial conditions
of the system.

To demonstrate the power of the proposed method,
we consider a network of coupled driven dissipative an-
harmonic oscillators, routinely used as a model of super-
conducting quantum processors based, for example, on
transmon qubits [35, 36]. To this end, we first use a
well-known property of Markovian master equations to
show that the most commonly used master equation for
the anharmonic oscillator breaks down already for arbi-
trarily weak anharmonicity, and consequently derive the
proper master equation starting from the first principles.
Subsequently, we use the conventional approach and our
approach to numerically solve the proper adjoint master
equation of the system and compare the memory con-
sumptions and computation times of the methods.

The method.—In this section, we provide a general de-
scription of the proposed method, see Fig. 1. For the
sake of clarity, we limit the consideration to single-mode
systems. However, the method straightforwardly gener-
alizes to an arbitrary number of discrete bosonic modes
as we show in [37]. Moreover, here we do not construct
the dynamics for the general dissipators. Such a treat-
ment is given subsequently when we consider the example
system of anharmonic oscillators.

We begin by introducing two elementary operators of

the system under interest, ô1 and ô2, such that (i) they

obey the commutation relation [ô2, ô1] = rÎ, where

r ∈ C \ {0} and Î is the identity operator, and (ii) their
monomials, {ôk1 ôl2}∞k,l=0, form a complete operator basis.
Consequently, we expand the Hamiltonian of the system
in the Heisenberg picture in this basis as

Ĥ(t)/~ =
∞∑

u,v=0

hu,v(t)ô
u
1 ô
v
2, (1)

and an arbitrary system operator as

Â(t) =

∞∑

k,l=0

fk,l(t)ô
k
1 ô
l
2. (2)

Examples of elementary operators that satisfy the above
conditions (i) and (ii) are the creation and annihilation
operators of a bosonic mode, ô1 = â† and ô2 = â, for
which r = 1, and the corresponding quadratures, ô1 = p̂
and ô2 = q̂, for which r = i. The utility in the intro-
duction of these generic elementary operators is clarified
below.

Let us consider a generic adjoint master equation of
the system [38],

˙̂
A(t) =

i

~
[Ĥ(t), Â(t)]

+
∑

n

κn
2

[
2L̂†nÂ(t)L̂n −

{
L̂†nL̂n, Â(t)

}]
, (3)

where the dot denotes the temporal derivative, L̂n is
the Lindblad jump operator of the noise channel n, and
{Ô1, Ô2} = Ô1Ô2 + Ô2Ô1 is the anticommutator. Op-
erator differential equations are in general difficult to
solve directly. To trasform Eq. (3) into a c-number dif-
ferential equation, we insert the expansions of Eqs. (1)
and (2) into Eq. (3) and define a complex-valued func-
tion F (x, y; t) =

∑∞
k,l=0 fk,l(t)x

kyl that generates the

expansion coefficients of operator Â(t). A lengthy cal-
culation yields the dynamic equation for the generating
function [37],

Ḟ (x, y; t)

= i
[

: H(x, r∂x + y; t
)

: − : H
(
x+ r∂y, y; t) :

]
F (x, y; t)

+
∑

n

κnOn(x, ∂x, y, ∂y, r)F (x, y; t), (4)

where : ∗ : denotes ordering of the variables to the left
with respect to the differentiation operators, H(x, y; t) =∑∞
u,v=0 hu,v(t)x

uyv, and On is a multivariate function of
the coordinates and the differential operators associated
with the noise channel n. For brevity, we omit the general
form of On. However, in Eq. (S21) in [37] we implicitly
provide it for the anharmonic oscillator, and the tech-
nique used therein to derive it is also applicable for other
systems of interest. Note that the choice of the func-
tion basis in the definition of F is arbitrary and different
choices lead to different forms of the dynamic equation.
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To the best of our knowledge, the adjoint master equa-
tion has not previously been mapped to the form of
Eq. (4). Note that Eq. (4) can be readily solved numer-
ically. However, we take here a more involved approach
by defining a new generating function as G(x, y; t) =

er
−1xyF (x, y; t). The idea is to transform the dynamic

equation into an almost separable form to enable stor-
ing the generating function in terms of univariate func-
tions and a residual function. When discretizing these
functions for simulation, the univariate functions and the
residual function can be stored more compactly than the
untransformed bivariate generating function. The trans-
formed dynamic equation reads

Ġ(x, y; t) = i
[

: H(x, r∂x; t) : − : H(r∂y, y; t) :
]
G(x, y; t)

+
∑

n

κnO
′
n(x, ∂x, y, ∂y, r)G(x, y; t), (5)

where O′n = er
−1xyOne

−r−1xy. The new generating func-
tion G(x, y; t) =

∑∞
k,l=0 gk,l(t)x

kyl can be expressed in
terms of the original coefficients as

gk,l(t) =

min(k,l)∑

j=0

r−j

j!
fk−j,l−j(t). (6)

The new generating function corresponds to the operator
expansion

Â(t) =
∞∑

k,l=0

gk,l(t)T̂k,l, (7)

where the operator basis elements are given by

T̂k,l =
∞∑

j=0

(−r)−j
j!

ôk+j1 ôl+j2 , (8)

which can be verified by inserting Eqs. (6) and (8) into
Eq. (7).

Next, we introduce three new complex-valued func-
tions according to G(x, y; t) = Gx(x; t)Gy(y; t) +
R(x, y; t), which are governed by

Ġx(x; t) =
[
i : H(x, r∂x; t

)
: +C]Gx(x; t), (9a)

Ġy(y; t) = −
[
i : H(r∂y, y; t

)
: +C]Gy(y; t), (9b)

Ṙ(x, y; t) = i
[

: H(x, r∂x; t) : − : H(r∂y, y; t) :
]
R(x, y; t)

+
∑

n

κnO
′
n(x, ∂x, y, ∂y, r)G(x, y; t), (9c)

where C is the separation constant. Suppose that the
new generating function is initially separable, that is,
G(x, y; 0) = Gx(x; 0)Gy(y; 0) and R(x, y; 0) = 0. From
Eq. (9c) it is evident that if κnt is small for all n, then
the function R can be approximated as a zero func-
tion. Moreover, in the following we find that in the
case of a network of damped anharmonic oscillators and
larger κnt, R can be approximated as a single-variable

function. This implies that the transformation enables
storing the operator memory-efficiently as a set of three
single-variable functions intead of one two-variable func-
tion.

Note that any G(x, y; 0) can be expressed as a linear
combination of separable functions, e.g. as

G(x, y; 0) =
∞∑

p,q=0

gp,q(0)xpyq

=:

∞∑

p,q=0

gp,q(0)G(p)
x (x; 0)G(q)

y (y; 0)

=:

∞∑

p,q=0

gp,q(0)G(p,q)(x, y; 0). (10)

Thus, by solving the linear dynamics of each of such
initially separable function G(p,q)(x, y; 0), we can recon-
struct the dynamics of G(x, y; t). The initial expansion
coefficients read

fk,l(t) =

min(k,l)∑

j=0

(−r)−j
j!

∞∑

p,q=0

gp,q(0)g
(p,q)
k−j,l−j(t), (11)

where g
(p,q)
k,l (t) are the expansion coefficients of

G(p,q)(x, y; t) in the chosen function basis {xkyl}∞k,l=0.
Note that this approach requires solving the dynamics of
N2

thr generating functions, where Nthr denotes the trun-
cation of the Taylor expansion in Eq. (10). This number
is reduced to Nthr if the initial operator is sub-, super-,
or diagonal in the chosen operator basis, that is,

Â(0) =
∞∑

k=max(0,−d)
fk,k+d(0)ôk1 ô

k+d
2 , (12)

where d ∈ Z defines whether the initial operator is sub-
(d < 0), super- (d > 0), or diagonal (d = 0). In this case,
the initial expansion coefficients read

fk,l(t) =

min(k,l)∑

j=0

(−r)−j
j!

∞∑

p=max(0,−d)
gp,p+d(0)g

(p,p+d)
k−j,l−j(t).

(13)

Examples of operators that possess this favorable prop-
erty include the number state projectors, the powers and
cumulants of ô1ô2, the operator defining the leakage er-
ror from a subspace spanned by number states, and the
squeezing operator. Note that the dynamics of each
G(p,q)(x, y; t) is independent. Thus, the numerical in-
tegration of these transformed generating functions can
be parallelized in an ideal fashion.

In summary, the method presented in this section can
be used to solve the dynamics of an operator of an
open bosonic system as follows: (i) Determine the initial
transformed expansion coefficients gp,q(0) using Eqs. (2)
and (6). (ii) Numerically solve Eqs. (9a)–(9c) with the
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initial condition G(p,q)(x, y; 0) = xpyq for each non-
negligible gp,q(0). (iii) If desired, reconstruct the original
expansion coefficients of the operator using Eq. (11).

Master equation for the anharmonic oscillator.—In
this section, we present a master equation for the anhar-
monic oscillator, which we subsequently solve to demon-
strate the power of our method. To justify solving it
instead of the conventionally used master equation, we
first argue that the latter is not accurate even for low
values of anharmonicity.

It has been shown that the von Neumann entropy pro-
duction rate Π = Ṡ − T−1E Ė of any Markovian quantum
system is non-negative [38], where S = −kBTr(ρ̂ ln ρ̂) is
the von Neumann entropy of the system, TE is the tem-
perature of its environment, E = 〈Ĥ〉 is the mean energy
of the system, kB is the Boltzmann constant, and ρ̂ is the
density operator of the system. Consider the commonly
used master equation of the anharmonic oscillator [39–43]

˙̂ρ(t) =− iω[â†â, ρ̂(t)]− iη[(â†)2â2, ρ̂(t)]

+
κ

2
(n̄+ 1)

[
2âρ̂(t)â† − â†âρ̂(t)− ρ̂(t)â†â

]

+
κ

2
n̄
[
2â†ρ̂(t)â− ââ†ρ̂(t)− ρ̂(t)ââ†

]
, (14)

where ω is the angular frequency difference between the
two least energetic states, η is the anharmonicity, and
n̄ = [e~ω/(kBTE) − 1]−1 is the mean number of excita-
tions in the environment in the mode with the angular
frequency ω. In [37] we show that given a diagonal ini-
tial state of the form ρ̂(0) = N∑∞n=0 e

−cn|n〉〈n|, where
N is a normalization constant, for all non-zero values of
η there exists c > 0 such that the conventionally used
master equation leads to a negative entropy production
rate. Consequently, the conventional master equation is
not accurate even in the limit of weak anharmonicity.

Due to this observation, in [37] we derive the proper
Markovian master equation starting from the first prin-
ciples, following Refs. [44] and [45]. The master equation
reads

˙̂ρ =− iω[â†â, ρ̂(t)]− iη[(â†)2â2, ρ̂(t)] +
κ

2

∞∑

k=0

(k + 1)

×
[
(n̄k+1 + 1)

(
2ρk+1,k+1|k〉〈k| − {|k + 1〉〈k + 1|, ρ̂}

)

+ n̄k+1

(
2ρk,k|k + 1〉〈k + 1| − {|k〉〈k|, ρ̂}

)]
, (15)

where n̄k = [e~(ω+2kη)/(kBTE) − 1]−1, ρk,k = 〈k|ρ̂|k〉, and

|k〉〈k| = 1
k!

∑∞
p=0

(−1)p
p! (â†)k+pâk+p. A similar but less

explicit form of the master equation of the anharmonic
oscillator is given in [46]. In [37], we show analytically
that this master equation cures the inconsistency pre-
sented above in the limit of small TE.

Example: network of coupled driven dissipative anhar-
monic oscillators.—Let us consider a network of N bilin-
early coupled, classically driven anharmonic oscillators.
Adopting the rotating-wave approximation, the Hamil-

tonian of the system in the Schrödinger picture reads

Ĥ/~ =
N∑

j=1

[
ωq,j â

†
j âj + ηj

(
â†j
)2
â2j + iΩj âje

+iωd,jt + H.c.

+
N∑

j 6=j′=1

Jj,j′ âj â
†
j′

]
, (16)

where ωd,j is the drive frequency and Ωj is the complex
drive amplitude of the anharmonic oscillator j, H.c. de-
notes the Hermitian conjugate of the previous term, and
Jj,j′ = Jj′,j is the coupling constant between the oscilla-
tors j and j′.

In the numerical simulations below, we approximate
the Hamiltonian to be constant during each small time
step. Thus, we can simply replace the Hamiltonian
of the system transformed into the Heisenberg pic-
ture in the adjoint master equation (3) by the above
Schrödinger picture Hamiltonian. Moreover, we model
the dissipation in each oscillator with the dissipator pre-
sented in Eq. (15), and for simplicity, assume TE = 0
and choose the elementary operators as ô1 = â† and
ô2 = â. Finally, we define G(x1, y1, . . . , xN , yN ; t) =

F (x1, y1, . . . , xN , yN ; t)
∏N
j=1 e

xjyj to obtain the follow-
ing dynamic equation for the transformed generating
function

Ġ =

(
Kx +Ky +

N∑

j=1

κjPj

)
G, (17)

where

Kx =
N∑

j=1

[(
iωq,j −

κj
2

+ i
N∑

j 6=j′=1

Jj,j′

)
xj∂xj

+ iηjx
2
j∂

2
xj
− Ωje

+iωd,jt∂xj
+ Ω∗je

−iωd,jtxj

]
, (18a)

Ky =
N∑

j=1

[(
− iωq,j −

κj
2
− i

N∑

j 6=j′=1

Jj,j′

)
yj∂yj

− iηjy2j∂2yj + Ωje
+iωd,jtyj − Ω∗je

−iωd,jt∂yj

]
, (18b)

PjG = xjyj

×
∑

k1,l1,...,kN ,lN

δkj ,ljgk1,l1,...,kN ,lNx
k1
1 y

l1
1 . . . x

kN
N ylNN ,

(18c)

where we have used the short-hand notation G ≡
G(x1, y1, . . . , xN , yN ; t). Similarly to the previous sec-
tions, we introduce three new complex-valued functions,
which yields

Ġx =
(
Kx + C

)
Gx, (19a)

Ġy =
(
Ky − C

)
Gy, (19b)

Ṙ =

(
Kx +Ky +

N∑

j=1

κjPj

)
R+

N∑

j=1

κjPjGxGy. (19c)
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TABLE I. Physical parameters used in the numerical simula-
tions.

Parameter ωq,j ωd,j ηj Ω1 Ωj>1 κj Jj,j′

Value (2π×MHz) 3500 3500 250 125 0 0.02/2π 10

To solve the dynamics of the operator under in-
terest, Eqs. (19a)–(19c) are solved with several ini-
tial conditions, G(p1,q1,...,pN ,qN )(x1, y1, . . . , xN , yN ; 0) =∏N
j=1 x

pj
j y

qj
j . The separation constant C is chosen such

that it provides sufficient numerical stability. Here, we
use the constant that minimizes the energy of the normal-
ized derivatives, |Ġx/Gx|2 + |Ġy/Gy|2, of the uncoupled
system at t = 0. Such a constant depends on the initial
conditions and reads

C = − i

2

N∑

j=1

[
(ωq,j − ηj)(pj + qj) + ηj

(
p2j + q2j

)]
. (20)

We implement numerical solvers based on our ap-
proach and on the conventional approach. The physi-
cal simulation parameters are chosen to correspond to
a typical superconducting quantum processor, and are
given in Table I. The operator for which we solve the

FIG. 2. Largest number of stored elements during the simu-
lation (top panels) and the number of computational elemen-
tary operations per time step (bottom panels) as functions
of scaled time (left panels) and the number of subsystems
(right panels). The scaled time used in the right panels is
ωqt/π = 10. The squares correspond to the conventional ap-
proach and the diamonds to our approach. The green symbols
correspond to the number of oscillators N = 1 and the blue
symbols to N = 2.

dynamics is Â(0) =
N⊗
j=1

âj . For both methods, the nu-

merical integration is implemented using the fourth-order
Runge–Kutta method. By tuning the threshold for trun-
cating the representation of the operator, we force the
relative errors εr to be approximately constant, 100 ppm,
for all the simulations. The relative error is defined as
εr = ‖M −Mref‖2/‖Mref‖2, where ‖ ∗ ‖2 is the element-
wise L2 norm, M is the representation of the operator
in the number basis truncated to three least energetic
states, and Mref is that given by the reference method.
The reference method is the conventional method exe-
cuted by storing a larger representation during the sim-
ulation, and by using half the time step.

The results in Fig. 2 show that both the number of
the stored elements and the number of operations in-
crease with increasing time of the evolution of the sys-
tem for both of the methods. Furthermore, we find that
increasing κjt to values for which the residual function
R cannot be approximated as a zero function, it is nev-
ertheless well-approximated by a function of N variables
only, namely, {xjyj}Nj=1. The number of stored elements
of the conventional approach scales as the square of that
required by our approach as a function of the number
of subsystems. This is expected since our approach only
requires storing N -variable functions during the simula-
tion whereas the conventional approach requires storing a
2N -variable function. Finally, the number of operations
scales similarly for both of the methods as a function
of N . This is expected since increasing N increases the
number of generating functions, the dynamics of which
are to be solved for our method.

Conclusions.—We have introduced a numerically effi-
cient approach to solve the dynamics of certain operators
of weakly open bosonic systems. The approach is based
on expanding the operators of the system in a problem-
specific operator order, mapping the adjoint master equa-
tion into a dynamic equation for a generating function of
this expansion, applying a transformation to the dynamic
equation, and solving it by numerical integration. By
considering a network of classically driven damped an-
harmonic oscillators, we demonstrate that our approach
reduces the memory consumption compared to the con-
ventional method quadratically. Moreover, we observe
that the computation times of the methods are compa-
rable. However, parallelization of the computationally
heavy steps of our method enables reaching a speed-up
compared with the conventional approach. In the future,
the generality of the proposed approach enables apply-
ing it to a range of weakly open bosonic systems under
topical interest. Moreover, the technique may be further
generalized by considering expansions in more general op-
erator orders and function bases. This may broaden the
applicability of the proposed technique even further.
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Akseli Mäkinen,1, 2, 3 Joni Ikonen,1, 2 Takaaki Aoki,3, 4 Jani Tuorila,1 Yuichiro Matsuzaki,3, 5 and Mikko Möttönen2, 6
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DYNAMIC EQUATION FOR THE GENERATING FUNCTION OF AN ARBITRARY OPERATOR OF
AN ARBITRARY MULTIMODE BOSONIC SYSTEM

In this section, we derive the dynamic equation for the generating function of an operator of a general bosonic system
consisting of N discrete modes. For simplicity, we assume here that the system is closed. However, we demonstrate
a derivation of the part of the dynamic equation related to the Lindblad part of the adjoint master equation for the
anharmonic oscillator in Eqs. (S19)–(S21). Similarly to the main text, we define for each mode j two elementary
operators ôj,1 and ôj,2 that obey the commutation relation [ôj,2, ôj,1] = rj Î, and further note that the operators
between different modes commute. In terms of these operators, the Hamiltonian of the system in the Heisenberg
picture can be expanded as

Ĥ(t) = ~
∑

(u,v)∈N2N
0

hu,v(t)
N⊗

j=1

ô
uj

j,1ô
vj
j,2, (S1)

where u = {u1, . . . , uN} and v = {v1, . . . , vN}, and an arbitrary operator of the system as

Â(t) =
∑

(k,l)∈N2N
0

fk,l(t)
N⊗

j=1

ô
kj
j,1ô

lj
j,2. (S2)

In the following, the summations range from 0 to ∞ for each index unless otherwise stated. Assuming that the

operator does not depend explicitly on time, it evolves according to
˙̂
A(t) = i

~
[
Ĥ(t), Â(t)

]
, which leads to

∑

k,l

ḟk,l(t)
N⊗

j=1

ô
kj
j,1ô

lj
j,2 = i

[∑

u,v

hu,v(t)
N⊗

j=1

ô
uj

j,1ô
vj
j,2,
∑

k,l

fk,l(t)
N⊗

j=1

ô
kj
j,1ô

lj
j,2

]

= i
∑

u,v

hu,v(t)
∑

k,l

fk,l(t)

(
N⊗

j=1

ô
uj

j,1ô
vj
j,2ô

kj
j,1ô

lj
j,2 −

N⊗

j=1

ô
kj
j,1ô

lj
j,2ô

uj

j,1ô
vj
j,2

)

= i
∑

u,v

hu,v(t)
∑

k,l

fk,l(t)

[
N⊗

j=1

ô
uj

j,1

min(vj ,kj)∑

sj=0

r
sj
j sj !

(
vj
sj

)(
kj
sj

)
ô
kj−sj
j,1 ô

vj−sj
j,2 ô

lj
j,2

−
N⊗

j=1

ô
kj
j,1

min(lj ,uj)∑

sj=0

r
sj
j sj !

(
lj
sj

)(
uj
sj

)
ô
uj−sj
j,1 ô

lj−sj
j,2 ô

vj
j,2

]
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= i
∑

u,v

hu,v(t)
∑

k,l

fk,l(t)

[
N⊗

j=1

min(vj ,kj)∑

sj=0

r
sj
j sj !

(
vj
sj

)(
kj
sj

)
ô
kj+uj−sj
j,1 ô

lj+vj−sj
j,2

−
N⊗

j=1

min(lj ,uj)∑

sj=0

r
sj
j sj !

(
lj
sj

)(
uj
sj

)
ô
kj+uj−sj
j,1 ô

lj+vj−sj
j,2

]
, (S3)

where in the second step we have used the commutation relations of operator monomials [1]. By defining the binomial

coefficients as
(
n
m

)
= Γ(n+1)

Γ(m+1)Γ(n−m+1) we can extend the summations over sj ’s to infinity in order to simplify the

reorganization of the summations. Consequently,

∑

k,l

ḟk,l(t)
N⊗

j=1

ô
kj
j,1ô

lj
j,2 = i

∑

u,v

hu,v(t)
∑

k,l

fk,l(t)
N⊗

j=1

∞∑

sj=0

r
sj
j sj !

(
vj
sj

)(
kj
sj

)
ô
kj+uj−sj
j,1 ô

lj+vj−sj
j,2

− i
∑

u,v

hu,v(t)
∑

k,l

fk,l(t)

N⊗

j=1

∞∑

sj=0

r
sj
j sj !

(
lj
sj

)(
uj
sj

)
ô
kj+uj−sj
j,1 ô

lj+vj−sj
j,2

= i
∑

u,v

hu,v(t)
N⊗

j=1

∑

s

∑

k,l

fk,l(t)r
sj
j sj !

(
vj
sj

)(
kj
sj

)
ô
kj+uj−sj
j,1 ô

lj+vj−sj
j,2

− i
∑

u,v

hu,v(t)
N⊗

j=1

∑

s

∑

k,l

fk,l(t)r
sj
j sj !

(
lj
sj

)(
uj
sj

)
ô
kj+uj−sj
j,1 ô

lj+vj−sj
j,2

= i
∑

u,v

hu,v(t)

N⊗

j=1

∑

s

∑

k,l

fk−u+s,l−v+s(t)r
sj
j sj !

(
vj
sj

)(
kj − uj + sj

sj

)
ô
kj
j,1ô

lj
j,2

− i
∑

u,v

hu,v(t)
N⊗

j=1

∑

s

∑

k,l

fk−u+s,l−v+s(t)r
sj
j sj !

(
lj − vj + sj

sj

)(
uj
sj

)
ô
kj
j,1ô

lj
j,2. (S4)

Using the completeness of the operator monomials we directly obtain

ḟk,l(t) = i
∑

u,v

hu,v(t)
∑

s

fk−u+s,l−v+s(t)r
sj
j sj !

(
vj
sj

)(
kj − uj + sj

sj

)

− i
∑

u,v

hu,v(t)
∑

s

fk−u+s,l−v+s(t)r
sj
j sj !

(
lj − vj + sj

sj

)(
uj
sj

)
. (S5)

Multiplying the both sides by
∏N
j=1 x

kj
j y

lj
j and performing the summation over the indices kj and lj gives

∑

k,l

N∏

j=1

x
kj
j y

lj
j ḟk,l(t) = i

∑

k,l

N∏

j=1

x
kj
j y

lj
j

∑

u,v

hu,v(t)
∑

s

fk−u+s,l−v+s(t)r
sj
j sj !

(
vj
sj

)(
kj − uj + sj

sj

)

− i
∑

k,l

N∏

j=1

x
kj
j y

lj
j

∑

u,v

hu,v(t)
∑

s

fk−u+s,l−v+s(t)r
sj
j sj !

(
lj − vj + sj

sj

)(
uj
sj

)
. (S6)

Defining a generating function related to the operator Â(t) in the chosen operator order as F (x,y; t) =∑
k,l fk,l(t)

∏N
j=1 x

kj
j y

lj
j finally gives us

Ḟ (x,y; t) = i
∑

u,v

hu,v(t)
∑

s,k,l

fk−u+s,l−v+s(t)
N∏

j=1

x
kj
j y

lj
j r

sj
j

(
vj
sj

)
(kj − uj + sj)!

(kj − uj)!

− i
∑

u,v

hu,v(t)
∑

s,k,l

fk−u+s,l−v+s(t)

N∏

j=1

x
kj
j y

lj
j r

sj
j

(lj − vj + sj)!

(lj − vj)!

(
uj
sj

)

= i
∑

u,v

hu,v(t)
∑

s,k,l

fk,l(t)
N∏

j=1

x
kj+uj−sj
j y

lj+vj−sj
j r

sj
j

(
vj
sj

)
kj !

(kj − sj)!
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− i
∑

u,v

hu,v(t)
∑

s,k,l

fk,l(t)

N∏

j=1

x
kj+uj−sj
j y

lj+vj−sj
j r

sj
j

lj !

(lj − sj)!

(
uj
sj

)

= i
∑

u,v

hu,v(t)
∑

s,k,l

fk,l(t)
N∏

j=1

x
uj

j y
vj−sj
j r

sj
j

(
vj
sj

)
kj !

(kj − sj)!
x
kj−sj
j y

lj
j

− i
∑

u,v

hu,v(t)
∑

s,k,l

fk,l(t)
N∏

j=1

x
uj−sj
j y

vj
j r

sj
j

(
uj
sj

)
lj !

(lj − sj)!
x
kj
j y

lj−sj
j

= i
∑

u,v

hu,v(t)
∑

k,l

fk,l(t)

N∏

j=1

x
uj

j

∑

sj

(
vj
sj

)
y
vj−sj
j r

sj
j ∂

sj
xj
x
kj
j y

lj
j

− i
∑

u,v

hu,v(t)
∑

k,l

fk,l(t)
N∏

j=1

y
vj
j

∑

sj

(
uj
sj

)
x
uj−sj
j r

sj
j ∂

sj
yjx

kj
j y

lj
j

= i
∑

u,v

hu,v(t)
∑

k,l

fk,l(t)
N∏

j=1

x
uj

j

(
yj + rj∂xj

)vj
x
kj
j y

lj
j − i

∑

u,v

hu,v(t)
∑

k,l

fk,l(t)
N∏

j=1

y
vj
j

(
xj + rj∂yj

)uj
x
kj
j y

lj
j

= i
∑

u,v

hu,v(t)

N∏

j=1

x
uj

j

(
yj + rj∂xj

)vj ∑

k,l

fk,l(t)x
kj
j y

lj
j − i

∑

u,v

hu,v(t)

N∏

j=1

y
vj
j

(
xj + rj∂yj

)uj
∑

k,l

fk,l(t)x
kj
j y

lj
j

⇒ Ḟ (x,y; t) = i
[

: H
(
x, r ◦ ∂x + y; t

)
: − : H

(
x + r ◦ ∂y,y; t

)
:
]
F (x,y; t), (S7)

where r = (r1, . . . , rN )T, T denotes the transpose, : ∗ : is an operator that orders the variables to the left with respect

to the differentiation operators, ◦ denotes the Hadamard product, and H(x,y; t) =
∑

u,v hu,v(t)
∏N
j=1 x

uj

j y
vj
j . This

concludes the derivation. Note that for single-mode systems this equation reduces to the first two lines of Eq. (4) of
the main text.

THE ANHARMONIC OSCILLATOR

Master equation—In this section, we derive the master equation for the anharmonic oscillator starting from the
first principles, following Refs. [2, 3]. In the limit of weak interaction between the system under interest and its
environment, the microscopic Hamiltonian reads [4]

Ĥtot = Ĥ + ĤE + ĤI, (S8)

where

Ĥ = ~ωâ†â+ ~η
(
â†
)2
â2, (S9a)

ĤE = ~
∑

k

ωk b̂
†
k b̂k, (S9b)

ĤI = ~
∑

k

gk
(
â+ â†

)(
b̂k + b̂†k

)
(S9c)

= Â
∑

k

B̂k, (S9d)

are the Hamiltonians of the anharmonic oscillator, the environment, and the bilinear coupling between the system
and the environment. Here, we have defined Â = â + â† and B̂k = ~gk

(
b̂k + b̂†k

)
. In the energy eigenbasis of the

system under interest, we have

Â(ξ) =
∑

E′,E

1(E′ − E = ~ξ)〈E|Â|E′〉|E〉〈E′|

=
∞∑

n,m=0

1[~m(ω − η + ηm)− ~n(ω − η + ηn) = ~ξ]〈n|
(
â+ â†

)
|m〉|n〉〈m|



4

=
∞∑

n,m=0

1[~m(ω − η + ηm)− ~n(ω − η + ηn) = ~ξ]
(√
m〈n|m− 1〉+

√
m+ 1〈n|m+ 1〉

)
|n〉〈m|

=

∞∑

n=0

1{~(n+ 1)[ω − η + η(n+ 1)]− ~n(ω − η + ηn) = ~ξ}
√
n+ 1|n〉〈n+ 1|

+
∞∑

n=1

1{~(n− 1)[ω − η + η(n− 1)]− ~n(ω − η + ηn) = ~ξ}√n|n〉〈n− 1|

=
∞∑

n=0

[
1(ω + 2ηn = ξ)

√
n+ 1|n〉〈n+ 1|+ 1(ω + 2ηn = −ξ)

√
n+ 1|n+ 1〉〈n|

]
, (S10)

where 1(∗) is the indicator function. In the interaction picture with respect to Ĥ + ĤE, B̂k reads

˜̂
Bk(t) = e+i(Ĥ+ĤE)t/~B̂ke

−i(Ĥ+ĤE)t/~

= ~gke−iωktb̂k + ~gke+iωktb̂†k. (S11)

Consequently,

γk,l(ξ) =
1

~2

∫ ∞

−∞
dt eiξt

〈 ˜̂
Bk(t)B̂l(0)

〉

≈
∫ ∞

−∞
dt eiξtgkgl

(
e−iωkt

〈
b̂k b̂
†
l

〉
+ e+iωkt

〈
b̂†k b̂l

〉)
, (S12)

where we have used
〈
b̂k b̂l

〉
=
〈
b̂†k b̂
†
l

〉
= 0, which holds for environments consisting of harmonic oscillators in thermal

equilibrium. In the interaction picture, the master equation after neglecting the Lamb shift reads

∂t ˜̂ρ(t) =
∑

ξ

∑

k,l

γk,l(ξ)

[
Â(ξ)˜̂ρ(t)Â†(ξ)− 1

2
Â†(ξ)Â(ξ)˜̂ρ(t)− 1

2
˜̂ρ(t)Â†(ξ)Â(ξ)

]

=
∑

ξ

∑

k,l

∫ ∞

−∞
dt eiξtgkgl

(
e−iωkt

〈
b̂k b̂
†
l

〉
+ e+iωkt

〈
b̂†k b̂l

〉)[
Â(ξ)˜̂ρ(t)Â†(ξ)− 1

2
Â†(ξ)Â(ξ)˜̂ρ(t)− 1

2
˜̂ρ(t)Â†(ξ)Â(ξ)

]
.

(S13)

Transforming the summations over the indices k and l into integrals, the master equation obtains the form

∂t ˜̂ρ(t) =
∑

ξ

∫ ∞

−∞

dω1

2π
ρ(ω1)

∫ ∞

−∞

dω2

2π
ρ(ω2)

∫ ∞

−∞
dt eiξtg(ω1)g(ω2)

[
e−iω1t

〈
b̂(ω1)b̂†(ω2)

〉
+ e+iω1t

〈
b̂†(ω1)b̂(ω2)

〉]

×
[
Â(ξ)˜̂ρ(t)Â†(ξ)− 1

2
Â†(ξ)Â(ξ)˜̂ρ(t)− 1

2
˜̂ρ(t)Â†(ξ)Â(ξ)

]
, (S14)

where ρ(ωj) is the density of states. By defining
〈
b̂(ω1)b̂†(ω2)

〉
= 2πδ(ω1 − ω2)

[
n̄(ω1) + 1

]
and

〈
b̂†(ω1)b̂(ω2)

〉
=

2πδ(ω1 − ω2)n̄(ω1), we finally obtain

∂t ˜̂ρ(t) =
∑

ξ

∫ ∞

−∞

dω1

2π
ρ(ω1)

∫ ∞

−∞

dω2

2π
ρ(ω2)

∫ ∞

−∞
dt eiξtg(ω1)g(ω2)× 2πδ(ω1 − ω2)

{
e−iω1t

[
n̄(ω1) + 1

]
+ e+iω1tn̄(ω1)

}

×
[
Â(ξ)˜̂ρ(t)Â†(ξ)− 1

2
Â†(ξ)Â(ξ)˜̂ρ(t)− 1

2
˜̂ρ(t)Â†(ξ)Â(ξ)

]

=
∑

ξ

∫ ∞

−∞

dω1

2π
ρ2(ω1)

∫ ∞

−∞
dt eiξtg2(ω1)

{
e−iω1t

[
n̄(ω1) + 1

]
+ e+iω1tn̄(ω1)

}

×
[
Â(ξ)˜̂ρ(t)Â†(ξ)− 1

2
Â†(ξ)Â(ξ)˜̂ρ(t)− 1

2
˜̂ρ(t)Â†(ξ)Â(ξ)

]

=
∑

ξ

∫ ∞

−∞
dω1 ρ

2(ω1)g2(ω1)
{
δ(ξ − ω1)

[
n̄(ω1) + 1

]
+ δ(ξ + ω1)n̄(ω1)

}



5

×
[
Â(ξ)˜̂ρ(t)Â†(ξ)− 1

2
Â†(ξ)Â(ξ)˜̂ρ(t)− 1

2
˜̂ρ(t)Â†(ξ)Â(ξ)

]

=
∑

ξ

ρ2(ξ)g2(ξ)
[
n̄(ξ) + 1

][
Â(ξ)˜̂ρ(t)Â†(ξ)− 1

2
Â†(ξ)Â(ξ)˜̂ρ(t)− 1

2
˜̂ρ(t)Â†(ξ)Â(ξ)

]

+
∑

ξ

ρ2(−ξ)g2(−ξ)n̄(−ξ)
[
Â(ξ)˜̂ρ(t)Â†(ξ)− 1

2
Â†(ξ)Â(ξ)˜̂ρ(t)− 1

2
˜̂ρ(t)Â†(ξ)Â(ξ)

]

=
∑

ξ>0

ρ2(ξ)g2(ξ)
[
n̄(ξ) + 1

][
Â(ξ)˜̂ρ(t)Â†(ξ)− 1

2
Â†(ξ)Â(ξ)˜̂ρ(t)− 1

2
˜̂ρ(t)Â†(ξ)Â(ξ)

]

+
∑

ξ<0

ρ2(−ξ)g2(−ξ)n̄(−ξ)
[
Â(ξ)˜̂ρ(t)Â†(ξ)− 1

2
Â†(ξ)Â(ξ)˜̂ρ(t)− 1

2
˜̂ρ(t)Â†(ξ)Â(ξ)

]

=
∞∑

n=0

ρ2(ω + 2ηn)g2(ω + 2ηn)
[
n̄(ω + 2ηn) + 1

]
(n+ 1)

[
|n〉〈n+ 1| ˜̂ρ(t)|n+ 1〉〈n| − 1

2

{
|n+ 1〉〈n+ 1|, ˜̂ρ(t)

}]

+
∞∑

n=0

ρ2(ω + 2ηn)g2(ω + 2ηn)n̄(ω + 2ηn)(n+ 1)

[
|n+ 1〉〈n| ˜̂ρ(t)|n〉〈n+ 1| − 1

2

{
|n〉〈n|, ˜̂ρ(t)

}]

' κ

2

∞∑

n=0

(
n̄n + 1

)
(n+ 1)

[
2|n〉〈n+ 1| ˜̂ρ(t)|n+ 1〉〈n| −

{
|n+ 1〉〈n+ 1|, ˜̂ρ(t)

}]

+
κ

2

∞∑

n=0

n̄n(n+ 1)
[
2|n+ 1〉〈n| ˜̂ρ(t)|n〉〈n+ 1| −

{
|n〉〈n|, ˜̂ρ(t)

}]
, (S15)

where we have used the fact that the density of states is zero for negative frequencies, approximated ρ(ω+2ηn) ≈ ρ(ω)
and g(ω + 2ηn) ≈ g(ω), and defined κ := ρ2(ω)g2(ω) and

n̄n := n̄(ω + 2ηn) = Tr
[
b̂†nb̂ne

−~(ω+2nη)b̂†nb̂n/kBTE/Z
]

=
1

e~(ω+2nη)/kBTE − 1
. (S16)

Finally, transforming back to the Schrödinger picture according to e−iĤt/~ ˜̂ρ(t)e+iĤt/~ = ρ̂(t), we have

∂tρ̂(t) =
i

~
[
ρ̂(t), Ĥ

]
+
κ

2

∞∑

n=0

(
n̄n + 1

)
(n+ 1)

[
2|n〉〈n+ 1|ρ̂(t)|n+ 1〉〈n| −

{
|n+ 1〉〈n+ 1|, ρ̂(t)

}]

+
κ

2

∞∑

n=0

n̄n(n+ 1)
[
2|n+ 1〉〈n|ρ̂(t)|n〉〈n+ 1| −

{
|n〉〈n|, ρ̂(t)

}]
, (S17)

where TE is the temperature of the environment.
Dynamic equation for the generating function for the dissipator—Here, we derive the dynamic equation for
the dissipator of the anharmonic oscillator derived above. For simplicity, we assume zero-temperature bath such that
n̄n = 0 for all n ∈ N0. We begin by writing down the adjoint of the dissipator part of Eq. (S17),

∂tÂ(t) =
κ

2

∞∑

n=0

(n+ 1)
[
2|n+ 1〉〈n|Â(t)|n〉〈n+ 1| − |n+ 1〉〈n+ 1|Â(t)− Â(t)|n+ 1〉〈n+ 1|

]

=
κ

2

[
2
∞∑

n=0

(n+ 1)|n+ 1〉〈n|Â(t)|n〉〈n+ 1| − â†âÂ(t)− Â(t)â†â

]
. (S18)
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By expanding the operator under interest in the normal order this equation obtains the form

∂t

∞∑

k,l=0

fk,l(t)
(
â†
)k
âl

=
κ

2

[
2
∞∑

n=0

(n+ 1)|n+ 1〉〈n|
∞∑

k,l=0

fk,l(t)
(
â†
)k
âl|n〉〈n+ 1| − â†â

∞∑

k,l=0

fk,l(t)
(
â†
)k
âl −

∞∑

k,l=0

fk,l(t)
(
â†
)k
âlâ†â

]

=
κ

2

{
2
∞∑

n=0

(n+ 1)
∞∑

k=0

fk,k(t)
n!

(n− k)!
|n+ 1〉〈n+ 1|

− â†
∞∑

k,l=0

fk,l(t)
[(
â†
)k
â+ k

(
â†
)k−1

]
âl −

∞∑

k,l=0

fk,l(t)
(
â†
)k(

â†âl + lâl−1
)
â

}

=
κ

2

[
2
∞∑

n=0

∞∑

k=0

fk,k(t)
(n+ 1)!

(n− k)!
|n+ 1〉〈n+ 1| − 2

∞∑

k,l=0

fk,l(t)
(
â†
)k+1

âl+1 −
∞∑

k,l=0

fk,l(t)(k + l)
(
â†
)k
âl

]

=
κ

2

[
2
∞∑

n=0

∞∑

k=0

fk,k(t)
(
â†
)k+1

âk+1|n+ 1〉〈n+ 1| − 2
∞∑

k,l=0

fk,l(t)
(
â†
)k+1

âl+1 −
∞∑

k,l=0

fk,l(t)(k + l)
(
â†
)k
âl

]

=
κ

2

[
2
∞∑

k=0

fk,k(t)
(
â†
)k+1

âk+1
∞∑

n=0

|n〉〈n| − 2
∞∑

k,l=0

fk,l(t)
(
â†
)k+1

âl+1 −
∞∑

k,l=0

fk,l(t)(k + l)
(
â†
)k
âl

]

=
κ

2

[
2
∞∑

k,l=0

fk−1,k−1(t)δk,l
(
â†
)k
âl − 2

∞∑

k,l=0

fk−1,l−1(t)
(
â†
)k
âl −

∞∑

k,l=0

fk,l(t)(k + l)
(
â†
)k
âl

]
. (S19)

The completeness of the normal ordered monomials yields

ḟk,l(t) =
κ

2

[
2fk−1,k−1(t)δk,l − 2fk−1,l−1(t)− fk,l(t)(k + l)

]
. (S20)

Multiplying both sides by xkyl, performing summations over k and l, and defining F (x, y; t) =
∑
k,l fk,l(t)x

kyl as
before gives

∞∑

k,l=0

ḟk,l(t)x
kyl =

κ

2

[
2
∞∑

k,l=0

fk−1,k−1(t)δk,lx
kyl − 2

∞∑

k,l=0

fk−1,l−1(t)xkyl −
∞∑

k,l=0

fk,l(t)(k + l)xkyl

]

=
κ

2

[
2xy

∞∑

k,l=0

fk,k(t)δk,lx
kyl − 2xy

∞∑

k,l=0

fk,l(t)x
kyl −

∞∑

k,l=0

fk,l(t)(k + l)xkyl

]

⇒ Ḟ (x, y; t) =
κ

2

(
2P − 2xy − x∂x − y∂y

)
F (x, y; t), (S21)

where PF (x, y; t) = xy
∑∞
k=0 fk,k(t)(xy)k. Defining the transformed generating function as in the main text,

G(x, y; t) = exyF (x, y; t), finally gives

Ġ(x, y; t) =
κ

2

(
2P − x∂x − y∂y

)
G(x, y; t), (S22)

where PG(x, y; t) = xy
∑∞
k,l=0 δk,lgk,l(t)x

kyl.

ENTROPY PRODUCTION RATE OF THE ANHARMONIC OSCILLATOR

Conventional master equation—Consider the conventionally-used master equation for an anharmonic oscillator
coupled to a Markovian heat bath [5]

˙̂ρ(t) = − iω[â†â, ρ̂(t)]− iη[(â†)2â2, ρ̂(t)]

+
κ

2
(n̄+ 1)

[
2âρ̂(t)â† − â†âρ̂(t)− ρ̂(t)â†â

]
+
κ

2
n̄
[
2â†ρ̂(t)â− ââ†ρ̂(t)− ρ̂(t)ââ†

]
, (S23)
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where n̄ = (e~ω/kBTE − 1)−1. Recall the definition of the entropy production rate [6],

Π(t) = Ṡ(t)− 1

TE
Ė(t) (S24)

= − kB∂tTr
[
ρ̂(t) ln ρ̂(t)

]
− 1

TE
∂tTr

[
Ĥρ̂(t)

]

= − kBTr
[

˙̂ρ(t) ln ρ̂(t)
]
− kBTr

[
˙̂ρ(t)
]
− 1

TE
Tr
[
Ĥ ˙̂ρ(t)

]
. (S25)

Consider a diagonal Gaussian initial state, ρ̂(0) = N∑∞n=0 e
−cn|n〉〈n|, where N = 1−e−c is a normalization constant

and c ∈ R+ is a constant that characterizes the state. Direct insertion of the state and Eq. (S23) into Eq. (S25) yields
for the scaled entropy production rate at t = 0

TEΠ(0)/~κ = (N0 − n̄)
[
ω
(
1− TE/T0

)
+ 4ηN0

]
, (S26)

where we have defined N0 = (ec − 1)−1 and T0 = ~ω/kBc.
Since TE, κ > 0, Eq. (S26) implies that the initial entropy production is negative iff

N0 − n̄ > 0, (S27a)

ω
(
1− TE/T0

)
+ 4ηN0 < 0, (S27b)

or

N0 − n̄ < 0, (S28a)

ω
(
1− TE/T0

)
+ 4ηN0 > 0. (S28b)

First, if N0 − n̄ > 0, then Eqs. (S27a) and (S27b) are satisfied iff

TE < T0 <
TE

4N0η/ω + 1
, (S29a)

ω + 4ηN0 > 0, (S29b)

or

TE <T0, (S30a)

ω + 4ηN0 ≤ 0. (S30b)

This implies that for all η < 0 exists such T0, that is, initial state, that the initial entropy production rate is negative.
Second, if N0 − n̄ < 0, then Eqs. (S28a) and (S28b) are satisfied iff

TE

4N0η/ω + 1
< T0 <TE, (S31a)

ω + 4ηN0 > 0. (S31b)

Note that Eq. (S31b) is satisfied for all η > 0 since ω,N0 > 0. Equation (S31a) implies that for all η > 0 exists such
an initial state that the initial entropy production rate is negative.
Collecting the above results together, we conclude that for any finite anharmonicity, η 6= 0, there exists an initial
state that leads to negative entropy production rate in an anharmonic oscillator governed by the conventionally-used
master equation, Eq. (S23).
Master equation derived from the first principles—Consider a diagonal Gaussian initial state as in the previous
section. Moreover, assume low temperature for the environment and for the initial state, such that ~ω/kBTE � 1,
~η/kBTE � 1, and ~ω/kBT0 � 1. Again, direct insertion of the state and Eq. (S17) into Eq. (S25) yields for the
scaled entropy production rate at t = 0

T0TEΠ(0)/(~κω) ≈
(
TE − T0

)(
e−~ω/kBTE − e−~ω/kBT0

)
. (S32)

Evidently, both of the factors on the right-hand side of the equation have the same sign. Consequently, Π(0) ≥ 0 for
all choices of the parameters in this limit. We conclude that the master equation derived from the first principles
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corrects the contradiction between the conventionally-used Markovian master equation and the well-known property
of Markovian master equations that the entropy production rate is non-negative [6], at least for the setup considered
here.
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